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NOTICE OF PREPARATION AND PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING 

Memorandum of Understanding for Water Service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
Environmental Impact Report 

 
March 3, 2011, 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 

El Dorado Irrigation District Customer Service Building 
Sly Park Conference Room  

2890 Mosquito Road, Placerville, California, 95667 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that El Dorado Irrigation District (EID or District) staff will hold a California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) scoping meeting to seek comments on the scope and content of the 
environmental information that should be included in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for Water Service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria. 

About the Project. The proposed project involves EID providing water service to the Shingle Springs 
Rancheria consistent with the MOU to serve existing uses on the Rancheria, the relocation of an existing 
flow meter vault, and the installation of a new pipeline on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure.  

The proposed project does not include construction and/or operation of the hotel and casino, or the 
associated highway interchange.  These projects have previously undergone both CEQA and National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental reviews, which were ultimately upheld by the respective 
state and federal courts.  The environmental reviews for the hotel and casino identified two feasible 
options for providing water service to the casino and hotel: shipping of water using water trucks and 
delivery from EID.  The use of water from EID for the existing and previously-analyzed casino 
operations, which have been open since 2008, is the subject of this environmental review and the 
proposed project.  

EID would provide water service to the Rancheria through a 3 inch flow meter located in an underground 
flow meter vault connected to the a new 4,025 foot 12-inch water supply main via a service lateral 
installed along Honpie Road. Other appurtenances adjacent to the flow meter vault include a backflow 
prevention assembly. All other existing EID lines within the Rancheria would be disconnected and 
abandoned in place. The meter would provide maximum continuous flow of 95 gpm and a maximum 
average daily delivery of 135,000 gallons.   

Purpose of Scoping Meeting.  EID has prepared an Initial Study to help determine the scope and 
content of the EIR.  The Initial Study is available for public review for 31 days, February 11, 2011 
through March 14, 2011 at:  

1. El Dorado Hills Public Library, 7455 Silva Valley Parkway, El Dorado Hills  
2. Placerville Main Public Library, 345 Fair Lane, Placerville 
3. EID Customer Service Building, 2890 Mosquito Road, Placerville 
4. EID website at www.eid.org.  

The purpose of the scoping meeting is to provide a forum for the public to comment on the Initial Study.  
These comments will assist EID staff in determining the scope and content of the Draft EIR, including 
helping EID to identify the range of, alternatives, mitigation measures, and any potentially significant 
effects associated with the proposed project. 

For More Information.  Comments on the Initial Study must be received by 5:00 p.m. on March 14, 
2011. Requests for additional information and comments on the scope and content of the Initial Study 
can be sent to Dan Corcoran, Environmental Manager, El Dorado Irrigation District at 2890 Mosquito 
Road, Placerville, CA 95667, or dcorcoran@eid.org. 
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OUR COMMITMENT TO SUSTAINABILITY  |  ESA helps a variety of 
public and private sector clients plan and prepare for climate change and 
emerging regulations that limit GHG emissions. ESA is a registered 
assessor with the California Climate Action Registry, a Climate Leader, 
and founding reporter for the Climate Registry. ESA is also a corporate 
member of the U.S. Green Building Council and the Business Council on 
Climate Change (BC3). Internally, ESA has adopted a Sustainability Vision 
and Policy Statement and a plan to reduce waste and energy within our 
operations. This document was produced using recycled paper.   
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EL DORADO IRRIGATION DISTRICT 
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
Environmental Checklist 

1. Project Title: El Dorado Irrigation District Memorandum of 
Understanding for Water Service to the Shingle 
Springs Rancheria  

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: El Dorado Irrigation District 
  2890 Mosquito Rd 

Placerville, CA 95667 

3. Contact Person and Phone Number:   Dan Corcoran, Environmental Manager 
  (530)642-4082 

4. Project Location:   See project description  

5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address: El Dorado Irrigation District 
  2890 Mosquito Rd 

Placerville, CA 95667 

6. General Plan Designation:  Adopted Plan     

7. Zoning:   Exempt from County Zoning  

8. Description of Project:  See project description 

9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:  See project description 

10. Other public agencies whose El Dorado County LAFCO 
approval is required: 
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving 
at least one impact that is a potentially significant impact.  

 Aesthetics  Agriculture and Forest Resources  Air Quality 
 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources  Geology, Soils and Seismicity 
 Greenhouse Gas Emissions   Hazards and Hazardous Materials  Hydrology and Water Quality  
 Land Use and Land Use Planning   Mineral Resources  Noise  
 Population and Housing  Public Services  Recreation  
 Transportation and Traffic   Utilities and Service Systems   

DETERMINATION: 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 
 

 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, 
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there 
will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or 
agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared.   

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially 
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been 
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that 
remain to be addressed.   

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or 
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.  
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Project Description 

1. Introduction and Background 
In 1988, the El Dorado County Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) adopted a resolution 
approving the Shingle Springs Rancheria (Rancheria or Tribe) petition to annex into the El Dorado 
Irrigation District (EID or District) service area for the purpose of water service. The resolution 
included a condition that EID provide water for residential uses only, including accessory uses and 
for tribal use limited to community facilities, schools, playgrounds, recreational facilities, a residential 
home for tribal elders and community grazing or garden projects.  A further condition imposed 
was that water service was to be limited to that necessary to serve a community of 40 residential 
lots.  This is equivalent to 45 equivalent dwelling units (EDUs).  

In 2001, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and the Tribe finalized an agreement 
by which Caltrans would work with the Tribe so the Tribe could construct an interchange connecting 
Highway 50 to the Rancheria.  That interchange would allow the Tribe to construct and operate 
a casino and hotel on the Rancheria pursuant to a gaming compact with the State of California and 
certain approvals from the National Indian Gaming Commission (NIGC) and the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (BIA).  The casino and hotel project was reviewed pursuant to National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and an Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared1.  Caltrans also prepared and 
certified a joint EA/Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in 20022, which analyzed off-Rancheria 
impacts of the interchange and the hotel and casino.  Litigation resulted in Caltrans preparing a 
Supplemental EIR3 as well, and ultimately, the California Court of Appeal upheld Caltrans’s 
environmental review of the interchange and hotel and casino, and, in 2008, the California Supreme 
Court declined to review the case, ending the litigation. Additionally, Federal courts upheld both the 
EA and joint EA/EIR in response to legal challenges.   The Tribe opened the hotel and casino in 2008.  

Also in 2008, EID and the Tribe entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) stating that 
the District would provide the Rancheria with water service at a maximum rate of 95 gallons per 
minute and an average volume of 135,000 gallons per day (gpd), a net increase of 215.75 EDU 
over the existing 45 EDUs of service. The MOU stated that the El Dorado LAFCO restrictions were 
not binding because they were in conflict with achieving congressionally approved uses of the 
Rancheria, including the hotel and casino, and were therefore preempted. The District prepared a 
Notice of Exemption under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for adopting and 
implementing the MOU.  Following adoption of the 2008 MOU, the Tribe completed the physical 
improvements necessary to receive water service consistent with the MOU.  Those improvements 
are described below in Section 5. 

                                                      
1 National Indian Gaming Commission, Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project Final Environmental 

Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact, December 2001. 
2 California Department of Transportation, Shingle Springs Interchange Project Final Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Assessment, September 2002 
3 California Department of Transportation, Shingle Springs Interchange Project Final Supplemental Environmental 

Impact Report, August 2006. 
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Approval of the MOU with a CEQA exemption was subsequently challenged in El Dorado County 
Superior Court (Court).  In a December 15, 2009, decision (Voices for Rural Living v. El Dorado 
Irrigation District, et. al.), the Court concluded that, based on the administrative record then before it, the 
District’s Notice of Exemption was improper.  Specifically, the Court noted that the administrative 
record left some doubt about whether the MOU may have a significant impact on the District’s 
water supplies, particularly during severe drought conditions.  However, the Court subsequently 
held that EID may continue to provide drinking water to the Tribe in an amount not to exceed that 
which the MOU allows and on terms not inconsistent with the MOU, so long as EID is actively 
pursuing compliance with CEQA. 

