
RESOLUTION NO. ~`~""Q~~ 

OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF NEVADA 

RESOLUTION ADOPTING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR 
THE UPDATE TO THE NEVADA COUNTY GENERAL PLAN 
CHAPTER 10, SAFETY ELEMENT (PLANNING FILE NOs. 
GPT19-0002, EI519-0005) 

WHEREAS, the County of Nevada, acting by and through its Board of Supervisors, did on 
the fourteenth day of November 1995, adopt a General Plan for the County of Nevada, as 
evidenced by Resolution No. 95-530, pursuant to the provisions of Title 7, Chapter 3, Article 6 of 
the Government Code of the State of California; and 

WHEREAS, the County of Nevada has established a General Plan Amendment procedure; 
and 

WHEREAS, on December 6, 2019 the Planning Department staff prepared an Initial Study 
and Negative Declaration ("IS/ND") for the Project, a copy of which is attached to this Resolution 
as E~ibit A; and 

WHEREAS, the Notice of Availability for Public Review and Notice of Intent to Adopt a 
Proposed Negative Declaration for the IS/ND was submitted directly to affected local, regional, 
state, and federal agencies and the IS/ND was released fora 30-day public review period, 
commencing on December 6, 2019, and ending on January 6, 2020; and 

WHEREAS, the IS/ND analyzes all of the potential environmental impacts of the proposed 
Project and found that no significant impacts would result from the approval of the Project; and 

WHEREAS, on January 9, 2020, the Planning Commission held a public hearing on the 
proposed Project in which the Commission reviewed the proposed ISlND together with all 
comments received during the public review period, and recommended adoption of this same 
Negative Declaration before making a recommendation to the Board on the proposed Project; and 

WHEREAS, on February 11, 2020, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing on the 
proposed Project in which the Board reviewed the proposed IS/ND together with all comments 
received during the public review period. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Nevada County Board of Supervisors 
has reviewed and considered the recommendation of the Planning Commission and has 
independently reviewed the Initial Study and proposed Negative Declaration (Planning File No. 
EIS19-0005), together with all comments received during the public review period, and hereby 
finds and determines as follows: 

1. The above recitals are true and correct. 

2. On the basis of the whole record before the Board of Supervisors, there is no 
substantial evidence that the proposed Project will have a significant effect on 
the environment. 



3. The IS/ND reflects the Board's independent judgment and analysis. 

4. The documents and materials constituting the record of the proceedings on 
which this decision is based are located and in the custody of the Nevada 
County Planning Department at 950 Maidu Avenue, Nevada City, California. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors hereby adopts the Negative 
Declaration (Planning File No. EIS19-0005) for the Safety Element Update Project, which 
furthers the Goals, Objectives, and Policies of the Nevada County General Plan. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Nevada at a regular meeting of 
said Board, held on the 1 lth day of February, 2020, by the following vote of said Board: 

Ayes: Supervisors Heidi Hall, Edward Scofield, Dan Miller, Susan 
K. Hoek and Richard Anderson. 

Noes: None. 

Absent: None. 

Abstain: None. 
ATTEST: 

JULIE PATTERSON HUNTER 
Clerk of the Board of Supervisors 

Heidi Hall, Chair 

2/11/2020 cc: Planning* 
COB* 



Exhibit A 

NEVADA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 
INITIAL STUDY 

Ta: All Inte~•nal. and External Governmental -and Non-Governmental A~;ene es, Special Interest Groups 
and Cities/C~unties on Che County Planning Deparim$nt D str bui +gin list; County Counsel* ,"Mate 
Clearinghouse* 
*~eceivc~s,full r~~ort,• all others receive NSA only math the,ful! rcparl avur`luble ~riline 

Date: Llecember 6, 2Q 14 

Prepared by: Sadie Callas, .Associate Planner 
Nevada County Planning Department 
950 Ma de Avenue, Suite 170 
Nevada City, CA 95959 
(530)265-1345 
Email: sadie.caldas~co.nevada.ca as 

Tile Number(s): PLN19-0064; GPT19-00 2; EIS1'9-0005 

assessor's Parcel Numbers. N/A 

Ap~licant/Rep~•esentative: County of Nevada 
9S0 Maidu Avenue 
Nevada. City, California 95'.59 

Zonntg District: N/A 

General Flan besignation: N/A 

1'rrrject Location: IJ~iincorpocated Area of Nevada County 

Project Description:: The project is an update to the Nevada Caui~ly Safety Element, Chapter` 10, which 
was previously adapted by Nevada County in 2014. The Safety Element update is required by Gouermnent. 
Cade Section 653020) upon the County's recent adoption of the Housing ~,lement (2(119) a~~d the update 
tc~ the Local Hazard Mitigation Flan (2017). "the Safety Element addresses potential anci existing. hazards 
in the County, which are outlined in the following categartes: Emergency Preparedness, Geological 
Hazards/Seismic Activity, Flnod F~azards, Airport and Ivli(tary t~. t~space Hazards, Har..arcious Material and 
Minim Hazards, Pub.tic Safety 5eivices and P~cilities, Fire Hararcis and Protection, aril Seveee Weather 
Hazards, Sedate Bill 3'79 (a~~pi~oved in 2015} requires that the risks of climate change a~~e identified in the 
Safety Element update, and Senate Bill 1006 (approved in 2016) requires that cnviroronental justice policies 
and goals are integrated into elements of th.e Genera[ Ptan. To comply with these requirements,. two 
additional categories fog• Clianate Change Resiliency a~1d Mitigation, and I~nvit'anmental Justice have been 
added to the Safety Element. `Throughout the rest of the Safety Element there have been several. ether 
revisions, to inckude but not limned lo: 1) updating the data, information ancfi references with more current 
sources; 2) ncorpaa•ating additional language to comply with new and/nr amended Caltfoinia State Laws;. 
3) revising policies wlier~ pro~i•ess I~as been made or where changes in situations have occurred; and 4) 
xnc~rporating the 2017 Local Hazards Mitigation Plan. With these updates, additional information nn the 
fc~ll~wing topi.es has been included: statutory requirements, land use. influances, Nevada County evacuation 
nnti:ficafion cate~oi•ies, earthq~~akes, subsidence, dam failure, mining hazards, w ldla~ d fires, fire protection 
pla~~s and programs, dower outages, and severe weather hazards:. The .goals, policies and prog~~ams in the 
Safety Element have been updated to xeFlect the current discussion and haaards in the Safety Element 
~•evisinns. The. list of propczsed amendments- below identifies revisions to peach categUry in the. Safety 
Element. 



Safety Gtement CJpdate. 
YT.;tJ 1 ~-OQ64; t:,P"i'19.04(?2; EI S t 9,0~pS 

Proposed Amendments; Please gee the draft Safety Element update for all of the p~•oposed revisions and 
texti amendments. The draft of the Safety I lei~nent update can be downloaded fionx t;hc Nevada County 
~ebsite at I~fit~s;/lw~v<~~~~~z~:v~d~cou~~ty.cat~~/28'70/?( 1~1-Sxfi'ety-~le~ne~~t-lJ~ad~t~, The fist below addresses 
the main changes in each. catego►y. 

1, I:~Ytro~uctiai~ anti Sei~i~~~ 
r Provided the purpose of the Safety Element and added Climate Change Resiliency and 

Mitigation, and Envieonmental Justice. to the list of categories.. 

Stat~itor~ Itec~ure~~~ent 
This section has been added to the Safety Element to explain statutory requiremenis ley 
the Governor's Office of Planning and Research, the federal Emergency Management 
Agency, the I~Tevada County Office of Enler~ency Services, the California Department of 
Forestry and Fire Protection, and the California Geological Survey of the Department ~f 
Conservation. 

3. ~mer~eney Preparedness: 
• Land Use- Influences —Discussion on Land Use Influences has been added. 
■ Einzrgency Plans and Guides —Hazards from the Local HazHrd Mitigation flan (I,HMP) 

have. been updated in the ~mergeney Plans and Guides discussion, along with minor text 
edits and the removal of expired information/dates. 
Em~rgei~cy Nati~cat on Systean — M►nor text edits and. updated information. 

• Evacuation Planning — Minoi° text edits and additional information on local roads. 
Nevada County ~vaouation Notification Categories —This section was added to provide 
information on evacuation notification categories and. rescue sec~vices, 

■ P<~licies —Several policy updates .have been made.. 

G~olt~~;;ca.i 1-ta;~ardslSeis~n~E Ilctivity 
Avalanches — No changes. 
Landslides, Debris and Mud Flows —Minor text amendments a»d additional informatiUn 
on sail and infiastrueture hazards have been included. 
Ea►' hquakcs--Updated this section to more cu1•rent information.. 

• Subsidence —This section was. added to discuss hazards fi~o~n subsidence; with 
desceiptions of areas that are mare prone to risks, including mining sites, ka~•st, and the 
drawdown of ~raundwater. 

■ Policies —Redundant anti impractical policies were- removed. 

~. Flood Hazards 
Flooding — Mi»~x• tex#: amendments and. added information on, frequency,. causes of 
flooding, and impacts. 

• Dam Failure — Thete have been several revisions to this section, including the. categories 
fo►• rl~wnstream l~azard paten#ial, a list of dams in Nevada County that have a hazard 
eating of hrgh and. ext►•emely high, and disccrss on of additional laws and a•equireme»ts in 
place after the failure of the Oroville Dam.. 
Belches —1~1n changes.. 

■ Policies —Slight text amendments to current policies and a policy has. been added, 

6. t1u•port ~ta2ar~3s 
Air~~i~t Land: Use Compatibility Plan —1Vlinc~r text atr~endments. 

• Military Airspace Compatibility —1V:o changes. 
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Safety Element tJ~dzte 
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I'ro~ram — Ons program has been. iemnved. 

7. Hala~•d~us Mate~~ials ~~~d ~vl~rr►g I~~~.atds 
Minor text amendments and. additional information on mining hazards, 
Policies —Text amend~nei~ts have been made to existing policies anc~ one paliey has been 
a~ldcd. 

8. i'itbl ~ Sa~`~ty,~~~~vices end facilities 
■ Policies anti Programs —There have been text amendments to the policies in this section 

and the addition of two programs. 

9. Fire I-Ia~ards and I'rotectian 
W lc~land Fires.— Thece have been several. revisions to. this section in order to update 
infaxrnation on hazards; causes oi'hazacds and wildfiye behavior, A figure on wid~~•e 
hehavior has becn added. References to past fires and the amount of damaged they 
ca~ised have been rcrnoved. I3[scussian on the Bates Bill of 1992. and Hazard Severity 
7.ones has been added. A list of vulnerabilities and discussion on pnwe~~ outages From 
public safety pawei• shutoffs has been added, a~ld outdated information has been 
removed.. 
Policies and Progra►ns —There have been text amendments to existing policies and. 
programs. New policies and programs have been added. tc7 this section and some have 
been comb neei, Outdated policies and programs: have been removed.. 

10. k ire Safe Infi~ast~•ucture 
• Fire .Safe Citculat ~n —Miner text amendments and updated information.. 

Roadside Vegetation Mana~;ementi — :Minor text amendments and updated infai~inatan. 
■ }mergency Water ~tarage —11~cluded stat~rne7lt on maintenance of facilities. 
■ Critical Facilities and Populations at Risk —This section has been added. A list of 

facilities that provide services hxs been i~~cluded. 
T ire Agencies and Support Organizations —information was clart~ed and discussion of 
the Interagency Wildfire Aie Attack Base, the White Claud ~lel tack base, the 
Washington Ride Conservation Camp,. at~d fhe Fire Safe Council has been included. 

• Fire Protection Regulations —Minor text. amendments. 

I l . ~~ ire i'1'€s~ect~c~~~ 'P~an~ ~~td 1'ra ~r a~~n 
Federal and Mate Plans —Manor text amendments have been made and references to fhe 
current LHMP. 

■ Community/Area Plans.— Section has been removed. 
Fire Pi~eventic~n Pr~gcams — 5ectic~n has been removed. 

12. Severe Weather Hazards 
~ Wind, Lightning, know (Blizza~~ds), Freezing, Heavy Rain —Several revisions to this 

section have been made to add current information and more detail ~n these hazards, A 
list of incidents from 1y60 to 2'013 was reanoved. 
Policies and Programs — An existing program has been turned into a policy. 

13. ~ti~nat~ t;l~a~~~,e I~esitiea3cY a~~tt Mitgstlo~~. 
'I his category lxas been added t~ the. Safety Element. 

■ }'o(icies — Policies have been added to this sectio». 
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Safety Element U:pciate 
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14. ~nvironmental.Justice aY~d V~1~~e~•abli i'o}~utat~ons 
■ This category has been added to the Safefiy Element. 

Policies —Policies have been added to this section. 

l 5. List of Acronyrt~s 
The list of acranyms has been remflved. Acrariyms are identified throughout the Safety 
Element. 

