Anderson-Cottonwood Irrigation District
2810 Silver Street - Anderson, California 96007
530-3635-7329 Fax; 530-365-7623
e-mail: acidwater@sbcglobal.net

February 20, 2008
Mr. Kent Hector, Senior Planner DEPARIMENT OF
Planning Division RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
Shasta County Department of Resource Management RECEIVED
1855 Placer Street, Suite 103 FEg 21,
Redding, California 96001 008
PMNNING/BWLDWG

Re:  General Plan Amendment 07-001, Zone Amendment 07-004, an&Ni‘ract Map
1960 — Romar Homes, Inc.

Dear Mr. Hector:

This is in response to the Notice of Public Scoping Meeting for an Environmental Impact
Report received by my office regarding the above-named project, and the opportunity, as
an affected agency, to pr0v1de comments regarding this project.

Followmg rev1ew of the Imtlal Study Checkhst and Pro;ect Data for General Plan
Amendment 07-001, Zone Amendment 07-004, and Tract Map 1960, I prov1ded
comments on behalf of Anderson-Cottonwood Imgatlon District to your office,
addressed to Mr. Paul Bolton, in February 2007. Many of the following comments were
included in that earlier letter, and this letter also includes comments not provided earlier.

The proposed project would result in the construction of up to 430 single-family homes
and associated infrastructure including streets, sidewalks, and driveways. Analysis of the
detention or discharge of urban water runoff that will result from this project by
household use or stormwater runoff was not included in the Initial Study Checklist, and
detention ponds were mentioned but not detailed in the Project Description.

The Quality of Water Discharged Will Change.

As noted in Section I1.6 of the Initial Study Checklist, seasonal rainfall currently results
in natural flows that terminate in the Anderson-Cottonwood Irrigation District (ACID)
main canal. Following development, the volume and the quality of these discharges will
change. ACID is a special district formed under Division 11 of the California Water
Code for the purpose of delivering water to agncultural 1mgators The quality of such
water is of utmost.importance to the District and its ratepayers and is regulated by the
California Central Valley Reglonal Water Qual1ty Control Board" (Reg10nal Board).
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Regulatory Hurdles.
Unfiltered or untreated water discharged from developments such as proposed here
would more likely than not contain petroleum products, fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides,
and household cleaning products. The introduction of urban runoff into District facilities
will not be allowed without the express approval of the Board of Directors and the
issuance of a drainage permit, following the development of a discharge plan by the
applicant that would include but may not be limited to the following components:

= Filtering and/or monitoring to ensure the absence of contaminants.

* Limiting discharge volumes to flows that will not damage the canal.

* Constructing and maintaining discharge headworks that meet District

construction standards.

» Compliance with the District’s drainage fee schedule.
Following the development of such a plan, the District’s Board of Directors would
consider a proposal by the applicants for the provision of drainage service, but such
decisions are made on a case-by-case basis following the determination that no harm will
result to District ratepayers.

Moreover, any approval by the District will also be subject to further water quality
conditions imposed by the Regional Board pursuant to the Porter-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act. For example, District landowners are currently subject to a Conditional
Agricultural Waiver program developed by the Regional Board pursuant to Porter-
Cologne. This program prohibits the discharge of agricultural return flow (runoff) unless
the landowners agree to monitor for selected constituents of interest, collect data and
report to the Regional Board on the discharge of water containing any of the listed
constituents. Candidly, we do not know where this regulatory program is going to go; the
Regional Board may remain satisfied with monitoring, data collection and reporting
under an agricultural waiver program, or may impose Waste Discharge Requirements
(further permit conditions.) Under the current program, the Regional Board has authority
to impose a cease and desist order prohibiting the discharge of water that contains
constituents of greater than an established water quality standard.

We do, however, know that the District cannot permit discharge of water into its canal
without knowing whether and to what extent the discharge contains constituents that
would prevent the District from delivering water for agriculture or discharging into
another water body.

It is the responsibility of Shasta County to ensure that developed lands are served by an
adequate, legal, and workable drainage system to remove or detain household and
stormwater runoff, and that is consistent with the requirements of law. Anderson-
Cottonwood Irrigation District, absent prior agreement, cannot provide this service.