On September 13, 2010, the Court issued a Peremptory Writ of Mandate (Writ) providing that 
EID may only adopt a MOU with the Rancheria or other agreement to provide water service to the 
Rancheria after EID has: (1) complied with CEQA; and (2) secured any necessary approvals from 
LAFCO.  The Writ further states that EID may continue to provide water service to the Rancheria 
in an amount not to exceed what the MOU allows and on terms not inconsistent with the MOU, so 
long as the District is actively pursuing the actions described above in (1) and (2).  The District 
has chosen to prepare its response to the Writ in the form of an EIR.  The Writ defines the scope 
of this analysis. 

CEQA Guideline 15126.2 states that “[i]n assessing the impact of a proposed project on the 
environment, the lead agency should normally limit its examination to changes in the existing 
physical conditions in the affected area as they exist at the time the notice of preparation is 
published…”.  However, to provide a complete assessment of potential impacts of the proposed 
project and in response to the Court decision, for the purpose of this analysis existing conditions 
(or baseline) regarding water supply has been defined as those conditions existing immediately 
before EID approved the MOU.  Therefore, the proposed project includes EID providing water 
service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria consistent with the MOU to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria and the relocation of an existing flow meter vault and the installation of a new pipeline on 
the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing water supply infrastructure.  No other EID construction 
on or off the Reservation is proposed to occur.  A detailed discussion of proposed project elements 
is provided below.    

The previous environmental reviews outlined above identified two potentially feasible options for 
providing water service to the casino and hotel: shipping of water using water trucks and delivery 
from EID.  The use of water from EID for the existing and previously-analyzed gaming facility is 
the subject of this environmental review and the proposed project. 

2. Project Location 
The Shingle Springs Rancheria is on the north side of Highway 50, approximately 10 miles east of 
Placerville.  The Rancheria encompasses approximately 160 acres.  (See Figure 1). 
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Figure 1
El Dorado Irrigation District Service Area

SOURCE: EID, 2009; and ESA, 2010
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The District is located on the western slope of the Sierra Nevada in El Dorado County (see Figure 1) 
in two major watersheds, the South Fork of the American River to the north and the North Fork 
of the Cosumnes River to the south. The District is hydrologically split by the Placerville Ridge 
and Highway 50. Although the rivers drain east to west, the minor streams trend northwest 
toward the American River and southwest toward the Cosumnes River4.  

As shown on Figure 1, the District is divided up into service zones with the Rancheria located 
in the El Dorado and Diamond Springs Service Zones.  Proposed infrastructure improvements 
would be installed on the Rancheria approximately 2,000 feet to the southwest from the present 
location and connected to an existing water line located along Honpie Road serving the Rancheria 
(see Figure 2). Both the existing water line and the water line connecting the relocated meter 
are located entirely on the Rancheria, which is federal land. 

3. Project Objectives 
The primary objectives of the proposed project are to: 

 Provide water service to the Rancheria consistent with the May 2008 MOU. 
 Provide water service to the Rancheria consistent with EID’s plans, policies, and 

administrative regulations. 
 Provide sufficient water service to support the consumptive and fire suppression demands 

of existing development on the Rancheria, including approximately 24 residences, tribal 
administrative buildings, the gaming facility developed in 2008, and landscaping. 

 Obtain LAFCO approval as necessary to allow full implementation of the MOU. 

4. Existing Operations 
The following summarizes existing EID operations.   

4.1 Existing EID Operations 
EID serves drinking water to approximately 92,400 people through roughly 38,000 active service 
connections. EID relies entirely on surface water to meet its potable water demand. EID’s transmission 
system is composed of three subsystems, the El Dorado Forebay subsystem; the Jenkinson Lake 
subsystem; and the Folsom Lake subsystem. The three main diversion points for the system are 
District-owned and -operated Sly Park Dam and Jenkinson Lake, the District’s Hydroelectric 
Project 184 at Forebay Reservoir, and Folsom Lake, where the District has rights under a Water 
Service Contract and a Warren Act Contract with the US Bureau of Reclamation (USBR), and 
State water right permit 21112. The District also has two satellite diversions, providing service to 
Outingdale via a diversion from the Middle Fork of the Cosumnes River and to the community of 
Strawberry via a diversion on the upper South Fork of the American River.5 

                                                      
4 El Dorado Irrigation District, 2006.  Final Urban Water Management Plan 2005 Update El Dorado County, 

California January 2006.. 
5 El Dorado Irrigation District, 2006.  Final Urban Water Management Plan 2005 Update El Dorado County, 

California January 2006. 
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Water conveyance through the distribution system includes a combination of pipelines, regulating 
reservoirs, tanks, and a limited number of gold rush era ditches. The ditch system that delivers 
raw water to agricultural users and a water treatment facility is composed of 26.5 miles of ditch, 
15 percent of which is piped. The piped potable system consists of 1,239 miles of pipe ranging in 
size from 2 inches to 48 inches. The District has a total of 36 tanks and reservoirs with a combined 
storage capacity of 72.2 million gallons (MG). EID water storage facilities include 41,033 ac-ft in 
Jenkinson Lake, 1,200 ac-ft in Weber Reservoir, and a total of approximately 37,500 ac-ft in Project 
184 storage (Lake Aloha and Caples, Silver, and Echo lakes)6. 

In the El Dorado Forebay subsystem, water is treated at the Forebay water treatment plant (26 
mgd capacity) located in Pollock Pines. Water in the Jenkinson Lake subsystem is treated at the 
Sly Park water treatment plant (64 mgd capacity). The Folsom Lake subsystem conveys treated 
water from the El Dorado Hills water treatment plant (19.5 mgd capacity)7. 

Water Use by Demand Type 

The past, current, and projected water demand and supply for the District in a normal water year are 
identified in Table 1. Projected demands are based on the growth and population assumptions from 
the adopted 2004 El Dorado County General Plan, which used an analysis of the acreage within 
the region, and the demands that would result if the acreage were developed in accordance with the 
forecast land uses and requirements. The growth rate is the average increase in demand experienced 
by the District between 1989 and 1999. The annual rate of increase from past water years 2000 through 
2005 is approximately four percent. The District estimates that its demand will increase at an overall 
2.5 percent annual rate through 2030, corresponding to a demand projection of approximately 89,000 
acre-feet per year (ac-ft/yr) by the year 2030. Demand reductions as a result of conservation efforts 
are not included in these projections8.  

TABLE 1 
PAST, CURRENT, AND PROJECTED WATER DELIVERIES (AC-FT/YR) 

Water Use Sectors 

Year 

2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 

Single Family 18,322 20,816 23,311 25,805 28,300 30,794 33,288 

Multi-Family 1,159 1,399 1,639 1,880 2,120 2,360 2,600 

Commercial 2,841 3,862 4,882 5,903 6,923 7,944 8,965 

Agricultural 6,571 9,677 12,783 15,888 18,994 22,100 25,206 

Recreational Turf Services 1,720 1,720 1,720 1,720 1,720 1,720 1,720 

Ditches 1,019 1,115 1,212 1,308 1,404 1,500 1,596 

UFW and Beneficial Uses 5,706 6,558 7,409 8,260 9,112 9,963 10,814 

Latent Demand 2,131 2,634 3,138 3,642 4,145 4,649 5,153 

Total Demand 39,469 47,781 56,094 64,406 72,718 81,030 89,342 

Total Supply n/a 70,200 82,065 83,362 103,653 103,653 103,653 
 

SOURCE: El Dorado Irrigation District, 2006.  Final Urban Water Management Plan 2005 Update El Dorado County, California January 2006. 