Project Site and Applicability; The propascd Safety Element update applies 'to all unincorpUrated 
aN•eas of :Nevada County that are governed by Ncvada County, which includes privately-owned 
parcels in all coning districts and General Plan designations. The project area excludes incorporated 
cities, and state- and federal lands in Nevada bounty. C?ut of the approximate 625,0 0 ac~•es of the 
County, the .project area (privately held laid) is approximately 429,000 acres. 

Other• Permits, Which May Be Necessary. The pi~csposed update is for a General Plan text amendrnen#. 
The Genera( Plan is a policy document and it will not result in the approval of a specific project or a change 
to the physical. e~avir~nment. Nc, other permits are rec~ui~~ed for the text:amendment. All future development 
projects andlor amendments will require aproject-specific environmental review prior to project a~5proval. 

Relationship to other Projects: "('here are no other projeet~ directly related to the Safety Element update. 

Tribal Consultation: Have Ca~ifarn a Native Amex can '1"ribes tradifianally and cuiiuratly affiliated with 
the proJeet area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 210$Q3.1? If so, is there 
a flan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal 
cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etG.? 

On Ju(y 26, 2018, Staff sent an invitation to the United Auburn Indian CommuniTy ofthe Auburn Rancheria 
{UAIG), the Washoe Tribe ofN~~ad~.and California (VJashoe Tribe), the Tsi-Akira Maidu Tribe, and the 
Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan Tribe f~ begin AB52 and SB18 c~nsultatiori for the proposed Safety 
I>lement update. UA]C responded to the invitation and ~~quested to open consultation ~n the- proposed 
Safety Element update. OmUctober 19, 2U l 8, staff held a conference call with UAIC to discuss the proposed 
amendments, Afier the conferenced phone call, URIC followed-up with an email can Qctober 19, 2p 18, 
advising that they had. no additional comments and that. they would like to close consultation. N~ other 
comments or consultation was requested by any other tribe at that time. 

The draft Safety Element was routed for distribution on October 4,.2019, for• :public comment and agency 
review.. The Planning D~partinent ~•eceived comments from the UAIC on the draft Safety Element and 
requested the Planning Department to send the UAIC a copy afthe env.iranmental document for the pr~~jecl. 
The Shingly Springs Land of Miwok .Indians was not part of the initial invitation far consultation on the 
Safety dement update because this Tribe had not requested consultation an projects in Nevada County 
until August 2019. The Safety Element update was ~•outed to the Trihe nn Qctober 4, 24l 9, and the County 
received comments from the 'I'rihe on October 29, 2019, requesting contii7ued consultation and updates as 
the project progresses.. The Tribe also requested records searches, surveys andfnr environmental, 
archaeological, or cultural repotrts that have. been completed for the protect. Since. the project is for an 
update to a policy document and it does not require a physical change to a speGiftc site, cultural sw•veys 
and reeo~~ds Searches are nit included in the Safety Element update.. The Nevada County Planning 
l~epartm~nt will continue consultation with. both `Tribes, and: the Planning Dep~rCinent will- send the 
California Native American Tribes a Notice of Availability fi r public review and allotice oFIntent to adopt 
a ~legative Declaratio~~ for this project, which will allow the Cali#orr► a Natiae American Tribes the 
oppot~tL~nityto comment an the analysis of environmental impacts. 
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Safety Element Update 
F'LNl9-064; CP7'19-t}002; F,IS19-00QS 

SUMMARY OF IIYIP.ACTS a~~d PROPt?SED MITIGATION MEASURES 

env rnnmental Factors Potentially Affecteds 
Al'1 cif the following environmental factors have been considered. Phase environmental factors checked 
below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least ane impact that is "Less Than 
Significant with Mitigatiai" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.. 

1. Aesthetics ~~ Agriculture /Forestry 
3. Air Quatity 

_ Resources 

_ 4. Biological Itesou~•ces 5. Cultural Resources 6. Energy 

7. Geology /Sails ~ G1"eenhoase Gas 9, Hazards !Hazardous 
Emissions — Mate~~ials 

10. Hydrology /Water 
11; Land U se l Planning 

Quality ~ 12. Mineral Resources 

13. Noise t4. Population /Housing 15, Public Services 

16. Recreation 17. Transportation 18. Tribal. Cultural 
Resources 

9. Utilities t Service 
Systems 

~{}, Wildfire 21. Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

1Vn rrtitig~tian measures are~ropvsed for t~iis project to update the Strf~ty Element. 
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Saf'4t~r IIcntentilpdatc 
PI.N14-0064; GN'I'19-0002; EISl9-t)O()5 

INITIAL STUDY A1VI) CHECI~I.I"T 

Introduction 
"this checklist is to be completed for all projects that are. not exempt fram environmental review under the 
California ~nvironn~ental Quality Act ((;EQA}, 7'he infa~•mat gin; analysis and conclusions contained in 
the checklist are the basis for deciding whether an E~~vir•onmental Cmpact Repot't {.EIR} or Negative 
Declaration is t~ be prepared. T'f an EIR is detei:mined to be necessary based on the conclusions of the 
Initial Study, the checklist is used to faros the EIR on the effects determined to be potentially significant. 
'Phis Initial Study uses the f~llnwing terms to desct~ibe the level of significance of advc~~se impacts. These 
ler►ns are defined as follows. 

• No Impact; An impact tht~t would result in no adverse changes to the environment. 
• Less than. Significant Impact: An impact that is potentially adverse but does not exceed the 

thresholds of significance as identified in the impact discussions. Less than significant impacts do 
not require mitigation. 

• Less than Significant with Mitigation: An environmental effect that may cause a substantial 
adverse change in the e»vironment withUut mitigation, but w{rich is reduced to a level that is less 
than significant with mt'tigation identified in the. Initial Study. 

« Potentially Significant Impact: An environrne~~tal effect that may cause a substantial adverse 
change rn the environment; either additional inft~rrnation is needed regarding the extent of the 
impact to make the significance determination, or the impact would or could case a substant[al 
adverse change- in the environment. .A finding of a potentially significant impact would result rn 
the determination to prepare an SIR. 

1. A~ST~IETICS 

Existing Setting: The aesthetic character of Neuada County is generally rural, natural, and historic with 
spectacular rolling. vistas of foothills, valleys, mountains, with green. meadows, extensive forests, wetlands 
and habitats unique to Nevada County and' the Sierra iVlauntains. Important aesthetic resources in the 
Cau~tty include natural and historic f~rt•ms, inrlt~ci gig' rt~iver gorges, creeks, mountains, hills, meadows, 
geologic formations, and native vegetatio~~, which co~rsist of grass-oak woodlands, montane, brush lands, 
mixed conifer forest, and easfside pine with safe. Historic forms within the (:aunty include bridges, homes, 
and other structures more than 5'O xears old. Sites and natural forms with cultural importance ta; or repeated 
ase by, Native American tribes also contribute to aesthetic significance 

Except as provide in Public Resources Code ~~ction Potentially 
Less Than 
Significant I.,ess Than 

Reference 
Source 

21099, would the proposed. project 
Significant. 

Impart 
With Significant 

Impact 
No Impact ~Appcnctix 

Miti anon 
A

a. }lave a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ,,~ A, L 

6. Substantially damage sonic resources, A, I.,28 
including but not limited to trees; .rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within ~ state 
scenic hi hwa ? 
c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade A 
the. existing visual chat~acter or quality of public 
views oPthe site and its surroundings? {Public mews 
are those that are exper~~nccd from publicly accessible `~ 
vantage point). If Che project is itt an ul~an'ir.,ed area, 
woald the project conflict with. applicable .zoning. and 
ether re ula€tout rc~vicen n scenic ualrt 
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except as provide u1 Pubfic Resources Code Section Patentiagy Less Than 
Signti~ca~t Less Than ItePcrenee 

~~urce 
21099, would the proposed. project 

Signircant
impact ~v;th s~gniticant 

zmpact 
No xmPact 

~'~~'p~"`~"~ Miii ati~n A 
d. Grease a new source of substantial light or A, 18 
glare, which. would adversely affect day or ' ✓ 
tai httima views in the area? 

impact Discussion: 

1a-d Ttie Cxenei•al Plan contains an Aesthetics .Element (Chapter l $), which establ►shes~ specific goals, 
~hjecti~es and policies related to aesthetic resnurccs in Nevada County. Nc~ amendments are 
currently proposed for the Aesthetics Element ~f the Gene►•al Plan. The Safety dement update 
identifies hazards 'rn Nevada County and does not }~ropase a~1y physical changes to the 
envii~onnlent or aesthetics. The proposed update only consists of text amendments tin policy 
documents, which are intended to guide development within the county. 'l"he adoption of the 
proposed update will not grant any entitlemerltis for development projects, and all future 
development projects will require sitelpi•oject-specific en~vii•onmental r~vie~v at the tinge of 
project submittal The adoption of the update will not have any effects on scenic vistas, see~~ic 
resoiirees; o~• visual character, and it will not create new sources of light or glary that would 
affect views in the area; therefoxe, r~~ impact wUulii result from the adoption of the Safety 
Eteme~xC update. 

Mitigation: None required. 

2. AGRICULTURALIFORESTRY RESOURCES 

Existing Setting: Farmlands of local iin~~rtanEe is scattered. throughout westetm Nevada County with 
major eoncentraticros oceucrin~ r~a~~heast and east of Nevada City,. near Aenn Valley, and in the south and 
Southwest County.. C:~untywide, there are 6,043 acres o:f Farmlands cif Lncal tntportance, 1,283 acres of 
Farmlands of Statewide Importance, 4b2 acres cif Unique Farmlands and 29Q acres of Prime Farrnlaneis. 
There ax•e no important agricultural lands mapped in eastern Nevada County. Generally, Nevada Count}' 
sods ai~e poor for intensive a,~r cultural used however, same soil types could support limited intensive 
agricultural use, including timber production, Nevada County supports extensive commercial timber• 
re~ow~ces, the majat•ity of which are under-the jurisdiction of the Tahoe Natinnal Forest in the eastern areas 
t~f the Launty. Pursuant to Nevada County Zoning nistr ct Maps, there a~•e approximately 166,173 acres 
that are zoned. General AgriculYwre (AG) and Agriculture: Exclusive (AB) which provides for primary 
~~ricultaral uses and there are approximately 3f,712 acres which are zoned Residential Agriculture {CtA}, 
which allow agriculture uses as an accesso►y use to residential development. According to the [Jnited States 
Department cif Agriculture (USDA), Agricultural .operations in 2017 comprised approximately 52,Ofil 
acres, or approximately 12% of total .lands, with approximately 673 farms in operation, with an average 
size of 77 acres. 

Potentially Less ̀ T6an 
S~gW Less ThNn Reference 

Would the proposed project; Significant Thant Significant- Jm ~~t
~ 

Source 
impact Miti ation impact (Appendix A} 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Fannland, nr 
I'armlanei of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as ~ ~y ~ ~ 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
farmland Ma in and Monitorin Pro ram of the 
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Potentially 
Less Than 
Significant 

l,es9 Than 
No 

Rcicrettcc 
Would the proposed project: Significant `y~th Significant ; ~m aM ' 

p
Soured: 

Impact ryq~ ti anon 
[mpact (A~pendix A} 

California T)epartment of Conservation's Division of 
' t,~nd Kesource Prntecti~n, to non-a ricultural use? 
b. Coni'lict with existing zoning fot• agricultural use ✓ A, 1 S 
or conflict with a Williamson Act contract? 
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of; forest land (as defined in }'uhlia 
Respurce Code section 1.2220(8)), timberland zoned. ✓ A, t., 18 
Timberland Pr~duc:tioa (as defined by G~vernmcnt 
Code Section 51104(8))2 

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion ~f ~ 
L' ~ ~ forest land to non-forest use? 

e. Involve ~thct' changes in the existing 
environment, which due to their locafion or nature, 
c~u1d result in conversion pf farmland to non- ✓ A, L, 7 
agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non- 

'forest use? 

Tmigact Discussion: 

2a-e The General Plan► contains a Forest Element (Chapter 15:) and an Agriculture Element (Chapter 16), 
which esCablish specific goals, objectives and policies related to forestay and agricultural ~~esour•ces 
ua Nevada County, No amencimei~ts are currently proposed t~ the Forest or Agriculture ~leanents. 
The adoption of the Safety Eleme~at update will not result in i~n~acts to Important ~arrnlands 
(.Prime, Unique; Statewide or Local Irnpo~~tant Farmlands), nor will it conilci wifi~ cxist»groning 
oc result in the con~ei•sion of agricultural, timberland, timberland uses, or a Williamson. Act 
contract, The proposed update consists only of text amendments to a policy document,.. which is 
inte»ded to guide development within the County.. No physical constcuetion ter changes. t~ the 
existing land uses would result from the Safety Clement update. Any future development projects 
would require asits/project-specific environmental review and approval.. T'het•efore, rro impact 
would :result from the adoption of the Safety Element update. 

