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table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)? 

Comment: 

The project is located in a Class 3 groundwater availability area. Application of the Soil Water 
Balance model (Groundwater Report APN 047-052-001, 0'Conner Environmental - Michael 
Sherwood, Inc, 25 May 2018) to the project recharge area revealed that average water year 
groundwater recharge was approximately 7.3 inches year or 105.2 acre-feet per year for the project 
site recharge area. The total proposed water use is estimated to be 47.50 acre-feet per year, which 
represents 45% of the estimated mean annual recharge, indicating that the project is unlikely to 
result in declines in groundwater elevations or depletion of the groundwater resources over time. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

· There are no blue line streams on the site. There is an unnamed tributary of Lichau Creek crossing 
the project site from west to east. -

Construction of the proposed project involves cuts, fills and other grading. Unregulated grading.: 
during tonstruction h•a's the potential to increase soil erosion from a site, which tould cause 

- downstream flooding and further erosion, which could adversely impact downstream water quality. 
Constructron grading activities shall be-in compliance with performance standards in th~ Sonoma 
County Grading and Driinage Ordinam;e.-The ordinance al'ld adopted construction site He'st 
Management Practices (BMPs) require installation of adequate erosion prevention and sediment 
control management-practices. These ordinance requirements and BMPs are specifically designed to 
maintain water quantity and ensure erosion and siltation impacts are less than significant level 

· during and post construction. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

The project site is developed with one acre of existing parking, a 14,000 square foot restaurant 
building and several smaller accessory structures. The parking area and building footprints will not 
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be increased by the propose project and there will be a minimal increase in impervious surface. The 

proposed project will be required grading permits for construction and adhere to standards of the 

Sonoma County Grading and Drainage Ordinance. Application of these standards will result in a less 

than significant impact to the existing site hydrology. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

The proposed project will result in less than one acre of ground_ disturbance and will not create any 

substantial additional sources of polluted runoff. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water qual_ity? 

Comment: 

Any future grading, cuts, and fills would require the issuance of a grading permit. Unregulated 

grading;during construction has the potential to increase soil erosion which leads to water turbidity 

and degrade_ dwater quality. Prior to grading or building permit issuance, construction details for all 
; 

water q,uality Best Management Practices shall be subr:nitted for review and approval by the Grading 

& Storm Water Section of Permit Sonoma. The construction plans shall be in substantial 

conformance with the conceptual plans reviewed at the planning permit stage. --

TbeC0unN Grading and Drainage Ordinance and adopted Best Managernent Practices require 

· installatlon of adequate erosion prevention and sediment contrnl featureS_. Inspection by County 

. Jns13ectqrs ensures that Best Management Practices are specific'ally designed-to maintainpotential 
water quality impacts of project construction at a less than significant level during and post 
construction. 

Permit Sonoma would require that any construction be designed and conducted so as to prevent or 

minimize the discharge of pollutants or waste from the project site. Best Management Practices to 

be used to accomplish this goal include measures such as silt fencing, straw wattles, and soils 

discharge controls at construction site entrance(s). Storm water Best Management Practices may 

also include primary and secondary containment for petroleum products, paints, lime and other 

hazardous materials of concern. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 
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g) Place housing within a 100-year hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map? 

Comment: 

The County used FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps to map flood hazard areas in General Plan 2020 

in order to guide the placement of housing outside of flood and other natural hazard areas. 

According to Figure PS-le of the General Plan, the project is outside of the 100-year Flood Hazard 
Area. There is no potential for flooding at the site. No housing would be placed within a 100-year 

floodplain. (Source: FEMA Digital Flood Insurance Rate Map, Base flood Elevation Lines (100 yr) 
flood data) 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

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

Comment: 

See the comments for Question 9(g) above. The site is outside the of the mapped 100-year flood 

hazard area. There is no 100-,year flood hazard area on the site. 

Significance level: 

No Impact 

. i) -- Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding0 

including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

Comment: 

The project site is not located in an area that would be subject to flooding as a result of levee or 
dam failure. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 

Comment: 

The proposed project is not subject to seiche or tsunami. The project site is not located in an area 

subject to seiche or tsunami. Seiche is a wave in a lake triggered by an earthquake. Mudflow can be 

triggered by heavy rainfall, earthquakes or volcanic eruption. 