 

                                                      
6, 7, 8 El Dorado Irrigation District, 2006.  Final Urban Water Management Plan 2005 Update El Dorado County, 

California January 2006. 7

  

8  
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The District adopted a Drought Preparedness Plan in January 2008.  The Plan presents the actions 
and procedures for preparing for, identifying, and responding to a drought.  The objective of the 
Plan is to help EID preserve essential public services and to minimize the effects of a water shortage 
on public health and safety, economic activity, environmental resources, and individual lifestyle.9 
Implementation of the Plan involves both voluntary response actions and mandatory response 
actions, depending on water supply conditions. Voluntary and mandatory actions apply to all EID 
customers, including the Tribe. 

5. Project Elements 
Under the proposed project, EID would provide water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU to serve existing uses on the Rancheria. Specific project elements are 
described below.  

Water service would be provided through a three-inch flow meter located on the Rancheria in an 
approximately 5-foot by 7-foot underground vault (flow meter vault) adjacent to Honpie Road.  
The meter would provide maximum continuous flow of 95 gpm and a maximum average daily 
delivery of 135,000 gallons. No physical changes would occur to EID control, access, operation, 
maintenance, repair, or replacement capabilities. Water service on the Rancheria would be provided 
through a tribal utility district independent of EID. The new flow meter would be relocated 
approximately 2,000 feet to the southwest from the existing meter serving the Rancheria.  The 
flow meter would be connected to approximately 4,025-feet of new 12-inch water supply pipeline 
along Honpie Road. The underground flow meter vault would be locked and EID would have 
sole access. Other appurtenances adjacent to the flow meter vault include a backflow prevention 
assembly structure which would be approximately 4-feet tall. The proposed project would also 
include the abandonment in place of an existing 6-inch EID waterline that runs just outside of the 
Rancheria along Artesia Road and all 6-inch waterlines and service connections within the Rancheria, 
which extend from north of Reservation Court to the existing 12-inch line. Abandonment in place 
of the existing asbestos concrete pipeline is EID and industry standard practice and would minimize 
the need for additional land disturbance. The Tribe installed the water service infrastructure in 
2008.  Consistent with the Court’s December 15, 2009 order, however, this project description 
and accompanying environmental analyses assess the project’s environmental impacts as if 
these water service improvements are not yet constructed. 

The Tribe is responsible for the construction of any new infrastructure on the downstream side 
of the three-inch meter, including backflow protection. As part of the EID’s and the Tribe’s 
respective construction responsibilities, EID would abandon existing easements on Rancheria land, 
and the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) would grant EID easements for all new lines to allow EID 
control and maintenance.  

No new infrastructure would be constructed off the Rancheria in the EID service area and 
existing EID operations would remain unchanged. 

                                                      
9 El Dorado Irrigation District, 2008.  Drought Preparedness Plan, January 2008. 
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5.1 Environmental Commitments 
Measures to protect sensitive environmental resources during the construction phase of the proposed 
project have been incorporated into the proposed project. These environmental commitments are 
consistent with mitigation measures adopted on January 22, 2002 by the Shingle Springs Band 
and the National Indian Gaming Commission as part of the Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel 
and Casino Project Final Environmental Assessment/Finding of No Significant Impact (EA/FONSI). 
The mitigation measures described in the Final EA/FONSI (Section 6.0 Mitigation Measures) were 
implemented to reduce potentially significant adverse impacts associated with the development of 
the hotel and casino project, which included the installation of water supply infrastructure consistent 
with the proposed project. The MOU includes the Tribe’s commitment to implement these water 
supply-related measures as necessary.  The Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project, 
El Dorado, California Final EA/FONSI is hereby incorporated by reference consistent with CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15150 and is available for review at EID’s main office located at 2890 Mosquito 
Road, Placerville, California, 95667. 

The following are the environmental commitments that are part of the proposed project.  

Implement construction related air quality BMP’s, rules, and guidelines, consistent with the El 
Dorado County Air Quality Management District, including the following: 

a. Incorporation of the following construction related BMP’s contained within Chapter 8.44 
of Title 8 of the El Dorado County Ordinance Code, Section 8.44.030 which specifically 
addresses “General Requirements for Grading, Excavation and Construction Activities.” 

 Water work areas during excavation and other ground disturbing activities at least 
twice daily, or more frequently if necessary to prohibit visible dust emissions. 

 Limit vehicle access and speed. 

 Maintain high moisture conditions or apply a “binder” to seal fibers of disturbed 
surfaces or stockpiles. 

 Cover loads of excavated materials. 

 Sweep dirt and debris that may contain asbestos from adjacent street to prevent re-
suspension. 

Implement the following Best Management Practices (BMPs) to protect receiving water quality: 

 Sediment curtains would be placed upstream and downstream of the construction zone to 
prevent sediment disturbed during trenching activities from being transported and 
deposited outside of the construction zone. 

 Spoil sites such that they do not drain directly into drainages and/or seasonal wetlands. If 
a spoil site would be located so that they drain into a drainage channel or seasonal 
wetland, catch basins would be constructed to intercept sediment before it reaches the 
drainage or wetland. Spoil sites would be covered to reduce the potential for erosion. 

 Equipment and materials would be stored away from the drainages and wetland areas. No 
debris shall be deposited within 25 feet of the drainages and wetland areas. 



Initial Study Checklist 
 

El Dorado Irrigation District Memorandum of Understanding 11 ESA /210446 
Initial Study Checklist February 2011 

Implement the following measures to protect nesting raptors: 

 Tree removal activities would be conducted before or after the raptor nesting season 
which runs from March 1 through August 31. 

 A qualified wildlife biologist would be retained to conduct a survey for nesting raptors 
during the nesting season at the project site prior to construction activity (i.e., grading). 
Active raptor nests located within 0.25 mile of construction activity would be mapped. 

 If active raptor nests are located on or within 0.25 mile of an active or scheduled construction 
site, then appropriate buffer zones would be established in consultation with the California 
Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) , and construction activities would be prohibited 
within this buffer zone until the end of the nesting season or until the young have fledged. 
A qualified wildlife biologist would monitor the nest to determine when the young have 
fledged and submit weekly reports to the CDFG throughout the nesting season. 

 If necessary, identified nest trees would only be removed prior to the onset of the nesting 
season (March) or after young have fledged (August). 

5.2 Construction Considerations 
The proposed 4,025-foot pipeline trench would be 2-feet wide by 6-feet deep. Although, distance 
of pipeline installed would vary on a daily basis, it is anticipated an average of 150-200 feet of 
pipeline would be installed daily and would occur over the course of 20-27 days.  All excavated 
material would be used as backfill or deposited onsite and no soils material hauling would be 
required.  Construction equipment required for the proposed project would include a 24-inch 
bucket excavator and up to 2 pick-up trucks.   

Construction activities would be conducted in conformance with the environmental commitments 
discussed under subsection 5.1. 
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Environmental Checklist 

Aesthetics 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

1. AESTHETICS— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but 

not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway corridor? 

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of the site and its surroundings? 

    

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

    

Discussion 

a,b)  Land uses on the Rancheria are primarily low-density residential and accessory community 
facilities, and hotel, gaming, and entertainment uses. There are no scenic vistas or scenic 
resources on the Rancheria where the proposed water supply infrastructure would be 
installed.  Nor would there be any construction in other, off-Rancheria locations.  Therefore, 
the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista or 
substantially damage scenic resources.  No impact would occur and this issue will not be 
evaluated in the EIR.   

c) Because proposed facilities would be primarily underground, implementation of the proposed 
project would not permanently change the surrounding visual character. Due to the size 
of the proposed facilities, installation of the pipeline vault, and backflow prevention assembly 
structure would require limited trenching and construction activities, including use of 
equipment and construction staging.  The trenches would be filled in and the ground leveled 
back to original grade.   Because ground disturbance would be short-term there would be 
no permanent change to visual character.  The approximately 4-foot tall backflow prevention 
assembly structure would be located adjacent to the road and is not inconsistent with 
surrounding buildings and utility facilities.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed 
project would not substantially degrade the visual character of the site and its surroundings, 
and this less-than-significant impact will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

d) The proposed underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly 
structure would not include the installation of any new lighting nor would they involve 
the use of reflective materials that could create new sources of glare.  Therefore, no 
impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Agricultural and Forest Resources 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

2. Agricultural and Forest Resources— 
Would the project: 

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

    

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

    

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))? 