Mit'r~afion; None required. 

3. AIR QUALITY 

Existing Setting: Nevada Ce►unty is located in the Mountain. Counties Air Basin, The overall air quality in 
Nevada County has unproved aver the. past decade, laige(y du:e to vehicles becoming cleaner. State and 
Federal air quality standards 1~ave been established for spe~it:~.c "criteria" air pollutants including nzone, 
carbo~~ naonox dc, niXrog~n dioxide, sulfur• dioxide, lead,_ a[~d particulate matter. In addition, there are State 
standards for visibility reducing particles, sulfates,. hydrogen. sulfide, and vinyl chloride. State standards are 
called California Ambient Air Quality Standards {~AAf~S) and federal standards are called National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards {NAAQS). NAAQS are composed of Health-based primary standards and 
welfare-based secondary standards. 

Western Nevada County is classified as a Serious .Nonattainrnent Area fir the X00$ oznne NAASZS and 
Moderate Nonattainment for the. ~C?15 ozone NAAQS. It is also Nonatta nment for the ozone CAAQS. 
The area is also Marginal Nanatt~inment fog• the 2008 ozone NAAQS and is Nonatta nment for the or.~ne 
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C:AAt~~. Most of westet~n Nevada County's ozone is transported to the a~•ea by wind from the Sa~rainento 
area arid, to a lesser extent, the San Fz~ancisco day Area. Ozone is created by the inCeraetion of Nitrogen 
COxides end Reactive (3r~anic Gases (also known as Volatile Ot-gan c Compounds} ire the ptesattce of 
sunlight, espec:ial(y when the ternperatuce is high. fJz~ne is mainly a summertime problem, with the highest. 
concenteations ~e~~erally observed in Tuly and August, especially in the late afternQcin and eveni»g hours. 

Nevada County is also. hlonaftainniei~t for tF►e PM l ~ CAAQS, bnt IJnclassf ed for the PM 10 NAAQS due 
to lack of available recent data. The number after "YM" refers to maxunum pant ale size in microns. PMI O 
is a mixture off` dust, enmbustion }~artieles (smoke) and aerosols, whereas 1'1VX2,5 is mn~ily smoke and 
ae►•osol par~ticle.s, T'M2.5 sources include- waodstc~ves and. fireplaces, vehicle engines, wildfires and open 
bu►•ning. PM 1(l .sources include the PM2.5 plus dust, such as from su~•face disturbances; toad sand, vehicle 
tires, and leaf blowers. Some pollen. and mild spores arc also included in FMl O, but most are Iarger than 
10 micrc~i~s. Ali of Nevada County is Unclass'tfiablelAttaintnent for the PM2.5 NA.AQS and Unclassified 
for the PM2.5 CAA(~S {US Envir~on~nental F'rotectic~n Agency, 2015). 

Ultramafc rock and its altered farm, serpentine rock (or serpent nite), 6at1~ typically contain asbestos, a 
cancer-causing a,~ent. iJlti~amafic ruck and serpentine are likely 1;o exist to several -areas ~fNevada Gaunty. 
'Pl c areas xna~p~d as more likely to contain natuzal occurrences of asbestos bre in portions of western 
Nevada County {California Deuartment rsf Conservation, 200(?); 

An evaltaation of project irnp~cts related tt~ greenhouse gas emiss ans is prt~vided ire Section 8 of'this Initial 
Study. 

Potentially Less1'han 
Signiticank Less Than Reference 

~vurce 
Would the proposed project: Significant with Sigoificaot No Impact ~~PRendx impact Mitt ation Impact A 
a. Conflict with or obstruct implemenfati~n of the ~ RAG

a livable air uali fan. 
b. Result in a cumulatively considerahJe .net increase 

of any criteria pollutant for whi~;h thepraject t~egi~n is ✓ A,G 
in non-attainment under an applicable federal ar Mate 
ambient air ua(i standard? 
e. ~x~ose sensitive receptors. to substantial pollutant ✓ A,G,L 
concentrations? 
d. Result in ether emissia»s {such as those leading 
to odors) adveesely affecting a substantial number of ' ✓ A,~r 

err le'? 
e. Generate substantial smoke ash ~r dust? ✓ A,G 

Ympact Discussion: 

3a-e The ~'eneral Pla~~ enntans an Air Quality Element (Chs~pter 14), which establishes specific ~aals, 
objectives and. policies re)ated to air quality in Nevada County. No amendments are cu~~rentily 
proposed to the Air• Quality Element. The adoption ~f the Safety Element update will not insult to 
impacts to air quality in Nevada County.. The proposed update consists only of text amendments 
to a policy document, which is intended do wide development within the. G;ounty. "I'he update does 
not revise, replace or attempt to supersede any existing air quality standards or plans adopted by 
the County, State, or Federal government. The text amendment does not include any physical 
construction or charges that would colstrib~~te to a cumulative. increase of pollutants, or that would 
impact sensitive receptors. Any future development or projects would i~equii~e a s tefp►~oject- 
specific environmental. review and approval. Due tc~ there bring no ~hysit;al ehan~es, the upt~ate 
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would nat have an impact on emissions, and it would not generate ash ~r dust; therefore, there 
would be rro Tmperct to air qualify fi•o►n the adoption. of the Safety Element update. 

Mitigation: None required. 

4. BIULQGICAL RESOURCES 

Existing Setting: Nevada County contains a wide range of plants, animals,. and habitat types, With 
elevations. ranging; from 300 feet above mean sea level in the west to 9,143 feet above mean sea level in the 
east a~~d p1•ecipifatio~r amounts v~iying fi•om 30 inches in the west to 6d inches near the crest t~f the Sierras, 
the County supports a true diversity of habitat types. Generally, the County can be eharaeterizeel by gently 
rolling oak woodlands in the west that transition to coniferous forest in the middle ranges and adesert-like 
association on. the eastern slope of the ~~erras. A given type of vegetation. ass~eiati~n, with associated 
animal life, is refar•red to as a life zone. A .life zone is an area with generally uniform ~f homogeneous 
characteristics located within general geographic boundaries. The life zones in Nevada County. include 
iJpper Sonoran, Transition, Canadian, Hudsonian,. ArctaAlpine and Mixed Conifer-Jeffrey Pine-
Sagebrusli. 

The Cal Poinia Depat~tment ~f Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) ree~gnizes five primary wil dlife habitat types. in 
Calif~i~n a: tree dominated; shrwb dominated, herbaceous dominated; aquatic; and developed, These 
habitats occur in continuous stretches and isolated pockets depending. an the overall topography; elevation;
climate and pattern of development in a pai~:icular area. Wildlife may move between vaf~ious habit~ttypes 
t~ satisfy their life requiremenis. Wildlife utilize riparian corridors, low .lying or "saddle" areas of ridges, 
established trails, and other corridors for their inter-habitat movement. In addition, many species, includu~~ 
deer, move seasonally in response to their seasonal. habitat requirements. In this context, it is }possible that. 
loss of a habitat could consCitute an adverse effect (because of local or regional scarcity and eeolo~ical 
value of a habitat) even though. the individual species of plants that -make up the habitat, or animal. species 
which use the habitat may nit, in and of themselves, be endangered or rare. 

E~abitats thr•ou~haut the County have been modified by human activity. The wcstei~n portions of €he County, 
especially the LT~~cr Sonoran and Transiiian life zones, have experienced eapid ~•esidunfiai growth in recent 
decades. The resultant. parcel nation, fencing, alteration of vegetation, introduction of domestic anrmals, 
roadways, noise, and night lighting have serve~i to xeducethe habitat values thraugliout the area, ]n the m.id 
to high elevations, lagging, mining, aitd develnprnent of.second hones .and. subdivisions have also served 
t~ alter habitats. Habitat values can be reduced. by both direct {construction of housing) and indirect 
(increased- density in wide movement cot~rid~rs) .activities. Although the overall trend in the County is 
toward a decline in habitat values as identified bythe CDFW, there is a wide localized variation in habitats, 
tole►•ances of species,: and degrees o~ human disturbance. 

Would the proposed project; 
PoteetiaUy 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant

with 
~~ti anon 

I.ess'Chan 
:Significant 

impact 
No Impact 

Reference 
source 

(Appendix ~~ 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 
or through habitat modifications, on any- species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status ~ ~ 1~ 
species in local csr regional plans,. policies, ox ~j 
regulations, or by tiha California Department of Fish ~~ 
and Game or U.S. ~isl~ aril V✓iadlife Service? 
b, l Tave a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 
habitat or otiher sensitive natural community identified ' ✓ A,K,1~,17 
in local or re Tonal fans, olicies re ulations, or b 
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Potentis~gy ~-ess'Lhan
Significant [,ess Than ltefcrence 

5°urce 
Would the proposed pPojeGt: Signific~nc with Significant No impact (Appentcli~ 

Imps~ct Miti ation Impact ~~ 

the t;atifornia. I~e}~artn~ent of Fish and Game or lJS 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 
c. Have a su6stantiat adverse effect orgy state or 
federally protected wetlands {including, but nat A,K,L, 
limited to, marsh, vernal poa1, coastal,. etc.) through ✓ 

~ ~' ~ ~ du~ect removal, filling, hydrolc~~ical interruption, ar ' 
other means? 
cl. I~~terferc substantially with the rnoueir~ent of any 
native resident nr migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident ar migratory wildlife ✓ ~1, (b,17 
corridc~i~s, or impede the. use ot'native wildlife nursery 
sites? 
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 11,16, t7, 
protecti~ig bi~lagical resources, such as a tree ✓ 

I ~ reseY~vation olio or ordinance? 
f. ~;onflict with the previsions of an adopted T-labitat A ~ &~ 17~ 
Conservation Flan, ar other appro~cd tgcal, regional; ✓ i 8
ot• state habitat conservation lan2 
g. Introduce any factors (light, fencing,. noise,. hmnan ~ ~~ ~ b
presence and/or domesticated aninYals} which could ✓ 

17,.1:$ 
hinder the normal acti~v,ities of wildTife? 

Impact Discu~siona 

4a-~; Tl~e GE;~~eral Plan eux~ta ns a Wildlife and. Ve~~tation Eleine~~t (Chapter 13), which establishes 
specific ~oa:ls, objectives and policies ~•~lat~d to sensitive biclo~cAl res~uaces in Nevada Ctiunty, 
No amendments .are b~;in~ proposed to the Wildlife and Vegetation Element, or to any other 
ordinances xe~arding the protection of biological resources. The adoption ~f the Safety F.,lement 
updaie would i~~t result in ~otent'ial impacts to biological resources. The proposed. update c~nsist3 
only c~f`text amendments to policy dacml~ents, which a~•e intended to guide development within in 
the County. The pro}~~sed update we>uld not grant any entitlements for de~elaprnent projects and 
it does i7ot propose any physical changes... Any future develc~panent or projects would require a 
sitefproject-specific envira~arnental ~•e~ ew a~td approval. L?ue to there being; no physical chanties;
the update wo1►1d nc~t have; an m}~act on biological resources, and iC does nc~t aantlict with local 
policies ie~arding the protection of resources; therefore, there would be no rmptret to biological 
resources t'rom the adoption of the Safety Element update. 

Miti~ationc ltlone required.. 

5. CU~TURAa:., itESUURCE~ 

Exis#ing Setting: The varied environmental zones; the ~ealn~;ical characteristics, and the geographical 
position ofNevada County account for a cultural resource base, which is exceedingly rich anel exceptionally 
complex. This explains the relatively large. nuinbew• of recorded prehistoric and historic sites and the wide 
ar►•ay of tykes. Prehistoric site types which have been inventoried include villages a»d associated 
cemeteries, multi-task carnp5, single task-specific locales (such as bedrock mortar milling features), and 
special trse sites (hunting bl i`~d5, }~etrog{yphs and quarries). Historic themes within Nevada County are 
manifest archaeologically by site tiypes related to minim;, water management, logging, transportation, 
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em ~~~ant navel, ranching and Mgr culture, grazing, and the ice industry. .A. number of State laws regulate 
the disturbance of archaeological .sites and the Nevada. County General Plan and Zoning Regulations 
establish procedut•es for identifying pntenfially sensitive sites. 

P~tt~ntially Less Than Less Thnn Reference 
Would the pl'oposed pY~ject: Significant Significant 

with Significant . Nn impact Source 
(Appendix Impact Miti ation Impact ~~ 

a. Cause a substantial advexse change in the 
significance of a historical resource: pursuant to § ✓ A,17,18 
15064.5? 
b. Cause a substantial adverse. change in the 
sign f cance of are archaeological. resource pursuant to ✓ A,17,18 
! 5064.5? 

c. Disturb any human remains, including those ~ ~ ~,~~~~ 
interred outside of formal cemeteyies? 