Significance Level: 



No Impact 

10. LAND USE AND PLANNING: 

Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

Comment: 
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The project would not physically divide a community. It does not involve construction of a physical 
structure (such as a major transportation facility) or removal of a primary access route (such as a 
road or bridge) that would impair mobility within an established community or between a 
community and outlying areas. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

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

Comment: 

Sonomai County General Plan 2020 policy LU-6e states: 

· "Public and private schools, hospitals, places of religious worship, and similar places of public or 
community assembly in rural land use categories shall meet all of the following criteria: 

(1) A use permit must be obtained prior to the initiation of the use. 
(2) The use shall be prohibited on agricultural lands designated Land Intensive Agriculture, with the 
exceptidn of existing legally established uses. 
(3) The use shall not result in confliets with agricultural production or related processing, support -
services, or visitor serving uses. 
(4) The use shall be consistent with Agricultural Resources Element Policy AR-4a. 
(5) Conflicts with other resource production activities are avoided. 
(6) Adequate public services and infrastructure must be available for the use, without inducing 
unplanned growth. 
(7) Sites are limited to 50% of the parcel or 10 acres, whichever is less, with the exception of existing 
legally established uses. 
(8) The site has frontage on a designated collector or arterial roadway, and 
(9) The size, scale and design of the use shall be in keeping with the rural character of the area in 
which it is located. 

The project is consistent with Policy LU-6e in that it is not on agricultural lands, does not interfere 
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with any current or future agricultural use, is consistent with Agricultural Resources Element Policy 
AR-4a, has adequate public services and resources, will develop less than 3 acres of a 9.8 acre site, 
has frontage on a major arterial roadway (Old Redwood Highway}, and will maintain the existing 
character of the site. 

The project is in the Agriculture and Residential Zoning District, which allows schools, subject to a 
Use Permit (Section 26-16-020 (k}}. 

The project would not conflict with any applicable land use plan adopted for the purpose of avoiding 
or mitigating an environmental effect, including in the Sonoma County General Plan and zoning 
ordinance. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

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

Comment: 

See 4.f. above. The project site is within the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy area. 

~ignificance Level: 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated 

Mitigation: 

See Mitigation Measure BI0-3 

Mitigation Monitoring 

See Mitigation Monitoring BI0-3 

11. MINERAL RESOURCES: 

Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region 
and the residents of the state? 

Comment: 

The project site is not located within a known mineral resource deposit area (Sonoma County 
Aggregate Resources Management Plan, as amended 2010}. 

Significance Level: 



No Impact 
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b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on 
a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

Comment: 

The project site is not located within an area of locally-important mineral resource recovery site and 
the site is not zoned MR (Mineral Resources) (Sonoma County Aggregate Resources Management 
Plan, as amended 2010 and Sonoma County Zoning Code). No locally-important mineral resources 
are known to occur at the site. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

. 12. NOISE: 

Would the project: 

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

Comment: 

For the practice/demonstration sessions that take place indoors, a large activity room located in 
southwestern corner of the main buildingwill be used during both Phases 1 and 2. This room will 
also be ventilated so that doors and windows can be closed when in use. Exterior noise from indoor 
activitieswill meet the Sonoma County General Plan Table NE-2 standards for noise thresholds. 

Outdoor practice/demonstration sessions will involve one dog at a time and typically not generate 
noise greater than normal speech, although something could disturb the dog and incite barking. 

-Given distance to property lines and natural attenuation by existing buildings; noise would not 
exceed Sonoma County General Plan Table NE-2 standards. 

Phase 2 will include an indoor kennel for up to 10 dogs. This building will be mechanically ventilated 
so that windows and doors can remain closed and the building walls will be constructed to provide . 
the maximum amount of attenuation possible with conventional construction methods. This will 
result in a 20 dBA reduction in transmitted noise, meeting Sonoma County General Plan Table NE-2 
standards. 

Condition of Approval will impose the following standards on construction activities. Application of 
these standards reduces construction related noise to a less than significant level. 