    

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

    

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

    

Discussion 

a,b) There are no agricultural uses or Williamson Act Contracts on or adjacent to the Rancheria.10 
Therefore, there would be no on- or off-reservation conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, and no conflict with Williamson Act 
contracted lands. No impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

c,d)  Land uses on the Rancheria are primarily low-density residential and accessory community 
facilities, hotel, gaming, and entertainment uses. Land surrounding the Rancheria is zoned 
and designated by the El Dorado County General Plan as low density residential.11  
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning 
for, or cause rezoning of, forest land or timberland zoned Timberland Production, and it 
would not result in the loss or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.  No impact 
would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

e) As discussed in Environmental Checklist Items 2a through d, construction of proposed 
infrastructure on the Rancheria would not result in the direct or indirect conversion of 

                                                      
10 http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/lca/Pages/Index.aspx accessed November 1, 2010.   
11 El Dorado County, 2003. El Dorado County General Plan Land Use Diagram.  
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agricultural or forest lands on or adjacent to the Rancheria. Therefore, implementation of 
the proposed project would not result in the conversion of Farmland of Statewide Importance 
to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. No impact would 
occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

.  
 



Initial Study Checklist 
 

El Dorado Irrigation District Memorandum of Understanding 15 ESA /210446 
Initial Study Checklist February 2011 

Air Quality 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

3. AIR QUALITY 
Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution 
control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.  

 Would the project: 

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

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially 
to an existing or projected air quality violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any 
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air 
quality standard (including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

    

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number 
of people? 

    

Discussion 

a-d) Construction activities would generate dust, equipment, and vehicle emissions; however, 
the emissions would be short-term in duration and minimal due to the limited activity 
required to install the proposed infrastructure.  The proposed project includes the following 
environmental commitments to minimize construction air emissions:  

Implement construction related air quality BMP’s, rules, and guidelines, consistent with 
the El Dorado County Air Quality Management District, including the following: 

b. Incorporation of the following construction related BMP’s contained within 
Chapter 8.44 of Title 8 of the El Dorado County Ordinance Code, Section 
8.44.030 which specifically addresses “General Requirements for Grading, 
Excavation and Construction Activities.” 
 Water work areas during excavation and other ground disturbing activities at 

least twice daily, or more frequently if necessary to prohibit visible dust 
emissions. 

 Limit vehicle access and speed. 
 Maintain high moisture conditions or apply a “binder” to seal fibers of 

disturbed surfaces or stockpiles. 
 Cover loads of excavated materials. 
 Sweep dirt and debris that may contain asbestos from adjacent street to 

prevent re-suspension. 
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Short-term mitigated and unmitigated construction-generated emissions of criteria pollutants 
were modeled using the AQMD recommended URBEMIS 2007, Version 9.2.4, computer 
program in conjunction with the AQMD CEQA Guidelines significance criteria.  The 
AQMD CEQA Guidelines specify that the maximum daily mass emissions of reactive 
organic gas (ROG), nitrogen oxides (NOx), carbon monoxide (CO), and particulate matter 
that is 10 microns and 2.5 microns or less in diameter (PM10, and PM2.5) that would be 
emitted during project construction (expressed in pounds per day [lb/day]) be quantified. 
However, it should be noted that the AQMD has determined that if ROG and NOx emissions 
are below El Dorado County AQMD Significance Criteria, then exhaust emissions of CO and 
PM10 , and PM2.5 from construction equipment, and all constituents from worker commute 
vehicles, could also be deemed not significant (EDCAQMD, 2002). Table 2 presents the 
AQMD significance thresholds and a summary of modeled mitigated and unmitigated 
construction generated emissions.  

TABLE 2 
YEAR 2011 - CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS ESTIMATES (POUNDS PER DAY) 

Pollutant 
El Dorado County APCD 
Significance Thresholds  

Year 2011 - Construction Emissions (lbs/day)1, 2 

Unmitigated Worse-
Case Day 

Mitigated Worse-Case 
Day5 

ROG 82 (lbs/day) 1 1 
NOx 82 (lbs/day) 11 11 

PM10 AAQS3,4

50 µg/m3 
11 6 

PM2.5 AAQS3

35 µg/m3. 
34 24 

CO AAQS3

9 ppm (1 hour) 
20 ppm (8 hour) 

64 64 

1 Project construction emissions estimates were made using URBEMIS 2007. Assumptions included the following: 1-month 
of construction (January 2011), with a daily acreage disturbed of 0.01 acres, one roundtrip per truck with a roundtrip length 
of 20 miles (for a total distance of 40 miles for both trucks), and one excavator and one water truck operating per day. See 
Appendix AQ for details. 

2 Values in bold are in excess of the applicable El Dorado County AQMD significance threshold.  
3 For the non-ozone precursor pollutants, the El Dorado County AQMD considers emissions to be significant if they will 

cause or contribute significantly to a violation of the applicable national or state ambient air quality standards (AAQS).  
4   El Dorado County AQMD has determined that if ROG and NOx Emissions are determined to be not significant per El 

Dorado County AQMD Significance Criteria, then exhaust emissions of CO and PM from construction equipment, and all 
constituents from worker commute vehicles, may also be deemed not significant (El Dorado County CEQA Guide, Chapter 
4, Page 3). 

5 Emission reductions incorporated into URBEMIS modeling include “Replace Ground Cover in Disturbed Areas Quickly”, 
“Water Exposed Surfaces 2x Daily”, and “Reduce Speed on Unpaved Roads to Less than 15 mph”.   

 
SOURCE: ESA, 2011; El Dorado County AQMD, 2002 

 
As shown in Table 2, all unmitigated and mitigated worst-case day proposed project 
construction emissions would be below the significance thresholds due to the temporary 
and limited nature of construction emissions and incorporation of measures to reduce fugitive 
dust emissions.  Therefore, impacts associated with construction related air emissions would 
be less than significant and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. Potential exposure to 
naturally-occurring asbestos is addressed in Environmental Checklist Item 8. 
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Implementation of the proposed project would not involve the installation of new permanent 
mechanical or electrical facilities that would contribute to long-term operational air emissions.  
In addition, there would be no noticeable increase in vehicle emissions associated with 
water supply infrastructure maintenance vehicles. Proposed facilities would be maintained 
by existing EID staff. Therefore, there would be no noticeable change in long-term 
operational air emissions over current conditions.  This impact would be less than 
significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

e) Generally, the types of land use development that pose potential odor problems include 
wastewater treatment plants, refineries, landfills, composting facilities and transfer stations. 
The proposed project would involve the installation of new water supply infrastructure on 
the Rancheria and the provision of water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria consistent 
with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the Rancheria.  
None of the proposed project elements would result in the creation of objectionable 
odors; therefore, no impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Biological Resources 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES— 
Would the project: 

    

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? 

    

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

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected 
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water 
Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, 
coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

    

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? 

    

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

    

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? 

    

Discussion 
a-d) Facilities would be installed on the Rancheria in an area primarily surrounded by built uses. 