Impact Discussion: 

Sa-c The adoption of the proposed Safety Element update would not impact cultural resources, and there 
are no changes being proposed to the Cliaptei• 19 ~f the General. Plan, which establishes policies 
for Cultural Resaui~ces. Pursuant to Nevada County Land Use and Development Code as well as 
the Nevada General flan, all applicable projects require an applicant to initiate a North Ce~ltral 
Tnfarmation Center (N~;iC} records search to piavide the rn~st curre~it infe~rmation about the 
sensitivity of a particular parcel t~ contain cultural resources and to assess- the: need for a cultural 
resource study. As pall of the t~eview 6y NC:IC, ~ recommendation will be made as to the 
dete7•minAtio~~ if a Cultural Resource Study is required. based on if there are known cultural, 
historical ~r traditional resources within the project area. If th~NCIC recommendation determines 
that a cultural resource is recommended Then a qualified pro~es~ onal will be required. to submit an 
archeological survey ttaai wil[ review site-specific cultural resources and the proposed projecfi's 
impact to those resources, if present. 

In addition, pursuan# to Assembly B (I 52. (Gatto, 2014) and SenAte Bill 18 (Burton, 2004), all 
applicable projects. require will require the County to consult with traditionally and culturally 
affiliated California Native American tribes. The intent is io provide California Native American 
tribes an o~~pot~tunity to participate in local laa~d use decisions ~.t an early planning. stage, for the 
purpose ~f protecting, car mitigating impacts t~, cultural places> The purpose of inva(ving Igcal 
tribes at these early planning stages is t~ allow consideration of cultural daces in the c~ntexY of 
broad local land. use policy, before individual site-specific,. project-level, land use decisions are 
made by a local government. Fu~-ther~nore, the consultation requirements of SB 18 applyto General 
Plan or Specific Plan. processes proposed an or -after March 1, 2005. 

'Thus, future projects will be reviewed far compliance with the Califon~ia Environmental Quality 
Act anci as a ger~eraf rule; any potential irnpa~ts will be mitigated through project conditioning and 
review. Therefore, the Safety Element update would have nu impact on cultu~~al resources. 

1Vlrtigation: Nine required.. 
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6. ENERGY 

Existing Setting: Bleet~•ic and natural gas facilities art provided in Wcste~~n Nevada County by tlae I'aci.fic 
Gas &Electric Company (PG&T:). There at•e fire PG&E substations within the County. Four of these 
substations have distribution voltages of 12kV and one substation has a distribution voltage of21 kV. Three 
of the subsfatic>ns are served via ft1kV transmission tines and two substations are set-ved via 1lSkV 
trarlsaniss on lines. The transmission lines are networked and generation for these transmission lines comes 
fi•orn ~eneratars located throughout the state. The transmission tines are operated by California independent 
System Ope~•ators, CALISO. In Easte►•n Nevada County, the Truckee Donner Public Utility District also 
supplic;s electricity, Propane is a comrnan fuel source used in Nevada County by individual homes :and 
busi~~esses. 

Pot~ntiapy 
~essThan

i:css Thflr► 
Re#'trrence 

Would`the pCopUsed project: Signi~cank ''~~g°1~cant 
with 

Significant No Impact 
Source. 

(Appendix 
Tmpaet miti atinn 

~mpxct A

a. Resutt in potentially significant environmental ~ 
impact due to wasteful, ineffrcient, or unnecessary ~ A
consamption of energy resources, during construction 
ai' v et~ta`on? 
b. Conflict with or abstract a state or local plan for ~ A ~ 
renewable ener or enet~ efficienc 

Impact Discussf~n: 

6a-b Tl~e adoption of the proposed Safety Element update would not result in an impact to energy 
►~esotr~•ces. The Safety Element update is strictly a policy docurneni: and does nc~t provide 
entitle~r►ents tc~ any specific land. use projects. Other areas cif the Gfeneral Plan, including the 
Housing Element (Chapter 8}, identify energy cpnservaiion with policies regarding energy 
efficiency. The Safety Element update does not propose any changes tcj plans or policies far energy 
efficiency or renewable energy. Any future development pr projecis wcauld be subject to an 
envirat~mental review, which will analyze energy:impaets, .all fuiure development would also be 
subjact to the CalifoY~nia Enet~gy Gade (Title 24} requirements. `Cherefoze, the Safety Element 
update would lave no ira~z~act on energy resources.,. or to state or local plans for renewable energy 
or energy- efficiency. 

Mitigation: None Required. 

7. GEQLOGY /SOILS 

Existing Setting; Nevada County is witk~in the SierraNevada Mountains,. a gec~lc~gic hl~ck approximately 
40~ miles long end 80 miles wide which. extends in a nof~th-south band along the eastern portion of 
California. Th.e terrain. ~fNevada County is distinctly characterized by tiwo features of the Sierra Nevada 
Mour~iains. The- westir;rn third of the Co~~nty is comprised of rolling foothills, which #orm a transition 
between the low-lying Sacramento ~al(ey t~ the west and the mountains t~ the. east. The eastern two-thirds 
of the County is comprised of the steep terrain and exposed granite of the Sierra iJevada Mountain. s. 

The geologic substructure of the County can be divided into three very k~road groups, which are reflected 
in the surface sails: 

P'agc t3 of34 



Safety ~lemen3. U~rdatc 
I'I..NI~l-t}064; GPT19-~OU2; ~;IS19-0()05 

Western Fnoihills —This at•ea, extending from the Yuba County border to just noyfiheast of the 
Grass Valley/Nevada City area, is generally comprised of rnetavolcanic and granitic formations. 

• (ventral Portion —The area extending northeast of the Grass ValteyMevada City area to the tipper 
mountainous area hear Bowman Like Road is generally comprised Uf sedimentary, 
metasediinentary and volcanic formations. 

■ Eastern Portion — T17is portion of the County thrau~h the high Sierra to the Nevada state line is 
generally comprised ~f volcanic and. granitic formations., 

According to the Nevada County Resource Conseevation District the~•e are a total of twenty-nine (29) fioils 
series, including cut aitd f 11 and alluvial lands wrfhin the county. The soil series. include Ahwahnee; .Aiken; 
Allt~viai lands, A►•gonaut; Acihel•►y; fluburn; Bo~~nec; C.haix; Chaix thick solemn variant; Cc~hasset, 
Dubakella; Dubakella shallow variant; Hoda; 1Iorshoe; Hotaw;: Iran Mountain; Josephine; 1Vlariposa; 
Maym~~i; McCarthy; Musick; Rescue; Secca; Shenandoah; Sierra; Sitas; S~brante; and 'I'rabuco. The soil 
types aze described by topography, slope, permeability, dwelling limitations; septic limitations, erosion 
haz~i~ds, and agricultural and. timber capacities. In general, the. County soils are vas• able the soil 
perrneabiliry ranges from very slew to very rapid, and the exosion hazard ranges fi•o~n slight to very high. 
The soil erosion hazaed ratings of moderate to high. are typically associated with slopes that are fifteen 
percent. (l 5%~) or• g~•eater. 

Potentially Less Than 
~~fiw 

Less Thaq Reference 
Would the proposed'prOject: S gniticant ~hAnt Significant In~ act r

Sou~xe 
Impact ~~ti ation ~~hact (Appendix A) 

a. Directly ar indirectly cause potential 
suhstantial adverse effects, ineludin~ risk of lass, 
injury or death nvcilving: 

i. Rupture of a known ear[hqu~ke fault, as 
delneateii on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
Mate Geologist for the area or basod on other 

A,L,5,6, substantial. evidence of a known fault? Refer to f
X2'26 Division of Mines and Geology Special 

Publication 42. 
ii. Strung seismic ground s~takir7g`? 
iii.Seismc-relaCcd ground failure 'including 

1 c~uefaction? 
iu. Laa~dslides? 

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of ~, 
_~... 

~ 
to sail? 
c. Be located on a 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- ✓ D,12 
site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
li uefaction or rolls se? 
d. Be located on expansive soil creating ~. ll
substantial direct oz• indirect risks to life or roe 
e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the 
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater ~ ~~B~~ 
disposal systems where: sewers -are not available for 
fhc dis osal oCwasLewater•2 __ ;' 
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_ _ 
Yotent,aily less Than 

SignificenT Less'I'han INo ReYerenee 
Would the pt'opo~ed project: 8igni~crant with Si~nificgnt ~~~~~~~ Source 

Imgact ~iti anon Impact (Appendix A) 

f. L7irectly ~r indirectly desiroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic ' ✓ n 
feature? 
g. Result in substantial grading. on slopes over 30 ~, ~ ~ g ~ ~ 
ercent? 

Impact Discussion: 

7a-g The Safety-Element update is a text amendment to a policy document, and it will not result in any 
physical changes or ground disturbance. Potential gaolo~ eal hazards, :including avalanches;. 
landslides, debris; mud flews, earthquakes, and subsidence are addressed in tl~►e Safety Element 
update. The revisions that have been made in the Geological Hazards/Seismic Activity section are 
to clarify tai• update inft~rination and to address subsidence, which is a hazard -that is -not ctri~rently 
.discussed in the Sa~'ety Element. There were also revisions to the policies fot~ Geolo~ica( 
Hazards/Seismic Activity to remove. redundancy and policies found. tca be impractical and unclear. 
This update is fir a texf amendment. to a policy document that does. not. propose any changes to 
building c~cies or standards for any future construction. Any future development projects woulel 
be ~•ev ewed on aproject-by-project basis for geological hazards. Geolagicai one! seismic hazards 
will be ana(yred in the site-specific environmental review for futut•~ development projects and will 
be ~~equired to meet ail local and State ~uiiding codes. "Therefore, the Safety rlernent update would 
have nra impact on Geology and Sails. 

Mitigation: None required, 

8. :GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

existing Set# ng: Greenhouse gases (GHGs) ire those gases that trap heat in the atmosphere, GHCrs are 
emitted by ~~atu~•al and indust~4ia1 processes, and the accurnr~lat o» of G} IGs ~~ the atmosphere regulates. the 
earth's temperature. GHGs that are regulated try the State and/or SPA aie carbon dioxide (CO2), methane 
(CHq), hydrofluot~acarbons (H1~Cs), pe~•fluorocarbons (PFCs}, sulfur hexaFlu~ride (SF~) and nitrous oxide 
(NC)2). GOZ emissions are largely fi•oin fossil fuel combustion. In Calif~l~nia, approximately 43 percent of 
the C(~2 ~inissians come from cars. and trucks. Et~ctcieity generatio~t is another important source of CC~~ 
emissions. Ag~•icuituie is a major source ~f both methane and. NOS; with. addifional methane coming 
pi•i~narily from landfills. 1Vlost NFC emissions come from refi• geranCs, solvents, p~~~petlant agents and 
ndwstrial proeesses, and persist in the atmasphei~e far longer periods cif time and have greater effects at 

lawe~• cancei~trati~ns compared to CO?, The adverse impacts of global warming include impacts to air 
quality, water supply, ecosystem balance, sea level rise (flooding}, ire hazards, and an increase in heath 
related prob(erns. 

Assembly Bill. 32 (AB 32), the California Global Warming Solutions Act, was adopted in S.epternber 2005 
and z•equi►~es that statewide GI~Ci emiss:ians be reduced tc~ 1990 levels by floe year 2x20. This reduction will 
be accomplished through regulations to reduce emissions from stationary sources and from vehicles. The 
California Aid• Resources Board (ARB) is the State agency responsible for developing rules and regulations 
to cad and reduce GI G emissions._ In addition, tine Governor signed Senate Bill 97 in 2007 directing the 
California Office of Planning and Research to develop guidelines For the analysis and mitigation of the 
effects of greenhouse gas emissions and mandating that GHG impacts be evaluated in CEQ~ documents. 
CI QA Guidelines Amendments for GHG Ent ssi~ns were adopted by t3PR on December 30, 2009. Tie 
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Not~thern Sierra Air Quak ty Manage►nent District (NSAQMD) his prepared a guidance c ocumie.nt, 
Guidelines for Assessing rii~ ~ucrlily Impacts ~f Land Use l~rnjects, which includes mitigations far general 
air quality impacts that can be used to mitigate GHG emissions. 

Potentially 
Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
No Reference 

Would the pYAposed pY4ject: Significant with. Significant I~~~a~~ Snurce 
Impact 

Miti ation Impact (Appendix A) 

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions,. either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a s ~nifcant ✓ A,G,2021 
im act on the envronrne~tt? 
b. Conflict with :any applicable plan, policy or 
regulation o!' an agency adopted Po►• the purpose of ✓ A,G,2U,21 
reducin the emissions of reenhr~usc ases? 

Impact Discussinri 

8a-b l~dopt on of the Safety Element update would not result in impacts to greenhouse gas emissions: in 
Nevada County. The update is strictly to a policy dacurnent that does not provide entitlements to 
any specific .land use projects, The Safety Element update does not eevise, replace or attempt to 
supersede any existing greenhouse has emission standards. adapted by the County; the Northern 
Sierra. Air Quality Management Dstz•ict or the State of California. As part of this update,. discussion 
has been added to the Safety Element to addreas climate change resiliency and mitigation: Policies 
and a program to mitigate climate change have been included in the update, which may reduce 
emissions. Individual future development proposals will be subject to project-specific 
environmental review to ensure that the project will 6e in compliance with local and regional 
standards and p~•ocedures for minimizing short-term and long-term im}~acts related to inct•eases in 
~reenhUus~ .gas emissions. Therefore, the Safety Element update. would have ~o impact on 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

Mitigation': None ~•equired. 