Construction Conditions: 

Construction activities for this project shall be restricted as follows: 
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All plans and specifications or construction plans shall include the following notes: 

a) All internal combustion engines used during construction of this project will be operated 
with mufflers that meet the requirements of the State Resources Code, and, where 
applicable, the Vehicle Code. Equipment shall be properly maintained and turned off when 
not in use. 

b) Except for actions taken to prevent an emergency, or to deal with an existing emergency, all 
construction activities shall be restricted to the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on 
weekdays and 9:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on weekends and holidays. If work outside the times 
specified above becomes necessary, the applicant shall notify the PRMD Project Review 
Division as soon as practical. 

c) There will be no startup of machinery or equipment prior to 7:00 a.m., Monday through 
Friday or 9:00 am on weekends and holidays; no delivery of materials or equipment-priorto 

, 7:00_a.m. nor past 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday or prior to 9:00 a.m. nor past 7:00 p.m. 
on weekends and holidays and no servicing of equipment past 7:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, or weekends and holidays. A sign(s) shall be posted on the site regarding the 
allowable hours ·of construction, and including the developer- and contractors mobile phone 
number for public contact 24 hours a day or during the hours outside of the restricted 
hours. 

d) Pile driving activities are prohibited. 

e) Construction maintenance, storage and staging areas for construction equipment shall avoid 
proximity to residential areas to the maximum extent practicable. Stationary construction 
equipment, such as compressors, mixers, etc., shall be placed away from residential areas 
and/or provided with acoustical shielding. Quiet construction equipment shall be used -
when possible. 

-c· f) The-developer shall designate a-Projett- Manager with authority to implement the mitigation 
prior to issuance of a building/grading permit. The Project Managers 24..ahour mobi.le phone 
-number shall be conspicuously posted atthe construction site. lhe Project Manager shall 
determi-ne the cause ofnoise complaints {e.g. starting too early, faulty muffler, etc.) and 
shall take prompt action to correctthe problem.-

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated 

b) Exposure of persona to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise 
levels? 

Comment: 

The project includes construction activities that may generate minor ground borne vibration and 
noise. These levels would not be significant because they would be short-term and temporary, and 
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would be limited to daytime hours. There are no other activities or uses associated with the project 
that would expose persons to or generate excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise 
levels. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

The project would not result in a significant permanent increase in ambient noise levels. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

See discussion of construction related noise in Item 12(a) above. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

The site is not within an airport land use plan as designated by Sonoma County. 

Significance level: 

No Impact 

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

Comment: 

There are no known private airstrips within the project area and people residing or working in the 



project area would not be exposed to excessive noise. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

13. POPULATION AND HOUSING: 

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

Comment: 

The project would not include construction of a substantial amount of homes, businesses or 
infrastructure and therefore would not induce substantial population growth. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

The project will convert a single family home to non-residential use. This will not result in a 
substantial reduction of housing and will not construction of replacement housing. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

c) Displace substantial 1,umbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere? 

Comment: 

See Item 13(b) above. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

14. PUBLIC SERVICES: 



Would the project: 
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a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of 
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to 
maintain acceptable service rations, response times or other performance objectives for any of 
the public services: 

Comment: 

Construction of the project would not involve substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 
provision of public facilities or services and the impact would be less than significant. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

i. Fire protection? 

Comment: 

The Rancho Adobe Fire Protection District will continue to serve this area. There will be no increased 
need for fire protection resulting from impleme.ntation of the prop_osed project. 

Sonoma County Code requires that all new development meet Fire Safe Standards (Chapter 13). 
The County Fire Marshal reviewed the project description and requires that the expansion comply 
with Fire Safe Standards, including fire protection methods such as sprinklers in buildings, alarm 
systems, extinguishers, vegetation management, hazardous materials management and 
management of flammable or combustible liquids and gases. This is a standard condition of 
approval and required by county code and impacts would be less than significant. 

Significance Level: 

Less tha.n Significant Impact 

ii. Police? 

Comment: 

The Sonoma County Sheriff will continue to serve this area. There will be no increased need for 
police protection resulting from implementation of the proposed project. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

iii. Schools, parks, or other public facilities? 



Comment: 
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Development fees to offset potential impacts to public services, including school impact mitigation 

fees, are required by Sonoma County code and state lawfor new subdivisions and residential 

developments. While the project itself is a new school, it will not generate a demand for additional 
schools in the project vicinity. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

iv. Parks? 

Comment: 

Sonoma County Code, Chapter 23 requires payment of parkland mitigation fees for all new 

residential development for acquisition and development of added parklands to meeting General 
Plan Objective OSRC-17.1 to "provide for adequate parkland and trails primarily in locations that are 

convenient to urban areas to meet the outdoor recreation needs of the population ... " Development 

fees collected by Sonoma County are used to offset potential impacts to public services, including 

park mitigation fees. The project will not result in the need for any new park facilities, and demand 
for parks in general is addressed through fees. 

