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agency. A hazardous material is defined by the California Health and Safety Code, Section 

25501 is as follows: 

 

"Hazardous material" means any material that, because of its quantity, concentration, or 

physical or chemical characteristics, poses a significant present or potential hazard to 

human health and safety or to the environment if released into the workplace or the 

environment. "Hazardous materials" include, but are not limited to, hazardous substances, 

hazardous waste, and any material that a handler or the administering agency has a 

reasonable basis for believing that it would be injurious to the health and safety of 

persons or harmful to the environment if released into the workplace or the environment 

(California Health and Safety Code, Section 25501). 

 

A hazardous material is defined in Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR) as follows:  

 

“A substance or combination of substances which, because of its quantity, 

concentration, or physical, chemical or infectious characteristics, may either (1) cause, 

or significantly contribute to, an increase in mortality or an increase in serious irreversible, 

or incapacitating reversible, illness; or (2) pose a substantial present or potential hazard 

to human health or environment when improperly treated, stored, transported or 

disposed of or otherwise managed.” (California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Section 

662601.10) 

 

The release of hazardous materials into the environment could potentially contaminate soils, 

surface water, and groundwater supplies. 

 

Most hazardous materials regulation and enforcement in Shasta County is managed by the 

Shasta County Environmental Health Department, which refers large cases of hazardous 

materials contamination or violations to the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

(RWQCB) and the State Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). It is not at all 

uncommon for other agencies to become involved when issues of hazardous materials arise 

such as the Air Pollution Control District, and both the federal and state Occupational Safety 

and Health Administrations (OSHA). 

 

Under Government Code Section 65962.5, both the Department of Toxic Substances Control 

and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) are required to maintain lists of sites 

known to have hazardous substances present in the environment. Both agencies maintain up-to-

date lists on their websites. A search of the DTSC and SWRCB lists identified no hazardous waste 

violations in the project area. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) No known hazardous materials are present within the site, nor will any be transported as a 

result of project implementation. No impact. (Note: Although the Initial Study for the 

Breckenridge Lane Water Project identified the potential for elevated levels of lead along 

State Route 273, that concern is no longer an issue because the remaining portion of that 

project now incorporated into the Bellevue Water Main Extension Project does not involve 

the SR 273 alignment.) 

 

b) A potential release of hazardous materials could occur during construction work on the 

project. Any such releases would most likely consist of spillages of motor vehicle fuels or oils. 

Mitigation measures included in Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the 
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Breckenridge Lane Water Project would avoid spills and minimize the effects of such spills 

should they occur. The Breckenridge Lane Water Project IS/MND is included as Appendix A 

to this document for reference. Further, as stated in Section 3.0, Project Description, of this 

document, all mitigation measures associated with the Breckenridge Lane Water Project 

would be incorporated as part of the Bellevue Water Main Extension Project. Therefore, this 

impact is considered less than significant. 

 

c) The nearest school to the project site (i.e., Verde Vale Elementary) is located more than 

three-quarters of one mile away from the project site. Further, the project would not emit 

hazardous emissions or handle hazardous materials, substances or waste. No impact. 

 

d) The most current list of contaminated sites prepared by DTSC indicates that there are no sites 

within or adjacent to the project area. No impact. 

 

e) The nearest public airfield is located in the City of Redding approximately 2.5 miles to the 

north. The project is not within the airport land use plan area. No impact. 

 

f) There are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the project area. No impact. 

 

g) Construction activity would be limited to existing developed rights-of-way, and as a result 

could temporarily impact traffic flow in the case of an emergency. Therefore, MM 8.1 is 

included to ensure that any temporary closures to roadways would be managed to ensure 

continuous access by residents and emergency personnel. With Implementation of MM 8.1 

impacts to emergency response and evacuation is considered less than significant with 

mitigation incorporated. 

 

h) All construction activity would occur within existing paved roadways. Following construction, 

all infrastructure, with the exception of fire hydrants, would be located underground where it 

would be unaffected by wildfires. Further, improvements associated with the project would 

increase water supply and pressure, as well as the number of fire hydrants, in the event of a 

fire. No impact. 