9. HAZA1tDS/HAZARi}OUS MATERIALS 

Existing. Setting: The interface of the natural: and manmade environments create potential. safety hazards 
associated with avalanches, landslides,. earthquakes, floods, and wildfires. (Other potent►al .safety hazards, 
such as airport operations and Transportation of hazardous materials, arise from the potential for accidents 
during the transport of foods and people. Each of these hazards .has particular characteristics that: affect- the 
futut~e development of the Countryy. Soinc off` these safety Hazards can be ~ninirnized w Eh emergency 
~la»ning, while tither }aazards ace reduced by development standards and laud use planning. 

Would the proposed project: 
Potentially 
:Significant 

Impact 

Less "Chan 
Significant 

with 
Miti ation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impart 

No 
Impact 

Reference 
Source 

Appendix A) 

a, Create a significant .hazard to Yh~ public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, or ✓ A,C 
dis oral of`haza~•dous materials? 
b. Create a significant.hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset ~ 
and aacidenf conditions involving the release of 
hazarcic~us-materials into the environment? 
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Potentially Lcss Than 
s~~w,t~hHOk

Less Phan Rcfe~•ence 
Would the proposed project: Significant Significant Im act P 

~ouree 
Impact ~q~t~ Anon impact Appendix A) 

c, Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous 
__ 

or acutely hazardous matei•iats, substances, or waste ~ ~ ~ 
wiCl~in one-qua►~ter mile of an existing or proposed 
SCIlOUI~ 
d. Be located on a site which is included on a list of 

_~..__ --

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65462.5 and, as a result, ✓ C,25 
create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment? 
e. Eor a project located wikhin an airport land use 
plan or, where such a plan has nbt been adopted, 
within two miles of a public airport or public use ~ I ~ ~ 
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or 
excessive noise for people residing or working in the. 
ro'eet area? 

f. Impair implementation of or physically interfere 
with an adapted emergcpcy response plan or ~/ H,t4,23 
emer enc evacuaCian lan7 
g. Nxpose people or structures, either directly or 
indirectly, to: a significant risk of loss, injury or death ✓ ki;M,23 
involvin wildland fires? 

impact Discussion: 

9a-g Adoption ofthe Safety Element update would not. result in an impact to, or the creation cif; potential 
hazards or hazatdousmateiials fal• the citizens of Nevada County or to the environment.. The Safety 
Element is strictly a policy document that identifies and discusses hazards in Nevada CounTy, with 
the intent #o create :goals, :policies and programs that would reduce short-term and long-term 
darna~e and injuries from natural and human-caused safety hazards. The hazards identified in the 
Safety e lenient update include Emergency Preparedness; Gapingical Haza►•ds/Seismic ~ctrvity; 
Flood Hazards; Airport and NTilitary Airspace Hacards; Hazardcaus Materials and Mining. Hazards; 
Public Safaty Services and Facilities; Fire Hazards .and Protection; Severe Weather Hazards; 
Climate Change Kesilreney and Mitigation; and Environmental .justice. The update to the Safety 
Element provides andJoi• references current data associated with each hazard and incorporates the 
].,oval Hazard Mitigation .Plan (LHMP):. The LHMP is the implementing tool of the County's 
Safety Elament; whereas, the Safety Element is a policy document that informs, directs and ~;iiides 
land use. decisions to avoid or reduce. risks from haz~ids. The LHMP is updated and maintained 
by Nevada County's Office ~f Frnergency Services and has a separate review and approval than 
the Safety Element. Individual projects will also be reviewed on aproject-by-project basis fot• 
hazards and hazardous matec:ials. Any future projects. will undergo aproject-specific environmental 
review to ensure that the project will. be .in compEiance with local and State requirements for 
hazardous materials, and to address significant hazards to the public or the environment. Due to 
the .Safety Element update only being a text amendment to a policy document with goals and 
policies to a~educe hazards, and because the update dies not propose any physical changes, nn 
impnel to hazards or hazardous materials are anticipated. 

Mitigation: None required. 
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10. HYI~R()LOGIr I'WE4TEIZ OIIALt~'''~. 

Existittg Setting; Nevada County rs located within. the watersheds of Truckee River, the Yuba. River and 
the Beat- River, which combined drain. approximately 42U square miles. Combined, these rivers drain about 
420 square miles. The smaller watercourses and creeks: that flow into these watersheds are supplied from 
meliin;~ .snow pack, annual rainfall., springs, and surfacing ~rnundwater, In general, the County's water 
quality varies with topography and development.. Water quality tends to be good in the mountainous, less 
developed aicas, and. is impacted at lower _elevations or in more developed areas. Water quality is 
i~tfluenced by several sr~urces, including soil erosion, sedrmentatian, septic systems,. pesticides, and 
agriculture. Water resources have a multitude of uses from agricultural to domestic, as well as fish and 
aquatic/riparian habitat,. wildlife and plant habitat, end year-round recreation. A number of l~istoi• c 
irrigation ditch systems are located throughout the western. County, owned and raainta nod by the 1Veuada 
[rrigati~n Iiist~` ct, a~►u on a much synaller scale, by the San Juan Ridge County Water District. There -are a 
number of public water purveyors within the County; the Nevada lirigation District, and the Cities of Grass 
Valley and Nevada City primarily .serve western Nevada County with the Washington County Water 
District providing service to the small community of Wast►ington. In eastern Nevada County, the Dinner 
Summit and "I'z•uckee Donner Public Utility Districts, and the C~lenshire Mutual Water Company provide 
domestic treated water service. 

'~Potentially Less Than 
Significant Less Than , no 

Ref~renee 
Source Wol~id the proposed project:. Significant with Significant Impact (Appendix Im act p 'Mitigation 

Tm ~~~ 
P A) 

a. Violate any water quality standards or wasta 
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially ✓ A,D 
de ride surface or round water ualii 
b. Substantially decrease groundwatez~ supplies ar 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the prgject may impede sustainable f ~>~ 
groundwater management of the basin? 

c. Substardially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course ora stream or river or tihrough the addition 
of impervious surfaces, in a manner that wouldr 
r. result insubstantial erosion or siltation on- or off-

site,:
ii. substantially increase the rate or amount of 

surface runoff in a manner which would result in ✓ A,B,D,L,9 
~ln~ding on- ar offsite? 

iii. create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity cif existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted run 
off; or 

iv. im eded nr redirect flood flows'? 
d. 1n flood hazard, tsunami; or seiche zones,. risk 

_....~. 
~ L,9,13,19, 

release of pollutants due to project inundating? z3 
e. Conflict with. or obstruct implementation of a 
water quality control. pion or sustatnable ✓ ~=,,u,i7 
groundwater managennent plan? 
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Potentially Less Than 1 ess'['han Reference 

Would the p~'opUsed project: Significant S'gnificant
with Significant No 

Impact 
Sou~~ce 

{Appendix [mpnet Mitigation Impact ~~ 

£ Plaee housing.. within a 100-year flood hazard area 
as mapped on a Federal Flood hazard Boundary ar ~ 

L,9,13 I`lood Insurance Rate ]v[ap or other flood hazard 
delineation ma `I 
g. Place within a ] 00-year flood hazard area 
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows? ✓ L,13 

Impact Discussion: 

10~-g Adoption pf the Safety Element :update would nit result in a significant impact t~ hyd~•ology and 
wafer c{ual ty. The Gsneral Plan contains: a Water• Element (Chapter 11), which establishes specific 
goals, objectives and policies related to waterresource~ in Nevada County, and no amendments are 
being proposed to the Wa#er Element. The Safety dement update is a documentthat contains goals, 
policies. and. programs to gu de~ land use decisions to minimize risks from hazards, and it does not 
propose to amend .any water quality control plans or sustainable ~r~undwater management plans. 
The Safety Element is strictly a policy clacument that identifies hazards in Nevada Co~tniy and aims 
to reduce shout and long-term loss of life, injuries and damage to property from natural and human-
madedisasters. There Safety Element. update does not involve any physical changes or impacts to 
water qualify, groundwater nr drainage }patterns. Likewise,. there are no chan~e~ or disturbance 
within. the floodplan, and. the Safety Element does not give approval for any development. In 
addition,. the 'Safety Element discusses flood hazards 'in Nevada County and contains goals to 
maintt~in tl~e most current flood hazard and flaad plain. information as a basis for project xeview. 
Any future development projects would require asite-specific envirt~nmentat review and would be 
reviewed for impacts to hydrology and water quality. . 'Cherefc~re, the Safety F lenient update would 
have nn impact on hydrology/water quality. 

Mitigation.: None required. 

11. LAND USE./PLANNING 

Existing Setting: Nevada County is bound by Sierra bounty to the North, Yuba County to the West, Placer 
County to the youth and the State ~f Nevada to the East. There are three incorporated cities within the 
County including Grass Valley, Nevada City and Truckee, The project area is the approximately 42~,000 
acres of privately held land in the unincorporated area of Nevada County,:. excluding, incorporated cities, 
state and federal lands. Land uses in the unincorporated County consists. of mixed land use patterns, 
including residential, commercial, industrial, .agricultural. and ~tiblic uses. Federal and State public lands 
in the County total approximately 314 square miles of the County's 943 square miles, ar about thirty-three 
percent (33%) of the County's total land area. The unincorporated County contains.a variety of resources 
and constraints, diverse topography, and sensitive environments: 

Within the unincorporated County, residential and rural development is governed by the General Plan—an 
overall policy guide—and the Nevada County Land Use and Development Code, which establishes specific 
zonu~~ standards that vary with each zoning district. Nevada County has four residential districts, four rural 
districts, five commercial districts, three industrial districts, five special purpose. districts, and twelve 
combining districts.. 
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Potentially 
Less Than 
Significant 

Less Than 
No 

Reference 
Would the proppsed project: Significant 

with 
Significant 

Impact 
Sourcc: 

Impact Miti ation 
impact Appendix A) 

a. Physically divide an established community? ~ A~~ 

b. Cause a significant environmental impact due 
_. 

to a conflict with any land use plan, policy, or' 
regulation adopted for the purpgse of avoiding oi~ ' ✓ A,17, l8 
►nrtigating an environmental effect? 

Impact Discussion: 

11a-b The General Plan contains a I..a~td L7'se Element (Chapter I), which establishes specific goals, 
objectives and policies related to land use planning. and- community development in Nevada 
County, t1s part of this update, there are nn amendments being proposed to the Land. Use dement 
of the General Plan. The Safety Element update identifies land use and development as being a 
critical factor in eme~~gency preparation, The update to the Safety Element would not have any 
physical changes or environmental. impacts on a c~rnmunity, and it would not confl cf with land 
use plans, policies or te~ulaiions. The revisions tU the Safety Element would nt~rm individuals of 
how land use influences development. The update is only to a ,policy docun~lent and. it does nit 
grant entitlements or approve any development. Any future devel~pme»t projects would require a 
site-specific environmental review and would be reviewed on a ~rnject-by-project basis for impacts 
to land use and consistency with ►and use plans, policies, a~ad regulations. "Therefore, the Safety 
Element update would li~ave nn nspact on p}~ys tally dividing a community or causing a significant 
environmental impact due to ~anfl cts with land use plans, policies or regulations. 

Mitigation: None required, 

12. MINERAL RESOURCES 

Existing Setting: Significant areas. of Nevada County contain mineral deposits and between the 1850's 
and the eaxly 19f1O's, the County's economy was mine based. These ~ntneral resources include gold, copper, 
silver, lead, zinc, chromite, and small amounts of'tungsten and inanganese> Industrial minerals include 
barite, quartz far silicon production,. and small amounts of limestone, asbestos,. clay and. mineral paint. In 
addition, signifrcant deposits of'sand; gravel, and rack types suitable. for consttt~ction a~~ regale are exposed 
throughout the County.. Within the County are I~trge areas classified as Mineral Res~t~rce Zones. (MRZs) 
that t►ave existing deposits measured. ~r indicated by actual site data (MRZ-2a) or inferred from other 
sources {h!IRZ-2b), 

Would Che prUpUsed project: 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less "Phan 
Significant 

with 
Miti ation 

Less Than 
Si~ni~eant 

Impact 

Reference 
No 

~m act Sour4e 
r (Appendix A) 

a. Result in the loss. of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value t~ the region ✓ A, 1 
and the residents o'f the state? 
b, Result in the loss of av%~~lahility ~f a really 
important mineral resource recovery site delineated. ' ✓ A, 1 on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use 
]an? 
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Impact Discussion: 

12a-h The. General Plan contains a h~Iineial Management Element{Chapter 17), which establishes specific 
goals, objectives and palicies related to mineral res~urce~ in Nevada Count. There are no 
amendme~lts being proposed to fihe Mineral Management Element of the Ge17e~•al Plan. .Adoption 
of the Safety Element update would not result in an impact to mineral resources. Any future 
development project would be assessed for potential impacts to mineral resources at the site where 
the project is being proposed, and it w~wld be under the Califc~rrria Enviromr►ental Quality Act 
(CEQA) Guidelines. 'Thy: proposed. update dies nit revise, replace or attempt to supersede any 
existing; mineral resource protection. standards adopted by the County or the State of California. 
Theretoie, the Safety Element update would have nu impact on mineral resou~'ees, 

Mitigation:-N~ne Required. 