The trenches would be filled in and the ground leveled back to original grade. Construction 
activities could disturb special-status species and habitat.  Several special-status plant and 
animal species have the potential to occur in the area surrounding the proposed new 
infrastructure including California Red-Legged Frog, Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle 
and Layne’s Butterweed.  However, the Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project 
Final EA/FONSI found that potential impacts to these species would not be significant due 
to the location of potential habitat relative to the casino project site, or because surveys 
conducted did not reveal presence of these species.12  Because the proposed infrastructure 
would be installed within the area evaluated for the casino project in the Environmental 

                                                      
12 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001.  
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Assessment, impacts to special-status species would be less than significant and impacts 
associated with installation of the proposed infrastructure will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

Suitable habitat exists in the vicinity of the proposed infrastructure for nesting raptors.  A 
survey conducted as part of the Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project Final 
EA/FONSI did not identify any active nests; however, nests can be established prior to 
construction activities.13  The project includes the following environmental commitments 
to protect nesting raptors: 

 Tree removal activities would be conducted before or after the raptor nesting season 
which runs from March 1 through August 31. 

 A qualified wildlife biologist would be retained to conduct a survey for nesting 
raptors during the nesting season at the project site prior to construction activity (i.e., 
grading). Active raptor nests located within 0.25 mile of construction activity would 
be mapped. 

 If active raptor nests are located on or within 0.25 mile of an active or scheduled 
construction site, then appropriate buffer zones would be established in consultation 
with the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) , and construction activities 
would be prohibited within this buffer zone until the end of the nesting season or until 
the young have fledged. A qualified wildlife biologist would monitor the nest to 
determine when the young have fledged and submit weekly reports to the CDFG 
throughout the nesting season. 

 If necessary, identified nest trees would only be removed prior to the onset of the 
nesting season (March) or after young have fledged (August). 

As a result, potential impacts to nesting raptors associated with installation of the 
proposed infrastructure would be less than significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR.  

An intermittent channel in the vicinity of the project area was determined to be jurisdictional 
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.14  However, the proposed facilities would 
be installed adjacent to Honpie Road so they would not be located in the vicinity of 
the channel; therefore, there would be no fill and no direct affect to wetland resources.  
Construction activities could result in discharge of sediments or the placement of equipment 
that could affect the quality of the water of the intermittent stream channel.  Construction 
of the proposed infrastructure would include implementation of Best Management Practices 
(BMPs) to protect receiving water quality (see Environmental Checklist Items 9a and f).  
Therefore, impacts to federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean 
Water Act resulting from installation of the proposed infrastructure would be less than 
significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR.  

Implementation of the proposed project would involve increased water supply service to 
the Rancheria consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing 

                                                      
13 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001. 
14 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001. 
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uses on the Rancheria. However, approving and executing the MOU would not require or 
result in a change to existing EID operations. Potentially significant impacts to special-
status species, sensitive habitat, federally protected wetlands, and other terrestrial and 
aquatic species associated with existing EID operations of Project 184 (one of two sources 
of supply) are discussed and addressed in the 1999 EIR for the Acquisition, Repair, and 
Operation of Project 184 and NEPA and CEQA analysis performed by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) 
for the relicensing of Project 184 in 2003 and 2006, respectively. Specifically, the FERC 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and 2006 SWRCB Supplemental CEQA analysis 
identified operational and environmental measures that are included in the FERC license 
and accompanying documents, and are implemented and enforced through a mitigation 
and mitigation monitoring program adopted by EID.  Those documents also determined 
that the implementation of these operational and environmental measures would not 
diminish the quantity or reliability of consumptive water supplies. 

Potential impacts to special-status species, sensitive habitat, federally protected wetlands, 
and other terrestrial and aquatic species associated with existing EID operations of Sly Park 
Reservoir (the other source of supply) are discussed and addressed in the Final Environmental 
Assessment (EA) and Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Transfer of the Sly 
Unit of the Central Valley Project from the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) to 
EID, which was completed in September 2003.  The EA/MND determined that the transfer 
and ongoing operation of Sly Park Reservoir and its associated infrastructure will not have 
an effect on special status species, riparian habitat, wetlands, migratory fish or wildlife, 
or local policies and ordinances.  Additionally, the EA/MND found that the transfer and 
ongoing operation of Sly Park Reservoir and its associated infrastructure will have no 
effect on former Central Valley Project Sly Park Unit (Unit) lands, U.S. Forest Service 
lands that support Unit facilities, or on the hydrology of Sly Park Creek or Camp Creek.  
These analyses and conclusions were based upon the premise that EID’s maximum 
consumptive water supplies from Sly Park Reservoir would neither increase nor diminish, 
but rather continue to be equal to the reservoir’s firm yield, which was consistent with 
both EID’s contractual entitlement and EID’s actual past purchases when the facilities 
were under Reclamation’s ownership.  Although Sly Park Reservoir’s actual SWRCB-
license water rights authorize a greater supply, EID agreed as part of its environmental 
commitments to conduct a separate CEQA analysis for the diversion of water greater than 
the maximum historical amounts up to the State Water Resources Control Board water 
right license amount.  

Existing supplies addressed in the documents referenced above would serve the Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria.  Therefore, there would be no adverse effect on special-status species, sensitive 
habitat, federally protected wetlands, terrestrial and aquatic species, or adopted mitigation 
measures in place to protect sensitive habitat and species in the EID service area. These 
impacts would be less than significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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e,f) Facilities would be installed along Honpie Road in an area of the Rancheria that is primarily 
surrounded by built uses. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with any adopted 
policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.  There are no adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans in the EID service area. 
Therefore, no impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Cultural Resources 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical resource as defined in §15064.5? 

    

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

    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological 
resource or site or unique geologic feature? 

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of formal cemeteries? 

    

 

Discussion 

a,b,d)  As stated in the Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project Final EA/FONSI a 
record search and field survey found no evidence of prehistoric or historic sites and any 
undiscovered cultural resources found during project construction activities would be 
protected by the Archeological Resources Protection Act.15  Because the proposed 
infrastructure would be installed within the area evaluated in project area evaluated in the 
Environmental Assessment, impacts to prehistoric and historic resources would be less than 
significant and cultural resources will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

c) Installation of the pipeline, flow water meter vault and backflow prevention assembly 
structure would involve ground disturbance and trenching.  Underlying geologic materials 
in the project area consist predominantly of igneous (volcanic) formations and the type of 
sedimentary deposits where paleontological resources might be present but are typically 
not found16.   Therefore, it is unlikely that any paleontological resources would be encountered 
and this impact would be less than significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

 

                                                      
15 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001. 
16 El Dorado County General Plan, 2003.  El Dorado County General Plan Draft Environmental Report El Dorado 

County, California, May 2003. 
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Geology, Soils, and Seismicity 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

6. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND SEISMICITY— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial 
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

    

i) Rupture 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.) 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
    

iv) Landslides?     
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?     
c) Be located on geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 

that would become unstable as a result of the project, 
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral 
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse? 

    

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

    

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? 

    

Discussion 

a-d)  El Dorado County does not include any active faults as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map; therefore, proposed infrastructure would not be subject 
to fault rupture17.    Regional faults include faults in the Foothill Fault Zone, which includes 
the Bear Mountain and Melones Fault Zones.  The infrastructure would be installed in an 
area classified in the Uniform Building Code (UBC) as being in a Seismic Zone 3.  Areas 
in Zone 3 are expected to experience major damage with a corresponding magnitude 5.0 - 
5.9 earthquake. This would result in very strong ground shaking with negligible damage 

                                                      
17 El Dorado County General Plan, 2003.  El Dorado County General Plan Draft Environmental Report El Dorado 

County, California, May 2003. 
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in buildings of good design consistent with UBC recommendations for construction in 
Zone 3 and considerable damage in poorly built or badly designed structures18.   

Soils underlying the project area are classified as having low shrink-swell (liquefaction) 
potential and slight to moderate erosion hazard19; therefore, liquefaction during a seismic 
event would be limited, and soil erosion during construction activities would also be 
limited.  Expansive soils are directly related to areas with a high shrink-swell potential 
and is therefore considered to be low for the project area20. 

