CHAPTER 3
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
3.1

PROJECT UNDER REVIEW

This Environmental Impact Report (EIR) evaluates the environmental impacts of the proposed
Roseville Hotel and Conference Center Project (proposed project) in the City of Roseville (City).
The project proposes development of a 250-room hotel that includes a restaurant and a parking
lot on an 11-acre site located in the City. A 35,000 square foot (sf) conference center is also
proposed adjacent to the hotel. A detailed description of the project is contained in Chapter 2,
Project Description.

3.2

SUMMARY OF IMPACTS

This summary chapter provides an overview of the technical analysis contained in Sections 4.1
through 4.6 in Chapter 4, Environmental Analysis. This summary also includes discussions of:
(a) effects found to be less than significant, (b) comments received in response to the Notice of
Preparation (NOP), (c) potential areas of controversy, (d) significant and unavoidable impacts
and mitigation measures to avoid or reduce identified significant impacts, and (e) alternatives to
the proposed project.

3.3

EFFECTS FOUND TO BE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

Due to certain aspects of the project, project characteristics, or existing regulatory requirements,
the project is not anticipated to have significant impacts on agricultural and forest resources,
hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, public
services, population or housing, recreation, or geology, soils and mineral resources. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15128 states that “[a]n EIR shall contain a statement briefly indicating the
reasons that various possible significant effects of a project were determined not to be significant
and were therefore not discussed in detail in the EIR. Such a statement may be contained in an
attached copy of an initial study.” Here, in satisfaction of this requirement, Appendix B includes
the Initial Study for the project, which provides an overview of why the effects associated with
most of these issue areas were found to be less than significant and therefore not further analyzed
in this Draft EIR.
One subject area not addressed in the Initial Study (because the sample checklist includes no
questions on point) is the subject of Urban Decay. The City requested preparation of an Urban
Decay Analysis (see Appendix H) to determine if the project could have the potential to
contribute to the loss of revenue and eventual closing of local merchants, thereby contributing to
a condition of urban decay. As noted in the analysis, “[t]he Project does not comprise a retail
operation. And there is no precedent or basis by which to anticipate that the Project could cause
Roseville Hotel and Conference Center Project
May 2014