13. NOISE 

Existing Setting: The General Plan and Land Use and Developanent Code have cstablish~d maximum. 
allowable noise levels for land. use projects and encourages future sensitive land uses to be located in areas 
where noise generation is limited. Given the rural .character of the area, the ambient noise level is quite 
law. I.~aytime ambient noise levels are typical ~f. rural and Inw-density residential areas. Significant noise 
souxces in the County include traffic on ma,~ar roadways, railroad operations, airports,. and localized noise 
sources such as from industrial uses. Ambient noise levels in areas that are- not located. in the vicinity of 
major• transportation routes are generally very low. 

Potentially Less Than 
Significant Tess Than Nu Beferencc 

Would the proposed project result in: Significant With Significant Im act n 
Source 

Impact M~ti ~Hti~n Impact (Appendix A) 

a. Generation of a substantial temporary ar 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 
vicinity of the project in excess standards established' ✓ A,17,18 
in the local General. Plan or noise ordinance, or 
a Iicable standards of other a encies? 
h. Generation of excessive ground borne vibration ~ 

___.~ 
A

or round borne noise levels? 
c. For a project located within the vicinity of a 
private airstrip or an airport land use }plan or, where 
such a plan has tt~t been adopted, within two miles ~ A ~ 
of a public airport or public use airport, would the 
pr~jcct expose people residing or working in the 

ro'ect area to excessive noise levels? 

Impact :niscussi+~n: 

l3a-c The General Plan contains a Noise Element (Chapter 9), which establishes specific goals, 
objectives and policies related to noise in Nevada County.. There are no amendments beirag: 
pro~~sed to the Nnise Element ~f the General Alan, and thc~•~ are no amendments to the noise 
standards that are identified in the :General Plan or the Land Use and Development Code. The 
Safe ty Element update is strictly a policy document that addresses hazards in Nevada County, 
and the adoptiion of the pr'opased Safety Element update would .not result in the generation of any 
noise. Any future development projects would- ~•equire a site-specific envie~nrnental review and. 
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would be reviewed. on aproject-by-project basis for impacts to noise levels or' excessive. ground. 
boene vibrations. Due to the safety Element. update being a policy document that would not 
change or conflict with noise standards, and there being no physical changes nr development 
from the :Safety Element update, there would be no impact on noise- levels or giound borne 
vibrations. 

1VIitigxtion: None Required. 

14. POPULATION 1' HOU5I.NG 

Existing Setting; In 2018, the State- of California Department. cif Finance e$timated that unincorporated 
Nevada County had a population of b6,207 and consisted of 31,182 housing units. Small towns and -rural 
development that is largely integrated into the natural env rgr►n;ent characterize the w~ ncor~oratea County. 
Single-family residential development is the predominant housing type within tine unincorporated area of 
the CUunty; much of which ~ccars in rural areas and small communities. 

Would the proposedpro,~ect: 
Potentially 
SigniCcani 

Impact 

l.css Than 
Significant With

miti ation 

Less Tt►an 

Significant 
impact 

No 
~rn act 

~ 

Reference 
Source 

Appendix A) 

a. Induce substantial unplanned population growth 
in an area,. either directly (For example, by proposing 
.new hotzzes and businesses) or indirectly (for ' ✓ A, l7 
example, through extension of roads or -other 
infrastructul•e)'? 
b. Displace s~ibstantiaT numbers of existing people 
or housing, necessitating Clue construction of ✓ A 
re lacement house elsewhere? 

Impact Discussion:. 

14a-b The Gene~•al Plan contains a Housing Element (Chapter 8) that lists gals; policies and programs 
that are focused qn maintaining and improving the existing housing stock,. and the H~usit~~ Element 
provides guidance to assist in minimizing potential environmental. impacts of ~opulatinrn growth. 
However, no amendments t~ the Housing Element are included as part of -this project to update the 
Safety dement. The proposed update consists only Uf text amendments to policy documents, 
which are intiended to ~u1de development. within the County. Adoption of the update. would not 
directly impact population and/or housing b~ unplanned- population growth car from displacing 
people or housing. Furthermore, the adoption of the- proposed update will not grant any 
entitlements for development projects .and any .future development project would he subject to 
CEQA analysis and asite-specific review. Therefore, na inpr~ct to population or housing would 
result from the Safety Element update. 

Mitigation: None requi►~ed. 

15. PUBLIC SERVICES 

Existing Settings Public seiw ces within the unincnrpocated Gotanty are provided by the County of Nevada, 
stoic and federal. agencies, and numerous special distcicfs, including fire pr~teotion districts, school districts, 
park and i•ecreaon districts, and an rrgatiUr~ district, 
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Poteniiall Less Than Z,ess'Than Reference 
Would the proposed project; 

y 
Significan 

Significant 
with 3igniCcaa No 

Impact Source 

C Impact i~li#igation t Impact 
_.: 

~Ap~end x A} 

a. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of or need for new ar 
physically altered governmental facilities, the 
construction Qf which could cause significant 
environmental impacts, in order to maintain 
:acceptable service ratios, response times or other 
performance tibaectives for any of the following the 
ublc services: 

_l. Fii•e ratection? ✓ I3,. M 
2. Police rotection? ✓ A 
3, SCYIOOIS`t ✓ A, P 
4. Parks? ✓ A 
5. Okher ublic services or facilities? ✓ A 

Impact biscusson: 

15a "['he General Plan contains a Public Fac: li#ies and Services. Element {.chapter 3},which establishes 
specific foals, objectives and policies related to public services iii Nevada County:, No amendments 
ire currenl:ly proposed to the Public Facilities and Services Element of the General Plans; however, 
the Safety Element discusses emergency preparedness and evae;uation planning, which involves 
services from local fire districts an:d law enforcement agencies: If theme is an occurrence afi -a 
hazardous event in the Gaunly, public services and facilities may be utilized to assist the comnnunity 
and mitigate hazards. The adopCion of the ~roposcd Safety ~letnent update, itself, wi11 nat make 
.any physical changes or result in a pl~ysicai impact try public services. Although the Safety Element 
cliscusscs haards that may call on public services, the Safety Element itself is a policy document 
that.. does not propane any physical changes, new facilities, or ch~~iges to existing- facilities nr 
set ices, and it is used as a guide to reduce impacts tram natural and. human-caused hazards, .Any 
frature development ptc~jects would require asite-specific enV rc~nmantal review and would he 
reviewed on aproject-by-project basis for impacts to public services. Due to the Safety Element 
not creating any physical changes, -the updatie is anticipated to have nu impact on adverse physical 
cha~a~~s for n~~v or altered facilities. 

11'Iitigaton: Nane required. 

1b. RECREATION 

existing Setting: Recreational c~}~pQrtunities within Nevada County are varied; ranging ti•Um public parks 
with intensively used recreational facilities, tU vast tracts of forestlands and drainage systems, which 
provide a natural environment for passive recreation, Three separate Recreation and. Park districts are 
formed within the County, including the Bear River and V1!este~~t► Gateway Park Districts in western Nevada 
County and the T'ruekee Donner Recreation &Park Distrie;t in easten~ Nevada County. 
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` 
Potcntial[y 

Less'I'han 
5igni~ca~ni 

Less 'Chan 
~o 

Reference 
Would fhe proposed }project;: S gnircant ~̀~th Si~ni~icant ~ m gC~ 

~ 
Snurce 

Impact 
Miti atian ' Impack {Appendix A). 

a. Increase the use of existing 17eighborhood and 
regional parks or other recreational facilities such ~ 
that substantial physical deterioration of tha facility 

A

would occur or be accelerated? 
b. Include recreational facilities Qr require the 
construction or expansion of reereatianal facilities ~ 
that. mibht have an adverse physical effect an the 

~ 

ettvironment`1 
c. Ganflict with established reCeeation uses of the 
a►•ea, including biking, equesl~an and/at• hiking ✓ ~, I, 
hails? 

Imps~ct .1?scuss~n: 

16a-c "The General Plan contains. a Recreation Element (Chapter 5) which establishes specific goats, 
objectives and policies related to recreational uses and facilities in Nevada County. No 
amendments are. currently ~rapnse€3 to tl~e Reoreati~n Element of the General Flan. Adoption of 
the Safefy Element update would not result in potential impacts to recreaYi~nal resources itt Nevada 
County.. The Safety Element update is st~•ictly a policy clocuinent and dries not provide entitlements: 
to any specific land use projects, AI( fut~~re development would be subject to the Cou~ity's 
Rec~•e~tion Mitigation Fee, which will assist in minimizing potential impacts; This fee will be 
applied at the appropriate timeframe when the peoject is being built> Additionally,. all future 
~rajects will. be subject to site-specie environmental review and must comply with all applicable 
Cnnnty policies and regulations regarding recreational services. Therefore, the. Safety Element 
update would have pro mpnct r~eEated to t~ecreatianal resources. 

iVIiti~atian: None xequired. 

17. 'I"RANSI'{3RTATI[JN 

.Existing Settrng The Nevada County circulation system is c~mpos~d of a combination of state ltighways, 
county roadways, city-maintained roadways, and p~~ivately maintained roadways, Generally, roadways ace 
grouped r`ntc~ six basic classificatioaas including: laate~•stat~ I-liy hways and Freeways,. Principal Arterials; 
Minter Arterials, Major and Minor Collectors, Local Roads. and Regior~a4 Emergency Access- Roads. Tl~e 
County maintains app~•axiina#ely 5613 miles cif roadways with the remainder bcir~g ma nta.rned by State and 
Federal Agencies, Cities,. and private Road Maintenance Associations. Numerous county roadways provide 
intermediate and localized access to rural areas ot'the county, as well as to Che more populated cities of 
Grass Valley, Nevada City, and `Cruckee and the cornrnunities of Lake Vt/ildwood, Alta Siez~ra, Fake of the 
Pines,: and others, 

_ 

PotentialCy 
Less Thnn 
Significant 

less Phan 
IVo 

lteterencc 
WOuld the pPoposed pYoject: Significant 

with $~~~~~cant 
Ins act 

~ 
Snurce 

Impact 
~~ti atinn 

impact Appendix A) 

a. Conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or 
policy addressing the circulation system, including ' ✓ A,B 
transit,_r~adwa ,hie cle or edestrian facilities? 
b. Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with ' ~ 
GE A_Guidelines Section ISOf4,3 subdivision b ? ~'B
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_.__ 

Potentially i,ess Tha~~ 
Sign►~cs~nt 

Ltss'Thnn 
Nn 

Reference 
Would the proposed project: Signif~~ant ~~th Significant lm uct 

~ 
Source 

Impact 
~~ti ration 

Impact Appendix A) , 

c. Substantially increase hazards due to a: 
geometric design feature (e.g,, a sharp cut~ve or ✓ ,A,H,Iv1 
dangerous intersection) ar incoinp~tible uses. (e.g., 
farm e ui merit 
d. Result in inade uate emer~enc access.. ✓ H,M 
e. ~esu7t in an increase in trafrchazards to n~oto~' 
vehicles, bicyclists, or pedestrians, including -short- '' ✓ A,H,M 
term construction and.l~n -ierm o erat~nal t~•affie7 ' ' 

Cmpact Discussion:; 

17a~e The adoption ofthe proposed Safety 1-Iousrn~; dement update would not result in potential impacts 
to transpa~~tation a~~d circulation,. Traffic and circulation specific mitigation measures have. been 
integrated into the C roulat on Element (Chapter 4) ~f the County's Cameral Flan in tihe form of 
goals, policies and prog~•ams; to ensure that local traffic impacts are mitigated to less than 
significant levels, There are. na changes to the Circulation F,lemeilt beil~g proposed,. and there are 
no conflicts with circulation p:la~is or ordinances in this update. The Safety Llemc.ni update includes 
information on evacuation pi'~cedures aiad roads that are cn~isidered primary evacaatian routes. 
The u~~date also includes revisions to policies 10 require road maintenance and to ensure reads are 
maintained and meet:access standa~•ds on all new development projects. Any future projects would 
be subject a review of transportation impacts arrd nay require that a traffic analyses: is ~►•e~ared. 
The traffic analysis would be :reviewed for compliance with County odes, and wc~u[d ~•eyuire an 
environmental 1•eview far trafCc impacts, Due to the Safety Ele~~nent update being a text 
amendment that would not cause any physical eh~nges, thet•e would be no i~ttpacl on transportation. 