Proposed project installation methods include approximately 2-foot by 6-foot deep trenches 
that could expose construction workers to adverse effects during a seismic event.  In 
addition, the pipeline, flow meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure 
could be exposed to damage. Installation of proposed project facilities is required to comply 
with applicable laws and regulations and would use standard engineering practices and best 
management practices including the California Building Standards Code and guidelines 
published by the American Water Works Association. Compliance with these rules and 
regulations would reduce any significant impacts associated with seismic ground shaking, 
erosion, and/or hazardous soil conditions such as expansive soils, lateral spreading or 
landslides to less-than-significant. Operational activities include conveyance of water 
through underground water supply infrastructure and would not exacerbate the risk of 
exposure to geologic hazards or soil constraints.  Therefore, potential impacts associated 
with geology, soils, and seismicity would be less than significant and will not be 
evaluated in the EIR. 

e)  The project would not include the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal 
systems.  Therefore, no impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

 
 

                                                      
18 United States Geological Survey (USGS). 2010. The Modified Mercalli Intensity Scale, 

http://earthquake.usgs.gov/learn/topics/mercalli.php. Accessed October 14, 2010. 
19 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001. 
20 El Dorado County General Plan, 2003.  El Dorado County General Plan Draft Environmental Report El Dorado 

County, California, May 2003. 
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions— 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

Discussion 

a,b) Various statewide and local initiatives to reduce California’s contribution to GHG emissions 
have raised awareness that even though the various contributors to and consequences of 
global climate change are not yet fully understood, global climate change is occurring, 
and that there is a real potential for severe adverse environmental, social, and economic 
effects in the long term. The following is a summary of the various statewide and local 
initiatives in place in California to address GHG emissions: 

 Assembly Bill 1493 
 Executive Order S-3-05 
 Assembly Bill 32, California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 
 California Climate Action Registry 
 Senate Bill 1368 
 Executive Order S-1-07 
 Senate Bill 97 
 Senate Bills 1078 and 107 and Executive Order S-14-08 
 Senate Bill 375 
 Climate Change Scoping Plan 
 OPR Proposed Amendments to the CEQA Guidelines 
 ARB Draft GHG Significance Thresholds 

 As described in Section 3 – Air Quality, the proposed project would result in less than 
significant temporary emissions of GHG during the construction phase. Operation of 
the proposed project would not result in a change in EID operations and project operations 
would not result in point source GHG emissions through increased consumption of electricity 
or fossil fuels. Construction related GHG emissions would be intermittent and temporary 
and would be less than the lower reporting limit for major GHG sources established by 
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the California Air Resources Board, which includes fossil fuel burning power plants, 
petroleum refineries, petrochemical plants, and food processing plants21. As a result, the 
proposed project would represent a less-than-significant source of GHGs and would not 
conflict with the State’s ability to implement policies and plans for the purpose of reducing 
emissions of GHG’s. Therefore, the generation of GHG emissions would be less than 
significant and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

Implementation of the proposed project involves increased water supply service to the 
Rancheria consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses 
on the Rancheria.  Water supply and availability to meet the proposed increase in demand 
could be affected by climate change.  Impacts relating to the potential effect of climate 
change on water supply availability and reliability are potentially significant and will be 
addressed in the EIR. EID believes that its existing water supply sources are sufficient 
to meet increased demand in the service area.  However, a Water Supply Assessment 
(WSA) will be prepared as part of this EIR. See Environmental Checklist Item 17d.   

 
 

                                                      
21 California Air Resources Board, 2008. AB 32 Climate Change Scoping Plan, December 2008.  
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

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

    

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? 

    

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 for people residing or working in 
the project area? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would 
the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the project area? 

    

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

    

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, 
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where 
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 
residences are intermixed with wildlands? 

    

Discussion 

a-d) Installation of proposed infrastructure could involve the limited use, storage and disposal of 
small quantities of hazardous materials. The use, storage, and transport hazardous materials 
would be required to comply with applicable local, state, and federal regulations. 
Transportation of hazardous materials on area roadways is regulated by California Highway 
Patrol (CHP) and Caltrans, and use of these materials is regulated by California Department 
of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC), as outlined in Title 22 of the California Code of 
Regulations (CCR). Any use or storage of hazardous materials would be required to 
obtain permits and comply with appropriate regulatory agency standards designed to 
avoid hazardous waste releases. 
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 The DTSC Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites (Cortese) List is a reporting document 
used by the state, local agencies, and developers to comply with CEQA requirements in 
providing information about the location of hazardous materials release sites. The Cortese 
List is updated at least annually, in compliance with California regulations (California Code 
Section 65962.5(a)(4)). The Cortese List includes federal superfund sites, state response 
sites, non-operating hazardous waste sites, voluntary cleanup sites, and school cleanup 
sites. Based on a review of the Cortese List conducted in October 2010, no listed sites are 
located within the vicinity of the proposed project.   

 El Dorado County contains serpentine rock that contains Naturally Occurring Asbestos 
(NOA) which when broken release asbestos fibers that are considered a human health hazard.  
However, the project site is outside the identified review areas for NOA as shown on the 
Asbestos Review Areas Map for the Western Slope of El Dorado County22.Because the 
proposed project is outside identified review areas for NOA, impacts related to the 
creation of significant hazards to the public through routine, transport, use, disposal, and 
risk of upset are less than significant and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

e,f) Project facilities would not be located in a planned or adopted airport land use plan area and 
the nearest airport facility is the Cameron Air Park, which is located approximately 4.5 miles 
to the west.  Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not pose a safety 
hazard with respect to airport or aircraft operations; therefore, no impact would occur and 
this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

g) The proposed project would not impede or interfere with emergency response or 
evacuation plans. No impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

h)  Fire hazard impacts would be limited to the construction phase of the proposed project 
through the accidental combustion of flammable vegetation. Federal, State, and local 
regulations and ordinances, specifically the El Dorado County Fire Hazard Ordinance and 
the Uniform Fire Code, establish standard construction practices to reduce hazard risks 
associated with fires.  These regulations reduce impacts associated with wildland fires to 
less-than-significant and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

 

                                                      
22 El Dorado County, 2005. El Dorado County Asbestos Review Areas Map for the Western Slope of El Dorado 

County, California. Available online at: http://www.co.el-
dorado.ca.us/Government/AirQualityManagement/Asbestos_Maps.aspx 
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Hydrology and Water Quality 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 
requirements? 

    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of 
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production 
rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level 
which would not support existing land uses or planned 
uses for which permits have been granted)? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of a site 
or area through the alteration of the course of a stream 
or river, or by other means, in a manner that would 
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of a site 
or area through the alteration of the course of a stream 
or river or, by other means, substantially increase the 
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would 
result in flooding on- or off-site? 

    

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

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as 

mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 
Insurance Rate Map or other authoritative flood hazard 
delineation map? 

    

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

    

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

    

j) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving inundation by seiche, 
tsunami, or mudflow? 

    

Discussion 

a,f) Trenching and other earth disturbing activities could expose soils to increase rates of 
erosion and sediment loading in receiving waters during storm events.  However, as 
discussed under Environmental Checklist Item 6, soils underlying the project area are 
classified as having slight to moderate erosion hazard. In addition, pollutants that are 
associated with construction equipment, such as lubricants and fuel, could be released into 
receiving waters if appropriate management measures are not implemented.  As stated under 
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Environmental Checklist Item 4 the proposed facilities would be installed adjacent to 
Honpie Road and not in the vicinity of an existing intermittent stream channel.  Therefore, 
it is unlikely that construction activities could result in discharge of sediments or the 
placement of equipment that could affect the quality of the water of the stream channel. 
Never the less, the proposed project includes the following environmental commitments 
to protect receiving water quality: 

 Sediment curtains would be placed upstream and downstream of the construction 
zone to prevent sediment disturbed during trenching activities from being transported 
and deposited outside of the construction zone. 