7990
3-1

3 – EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

or contribute to urban decay. However, to most fully inform the EIR process, this urban decay
analysis was conducted to address any prospective concerns about ensuing urban decay.” (p. 1.)
Based on the findings of the analysis, it was determined that “sufficient demand will exist to
support the Project along with the existing competitive hotels” and that “[n]o existing hotels are
anticipated to experience impacts sufficient to cause the facilities to close or achieve an
occupancy rate insufficient to maintain the hotels in a state of good repair. Moreover, all hotels
are currently in good physical condition with no visible signs of litter, graffiti, weeds or rubbish.
Based upon these findings, ALH Economics concludes that the proposed Roseville Hotel and
Conference Center as well as cumulative projects, of which none were identified, will not cause
or contribute to urban decay.” (p. 9.)
Appendix F in the CEQA Guidelines includes a list of potential energy impacts and conservation
measures, both to assist in preparation of the EIR and to identify ways to reduce a project’s
energy consumption. Items listed in Appendix F are to be considered where applicable or
relevant, and those listed below are incorporated in the Draft EIR for the proposed project.
The proposed project has been a part of the vision for this area of Roseville since the adoption of
the North Central Roseville Specific Plan (NCRSP) in 1990. The NCRSP includes an emphasis
on energy conservation for new development and includes specific plan policies that address
water and energy conservation (see NCRSP policies 3.9-4, 3.9-6, 3.9-7, 3.9-9, 3.10-5, 5.8.3,
5.8.5, 5.8.6, 5.8.7, 5.8.8, 6.5.1, 6.6.1, 6.6.2, 6.6.4, 7.11.2, 7.11.4, 7.12.11). Additionally, the
Roseville Community Design Guidelines (Design Guidelines) provide direction on project
features designed to help enhance energy efficiency (Design Guidelines OI-43, OI-74, OI-82).
The NRSP EIR evaluated the increase in demand for natural gas and electricity and identified
Mitigation Measures 3.10-30 and 3.10-31 which required future projects within the NCRSP to
incorporate conservation measures into development designs. The project incorporates a variety
of energy and water conservation measures in compliance with these mitigation measures and
meets the State’s Title 24 (2013) energy requirements resulting in impacts that are less than
significant, as described below.
The Hotel and Conference Center takes advantage of many energy saving features which support
the requirements found in Appendix F, as outlined in Chapter 2, Project Description. The
proposed project incorporates energy savings in three main ways: site design, architectural
elements and building materials, and efficient building systems. In order to first take full
advantage of the project site, the site design angles the building in way to maximize the effects of
solar orientation and predominant wind patterns. Project elements such as the proposed water
feature, hotel swimming pool, and tree shading also help to reduce the urban heat-island effect,
thus reducing the energy required to cool buildings. Second, building design and materials were
selected to build upon the site layout. Elements such as balconies that double as solar shades and
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operable windows for ventilation help to reduce overall energy demand put on the HVAC
systems of the building. Appropriate building materials also enhance the effectiveness of the
architectural design features. The project incorporates insulation and high performance glass in
order to minimize exterior environmental factors to maximize energy efficiency. Further, use of
recycled building materials allows the project to have a smaller energy and ecological footprint
by reusing materials that have already been processed which reduces the amount of energy
needed for providing new materials.
Lastly, the building systems are designed to make the project as energy efficient as possible.
Electrical systems include energy efficient lighting systems, occupancy controls of lighting and
HVAC, and ventilation air cooled with chilled water. These active features are then combined
with systems which help reduce energy usage when heating or cooling water. Energy efficient
water systems include heating hot water with a high efficiency condensing boiler, waste heat
recovery from showers, and chilled water from an efficient air cooled chiller. Additional water
heating would be facilitated by a solar thermal water heating system that is proposed for the roof
of the project. With the combined efforts of these systems, energy savings are expected to be
significant during project operation compared to traditional building systems.
All of these project features are either expressly required by or suggested for implementation by
Appendix F of the CEQA guidelines. The proposed project further addresses energy usage in
Section 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The increase in electricity and natural
gas associated with project operation would not result in a significant effect.

3.4

COMMENTS RECEIVED IN RESPONSE TO THE NOP

During the NOP comment period, 9 comment letters were received. Comments were received
from Caltrans, the Native American Heritage Commission, the Placer County Flood Control and
Water Conservation District, the Highland Reserve Neighborhood Association, and local
residents. All of the comments raised in the NOP comment letters are addressed in the technical
sections contained in Chapter 4 or in the Initial Study included in Appendix B. A summary of the
comments received are included below.
Caltrans
Caltrans is requesting that the traffic report should analyze the project under existing plus project
and existing plus project by phase as well as cumulative with and without the project. The
comment letter also requests that the level of service be analyzed at specific locations and that
the traffic report follow the Caltrans Traffic Impact Study guide. The letter also includes other
recommendations to improve circulation on area highways and notes that any signs adjacent to
state highways need to be provided to Caltrans for review and approval. All of the concerns
raised by Caltrans are addressed in Section 4.6 of the Draft EIR.
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Native American Heritage Commission
The Native American Heritage Commission provided its standard letter requesting that a records
search be prepared for the project site. Cultural resources were addressed in the Initial Study
included in Appendix B and are addressed again in Section 4.4 of this Draft EIR.
Placer County Flood Control and Water Conservation District
The PCFCWCD is requesting that information on an increase in peak flow rates and volume
runoff at downstream locations be addressed as well as any changes to the 100-year floodplain
boundary and the potential for the project to overload capacity of flood control systems. These
concerns are addressed in the Initial Study included in Appendix B. For reasons discussed
therein (on page 27 and 35), the City determined that effects relating to potential flooding would
be less than significant.
Highland Reserve Neighborhood Association
The HRNA raises concerns associated with the proposed digital sign and potential traffic from
the adjacent Galleria Mall during peak shopping times (November and December) using the
bridge to cut through the project site to avoid traffic through the mall.
The remaining comment letters received from local residents expressed concerns regarding the
proposed LED digital sign.