Easement Rights

Because a significant portion of this project is bordered by the existing ACID Main Canal
and the associated Canal easement, it is imperative that the proposed project not encroach
upon or impede District access to the easement.
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Grading

It is also important that grading not be allowed or undertaken near or upon the existing
canal bank; such activity has the potential to compromise the integrity of the soils and the
embankment which could cause seepage from the canal during periods of operation.

Sincerely,

Stan Wangberg
General Manager

C: Mr. Shawn Kreps
Director, Division IV
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFFICE OF COMMUNITY PLANNING
1657 RIVERSIDE DRIVE

P. 0. BOX 496073

REDDING, CA 96049-6073
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PLANNING/BUILDING Sha-5-2.0

DIVISIONS Romar/Panorama Homes Subdivision

TR 1960

March 19, 2008 NOP DEIR

SCH # 2008022104

Mr. Kent Hector

Shasta County Department of Resource Management
Planning Division

1855 Placer Street

Redding, CA 96001

Dear Mr. Hector:

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Notice of Preparation of a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (NOP EIR) for the General Plan amendment, zone amendment, and
subdivision map submitted on behalf of Romar Inc. for a 446-unit subdivision. The project is located
northeast of the Gas Point Road/Interstate 5 (I-5) interchange and southeast of the Deschutes Road/I-5
interchange.

The project is in proximity to the Shasta County Southern Region Transportation Planning Traffic
_Impact Fee Program Area, but it is not accounted for in that study. As part of the scoping process,
Caltrans appreciates the opportunity we had to meet and discuss the scope of the traffic study on
February 1, 2008. We look forward to maintaining a close relationship with the County, applicants,
and their representatives in the preparation of the traffic study and environmental document relating to
traffic concerns.

The current traffic impact fee programs are inadequate to address circulation improvements to the State
highway system for freeway mainline improvements. This project, as well as other projects proposed
for this area, will add potentially significant cumulative traffic impacts to the state and local
transportation systems. The government entities along the I-5 corridor in Shasta and Tehama counties
have agreed to participate in the Fix Five Partnership study. We anticipate that the study will result in
a fair and legal method to assess development projects for direct and cumulative impacts to the I-5
corridor. However, in the absence of adoption of the Fix 5 Mitigation Program, the DEIR should
identify the project’s proportionate share toward mainline freeway impacts, as well as, interchanges,
intersections, and other State highways.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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We look forward to reviewing the traffic study for this project. If you have any questions, or if the
scope of this project changes, please call me at 225-3369.

Sincerely,

MARCELINO GONZALEZ

Local Development Review
Office of Community Planning

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



















CITY OF
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February 22, 2008

Kent Hector

Shasta County Department of Resource Management.
1855 Placer Street

Redding, CA 96001

RE: Panorama Planned Development
Dear Mr. Hector,

The City of Anderson has received and reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the Panorama Planned
Development EIR. This development will generate traffic, apportion of which will use the Deschutes Road
at Interstate 5 Interchange and therefore, should participate in the funding mechanism for the Deschutes
Road at Interstate 5 Interchange improvements. The Traffic Impact Fee is based on the City of Anderson
Ordinance No. 737. This ordinance amended the development impact fee established by Ordinance No.
732 and established a fee of $1,367 per equivalent dwelling unit (EDU). The ordinance also provides for an
automatic yearly adjustment of this fee. Commencing on August 1* of each year after August 1%, 2006 the
fee is adjusted by a percentage equal to the percentage of change as published in the Annual Engineering
New Record, Construction Cost Index. The present Traffic Impact fee is $1,475.99 per EDU.

These fees should be paid at the time of the issuance of building permits, and remitted to the Cit y of
Anderson. Payment of this one time fee will satisfy Panorama Planned Development’s obligation for traffic
impacts within the City of Anderson, at the Deschutes Road at Interstate 5 Interchange.

If you should have questions please contact Richard Barchus, at {530) 378-6640.

Respec ours,

g <
Richard Barchus
Public Works Director

Public Works Department * 1887 Howard Street, Anderson, California 96007 ¢ Telephone (530) 378-6636 * Fax (530) 378-6666













































Pacific Gas and ‘ﬂ::g';\;';r“’t"‘as Phone: (&30) 246-6548
Electric Company 3600 Meadow View Dr, ~ °Maijatx@pge.com
w Redding, CA. 96002

Technical & Land Services

PARTMENT OF
March 3, 2008 RESO%E?CE MANAGEMENT
ECEIVED
County of Shasta MAR 0 5 2008
Department of Resource Management
1855 Placer Street, Suite #103 PLANNING/BUILDING
Redding, CA 96001 DIVISIONS

Attn: Kent Hector, Senior Planner

Re: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report, Panorama Planned Development

Mr. Kent Hector,
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to review and comment on the above mentioned notice.