Significance Level: 

No impact 

v. Other public facilities? 

Comment: 

There are no other public facilities in the projectvicinity that would be affected by the proposed 
ptoject. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

15. RECREATION: 

Would the project: 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 

accelerated? 

Comment: 
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The proposed project would not involve activities that would cause or accelerate substantial 
physical deterioration of parks or recreational facilities. The project will have no impact on the use 
of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

Comment: 

The proposed project does not involve construction of recreational facilities. See item 15.a. above. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

16. TRANSPORTATION/ TRAFF.IC: 

Would the project: 

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

Comment: 

The project is located on Old Redwood Highway, which is a County major route running generally 
parallel to Highway 101. It connects County communitie-s to the cities along the Highway 101-
corridor. Old Redwood Highway in proje-ct vicinity"has two paved 12-feet travel lanes and Class II 0 

bicycle lanes. The posted speed limit on Old Redwood Highway near the project is 50 miles per hour. 
-Daily weekday and weekend two-way traffic counts were conducted along Old Redwood Highway_ 
adjacent to project access driveways on Thursday', March 29, 2018 and Saturday, March 31, 2018 
(Focused Traffic Study for Bergin University of Canine Studies Project, Transpedia Consulting 
Engineers 14 May 2018). 

Old Redwood Highway carries approximately 11,479 vehicles per weekday, with a peak of 1,071 
vehicles per hour (vph) during weekday am peak hour (7:15 am-8:15 am) and 1,065 vph during pm 
peak hour (5:00 pm-6:00 pm). However, it carries approximately 9,692 vehicles per peak weekend 
day (Saturday), with a peak of 834 vph during the weekend peak hour (2:30 pm-3:30 pm). 

TRIP GENERATION 
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Former restaurant use generated an average of 1,015 daily trips with 86 trips during the am peak 
hour and 79 trips during the PM peak hour. 

Phase 1 of the proposed project will generate the following trips: 
Teaching programs: 246 daily trips with 23 trips during am and pm peak hours. 
Summer program: 141 daily trips with 12 trips during am and pm peak hour. 

Phase 1 of the proposed project will generate the following trips: 
Teaching programs: 590 <;faily trips with 53 trips during am and pm peak hours. 
Summer program: 417 daily trips with 36 trips during am and pm peak hour. 

SIGHT DISTANCE 

Sight distance at Old Redwood Highway and project's driveway intersection was evaluated based on 
Caltrans sight distance {Ca/trans Highway Design Manual, December 30, 2015}. 
The Manual requires a minimum corner sight distance of 550 feet for a SO-mph design speed. The 
corner sight distance at the project driveway intersection is approximately 700 feet from the south 
and approximately 1,800 feet when looking to the north.The project does not propose any 
landscaping along the project frontage, or locating any structures closer than the existing restaurant 
building. As proposed, the project will meet Caltrans standards for sight line distance. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant fmpact 

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

Comment: 

- Sohoma County does not have a congestion management program buUOS standards are 
established by the Sonoma County General Pl-an Circulation and Transit Element. See Item 16{a)- -
above for a discussion of traffic resulting from the proposed project. 

Trip generation from the proposed project will have a less than significant impact on Old Redwood -
Highway and surrounding local roads. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

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

Comment: 

The project would have a less than significant effect on air traffic patterns. 



Significance Level: 

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

Comment: 

The project would not increase hazards, since it maintains the existing alignment of the roadway. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Comment: 

Development on the site must comply with all emergency access requirements of the Sonoma 
County Fire Safety Code (Sonoma County Code Chapter 13), including emergency vehicle access 
requirements. Project development plans are required to be reviewed by a Department of Fire and 
Emergency services Fire Inspector during the building permit process to ensure compliance with 
emergency access issues. Refer to discussion in item 16(d), above. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or prog.rams regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?· 

Comment: 

The. project would not create conflicts with County bicycle standards or plans for use alternative 
transportation, including bus turnouts. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

g) Result in inadequate parking capacity? 

Comment: 

Sonoma County Zoning Code Section 26-86-010 requirement for colleges, universities and 
institutions of higher learning, business and professional schools and colleges, and music and 
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dancing schools is 1 space per employee, 1 space per 3 students and 1 secure bicycle parking space 
per 5 spaces of required automobile parking. 