3.5

POTENTIAL AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

The potential areas of controversy raised by local residents include concerns regarding the LED
digital billboard and an increase in traffic on local roads.

3.6

SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS AND
MITIGATION MEASURES

Four significant and unavoidable impacts were identified for the proposed project.
4.6-1/4.6-6

Change in LOS at Signalized Intersections in the City of Roseville – Significant
and unavoidable impact under a maximum event (Scenario 2) under both project
specific and cumulative conditions.

4.6-2/4.6-7

Add Traffic to Caltrans Freeway Ramps – Significant and unavoidable impact
under both project specific and cumulative conditions.
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3.7

ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

CEQA requires that the lead agency decision-makers adopt mitigation measures or alternatives,
where feasible, to substantially lessen or avoid significant environmental impacts that would
otherwise occur. Draft EIRs, as prepared by lead agency staff, therefore must include
recommended mitigation measures and potentially feasible alternatives for ultimate
consideration by such decision-makers. Project modification or alternatives are not required,
however, where significant environmental impacts will not occur.
As is evident from the text of the EIR, all significant effects of the Project would be mitigated to
less-than-significant levels by the adoption of feasible mitigation measures. There are no impacts
that remain as significant and unavoidable and which cannot be substantially lessened.
The EIR evaluates the following alternatives to the proposed project:
Alternative 1a

No Project/No Development Alternative, which assumes no development
would occur and the site would remain in its current undeveloped condition.

Alternative 1b

No Project/Existing Zoning Alternative, which assumes development would
occur consistent with the underlying land use designations and zoning and
would include 115,000 square feet of retail and 76,660 square feet of office
uses based on a .4 FAR with the site developed with 60 percent retail and 40
percent office.

Alternative 2

Reduced Footprint Alternative, which assumes the conference center is
reduced to 24,150 sf and would accommodate a maximum of 828 attendees.
The 250-room hotel would remain as would 530 parking spaces and all the
other components of the project including the digital billboard, multi-use trail,
and bridge to the Galleria retail center.

Alternative 3

Reduced Footprint/Smaller Hotel Alternative, reduces the size of the
conference center to 10,000 sf to accommodate no more than 350 attendees and
includes a 175-room hotel. The other project components would remain the
same and would include parking, digital billboard, multi-use trail, and bridge to
the Galleria retail center. However, the number of parking spaces would be
reduced under this alternative.
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3.8

SUMMARY TABLE

Information in Table 3-1, Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures, has been organized to
correspond with environmental issues discussed in Chapter 4. The summary table is arranged in
four columns and organized as follows:
1. Environmental impacts;
2. Level of significance prior to mitigation;
3. Applicable mitigation; and
4. The level of significance after implementation of mitigation.
Following Table 3-1 is information on impacts associated with the project alternatives evaluated.
Table 3-2 shows the significance of impacts that would occur under the alternatives, as well as
the relative severity of the impacts as compared to those of the proposed project.
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation

4.1 Aesthetics
4.1-1 Degradation of the Existing
Visual Character of the Project
Site
4.1-2 Introduction of Uses that
are Visually Incompatible
with Existing or Planned Uses in
the Area
4.1-3 Introduction of New
Sources of Light and Glare
4.1-4 Contribution to Cumulative
Changes in the Existing Visual
Character
4.1-5 Contribution to a
Cumulative Increase in Light and
Glare
4.2-1 Conflict with Applicable Air
Quality Plan
4.2-2 Violate the Placer County
Air Pollution Control District
Standards for Air Quality

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant
Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant
Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant
Significant
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None required

4.2 Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions
None required
4.2-2(a)

Prior to approval of Grading or Improvement Plans, (whichever occurs first), on project
sites greater than one acre, the project applicant shall submit a Construction Emission
/ Dust Control Plan to the Placer County Air Pollution Control District. If the District
does not respond within twenty (20) days of the plan being accepted as complete, the
plan shall be considered approved. The applicant shall provide written evidence,
provided by the District, to the local jurisdiction (city or county) that the plan has been
submitted to the District. It is the responsibility of the applicant to deliver the approved
plan to the local jurisdiction. The applicant shall not break ground prior to receiving
District approval, of the Construction Emission / Dust Control Plan, and delivering that
approval to the local jurisdiction issuing the permit.