 Spoil sites such that they do not drain directly into drainages and/or seasonal wetlands. 
If a spoil site would be located so that they drain into a drainage channel or seasonal 
wetland, catch basins would be constructed to intercept sediment before it reaches the 
drainage or wetland. Spoil sites would be covered to reduce the potential for erosion. 

 Equipment and materials would be stored away from the drainages and wetland 
areas. No debris shall be deposited within 25 feet of the drainages and wetland areas. 

As a result, potential impacts to receiving water quality associated with installation of the 
proposed infrastructure would be less than significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR.14  

b) The proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria using surface water supplies to 
serve existing uses on the Rancheria.  Groundwater is not a supply source in the EID 
service area. Therefore, the proposed project would not deplete groundwater supplies. 

 Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and 
backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria.  Installation of the proposed facilities would 
not result in a noticeable increase in impervious surface cover over that which currently 
exists, and would not noticeable reduce the rate or amount of groundwater recharge.  
Therefore, impacts associated with groundwater are less-than-significant and will not be 
evaluated in the EIR.   

c,d,e) Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and 
backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria.  Installation of the proposed facilities would 
not result in a noticeable increase in impervious surface cover over that which currently 
exists, and therefore, would not noticeably change the rate or amount of surface runoff.  
Because the infrastructure would be mostly underground, it would also not be anticipated to 
alter existing drainage patterns or result in associated increased rates of erosion or 
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flooding.23 Therefore, impacts associated with the changes in the rate, volume and 
pattern of runoff are less-than-significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

g,h,i) The proposed project would not include the construction of any structures or facilities in 
a designated flood hazard area therefore, no structures or persons would be exposed to 
risks associated with flood events.  No impact would occur and this issue will not be 
evaluated in the EIR.   

j) No new habitable structures or facilities would be constructed as part of the proposed project; 
therefore, no structures or persons would be exposed to risks associated with inundation 
by seiche, tsunami or mudflow.  No impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated 
in the EIR. 

 
 

                                                      
23 The proposed construction activities actually occurred in 2008 (see project description).  Under regulations 

applicable at the time of construction, activities of this magnitude and character did not require the filing of a 
Notice of Intent to obtain coverage under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permit for 
the Discharges of Stormwater Associated with Construction Activities (NPDES General Stormwater Permit), nor 
compliance with the terms of the NPDES General Stormwater Permit.  Regulatory changes effective July 1, 2010 
would require NOI filing and NPDES General Stormwater Permit compliance if the construction activities were 
conducted today, imposing additional measures to reduce potential impacts to receiving water quality. 
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Land Use and Land Use Planning 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

10. LAND USE AND LAND USE PLANNING— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Physically divide an established community?     
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or 

regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the 
project (including, but not limited to the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan 
or natural community conservation plan? 

    

Discussion 

a) Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and 
backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria.  Therefore, the proposed project would not 
physically divide an established community. No impact would occur and this issue will not 
be evaluated in the EIR. 

b) Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and 
backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria.  The Rancheria is held in trust for the Shingle 
Springs Band of Miwok Indians by the federal government, and therefore physical 
improvements on the Rancheria are not subject to El Dorado County land use jurisdiction. 
Land use on the Rancheria is governed by the Tribal Land Use Plan.  The proposed project 
is consistent with the Tribal Land Use Plan.  

 Implementation of the proposed project also involves increased water supply service to 
the Rancheria consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing 
uses on the Rancheria.  

 In response to the Court’s ruling, the proposed project includes obtaining a LAFCO 
decision removing any conditions that might limit water service to anything different or 
less than the MOU proposes to allow. If LAFCO makes such a decision, its approval would 
make the MOU consistent with existing and adopted plans. 

 Additionally, as described under Environmental Checklist Item 8e, there are no planned 
or adopted airport land use plans applicable to where the proposed infrastructure would 
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be installed.  As a result, there would be no impact to existing land use plans and policies 
and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

c) As discussed under Environmental Checklist Item 4f there are no adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans in the EID service area. 
Therefore, no impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Mineral Resources 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

11. MINERAL RESOURCES—Would the project:     

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? 

    

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? 

    

Discussion 

a,b) Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and 
backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria.  As stated in the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
Hotel and Casino Project Final EA/FONSI no known mineral resources are known to 
occur in the hotel and casino study area.  24Because the proposed infrastructure would be 
installed within the area evaluated in the Environmental Assessment, the proposed project 
would not involve activities that could result in the loss of available mineral resources.  
No impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

 
 

                                                      
24 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001. 
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Noise 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

12. NOISE—Would the project:     

a) Result in exposure of persons to, or generation of, noise 
levels in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? 

    

b) Result in exposure of persons to, or generation of, 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise 
levels? 

    

c) Result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing 
without the project? 

    

d) Result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

    

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

    

f) For a project located in the vicinity of a private airstrip, 
would the project expose people residing or working in 
the project area to excessive noise levels? 

    

Discussion 

a-d)   As described in the Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project Final EA/FONSI 
noise levels in the vicinity of the proposed infrastructure are dominated by vehicle noise from 
Highway 50.25  Increases in noise attributed to activities associated with installation of 
the proposed infrastructure would be short-term and would occur in an area dominated by 
vehicle noise and with limited sensitive receptors.  In addition, project installation would 
not require impact pile driving or the use of other equipment that would generate excessive 
groundborne vibration beyond standard construction practices.  Therefore, increases in short-
term construction noise would be less than significant and this issue will not be evaluated 
in the EIR.  

 There are no new mechanical or electrical facilities proposed that would result in operational 
noise increases above existing conditions. Therefore, no impact would occur and permanent 
increases in noise levels will not be evaluated in the EIR.  

e,f)   No new facilities or occupied structures would be constructed that could expose people to 
excessive noise levels associated with airport operations.  As discussed in Environmental 

                                                      
25 National Indian Gaming Commission, 2001.  Shingle Springs Rancheria Hotel and Casino Project El Dorado 

County, California, Final Environmental Assessment, December 2001. 
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Checklist Item 8e the closest airport is located approximately 4.5 miles to the west. 
Therefore, no impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   
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Population and Housing 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING— 
Would the project: 

    

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

    

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

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

Discussion 

a) The proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria.  Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow 
meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with 
EID’s existing water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be 
installed in the EID service area outside of the Rancheria and EID operations would remain 
unchanged.  Lands neighboring the Rancheria are fully subdivided and zoned for residential 
use only.  On the Rancheria, there could be minor additional residential development served 
by the project.  The exact amount would depend on and be consistent with the Tribal Land 
Use Plan.  This is considered a less than significant impact and will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

b,c) The proposed project involves the installation and operation of an underground pipeline, 
flow meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria and 
conveyance of water through these facilities.  It would not result in the displacement of 
housing or people to accommodate construction of the project.  Therefore, no impact 
would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Public Services 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

14. PUBLIC SERVICES— Would the project:     

a) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated 
with the provision of, or the need for, new or physically 
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which 
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: 

    

i) Fire protection?     
ii) Police protection?     
iii) Schools?     
iv) Parks?     
v) Other public facilities?     

Discussion 

a.i - v)  The proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria.  Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow 
meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with 
EID’s existing water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be 
installed in the EID service area outside of the Rancheria and EID operations would remain 
unchanged. The proposed project would not include the construction of any permanent 
occupied structures.  Therefore, it would not generate new population that could result in 
the need to provide additional public services the construction of which could cause physical 
environmental impacts. No impact would occur and these issues will not be evaluated 
in the EIR.  
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Recreation 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

15. RECREATION—Would the project:     

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facilities would occur or be 
accelerated? 