 

Mitigation Measures: 

 

MM 8.1 The contractor, in cooperation with the City of Anderson Police Department and 

Anderson Fire Protection District, shall provide for movement of emergency 

vehicles during project construction. Measures may include, but are not limited 

to, covering of open trenches and restrictions on the number of construction 

vehicles and equipment at certain portions of the project area. Further, all 

affected residents shall be notified of the potential for road closures and/or traffic 

delays at least 10 days in prior to the onset of construction-related activities. 

 

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and during project construction. 

Enforcement/Monitoring: Project contractor in cooperation with the City of 

Anderson Police Department and Anderson Fire 

Protection District.  
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Conclusions Related to Hazards and Hazardous Materials: 

With implementation of MM 8.1, there would be a less than significant impact associated with 

hazards and hazardous materials. 
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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 the site or area, including through 

the alteration of the course of a stream or 

river, in a manner which would result in 

substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage 

pattern of the site or area, including through 

the alteration of the course of a stream or 

river, or 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 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 a failure of a 

levee or dam? 

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?      
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Overview:  

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has prepared a Flood Insurance Rate 

Map (FIRM) depicting flood hazard areas in the City of Anderson. According to FEMA, no portion 

of the project area is located within the 100-year floodplain. 

 

The project area is within the jurisdictional boundaries of the Central Valley Regional Water 

Quality Control Board (RWQCB), one of nine regional boards in the state. The Central Valley 

RWQCB, with an office in Redding, develops and enforces water quality objectives and 

implementation plans that safeguard the quality of water resources in its region. Specifically, the 

RWQCB identifies potential water quality problems, confirms and characterizes water quality 

problems through assessments, remedies problems through imposing or enforcing appropriate 

measures, and monitors problem areas to assess effectiveness of remedial measures. Remedies 

for problems include prevention and cleanup. Common means of prevention are the issuance 

of National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits, waste discharge 

requirements (WDRs), and discharge prohibitions and restrictions. Cleanup is implemented 

through enforcement measures such as Cease and Desist Orders and Cleanup and Abatement 

Orders. 

 

One of the duties of the RWQCB is the development of "basin plans" for the hydrologic area over 

which it has jurisdiction. In 1998, the Central Valley RWQCB issued the fourth edition of its Water 

Quality Control Plan for the Central Valley Region, also known as the Basin Plan. The Basin Plan 

covers both the Sacramento River Basin and the San Joaquin River Basin. It sets forth water 

quality objectives for both surface and ground waters for the region, and it describes 

implementation programs to achieve these objectives. The Basin Plan provides the foundation 

for the regulations and enforcement actions of the Central Valley RWQCB. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers:  

a) On September 2, 2009, the State Water Resources Control Board (―State Board‖) adopted a 

new General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction Activities 

(―CGP‖) that imposes significant new requirements for discharging storm water from 

construction sites. The CGP would apply to all construction activities disturbing one or more 

acres of land or to smaller areas that are part of a common plan for development, as well as 

to construction activities related to linear projects such as the proposed project. Previously 

these types of permits were covered under a separate general permit. Unless the CGP is set 

aside or modified, the new permit requirements will become effective on July 1, 2010. 

 

The CGP represents a fundamental shift in storm water management practices from the 

existing general permit for construction activities, Order 99-08-DWQ. The existing permit 

contained a narrative effluent limit that required the application of Best Management 

Practices (―BMPs‖) to ensure that water quality standards were not violated. The new CGP 

contains Numeric Action Levels (―NALs‖) and, for certain ―high risk‖ sites, Numeric Effluent 

Limitations (―NELs‖) for pH and turbidity. NALs serve as benchmarks that, if exceeded, require 

the discharger to apply additional BMPs. Exceedance of an NAL does not itself constitute a 

violation of the CGP, but failure to take the required corrective action may result in a 

violation. Exceedances of NELs are violations of the CGP and could result in substantial 

penalties. Obviously there is a wide variation in naturally occurring turbidity, including some 

areas where the background levels of turbidity exceed the 500 NTU NEL established by the 

CGP. The State Board may reconsider the numeric limits in light of the pending rulemaking 

for effluent limitation guidelines that the EPA is currently undertaking.  
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Significant changes introduced by the CGP include: 

 

Minimum Requirements Specified: The new CGP imposes mandatory minimum BMPs and 

other controls that were previously only required as elements of the Storm Water Pollution 

Prevention Plan (―SWPPP‖) or were suggested by guidance. 