Less than
significant

Less than
significant
Less than
significant

7990
3-7

3 – EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)
The following shall be included in the Dust Control Plan:
(a) During construction, emissions of fugitive dust from any active operation, open
storage pile, or disturbed surface area, shall be controlled so that dust does not
remain visible in the atmosphere beyond the boundary line of the emission source.
(b) When wind speeds result in dust emissions crossing the property line, and despite
the application of dust control measures, grading and earthmoving operations shall
be suspended and inactive disturbed surface areas shall be stabilized.
(c) Fugitive dust generated by active operations, open storage piles, or from a disturbed
surface area shall not result in such opacity as to obscure an observer’s view to a
degree equal to or greater than does smoke as dark or darker in shade as that
designated as No. 2 on the Ringlemann Chart (or 40% opacity).
(d) All exposed soils be watered a minimum of once every two hours of active operation
or sufficiently often to keep the area adequately wetted. e) Any visible track-out on a
paved road where vehicles enter and exit the work area must be removed at the end
of the workday or at least on time per day. Removal shall be accomplished by using
wet sweeping or a HEPA filter equipped vacuum device. Dirt from vehicles exiting
shall be removed through the use of a gravel pad, a tire shaker, a wheel wash
system, or a pavement extending for not less than 50 feet from the intersection
with the paved public road.

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation

4.2-2 (b) The following standard note shall be included on the Grading Plan or Improvement
Plans, or as an attached form: The prime contractor shall submit to the District a
comprehensive inventory (e.g., make, model, year, emission rating) of all the heavyduty off-road equipment (50 horsepower of greater) that will be used in aggregate of 40
or more hours for the construction project. If any new equipment is added after
submission of the inventory, the prime contractor shall contact the District prior to the
new equipment being utilized. At least three business days prior to the use of subject
heavy-duty off-road equipment, the project representative shall provide the District with
the anticipated construction timeline including start date, name, and phone number of
the property owner, project manager, and on-site foreman.
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)
Prior to approval of Grading or Improvement Plans, whichever occurs first, the project
applicant shall provide a written calculation to the District for approval demonstrating
that the heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles to be used in the construction
project, including owned, leased and subcontractor vehicles, shall achieve a project
wide fleet-average of 25% of NOx and 45% of diesel particulate matter reduction as
compared to CARB statewide fleet average emissions. Acceptable options for
reducing emissions may include use of late model engines, low-emission diesel
products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment products, and/or
other options as they become available.
4.2-2(d) The following standard note shall be included on the Improvement/Grading Plan, or as an
attached form:
 During construction the contractor shall utilize existing power sources (e.g., power
poles) or clean fuel (e.g., gasoline, biodiesel, natural gas) generators rather than
temporary diesel power generators.
 During construction, the contractor shall minimize idling time to a maximum of 5
minutes for all diesel-powered equipment.

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation

4.2-2(c)

4.2-2(e)
4.2-3 Expose Sensitive
Receptors to Substantial
Pollution Concentrations
4.2-4 Create Objectionable
Odors Affecting a Substantial
Number of People
4.2-5 Generate a Substantial
Contribution to GHG Emissions
that Conflicts with an Applicable
Plan or Policy

Less than
significant

Signs shall be posted in the designated queuing areas of the construction site to remind
off-road equipment operators that idling is limited to a maximum of 5 minutes.
None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact
4.2-6 Result in the Cumulatively
Considerable Net Increase in
Criteria Pollutants
4.3-1 Substantial Adverse Effect
on Species Identified as a
Candidate, Sensitive, or SpecialStatus or Substantially Reduce
the Habitat of a Fish or Wildlife
Species, or Substantially Reduce
the Number or Restrict the
Range of an Endangered, Rare
or Threatened Species

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation
Less than
significant

Potentially
significant
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Mitigation Measure(s)
None required