PG&E currently owns and operates the following electric transmission lines within the project
area: the Round Mountain-Cottonwood #2 (230kV), the Round Mountain-Cottonwood #2
(230kV), Pit #1-Cottonwood (230kV), and the Cottonwood-Panorama (115kV). PG&E owns
and operates these transmission lines by virtue of the following easements: Book 412 at page
167, Volume 267 at page 2, Volume 217 at page 297, Volume 217 at page 108, Volume 139 at
page 220, Volume 756 at page 672, and Volume 217 at page 132, all of the Official Records of
the County of Shasta.

Please be advised that no work should be performed on PG&E Company property (SBE# 135-
45-26A-1, 135-45-80-1, and 135-45-80-2) which is located adjacent to the project area and no
work should be performed within the aforementioned power line easements without the prior
written consent of Pacific Gas & Electric Company.

PG&E also owns and operates gas transmission and distribution lines along the county roads
known as Balls Ferry Road and Treefoil Lane by virtue of the Franchise Agreement.

If a conflict is identified between this project and our facilities, please notify me at the letterhead
address.

If you have any questions or concerns, please contact me at the above letterhead address.

Sincerely,

Land Agent




MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
1855 Placer Street, Redding, CA 96001

Environmental Health Administration Air Quality Management District
Suite 201 Suite 200 Suite 101
225-5787 225-5789 225-5674
Planning Division Community Education Section Building Division
Suite 103 Suite 200 Suite 102
225-5532 225-5789 225-5761
TO: Kent Hector, Senior Planner

FROM: Adam Fieseler, Air Pollution Inspector II &3/

DATE: March 17, 2007

SUBJECT: Panorama Planned Development, NOTICE OF PREPARATION

The Shasta County Air Quality Management District has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the Panorama
Planned Development as requested in your letter dated February 19, 2008.

The Environmental Initial Study indicates that the project may have potentially significant impact on air quality.
Mitigation and monitoring of these potential impacts will be determined by additional data, analysis, and
recommendations of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The EIR will typically review the impacts on the
Attainment Plan, air quality standards for criteria pollutants, cumulative effect with state air quality standards,
receptor exposure to conventional pollutants and precursors, and odors.  The EIR will likely analyze the
construction and operation emissions for conventional pollutants using emission significance thresholds provided
in the Shasta County General Plan, and compare them to emissions calculated via the URBEMIS program.
Reasonable mitigation measures will be proposed based on this comparison.

With the signing of Executive Order S-3-05 by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger and the state legislature enacting
the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, adverse effects of the project’s impact needs to be identified on the
global-scale phenomenon of climate change. The EIR should analyze the project’s global warming impacts by
performing the same analysis that was used for conventional pollutants. The EIR analysis should calculate
emissions of greenhouse gases (GHG) for the construction and operation of the project.

Impacts from a project are typically compared with the significance thresholds established by the decision making
authority. While no GHG significance thresholds have yet to be promulgated, one of three basic paths of

significance must be considered.

These are:
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No significance threshold for greenhouse gas emissions;
GHG emissions threshold set at zero; or
GHG threshold set at a non-zero level.

While the no significance threshold path currently exists in Shasta County by default, the nature of the cumulative
impact of GHG on global warming indicates that a significance threshold of zero or near zero would be appropriate.
Any non-zero significance threshold adopted for GHG emissions would be at a level low enough to ensure that a
large percentage of projects would be evaluated for mitigations. This project with approximately 130 acres of
development will have greenhouse gas emissions that would be expected to be above any reasonable threshold and
therefor should be evaluated.

The Shasta County Air Quality Management District recommends that the EIR include modeling for GHG
emissions. URBEMIS can be used for construction emission modeling, and any traffic study data associated with
the project operation. The California Climate Action Protocol v2.2 can be used to model indirect GHG emissions
from energy use during project operation.

Should greenhouse gas emissions be found to increase above the no-project option, then mitigation measures should
be discussed in the Environmental Impact Report.
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