 

Rain Event Action Plan: In addition to a SWPPP, the new CGP requires certain sites to 

develop and implement a Rain Event Action Plan (―REAP‖) that must be designed to protect 

all exposed portions of the site within 48 hours prior to any likely precipitation event. 

 

Increased Monitoring and Reporting: The existing permit relied primarily on visual monitoring, 

requiring sampling only in limited circumstances. In addition to visual monitoring of all sites, 

the CGP requires sampling and monitoring for non-visible pollutants at all sites, effluent and 

receiving water monitoring for pH and turbidity at certain high risk sites, and sampling of 

receiving waters for bioassessment purposes at high risk sites. Most reports—including 

violations of NELs, exceedances of NALs, results of receiving water monitoring, and annual 

reports—under the new CGP must be filed electronically within narrow time limits. All reports 

will be contemporaneously available online to the general public. 

 

Post-Construction Storm Water Performance Standards: The new CGP specifies runoff 

reduction requirements for all sites not covered by a Phase I or Phase II Municipal Separate 

Storm Sewer Systems (MS4) National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit, 

to avoid, minimize and/or mitigate post-construction stormwater runoff impacts. The post-

construction requirements do not apply to projects that will be completed (i.e., no longer 

covered by the CGP) by September 2, 2012. 

 

Certification/Training Requirements for Key Project Personnel: The new CGP increases the 

training and certification requirements for key personnel (e.g., SWPPP preparers, inspectors, 

etc.).The contractor will need to prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) 

pursuant to Regional Water Quality Control Board standards and subject to RWQCB review 

for each phase of the project. The SWPPP will include measures designed to reduce or 

eliminate erosion and runoff into waterways. Best management practices include wattles, 

covering of stockpiles, silt fences and other physical means of slowing stormwater flow from 

the graded areas to allow sediment to settle before entering stormwater channels. The 

method used will be described in the SWPPP and may vary depending on the circumstances 

of construction. In the event that a formal SWPPP is not required, the construction documents 

contain dust and erosion control measures identical to those contained in a SWPPP, and will 

be implemented as part of standard construction practices. Additionally, the project will not 

violate any waste discharge requirements. Because of these standard procedures, and/or 

the need to prepare a SWPPP, project impacts to water quality are considered to be less 

than significant.  

 

b) The project involves the installation of a water line to be connected to the City’s existing 

water supply and distribution infrastructure. As described in Section 3.0, Project Description, 

the City’s existing water supply is sufficient to serve development adjacent to the proposed 

project area. Further, all improvements would be located in existing paved roadways so no 

additional land would be covered by impervious surfaces. Therefore, these facilities would 

not reduce groundwater recharge. This impact is considered less than significant. 

 

c) The project would not alter the existing drainage pattern. No impact. 
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d) See c) above. No impact. 

 

e)  See c) and d). The project will not result in a change in runoff or stormwater within the 

project area. Because infrastructure will be placed underground, the project would not 

create a potential source of polluted surface runoff. No impact. 

 

f) Construction work would be limited to existing paved roadways. Further, requirements 

associated with the Construction General Permit and SWPPP would ensure that potential 

impacts would remain less than significant.  

 

g) The project would not involve the construction of housing. Further, the project area is not 

located within a 100-year flood hazard area. Thus, no housing would be placed within a 100-

year floodplain as a result of the project. No impact. 

 

h)  See g) above. Other than proposed fire hydrants, the project does not include the 

construction of any above-ground structures. Further, the proposed fire hydrants would be 

relatively small and distributed every 350 to 450 feet along the alignment such that, were 

flooding to occur, flows would be unaffected. No impact.  

 

i) See g) and h) above. The project would not place persons in an area potentially subject to 

flooding. No impact. 

 

j) Please refer to Section 4.6, Geology and Soils, in which potential landslides hazards were 

evaluated and found to have no impact. The project is not near any large body of water; 

thus, there is no hazard associated with seiche or tsunami. No impact. 

Mitigation Measures: 

None required. 