4.3-1

4.3 Biological Resources
Preconstruction Survey. If project construction work is required to be scheduled during
the breeding season (March through August), a qualified biologist shall conduct a
preconstruction survey of the work area to determine if any ground-nesting native birds,
including burrowing owls, are nesting in or in the immediate vicinity of vegetation to be
removed. In addition, all trees bordering the site and/or associated with Pleasant Grove
Creek and the preserve area between Highway 65 and Roseville Parkway shall be
surveyed to confirm no Swainson’s hawk or white-tailed kite nests have been
established since the time of the 2013 survey; pre-construction surveys shall follow
accepted survey protocols for the presence or absence of these species. The purpose
of the surveys will be to determine if active nests of special-status or other protected
birds are present in the disturbance zone or within 500 feet of the disturbance zone
boundary (within 0.25 mile for Swainson’s hawks). The preconstruction survey will be
conducted within 15 days prior to the start of work from March through May (since there
is higher potential for birds to initiate nesting during this period), and within 30 days prior
to the start of work from June through August. If active nests are found in the work area,
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife typically recommends 300-foot buffers
around active nests of songbirds and 500 feet or more for raptors. However, the
tolerance of birds with respect to activities and noise around active nests can vary
depending upon the species, the type and extent of disturbance activity, intervening
topography and vegetation, and other factors. Consequently, if active nests are found in
the work area, the biologist shall evaluate these factors with respect to onsite conditions
and determine if smaller buffers would be appropriate. If Swainson’s hawks are
determined to be nesting adjacent to the site and construction activities could result in
a “take” of one or more hawks within the meaning of the California Endangered
Species Act, consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife may also
be necessary.

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation
Less than
significant

Less than
significant
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact

4.3-2 Substantial Adverse Effect
on Riparian Habitat, Sensitive
Natural Community, Wetlands
4.3-3 Interfere Substantially with
Wildlife Movement or Native
Wildlife Nursery Sites
4.3-4 Conflict with any Local
Polices or Ordinances Protecting
Biological Resources

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)
The following shall be required when performing surveys: Surveys shall be performed
by a qualified biologist familiar with the target bird species and their habitat(s).
Presence or absence of Swainson’s hawk shall be determined pursuant to the
Recommended Timing and Methodology for Swainson’s Hawk Nesting Surveys in
California’s Central Valley (Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory Committee, 2000 May
31). Burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted at least three times per week from May 1
to September 30 during the breeding season, pursuant to the 2012 CDFW Staff Report.

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation

Surveys for other raptors, including white-tailed kite, shall include walking
“wandering” transects throughout the project area and include an “Active Nest
Search" component. This shall include a thorough search of all trees, power poles
and standing snags for active nests in the proposed disturbance area, while also
noting any incidental raptor sightings. Surveys shall not be conducted during periods
of excessive or abnormal cold, heat, wind, rain, or other inclement weather that
individually or collectively reduces the likelihood of detection. If any large stick nests
are discovered, it will be determined whether they are actively being used or not. The
following behaviors are indicators that an active nest may be present: (1) Carrying
material to build nests within the survey area; (2) Copulations; (3) Carrying food or
feeding young; (4) Carrying fecal sacks away from nest; (5) Mate-feeding (repeated
“bee-line” flying to likely nest site); (6) Observation of nest; (7) Observation of chicks;
(8) Females giving call or chip notes alerting their mate that they are off the nest; and
(9) Auditory evidence of chicks.
Implement Mitigation Measure 4.3-1.

Potentially
significant

4.3-2

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact
4.3-5 Contribute to a Cumulative
Impact on Biological Resources
4.4-1 Disturb, Damage or
Destroy Unidentified Subsurface
Archaeological or Historical
Resources or Human Remains
during Project Construction

4.4-2 Disturb Unknown
Paleontological Resources
during Site Preparation

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation
Less than
significant
Potentially
significant

Less than
significant
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Mitigation Measure(s)
None required

4.4-1(a)