    

b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction 
or expansion of recreational facilities that might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment? 

    

Discussion 

a,b) The proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria. Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow 
meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with 
EID’s existing water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be 
installed in the EID service area outside of the Rancheria and EID operations would remain 
unchanged. The proposed project would not include the construction of any permanent 
occupied structures.  Therefore, it would not generate new population that could result in 
the need to provide new or improved recreational facilities the construction of which could 
cause physical environmental impacts. No impact would occur and these issues will not 
be evaluated in the EIR.   
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Transportation and Traffic 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

16. TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC— 
Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the 
performance of the circulation system, taking into account 
all modes of transportation including mass transit and 
non-motorized travel and relevant components of the 
circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, 
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle 
paths, and mass transit? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management 
program, including, but not limited to level of service 
standards and travel demand measures, or other 
standards established by the county congestion 
management agency for designated roads or highways? 

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either 
an increase in traffic levels or a change in location, that 
results in substantial safety risks? 

    

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

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     
f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, 
or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such 
facilities? 

    

Discussion 

a,b,f) Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, 
and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria and EID operations would remain unchanged. 
Proposed project facilities would be maintained on a routine maintenance schedule by 
existing EID staff and would not result in an increase in vehicle trips associated with 
project operations.  

 The installation of proposed underground pipeline and flow meter vault would involve 
open trench installation and backfilling of soils. The trench dimensions are estimated to 
be 2-foot wide by 6-foot deep for the pipeline and 5-foot by 7-foot for the flow meter vault.  
A backflow prevention assembly structure would also be constructed adjacent to Hornpie 
Road.  The construction phase would occur over approximately 20 to 27 days. The number 
of vehicles used during the construction phase would be minimal due to the limited size of the 
proposed infrastructure. As a result, the percent increase in traffic volumes caused by 
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project-generated construction traffic on the roadways in the project area would not be 
anticipated to be substantial (falling within the daily fluctuations of traffic volumes). 
The number of project-generated truck trips would not be high, would be dispersed throughout 
the work day lessening the effect on traffic conditions in any one hour, and would only 
occur during the course of project construction. As a result construction vehicle trips would 
be limited and short-term in duration, and would not be anticipated to have a noticeable 
effect on the level of service of roadways off the Rancheria.  Therefore, increases in vehicle 
trips during construction would not conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy 
establishing measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system or 
conflict with an applicable congestion management program or public transit program.  
This impact is less than significant and will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

c) The proposed project involves the construction of an underground pipeline, flow meter 
vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria and the conveyance 
of water through these facilities.  Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a 
change in air traffic patterns that could cause a safety risk.  No impact would occur and this 
impact will not be evaluated in the EIR. 

d,e) The proposed project involves the construction of an underground pipeline, flow meter 
vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria and conveyance of 
water through these facilities.  Therefore, the proposed project would not increase road 
hazards due to design features, incompatible uses or emergency access. No impact would 
occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR. 
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Utilities and Service Systems 

Environmental Checklist and Discussion 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS—Would the 
project: 

    

a) Conflict with wastewater treatment requirements of the 
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? 

    

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or 
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing 
facilities, the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water 
drainage facilities, or expansion of existing facilities, the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

    

d) Require new or expanded water supply resources or 
entitlements? 

    

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

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 
regulations related to solid waste? 

    

Discussion 

a,b,e) The proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria. Proposed facilities include the installation of an underground pipeline, flow 
meter vault, and backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with 
EID’s existing water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be 
installed in the EID service area outside of the Rancheria and EID operations would remain 
unchanged. The proposed project would not include the construction of any permanent 
occupied structures.  Therefore, it would not directly generate new population that could 
result in the need to provide additional wastewater collection, treatment and disposal facilities 
or water treatment facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental 
effects. No impact would occur and these issues will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

c) Proposed facilities include the installation an underground pipeline, flow meter vault, and 
backflow prevention assembly structure on the Rancheria to connect with EID’s existing 
water supply infrastructure. No new water supply infrastructure would be installed in the 
EID service area outside of the Rancheria and EID operations would be unchanged.  
Installation of the facilities would not result in a noticeable increase in impervious surface 
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cover over that which currently exists, and therefore, would not noticeably change the 
rate or amount of surface runoff and would not require new or expanded storm water drainage 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects. No 
impact would occur and this issue will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

d) The proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria. EID’s believes its existing reliable supplies are sufficient to accommodate the 
amount of water identified in the MOU.  In response to the Court’s ruling, however, the 
District has determined that it will prepare a comprehensive and conservative analysis of 
the project’s potential impact on EID’s ability to meet existing and future water demand 
during normal, single-dry and multiple-dry years, both on the Rancheria and in the EID 
service area outside of the Rancheria, and, further, that it will do so as part of an EIR.  
Therefore, for the purpose of determining which impacts to evaluate in an EIR, this impact 
is deemed to be potentially significant.  Further studies, including a WSA, will evaluate 
whether the MOU will significantly affect the environment by requiring new or expanded 
water supply resources, and, if so, whether those impacts can feasibly be mitigated. 

f,g)  The proposed project would not include the construction of any permanent occupied 
structures.  Therefore, it would not directly generate new population that could generate 
additional solid waste disposal needs.  No impact would occur and this issue will not be 
evaluated in the EIR.  
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Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Issues (and Supporting Information Sources): 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact No Impact 

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE—Would 
the project: 

    

a) 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, reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or 
animal, or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

    

b) Have impacts that would be 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.) 

    

c) Have environmental effects that would cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 
indirectly? 

    

Discussion 

a) As described in Environmental Checklist Item 4 the proposed project would not 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, or reduce the number or restrict 
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal. The proposed project includes measures 
to protect receiving water quality and nesting raptors. As discussed in Environmental Checklist 
Item 5 implementation of the proposed project would not eliminate important examples 
of the major periods of California history or prehistory.  Therefore, these impacts would 
be less than significant and they will not be evaluated in the EIR.   

b) As described in Environmental Checklist Item 17d (Utilities and Service Systems), the 
proposed project involves providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria consistent 
with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the Rancheria. 
Approving and executing the MOU could affect the EID’s ability to meet existing and 
future water demand during normal, single-dry and multiple-dry years both on the Rancheria 
and in the EID service area outside of the Rancheria, but this potential is no different than 
if EID allocates this water to other uses, since the water committed under the MOU is within 
EID’s existing reliable supplies.  EID believes that its existing water supply sources are 
sufficient to meet increased demand in the service area.  However, a Water Supply Assessment 
(WSA) will be prepared as part of this EIR.  See Checklist Item 17d.  Cumulative impacts 
related to EID’s ability to meet existing and future water demand on the Rancheria and in 
the EID service area outside of the Rancheria will be evaluated in the EIR. All other resources 
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areas have been determined to be less-than-significant and associated cumulative impacts 
may not be evaluated in the EIR.  

c) As described in Environmental Checklist Item 17d (Utilities and Service Systems), the 
proposed project would involve providing water service to the Shingle Springs Rancheria 
consistent with the MOU between EID and the Rancheria to serve existing uses on the 
Rancheria. Although EID’s existing reliable supplies are sufficient to accommodate the 
amount of water identified in the MOU, the District has determined in response to the 
Court’s ruling that it will prepare an EIR containing a comprehensive and conservative 
analysis of the impact of EID’s ability to meet existing and future water demand during 
normal, single-dry and multiple-dry years, both on the Rancheria and in the EID service 
area outside of the Rancheria.  Therefore, for the purpose of determining which impacts 
to evaluate in an EIR, this impact is deemed to be potentially significant.  Further studies, 
including a WSA, will evaluate whether the MOU will significantly affect the environment 
by requiring new or expanded water supply resources, and, if so, whether those impacts 
can feasibly be mitigated. 
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