Nlit gationc Nine required:, 

18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Existing Setting: Th€ varied environmental zones, the geological characteristics, oriel the geographical 
position afNevada County account far a cultural resc~ui•ee base, which is exceedingly rich and exce;ptianally 
complex. This explains the relatively large number of recnrti~ed prelaistaric -and historic sites and the wide 
array of types, Prehistoric site types which have been inventoried include villages and associated 
cemeteries, multi-task camps, single task-specific locales (such as bedrr~ck mortar milling features), a~td 
special use sites (hunting blinds, petrogly~hs and c~uaxries). Nevada County lies within tine territory c~fthe 
Nisenan, or Southern Maidu. The Nise~~an ~eeupied the upper drainages and the adjacent ridges of the 
Yuba Rivet•, the north; middle and youth forks of the American River and. ati least the upper north stele of 
She ~osumnes River, 7"he territory is conventianal(y believed to extend to the crest cif the Sierra to the east 
and tl~~; Sacramento River to the west. .A number of Mate laws regulate the disturbanc€ of archaeological 
saes .and the Nevada County General Plan a~~d Zoning. Regulations establish procedures for identifying 
~otential(y sensitive sites. Tribal Cultural Resources include sites, features, anti places with cultnra( or 
sacasd value to Califorizia Native American Tribes. Both the Vl/ashc~~; Tribe of Nevada and California and 
United Aubut•n Indian. C'c~n~munity of the Auburn Rancheria (UAI~) hive contacted the County to request 
consultation on ~rajects falling within their delineated ancestral lands. More recently, in August 201.9, the 
~ingte springs Band of the M.iwok Indians has requested consultation on project in western and eastern 
Nevada County. 

Page 25 ~i'34 



S~tfe;ty Element Update 
Pl~t~t19-00(4; C;Y'Ti9-QOQ2; i~IS9-0~05 

Would the proposed project: 
('otentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
4ignircant 

with 
Miti ation 

Lcss Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

lieferencc 
Source 

(Appendix A) 

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in' 
Pubtic Resources Gade section: 21U74 as either a site,, ' 
feaCui•e, place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms ofthe size and scope 
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural 
vAlue to a California Native American tribe, and that 
is: 
i, Listed or eligible for listing in the California 

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local 
register of historical xesources as defined in Public ✓ A,J,17 
Resources Code section 502(1. l (k); or 

( I 

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

Impact Discussion: 

18a Assembly Bill 52 (Chapter 532, Statutes 2014} required an update to Appendix G (Initial Study 
Glleckl st) of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines to include questions related to 
impacts to tribal c;uitural resources. Changes to Appendix G vuere approved by the (Office of 
Administrative Law on September 27, 2016, Senate Bil118 (SB 18), which went: into effect January 
1, 2005, requires local governments (pity and county) to consult with Native American tribes hefnre 
making certain planning dee sirens and to provide nnfice to tribes at certain key points in the 
planning prUcess. 'I`he intent is to "}provide California Native American tribes- an apportuitity to 
pa~fiic pate in local land use decisions at an early planning stage, for the purpose cif protecting, oe 
mitigating. impacts to, cultural places." The purpose of involving tribes al these early planning. 
stages is to a11ow cons d+~ration of cultural places in the context of broad .local. land use policy,. 
before individuAl site-specific, p~:oject-level, land use desi~natic~ns are made by a local government. 
'The consultation requirements Qf SB 18 apply to General Plan or Specific Plan processes prnposed 
~n or after March 1, ZOOS: Both the Wash~e Tribe of Nevada and California and United Auburn 
Indian Cainmunity oC the Auburn Rancheria (URIC) have contacted the County to request 
consultation on projects falling witlxin their delineated ancestral lands, Just recently; after the start 
of the Safety Element update, the Single Sprngs.Band of the Miwok Indians requested consultation 
on projects in Nevada C~t~nty. 

On Juiy 26, 2018, Staff sent an invitation t~ the United Auburn Indian. Community of'the Auburn 
Rancheria (UA1C), the Wasl~oe Tribe of Nevada and California (Washoe Tribe), the. Tsi-llkim 
lVlaidu Tribe, and Che Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan Tribe to begin Af352 and SI3 18 consultation 
for tl~e proposed Safety Elament update. URIC .responded to the invitation and requested to open; 
consultation on the proposed Safety Elemen~.update. Un October• 19, 2018., staff held a conference 
call with. URIC to discuss_ the proposed arr~endments, After the conferenced phone call, UAIG 
followed-up with an email on Octiober 19, 2018, advisilag that. they had no additional c~m►l~ents 
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and that they would like to close consultation. No ether comments or consultation was r~;qucsted 
by any other tribe at that time. 

1'he draft Safety Ele~.nc;nt was ~•outed fc~r dstributi~y~ nn Octobe~~ 4, 2019, for public commeni and 
agency review, The 'Planning Ueparrment received comments fi•~m the UAIC on the draft Safety 
Element and requested the Planning Department t~ send the UA[C a copy of the environmental 
document fot~ the project. The UATC alto commented about. including additional information in 
the. Safety Element update to address tihe effects of hazardous events, specifically wildfires and 
floods, have ~n cultural ies~ui•ces. The Safety l;lement currently includes that wildFires.can cause 
a loss on cultural. resa~icees, and with the update is beingrevised to include that flood can a(s~ eausa 
a loss to put#oral resources. The General Plan, Chapter 19, has an ~lemeiit ~n t;ult~iral Kesources 
to discuss preservation of protection ~fculturai resources. This }~r~~je~t is only to ~.ipdate the Safety 
Element and does nit include atuiendments to the Cultural Resources Element, 

The Shingle Springs Ba►td of Miwok Indians was not park of tie exit al invitation for consultation 
on the Safety dement update because this Tribe had not requested consultation an projects in 
Nevada County until after tl~e update was underway. The Safety F:(ement update was routed to the 
Shingle Spt~ings Ba~~d of Miwok Tnd ins an October• 4, 201 ,and the County received comments 
from the Tribe. on bct~ber 29, 2019, req~aestiiig continued. consultation and updates as the project 
progresses. 'The Tribe also requested records searches, surveys and/o~• environmental, 
archaeological, ~r cultural t-eports that have beers completed for the prajeci. Since the project is fc~r 
an update to a policy document and it ~iaes not requiz•e a physical change to a specific site, errltural 
surveys and records searches ace not included in the Safety Element update. The Nevada County 
Planning Depa~~ntent will continue cansultatior~ with both Tribes, and the Plat7ning I3epartment 
will send the Galifoxnia Native Arr►ct~ can Tribes a Notice of Availability fc~r public review and 
Notice of Intent to adopt a N. egative Deelaratian fbr this project, which will allow -the. California 
Native Aanerican Tribes the oppc~t-tunity to comrn~nt o» the analysas t~f envirc~nrnental impacts. 

The ado~tioii of the proposed Safety Clement update, itself, will r►ot impact Tribal Cultural 
Resources, any futuire development project sut~~r~ittal will be required to be reviewed for 'I'ri-bad 
Cultural. Kes~urces and would reyture future consultation of tradtio~~ally and culturally affiliated 
California Native American tt•ibes, Additionally; future projects will be reviewed for compliance 
with. the Caf fo~•nia Environmental Qualify Act, and. as a gene~~al rule; _any potential impacts will lie 
mitigated through project conditioning and review.. Therefore,. the Safety Blement update would 
have no im~rccton tribal caltural tesaurces. 

Mitigation: N:otte Required. 

19. UTILYTIES 1 SERVICE. SYSTEMS 

Existing Setting: Pul~l:ic utitif es serving Nevada County include the Pacific Gas & Elaatric Company for 
natut~al gas and electricity, and in Eastern Nevada County,, the Truckee Danner Public Utility District also 
su.p~lies electricity. Propane is a ec~mmon fuel source used in Nevada Gntinty by individual homes and 
businesses. 

Wastcwatea~ Ct>llcction and "C~~eatmient: The County does not comprehensively provide wastewater 
collection and treatment to all. areas of the Gautity, Primarily there are eight Community ~te~ions, - two 
Rural K~gions, one Rural A►~ea and two districts in Eastern Nevada Cnti~nty that have access to public 
sewage disposal. Much of Nevada County is served by Unsite sewage c~i5posalfsept c systems. Lack of 
extensive public sewage disposal can be viewed as the primary 1tm trng factor to the development of high-
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density housing in Nevada County, Alt other services aie viewed to be adequate to accommodate planned 
higher density multi-family housing. Seven diffet•ent selves• service areas: within the trl~ ncorp~rated area 
are identified as adequate to serve all types of housing development in Nevada County. "These sewer areas 
include: City of Grass Valley near and long-team .Sphere- of Inffwence areas; City of Nevada City five-year 
Sphere of Influence areas; Truckee Sa~iitaticm Distx•ict Boundaries Do»ner Summit Public Utility District 
(['UD); and the Lake of the Pines, Lake Wildw~~d, .and Fenn Valley Sanitation Districts. Of these seven 
sanitation districts, the County of Neuada is the soli operator of the Lake ~fthe Pines, Lake W (dwao~ and 
the Penn Valley Sanitation ll stricts only, The County alsa provides wastewater collection and treatment 
for the North San Jua» and Cascade Shores Sanitation I7ist►•icts. 

Water Se~~+ice: The County does not act as a domestic water supplier. Residential uses are typicaEiy served 
by groundwater,. the Nevada. It~rigation District, Truckee-Donner Public Utility- District or by smaller 
community water• districts. The Nevada Irri~ati~n District' (NiD) mikes up the lamest water purveyor iii 
western Nevada County. NII~ _supplies nearly 2U,000 homes, farms and busi~tesses with. treated. water in 
Nevada and Placer counties in the foothills ofNot~thern California's Sierra Nevada Mountai~is. NID collects 
water from the mountain snowpack and stores it in an extensive system of 10 reservoirs. As water flows to 
customers in the foothills, it is used to generate clean hyclrc~electric energy and to p~~ov de public recreational 
~ppot~tunities. NID supplies both treated drnkrng water• and irrigation water. Adequate water supply is not 
seen as a constraint to the development of h~usrng during tihe current planning pe►•i~d. 

So(id Waste: In Western Nevada County, the County maintains a transfer station and contracts with 
independent waste haulers fnr curbside pickup through established N~•anchse tlgreernents. County 
residents can also dispose of green waste. and. hazardous. waste at the transfer station. In Eastern Nevada 
County, solid waste is hauled to the Eastern Regional Landfill located in Placer County by an independent 
contractor. 

P~tenti$Ily 
Less Than 
Significant 

less Than 
No Reference 

W~ulci the proposed project; Significant With Significant 
lro act 

~ 
Sourer 

Impact Mifi ation 
Impact Appendix A) 

a. Ttequire or result in the relocation or the 
construction of new or expanded water, wastewater 
treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, ~ A ~ 
natw~al gas or telecommunication facilities, the 
construction ~r relocation ~f which could cause 
si =nificant environmental effects? __ 
b. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 

-the project and reas~nabiy fe~reseeable future ~ 
Adevelopment during normal, dry and multiple dry 

ears`? 
c. Generate solid waste in excess of State or local 

_._.... 

standards, ar in excess of the capacity of local 1 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment. af' 
solid w. rite oats?' 
d. Comply with federal, state, and local : 
managemenk and reduction statutes and regulations ✓ C 
r~~~t~a ro so~;a ~~~~e?.

Impact: DscussiUn; 

lya-d 'The adoption of the proposed Safely Element update: would not result in an ~npaet to County 
utilities ~nd,service systems.. 'The Safety dement update is strictly a policy document that does not 
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provide entitlements to any specific land use projects, or i~egra re any physical changes to services 
or utilities. Likewise, the text amendment does not generate; solid waste or conflict with policies 
or regulations regarding slid waste. Any'future ~ievclo~rnent projects would be reviewed for their 
impact to utilities- and services as a part of aproject-sUeci~c enviconrnental review process at the 
time of project SuhrnittaL "L heref~re, the Safety Element update would have nrr impact on. art litics 
oi• service sys#ems. 

Mitigation: None :Required. 