4.4 Cultural Resources
Proper Handling of Archaeological Resources. If any cultural resources, such as
structural features, unusual amounts of bone or shell, artifacts, human remains, or
architectural remains are encountered during any construction activities, work shall be
suspended within 100 feet of the find, and the project applicant shall immediately notify
the City of Roseville Community Development Director and coordinate any necessary
investigation of the site with a qualified archaeologist as needed to assess the
resources (i.e., whether it is a “historical resource” or a “unique archaeological
resource”) and provide proper management recommendations should potential impacts
to the resources be found to be significant. Possible management recommendations for
historical or unique archaeological resources could include resource avoidance or,
where avoidance is infeasible in light of project design or layout or is unnecessary to
avoid significant effects, data recovery excavations. In consultation with the
archaeologists, the contractor shall implement any measures deemed by City staff to be
necessary and feasible to avoid or minimize significant effects to the cultural resources.

4.4-1(b) Accidental Discovery of Human Remains. Pursuant to Section 5097.98 of the State
Public Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of the State Health and Safety Code, as
well as CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 (e), in the event of the discovery of human
remains, the County Coroner shall be immediately notified. If the remains are
determined to be Native American, guidelines of the Native American Heritage
Commission shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains.
None required

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation
Less than
significant
Less than
significant

Less than
significant
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact
4.4-3 Contribute to the
Cumulative Loss of Cultural
Resources

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation
Potentially
significant

4.4-3

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implement Mitigation Measures 4.4-1(a) and (b).

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation

4.5 Public Utilities
4.5-1 Availability of Water
Supplies to Meet Project
Demand in Wet/Dry Years
4.5-2 Construct or Expand Water
Treatment, Conveyance, and/or
Storage Facilities to
Accommodate the Project
4.5-3 Deplete Groundwater
Supplies or Interfere with
Groundwater Recharge
4.5-4 Construction or Expansion of
Wastewater Collection Facilities
4.5-5 Capacity at the PGWWTP
to Serve the Proposed Project
4.5-6 Exceed Wastewater
Treatment Requirements of the
Regional Water Quality Control
Board
4.5-7 Capacity for Solid Waste
Disposal at the MRF or WRSL
4.5-8 Fail to Comply with
Federal, State, and Local
Statutes and Regulations
Related to Solid Waste

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant
Less than
significant
Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant
Less than
significant
Less than
significant

Less than
significant
Less than
significant

None required
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None required
None required

None required

Less than
significant
Less than
significant
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Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact
4.5-9 Cumulative Increase in
Demand for Water Supply and
Treatment Capacity
4.5-10 Cumulative Increase in
Demand for Wastewater
Treatment and Plant Capacity
4.5-11 Cumulative Increase in
Solid Waste
4.6-1 Change in LOS at
Signalized Intersections in the
City of Roseville

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation
Less than
significant

Mitigation Measure(s)
None required

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation
Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Less than
significant

None required

Less than
significant

Significant

4.6-1(a)

4.6 Transportation and Circulation
The City of Roseville shall modify its CIP to include the following improvements, and
implement these improvements when warranted by traffic conditions. Payment of the
City’s TMF by the project represents a fair share contribution to these improvements:



The eastbound left-turn lanes at the Roseville Parkway/Galleria Boulevard
intersection shall be lengthened to better accommodate vehicle queues.
Improvements shall consist of extending the turn lane into a portion of the
landscaped median so that a net increase of 300 feet of storage (i.e., capacity to
queue 12 additional vehicles) is provided.
4.6-1(b) The Hotel/Conference Facility operator shall inform the City of Roseville Engineering
Department at least one week in advance of any event that is expected to
accommodate 600 or more guests. The City’s Engineering Department staff shall
remotely (via its Traffic Management Center) change the traffic signal timing during the
evening peak period of the event at the Roseville Parkway/Galleria Boulevard
intersection as follows:
 Increase the maximum green time for the eastbound left-turn from 17.6 to 21.6 seconds,
and decrease the maximum green time for the northbound/ southbound through
movements by 4 seconds.