Conclusions Related to Hydrology and Water Quality:  

With the implementation of measures identified in the SWPPP, potential impacts to hydrology 

and water quality would be less than significant.  
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10. LAND USE AND 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? 

    

Overview: 

The proposed Bellevue Water Main Extension Project would install water lines and fire hydrants 

within the northwest portion of the City of Anderson. All improvements would be located within 

existing paved roadways. The primary land use plan concerning the project area is the City of 

Anderson General Plan, which was last revised in 2006. Land use designations and zoning 

adjacent to the project area provide for industrial and residential development. The proposed 

project would result in improved water quality and fire protection for existing businesses, 

residences, and a church adjacent to the project area. No changes are proposed in current 

land use designations or zoning. 

 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

 

a) Aside from proposed fire hydrants, all project features would be located underground. 

Therefore, the project would not physically divide any portion of the community. No impact. 

 

b) As proposed, the project is consistent with the land use designations identified in the City of 

Anderson General Plan. No impact. 

 

c) See Section 4, Biological Resources. No Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community 

Conservation Plans apply to this area of Shasta County. No impact. 

Mitigation Measures: 

None required. 

Conclusions Related to Land Use and Planning: 

The project consists of the installation of municipal infrastructure to serve an existing community 

and will have no impact on land use and planning.  
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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?  

    

Overview: 

The only noteworthy mineral resource in the vicinity of the project area is aggregate located 

within and adjacent to streambeds. At this time, however, there are no active quarries located 

within or adjacent to the project area, or within the City of Anderson, nor are there any locations 

within the project area identified for mineral resource extraction, including aggregate. Further, 

there are no publicly known, economically viable deposits of precious metals in the project area 

or City of Anderson, nor does the State identify the project area or City of Anderson as 

containing mineral deposits of statewide significance.  

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) There are no known mineral resources within or adjacent to the project area. No impact. 

 

b) The General Plan does not delineate the project area as a locally important mineral 

recovery site. No impact. 

Mitigation Measures: 

None required. 

Conclusions Related to Mineral Resources: 

There would be no impact to mineral resources within or adjacent to the project area. 

 



4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

Bellevue Water Main Extension Project   City of Anderson 

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration   June 2010 

4.0-34 

 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significan

t Impact No Impact 

12. NOISE. Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 

levels in excess of standards established in 

the local general plan or noise ordinance or 

of applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 

excessive groundborne vibration or 

groundborne noise levels? 

    

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 

noise levels in the project vicinity above 

levels existing without the project? 

    

d) 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, within two miles of a public 

airport or a public use airport, would the 

project expose people residing or working in 

the project area to excessive noise levels? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 

airstrip, would the project expose people 

residing or working in the project area to 

excessive noise levels?  

    

 

Overview: 

 

Noise within and adjacent to the project area is regulated by the City of Anderson General Plan, 

Noise Element. The project would result in construction activity (e.g., use of heavy equipment, 

backup alarms, trucks and the placement of infrastructure) adjacent to existing residential and 

industrial development, as well as a single church.  

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project involves the installation of water infrastructure to serve existing development. The 

only noise associated with the project would be generated by construction equipment and 

the installation of infrastructure. Once construction activities are complete, the project would 

not generate any noise.  

 

Temporary construction noise would likely consist of heavy equipment, backup alarms, 

trucks, and paving equipment. Although the noise would be temporary in nature, it could 

pose a nuisance to residences situated adjacent to the project area, as well as to 

churchgoers attending services. Therefore, MM 12.1 is provided below to limit construction 

activities to those hours when most residents are not at home and when church services are 
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not in progress. This would reduce project-related noise to a level that is considered less than 

significant with mitigation incorporated. 

 

b) See a) above. The project would not generate a permanent source of vibration. Temporary 

ground borne vibrations may occur as a result of excavation activities and the installation of 

infrastructure. While vibration would be intermittent and temporary in nature, it could pose a 

nuisance to residences situated adjacent to the project area, as well as to churchgoers 

attending services. However, with implementation of MM 12.1, construction activities would 

be limited to those hours when most residents are not at home when church services are not 

in progress. As a result, this impact is considered less than significant with mitigation 

incorporated. 