20. WILDFIRE 

Existing. Setting; The Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000 {DMA), tequ res that each State develop a haza~•c1 
mitigation plan, in order to receive future disaster mitigation funding following ~ disaster'. The I~MA alsp 
►equines the devclopn~ent af' local or counTy plans for that pa~~icular cnunt~ to be eli~ bl~ fog• post-disaster 
mitigation funding, '~'he purpose of these requirements is to encourage State anei local gaver»ment fo 
engage in systematic and natiionally uniform planning eFfor~ts that will result in locally tailored pr~gcaras 
at~d projects that help minimize loss of life, destruction of prope~~ty, damage to the environment and. tl~e 
total cost of disasters befo►~e they occur°. The Nevada County Office cat' emergency Services. DOES); in 
coordinaiio» wtth the- Nevada County Operational Aeea Eme~•gency Services Council, has developed a 
Local. Hazard IVlitigation Plan {LHMP) for NevAda County to meet the eequirem~nts of the LIMA on bel~aif 
o#the County, its incor~arated cities and towns and participating districts. Approved by the.. Nevada County 
Boa►•d of Supervisors, the LI-~1vtP enables Nevada County to be eligible fir future posti-d sasfer mitigation 
Funding. The LHMP recognizes the thzeat of natural aild man-.made dis~ste~•~ and hazards pose to people 
and property within Nevada CoL~nty and that. undertaking hazard mitigation action delineated in the LHMP 
reduces the potential fir har-in to people and property from firtur~ disaster and'hazardous incidents. 

7f located in or near state res onsibi(it areas or lands p y Potentially 
Less Than 

Less Than RcYcrence 

classified as very high fire severity hazard cones, ' S;gni~~ant _Significant 
with Significant No Impact S~►urce. 

(App~n~ix 
wt~tild the project: Impact Mti ation Impact 

a. Substantially impair an adopted emergency ~. ~ H~~ ~~ 
res Ouse Ian or emer encY evacuation; Ian? 
b: Due to slope, prevailing. winds, or other factor, 
exacerbate wildfire risks., and thereby expose project ~ A,~i,H,M, 
occupants to }~ollatani con¢entratiUns from a wildfire 18 
or the u~acontr~llable s read oFwildfire? 
c. Require the installation or maintenance of 
associated inFrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, power lines or other ~ ~~I~ ~ 
utilities} that may exacerbate ire risk or that may 
result in temporary ~r ongoing impacts to the 
environment? 
d. Expose people or structures t~ significant risks, 
including d~wnsiope or downstream t7ooding or f

A'F~T'M'1'~ landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 
instabitit , or drains c char es? 

Impact Discussion 

2~a-d 1:he Safety Element of the Nevada County General "['Ian addresses wildfire hazards in Nevada 
County and has several policies to improve fire safety. The Safety Element discusses the 
importance of ingress and egress by roadways, as well as maintaining the Nevada County 
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Defensible Space Standards. The Element also recognizes the imp~rtanee of Pufiiic Resources 
Code X4290 and 4291, which are known as the State Responsible A~•.ea Fire Safe Regulations. 
Nevada County. also has a Local. Hazar+~ Mitigation Plan (LHMP) that was updated in August 2017. 
Ubjc.ctive 3.6 of the LI~IMP is to improve communities' capabilities to prevenl/m tigate hazards by 
increasing fhe use of technologies. Goal 4 cif the LI~IvtP is t~ reduce fire severity and intensity, 
with Objective 4.4 tca ~romnte the im.plernentation ~f fuel management on private and public lands.. 
The update includes the incorporatcm of the LHMF and current ini`~rmaton on hazards associated 
with wilr~fires, including emerge~lcy prepay°ediiess, evacuation planning, fine safety and pro#ection, 
and fuels management. -The update also includes additional policies to guide projects and residents 
ofthe Cau1~ty towards more fire-wise decisions,.. and it supports pY•actices for fuel management and 
nfrastructare to support ~jildfire suppression, such as emergency water facilities oi` community 

water supplies. Although the Safety dement update identifies wildfire as a hazard and the 
~±~~~.:me»ts suppo~~ts nfi•astr;:ature and practices thAt would reduce risks .and the severi~y ~„' 
wildfires, it does not ~ivc approval for any specific projects or imprnvernents. 

E1ddi#ic~nally, the Safety Element update does not impair emergency response or evacuation Mans. 
The update provides more. current information and identifies additional risks associated with 
evacuaiic~n planning, but it does not conflict with or change any evacuation plans. Anather section 
of the Safety Element that is -being updated is to address land. use associated with hazards', '1~I11S 
section provides details on how land.use influences the density and location of development, which 
should also be considered in emergency preparedness and planning. The additional information 
in the .Safety .Element wautd inform the public of wildfire risks acid it dogs nati increase the risks 
fio people or structures. The Safety Element- update includes information o.n wildfire- hazards in 
Nevada Count} and contains policies to reduce short and long-term i~npaets to the community 
from these hazards, but the Safety Element does. not approve any physical changes or impacts t~ 
the environment. Any future developnae~lt project would be subject to a ,project-specific review 
and enviianmental impacts would be analyzed. Therefore, the update to tl~e Safety Element would 
have na impact on increasing;risks of wildfires, exposing people and. sh~uctures to significant t~isks, 
the installaf►on ~f facilities that would impact the environment, nor would it impair erner~eney 
response or evacuation plans. 

Mitigation: I*Jnne required,. 

21. MANDATOitY BINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANT ENVIRCQi~iMEN~''AL EFFECT 

Potentially 
SigniCcAnt 

Impact 

~•css Phan 
SigniP~ant 

MiN'ation 

-Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

:Yo 
~mpd~t 

Reference 
Source 

Appendix A) 

a. Does the pxoject have the pofentia) to 
substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat ofa fish or wildlife 
species, cause a fish ar wildlife population to drop 
below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a ✓ A, M 
plant or anima[ community, substantially reduce. the 
number or restrict the range of a rare ~r endangered' 
plani ar anima3, or eliminate important examples of 
ma'or ariods ~f California's histor or rehistor 
b. Does the project have enviromnental efFects that 
are individually 'limited but cumulatively ✓ A M con~iderabte? ("cumulatively considerable" means ' 
that the incremental effects_ of the ro'ect are 
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Less Than Potentially 
~~~nificanY ~"ass Than ~ry Reference 

SignificAnt 

~atia~ 

3ignificxnt 
Impact Source 

Impact ~,~iri 
impact Appendix A) 

conside~•ed when viewed in connection with the 
effects of ast, current, and robable future ro'ects. 
c. Does the project have environmental effects,. 
which will -cause substantial adverse effects nn ✓ A, M 
human bein s, either direetl car indirectly? 

Impact Discussion: 

21a,c The proposed Safety Eleynent update is strictly a policy document, intended t~ guide the Caunty in 
t~educin~; short and long-term loss of life,: injuries, and damage to property, resulting from natu~•al 
and human-caused public safety hazards, The adoption of the- proposed Safety Element update 
would not grant any erititlem~nts fc~r development or any physical changes. Additionally, ali fu#ure 
development. projects would require a sitefproject-specific environmental review at the time of 
project submittal. 'I"herefore, the Safety Flelnent update would have n~ imprr~t related to these 
issues, 

2'lb A pr~;ject's cumulative impacts are considered significant when- the incremental effects cif the 
project are "cumulatively considerable," meani»g that. the project's inerementa~ effects are 
cons detabl~ when viewed in connection with the effects. of past, cureent, and probable future 
projects. Reasonably foreseeable projects- that could have similar impacts to fhe proposed project 
include otlae►• anticipaCed projects within: the project vicinity that could be constructed or dperaxed. 
within the sane timeti•ame as the prc~;ject. The proposed Safety Element update is strictly a policy 
document, in#anded to guide the Cnunty in reducing damage from natural and human-caused. safety 
hazards. The document ct~ntains goals, policies acid programs thaC are aimed at reducing aimed at 
reducing damage and. it~;jurtes frotr~ hazards, but it does not approve any sits-specific projects. 
Enviror~inental impacts and cumulative .impacts would be reviewed. through the hermit process of 
each project. The~•efore, the adoption of- the Safety Element update, would have no impcict an 
environmental effects that are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. 

Mitigations None; required. 
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RECOlVI1VIENDATION OF THE' P.120JECT PLANNER 

On the basis of this initial evaluation; 

X l find that the proposed project COtJLp NOT have a sign ficani effect can the- environment, and a 
NEGATIVE .DECI.,A.ItA'I`ION will be prepared. 

I find that although the proposed. project could have a significant effect on the environment, there 
will nit be a significant erect in this case because revisions in the project have- been made by or 
agreed t~ by the projeot pcopoa ey~t. A MITIGA'I'T D NEGATIVE DECLATtATTON will be 
prepared. 

T find that .the. p~•oposed project MAY have a significant effect ~n the environment, ~r~d a►~ 
ENVIRONMENTt1Y~ XME'ACT' RC~I'ORT is required. 

I end that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or a °potentially 
significant unless mitigated" impact can the environment, but at least one effect 1) fias teen 
adequately analyzed in an earlier d~cunaent pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been 
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. nn 
ENVIRONMENTAL I1vIPACT REPORT is requti~ed, but it must analyze anly the effects that_ 
remain to be addressed. 

I find that alfihough: the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because 
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIT~ or 
NF,GA'I'IVE L?~CLARATiON pursuant to applicable .standards, and (bj have been avoided car 
mitigated. pursuant to that earlier t IR or NEGATXWE I7ECLARATTON, including. revisions or 
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, t~nthing further is required. 

~~~ ~ 
9~ie Caldas, Associate Plannet• 
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APPENDIX A — REFERENCE S-OZIRCES 

A. Planning Dcpart~t~ent 
B. D~;partment of Public Works 
C. Environmental Health Department 
D. Building Dc~artment 
E. Nevada cri~atian Dsfrct 
T'. Natural Resource Conservation_ Service/Resource Cc~ttservation District 
G. Northern Sierra .Air Quality Management District 
H. Lora( Fire Districts 
I. Regional VJatec Quality Control Board ~'C'erat~al Valley Region) 
J. North Central Information Service, Ant1~rt~polagy Department, CSIT Sacrame~lto 
K. California Department of Fish &Wildlife 
L. Nevada Lourrty Geographic Informatin» Systems. 
M. Cal for~~ia Department of F~rest►y and Fire Protection (Ca1 Fire) 
N. Nevada County Transportation Commission 
O, Nevada Gounty Agricultural Advisor Cammiss an 
P. Local School .District 
Q. Gold Country Stagecoach 

1. State Division bf Mines and Geology. Mineral Class fcation 1Vlap, 2990. 
2. State Department of Fish and Game. Migratory Deer Ranges, 19 8. 
3. . State Department of Fish and Game. Natural Diversity Dater Base Mays; as updated. 
4, Cal Fire. Fire Hazard Severity Zone Man for Nevada County, 2007, Adopted by CalFire on November 

7, 2007. Available at: <http://www.~re.ca.go~/wildland zones ma~s.}~hp>. 
5. State Division of Mines and CUeology. Gec~lo~ic Map ~f the Chico, G'rxrifvrnia Qucrclrangle, 1992.. 
6. Slate Division of Mines. and Geology. Fault Maki ~f California;. 1990... 
7. Catif~rnia Department of'Conservatian, Division of Land Resource Protection. 2016, Nevada County 

Important .~'arnzland Data, Available at: ftp://ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/d1rp/FMMP/pdf/2016/nevl6.~df, 
8. .State Dept. cif Forestry 8c Fire Pr•otectic~n. Nevrxr~a County Hcrrdwnod Rangelands, 1993. 
9. U.S.G..S, 7.5 ~ur~drarrgle Topagraphfc Maps, as updated. 
10. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlernds Inve~ntc~Ny, December 1995. 
11. Natural Resources Co»servation Service. 2007. ~ffrciar Sail Serzes Descriptrorrs (C~SD) with series 

ealent n~ap~in~; capabililie,s. Available at 
http;//sot ldatamart,»res.usda.gov/inanuscripis6CA619/Olnevad~_a:pdf'. 

12. tT.S. Geological Seruiee, Nevcrcla County La»dstide ~ctavity Mup, 1970, as found in the Draft Nevada 
County General Plan, Master Environmental Inventory, December 1.991, Figure 8-3. 

13. I''e~eral Cmergency Management Agency. Flood Insurance Rate Mays, as updated. 
l4. Northern ~ie~~ra Ali• Quality Management District. Guidelines fc~r Assessin~Aix~ Cluality Impacts vfLand 

Ilse Projects, 20 0. 
15. County of Nevada< Nevada: C:'ounty Ger~ercrl Plan Noise Contour Maps, 1993. 
16. Nevada County, 199 i , N'evacla County Master Envzronmental Inventory. Prepared by I-Tarland 

Bartholomew &Associates,: Ina (Sacramento, CA}: Nevada County,. C,~1. 
l7. Nevada County, 1.:995, Neucrda Countu general Plan.. Volume 1: Goals, Objectives, Pol czes, and 

In~~leme~tation Measures, Prepared with the assistance of Harland BartholomEw & Associates, Inc. 
(Sacramento, CA): Nevada County, CA. 

18. Nevada CounTy. Nevada C'Uunty Zoning Reg~rlations, adapted July 2000, and as amended.. 
19. Nevada County. Safety Element, adopted 2014:. 
2Q, :California. Attorney General's Office. "Addressing Climate Change at the "Project Level." January 6, 

2010. 
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