Roseville Hotel and Conference Center Project
May 2014

Significant and
unavoidable
(under Maximum
Event Scenario)
Less than
significant (under
Average Large
Event Scenario)

7990
3-14

3 – EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Table 3-1
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Environmental Impact
4.6-2 Add Traffic to Caltrans
Freeway Ramps

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation
Significant

4.6-3 Impacts to Bicycle
Facilities or Network
4.6-4 Impacts to Pedestrian
Access
4.6-5 Increased Demand for
Transit
4.6-6 Decrease in LOS at City
Intersections Under 2025
Conditions

Less than
significant
Less than
significant
Less than
significant
Significant

4.6-7 Add traffic to Caltrans
Freeway Ramps Under 2025
Conditions

Significant
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Mitigation Measure(s)
The project applicant shall pay the Highway 65 JPA Fee and the South Placer Regional
Transportation Agency (SPRTA) fee. The Highway 65 JPA Fee assesses fees on new
development for the cost of interchange improvements along SR 65. The SPRTA fee provides
funding for regional projects such as the State Route 65 Widening and Placer Parkway.
None required
4.6-2

None required
None required
4.6-6

4.6-7

The City of Roseville shall modify its CIP to include the following improvements, and
implement these improvements when warranted by traffic conditions. Payment of the
City’s TMF by the project represents a fair share contribution to these improvements:
a. Junction Boulevard/Washington Boulevard. The outside southbound through lane
shall be restriped/reassigned to a shared through/right lane. As indicated in
Appendix G, operations are restored to LOS E, which is considered acceptable.
This improvement can be accomplished through roadway restriping and signal
modifications. No relocations of curb, gutter, sidewalk or signal equipment would
be necessary.
b. Pleasant Grove Boulevard/Hallissy Drive. The northbound and southbound
approaches shall be restriped from dedicated left, through, right lanes to left,
shared left/through, and right lanes. The northbound and southbound approaches
shall operate with split phasing. As indicated in Appendix G, operations are
restored to LOS C. This improvement can be accomplished through roadway
restriping and signal modifications.
Implement Mitigation Measure 4.6-2.

Level of
Significance
After Mitigation
Significant and
unavoidable
Less than
significant
Less than
significant
Less than
significant
Less than
significant
(Scenario 1)
Significant and
unavoidable
(Scenario 2)

Significant and
unavoidable
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Table 3-2
Evaluation of Alternatives by Impact Area

Impact
4.1-1: Degradation of the Visual Character of the
Project Site
4.1-2: Introduction of Uses that are Visually
Incompatible with Existing or Planned Uses in the Area
4.1-3: Introduction of New Sources of Light and Glare
4.1-4: Contribution to Cumulative Changes in the
Existing Visual Character
4.1-5: Contribution to a Cumulative Increase in Light
and Glare
4.2-1: Conflict with Applicable Air Quality Plan
4.2-2: Violate the City of Roseville’s Significance
Thresholds for Air Quality
4.2-3: Expose Sensitive Receptors to Substantial
Pollution Concentrations
4.2-4: Create Objectionable Odors Affecting a
Substantial Number of People
4.2-5 Generate a Substantial Contribution to GHG
Emissions that Conflicts with an Applicable Plan or
Policy
4.2-6: Result in the Cumulatively Considerable Net
Increase in Criteria Pollutants
4.3-1: Substantial Adverse Effect on Species Identified
As A Candidate, Sensitive, or Special-Status or
Substantially Reduce the Habitat of a Fish or Wildlife
Species, or Substantially Reduce the Number or

Roseville Hotel and Conference Center Project
May 2014

Proposed
Project

Alternative 1b: No
Project/Existing
Zoning

Alternative 2:
Reduced
Footprint

Alternative 3: Reduced
Footprint/Smaller
Hotel

LS

LS

LS-

LS

Alternative 1a: No
Project/No Development
Aesthetics
NI

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS-

LS
LS

NI
NI

LS
LS

LS
LS

LSLS-

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS-

LS
LS/MM

Air Quality/Greenhouse Gases
NI
NI

LS
LS/MM

LS
LS/MM

LS
LS/MM-

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS/MM

Biological Resources
NI

LS/MM

LS/MM

LS/MM
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Table 3-2
Evaluation of Alternatives by Impact Area