 

c) See a) above. The proposed project will not result in a permanent increase in ambient noise 

levels. No impact.  

 

d) Temporary increase in noise levels would occur during construction work, mainly from 

vehicles and equipment. MM 12.1 would reduce noise impacts by limiting hours of 

construction. As a result, this impact is considered less than significant with mitigation 

incorporated. 

 

e) There are no public airports within two miles of the project site, nor is the project area 

located within an Airport Land Use Plan area. No impact. 

 

f) There are no private landing strips or airports within two miles of the project site. No impact. 

Mitigation Measures: 

MM 12.1 Construction shall be between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Limited 

construction may be necessary between the hours of 7 p.m. and 7 a.m. during 

hook up of new infrastructure to existing infrastructure. Such construction shall be 

short in duration. No construction will be scheduled to occur on Sundays and 

holidays. 

 

Timing/Implementation:  During construction activities. 

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Anderson Department of Public Works. 

 

Conclusions Related to Noise: 

Construction activities associated with the infrastructure project would temporarily increase 

noise and vibration levels within and adjacent to the project area. However, with 

implementation of MM 12.1, noise and vibration impacts would be reduced to level that is 

considered less than significant.  
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13. POPULATION, HOUSING AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE. Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an 

area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new 

homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., 

through extension of roads or other 

infrastructure)? 

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 

housing, necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 

necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

d) Result in disproportionately high adverse 

human health or environmental effects on 

minority or low-income persons? 

    

Overview: 

The population of the City of Anderson in 2010, according to California Finance Department, is 

approximately 10,771. The project would not directly add to the housing stock or population in 

the City. The project would provide community water service to an area of the City that is 

currently served by individual wells and septic systems. 

 

The project area and adjacent properties were annexed to the City in 2002. Residents in the 

area utilize individual septic systems and private wells, some of which have experienced coliform 

contamination due to failures associated with older septic systems. The extension of a water 

main to serve homes in the area would enable the City to serve residents with treated 

community water and provide better fire protection with installed fire hydrants. 

 

Environmental Justice 

 

Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-

Income Populations, signed on February 11, 1994, directs federal agencies to take the 

appropriate and necessary steps to identify and address disproportionately high and adverse 

human health or environmental effects of federal projects and programs on minority and low-

income populations to the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law. The proposed 

Bellevue Water Main Extension Project improvements would ultimately provide positive social 

and economic impacts by improving the municipal water supply to an unserved area of the 

City of Anderson, improving water pressure, providing adequate water supply for fire suppression 

needs, and improving water quality. Once completed, all improvements, with the exception of 

fire hydrants, would be located underground and would not visually impact any neighborhood, 

including those with low-income and/or minority households. Further, the proposed 

improvements are not located within a predominantly low-income or minority neighborhood; 
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therefore, no disproportionately high and adverse effects to minority and low-income 

populations would occur. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project would install a new water line that would extend from the intersection of Loop 

Street and Bellevue Lane approximately 500 feet along Loop Street to Pinewood Avenue 

and then approximately 560 feet along Pinewood Avenue. Initially, the proposed system is 

intended to serve 18 existing homes, a church and a business that are currently using private 

wells. Although the project would have the capacity to serve additional infill development in 

the area, the project would not induce substantial development because the City’s General 

Plan has already planned and instituted the zoning for development of the area. Further, 

future development would be directed by the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance, as well 

as be subject to project- and site-specific environmental analysis. As a result, this impact is 

considered less than significant. 

 

b) The project would be located within existing paved roadways and would not require 

displacement or relocation of any residences, persons, and/or businesses. No impact. 

 

c) See b) above. No impact. 

 

d) The project would benefit all people in the area, regardless of minority or income status, by 

providing clean municipal water and improved water pressure for fire protection. No impact. 

Mitigation Measures: 

None required. 

Conclusions Related to Population and Housing: 

While the project could ultimately provide for additional growth in the area, development of the 

properties adjacent to the project area is addressed by the General Plan and Zoning 

Ordinance, and would be subject to project- and site-specific environmental analysis. Therefore, 

the proposed project’s impact on population and housing would be less than significant. 
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14.  PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts 

associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for 

new or physically altered 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: 

a) Fire protection?     

b) Police protection?     

c) Schools?     

d) Parks?     

e) Other public facilities?      

Overview: 

Fire protection in the City is provided by the Anderson Fire Protection District (AFPD), while police 

protection is provided by the City of Anderson Police Department. The City also operates and 

maintains water and sewer systems, streets, and parks. Schools in the area are operated by the 

Cascade Union Elementary School District and the Anderson Union High School District. Health 

care and social services are provided by private organizations and the County. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project area is served by the Anderson Fire Protection District. The project will result in 

increased water pressure and supply, as well as new fire hydrants, all of which will contribute 

to improved fire response within the City of Anderson. According to Deputy Chief Andy 

Nichols, the AFPD is strongly in favor of the proposed project. No impact. 

 

b) The project would not affect the provision of police protection services. No impact. 

 

c) The project would not affect school enrollments nor generate a need for new facilities. No 

impact. 

 

d) Please refer to Section 4.14, Recreation. The project will have no impact on parks and 

recreation. 

 

e) The project would have no impact on other governmental services. For impacts on service 

systems in the City of Anderson, please refer to Section 16, Utilities and Service Systems. 

Mitigation Measures 

None required. 

Conclusions Related to Public Services: 

The project would have no impacts on public services. 
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15. RECREATION.  

a) Would the project increase the use of 

existing neighborhood and regional parks or 

other recreational facilities such that 

substantial physical deterioration of the 

facility would occur or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational 

facilities, or require the construction or 

expansion of recreational facilities, which 

might have an adverse physical effect on 

the environment? 

    

Overview: 

The proposed water line is intended to serve existing residences, businesses, and a church that 

are currently on private wells. The installation of the water line would be located within existing 

roadways adjacent to properties zoned for residential and industrial development.  

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project would not lead to an increase in demand for or utilization of parks. No impact. 

b) The project does not include recreational facilities, nor does it require the construction or 

expansion of recreational facilities. No impact. 

Conclusions Related to Recreation: 

The proposed project would have no impact on recreational facilities in the City of Anderson.
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16. TRANSPORTATION/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? 

    

Overview: 

The City of Anderson is located adjacent to Interstate 5 (I-5) and the Union Pacific Railroad 

(UPRR). State Route 273 (SR 273) intersects I-5 just south of city limits. Within the project area, Loop 

Street and Pinewood Avenue are two lane roadways in good condition.  

 

The proposed project consists of the installation of water infrastructure, including waterlines and 

fire hydrants, within existing developed rights-of-way (i.e., Loop Street and Pinewood Avenue). 

Temporary traffic delays and detours are possible during construction and would be 

coordinated with the Police Department and the Anderson Fire Protection District. 
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Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) Although implementation of the project may result in short-term modifications to traffic 

routes and a temporary increase in construction-related traffic, the project would not result 

in any long-term modifications to traffic load, capacity or routes within and around the City 

of Anderson. As such, potential impacts to the City’s adopted level of service are considered 

less than significant. 

 

b) See a) above. The project would not conflict with an applicable congestion management 

program, level of service standard or other standard established by the County or State. This 

impact is considered less than significant.  

 

c) There are no air traffic transportation routes in the vicinity of the project area. No impact. 

 

d) Aside from the proposed fire hydrants, all features of the project would be located 

underground. Therefore, there would be no increased hazards due to design features. No 

impact. 

 

e) With implementation of MM 8.1, which is included in Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous 

Materials, emergency access would be maintained throughout the project area. As a result, 

this impact is considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

 

f) Given that the project would entail improvements to the City’s water infrastructure, and that 

most improvements would be located underground, the project would not conflict with 

adopted policies, plans or programs supporting alternative transportation. No impact. 

 

Mitigation Measures:  

 

None required. 

Conclusions Related to Transportation and Circulation: 

The project would not have a significant impact on traffic or transportation facilities. Temporary 

obstructions to traffic and property access would occur during construction. However, 

implementation of MM 8.1 would reduce impacts from temporary interference to emergency 

vehicle access to a level that is considered less than significant.  
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17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project: 

a) Exceed 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) Have sufficient water supplies available to 

serve the project from existing entitlements 

and resources, or are new or expanded 

entitlements needed? 