Impact
Restrict the Range of an Endangered, Rare or
Threatened Species
4.3-2: Substantial Adverse Effect on Riparian Habitat,
Sensitive Natural Community, Wetlands
4.3-3: Interfere Substantially with Wildlife Movement or
Native Wildlife Nursery Sites
4.3-4: Conflict with Any Local Policies or Ordinances
Protecting Biological Resources
4.3-5: Contribute to a Cumulative Impact on Biological
Resources
4.4-1: Disturb, Damage or Destroy Unidentified
Subsurface Archaeological or Historical Resources or
Human Remains during Project Construction
4.4-2: Disturb Unknown Paleontological Resources
During Site Preparation
4.4-3: Contribute to the Cumulative Loss of Cultural
Resources
4.5-1: Availability of Water Supplies to Meet Project
Demand in Wet/Dry Years
4.5-2: Construct or Expand Water Treatment,
Conveyance, and/or Storage Facilities to Accommodate
the Project
4.5-3: Deplete Groundwater Supplies or Interfere with
Groundwater Recharge
4.5-4: Construction or Expansion of Wastewater
Collection or Treatment Facilities

Roseville Hotel and Conference Center Project
May 2014

Proposed
Project

Alternative 1a: No
Project/No Development

Alternative 1b: No
Project/Existing
Zoning

Alternative 2:
Reduced
Footprint

Alternative 3: Reduced
Footprint/Smaller
Hotel

LS/MM

NI

LS/MM

LS/MM

LS/MM

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS/MM

Cultural Resources
NI

LS/MM

LS/MM

LS/MM-

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS/MM

NI

LS

LS/MM

LS/MM-

LS

Utilities
NI

LS-

LS-

LS-

LS

NI

LS-

LS-

LS-

LS

NI

LS

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS-

LS-

LS-
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Table 3-2
Evaluation of Alternatives by Impact Area

Impact
4.5-5: Capacity at the Dry Creek Wastewater Treatment
Plant to Serve the Project
4.5-6: Exceed Wastewater Treatment Requirements of
the Regional Water Quality Control Board
4.5-7: Capacity for Solid Waste Disposal at the
Materials Recovery Facility or Western Regional
Sanitary Landfill
4.5-8: Federal, State, and Local Statutes and
Regulations Related to Solid Waste
4.5-9: Cumulative Increase in Demand for Water Supply
and Treatment Capacity
4.5-10: Cumulative Increase in Demand for Wastewater
Treatment and Plant Capacity
4.5-11: Cumulative Increase in Solid Waste
4.6-1: Change in LOS at signalized intersections in the
City of Roseville
4.6-2: Add Traffic to Caltrans Freeway Ramps
4.6-3: Impacts to Bicycle Facilities or Network
4.6-4: Impacts to Pedestrian Access
4.6-5: Increased Demand for Transit
4.6-6: Add Traffic to Freeway Off-Ramps under 2025
Conditions
Notes:
LS = impacts less than significant
NI = No impact
LS/MM = Impacts less than significant after mitigation
SU = Impacts significant and unavoidable

Roseville Hotel and Conference Center Project
May 2014

Proposed
Project
LS

Alternative 1a: No
Project/No Development
NI

Alternative 1b: No
Project/Existing
Zoning
LS-

Alternative 2:
Reduced
Footprint
LS-

Alternative 3: Reduced
Footprint/Smaller
Hotel
LS-

LS

NI

LS-

LS-

LS-

LS

NI

LS-

LS-

LS-

LS

NI

LS-

LS

LS

LS

NI

LS-

LS-

LS-

LS

NI

LS-

LS-

LS-

LS

LS-

LS-

LS-

SU/MM

NI
Transportation
NI

LS/MM-

LS/MM-

LS/MM-

SU/MM
LS
LS
LS
SU/MM

NI
NI
NI
NI
NI

SU/MM
SU/MM
LS
LS
SU/MM

SU/MM
LS
LS
LS
SU/MM

SU/MM
LS
LS
LS
SU/MM

SU/M = Impacts significant even with mitigation
“+” indicates the impact is more severe than the project impact
“-“ indicates that the impact is similar to the project impact but less severe
No “+” or “-“ indicates the impact would be similar to the project impact.
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