    

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider that serves or may 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? 
    

Overview: 

The City of Anderson provides water and wastewater services for the residents of the City. The 

City also maintains storm drainage improvements. Other utilities including electricity and solid 

waste disposal are provided to the community by private companies.  

 

Future demand for water service is addressed in the City of Anderson’s 2005 Master Water Plan. 

The Master Water Plan analyzes water supply, storage, demand, infrastructure and needs within 

the City of Anderson over the short and long term. The City of Anderson and project area are 

located within the Redding Groundwater Basin, an area of high quality, abundant groundwater 

supplies. The City taps this aquifer with a system of ten wells, and stores the water in two 

reservoirs with a combined capacity of approximately 3.5 million gallons (MG). 
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The proposed project is located in the northern portion of the City. It will primarily be served by 

wells in the City’s Northern Pressure Zone, but redundancy with the City’s Riverside Industrial Park 

Pressure Zone will be provided as well. As stated in the Master Water Plan, the City’s reservoirs 

provide sufficient storage to both the northern and southern zones until about 2024, at which 

time it is anticipated additional storage capacity will be necessary.  

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project would involve the installation of water services to approximately 20 properties 

along Loop Street and Pinewood Avenue. At this time, these properties would continue to 

utilize individual septic tank systems. As such, the project would have no impact on 

wastewater treatment requirements.  

 

b) The proposed project consists of installation of a new water line and fire hydrants. The project 

would not result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities, or the 

expansion of existing facilities. No impact. 

 

c) The project would not require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage 

facilities. No impact. 

 

d) The project involves the installation of water infrastructure. Current water supplies for the City 

are estimated to be sufficient to meet the needs of this project. Proposed improvements 

would not increase the existing storage capacity of the system. No new or expanded water 

entitlements are needed. No impact. 

 

e) See a) above. No impact. 

 

f) The project will not result in the generation of solid waste. No impact.  

 

g) See f) above. No impact. 

 

Mitigation Measures:  

 

None Required. 

Conclusions Relating to Utilities and Service Systems: 

The project will have no impact on utilities and service systems. 
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18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have the potential to 

degrade the quality of the environment, 

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 

wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 

population to drop below self-sustaining 

levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 

animal community, reduce the number or 

restrict the range of rare or endangered 

plants or animals, or eliminate important 

examples of the major periods of California 

history or prehistory? 

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? "Cumulatively considerable" 

means that the incremental effects of a 

project are considerable when viewed in 

connection with the effects of past projects, 

the effects of other current projects, and the 

effects of probable future projects. 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects 

that will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

    

Discussion of Mandatory Findings of Significance: 

a) Refer to Section 4.4, Biological Resources. The project has potential to impact migratory birds 

through the disturbance of nesting activities. Implementation of MM 4.1 requires 

preconstruction surveys and buffer zones to prevent nest disturbance, which would reduce 

anticipated impacts to a level considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

 

Refer to Section 4.5, Cultural Resources, in which the cultural resources are discussed. 

Potential impacts to cultural, archaeological and paleontological resources that are 

unknown at this time are mitigated by implementation of MM 5.1, MM 5.2 and MM 5.3. 

Potential impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

 

b) The project proposes installation of water infrastructure (i.e., water lines and fire hydrants). 

These improvements are needed to provide potable water for domestic use, as well as 

adequate water supplies and pressure for fire safety. The assessment of potential impacts of 

future development that would use the proposed waterline is beyond the scope of the 

environmental analysis for the infrastructure itself. The Initial Study and Mitigated Negative 

Declaration for the proposed waterline have evaluated the potential impacts of 

construction of the infrastructure. Future projects that intend to use the waterline will be 

required to comply with CEQA and will undergo environmental review on a project- and site-
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specific basis. Construction and operation impacts associated with this project are 

considered to be cumulatively less than significant. 

 

c) The Initial Study evaluated potential hazards to humans related to the project. Refer to 

Section 4.8, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, in which potential hazards are discussed. 

Potential impacts associated with hazards and hazardous materials would be mitigated with 

the implementation of MM 8.1 and, as a result, are considered less than significant with 

mitigation incorporated. 
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