Phase 1 {18 employees and 50 students) will provide 35 parking spaces and secure parking for 7 
bicycles. Phase 2 (46 employees and 104 students) will remove temporary structures from the 

parking area, providing 82 parking spaces and secure parking for 17 bicycles at full project 
implementation. Parking is consistent with Section 26-86-010 requirements .. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: 

Would the project: 

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

Comment: 

Domestic wastewater disposal would be by on-site wastewater system (septic system), and 

therefore, would have no impact upon a wastewater treatment system, or require action by the­
Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

_5jgnificance Leve!: 

Less than Significant impact 

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

Comment: 

The project would not contribute to the need for construction of new water or wastewater 
treatment facilities, other than construction of new septic systems. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 

existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? 

Comment: 

Grading of the site for roads, septic systems and residential development may alter the natural 

topography and may alter the drainage pattern and increase storm water runoff. Development 

would only be permitted after Permit Sonoma reviews storm water drainage development plans 
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designed by a storm water engineer to ensure adequate management of storm-water drainage 
facilities on the site. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? 

Comment: 

The project is located in a Class 3 groundwater availability area. Application of the Soil Water 
Balance model (Groundwater Report APN 047-052-001, O'Conner Environmental - Michael 
Sherwood, Inc, 25 May 2018) to the project recharge area revealed that average water year 
groundwater recharge was approximately 7.3 inches year or 105.2 acre-feet per year for the project 
site recharge area. The total proposed water use is estimated to be 47.50 acre-feet per year, which 
represents 45% of the estimated mean annual recharge, indicating that the project is unlikely to 
result in declines in groundwater elevations or depletion of the groundwater resources over time. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

e) Res1,.1lt in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the 
.provider's existing commitments? 

Comment: 

A new septic system would be constructed for any residential development. There would be no 
sewage:treatment by an off-site provider. 

Significance Level: 

No Impact 

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

Comment: 

Sonoma County has a solid waste management program in place that provides solid waste. 
collection and disposal services for the entire County. The program can accommodate the 
permitted collection and disposal of the waste that would result from the proposed project. 

Significance Level: 



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

Comment: 

Sonoma County has access to adequate permitted landfill capacity to serve the proposed project. 

Significance Level: 

Less than Significant Impact 

18. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the envi,ronment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or 

- restrkt the-range of a rare or end_angered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the_ 
majo.r periods of California history or prehistory?-

less_ than Significant Impact 

b) 1Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively.considerable?_ 
'. ( 11CumUlatively-ccmsiderabl<~" .means thaUhe incremental effects· ofa project are considerable 
-when ·viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, 
and the effects of probable future projects)? 

Less than Significant Impact 

- c-) . Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or-indirectly? 

Less than Significant Impact 
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10.-.;,Flood Insurance Rate Maps, Federal Emergency Management Agency https://msc.fema.gov/portal 

11. Special Report 120, California Division of Mines and Geology; 1980. 
ftp://ftjj.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dmg/pubs/sr/SR 120/SR-120 Text.pdf 

12. General Plan Environmental Impact Report, Sonoma County Permit & Resource Management 
Department. http://www.sonoma-coUnty.org/prmd/gp2020/gp2020eir/index.htm 

13. Standard Specifications, State of California Department of Transportation, availab'le ohline: 
http://www.dot.ca .gov /hg/ esc/ oe/specs htm I 

14. American National Standard for Tree Care Operations -Tree, Shrub, and Other Woody Plant 
Maintenance - Standard Practices, Pruning (ANSI A300 (Part 1)-2008 Pruning), American National 
Standard Institute (ANSI) and National Arborist Association (NAA), 2008; 

15. Best Management Practices: Tree Pruning, International Society of Arboriculture (ISA), 2008. 

16. Manual of Standards for Erosion and Sediment Control Measures, Association of Bay Area 
Governments; May, 1995 

17. Soil Survey of Sonoma County, California, Sonoma County, U.S. Department of Agriculture; 1972. 
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https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/lnternet/FSE MANUSCRIPTS/california/sonomaCA1972/sonomaCA1972 

.:.ill!f 

18. Evaluation of Groundwater Resources, California Department of Water Resources Bulletin 118; 

2003. http://water.ca.gov/groundwater/bulletin118/publications.cfm. 

19. Sonoma County Congestion Management Program, Sonoma County Transportation Authority; 
December 18, 1995 

20. Sonoma County Aggregate Resources Management Plan and Program EIR, 1994 

21. Sonoma County Bikeways Plan, Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department, 
August 24, 2010 

22. Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department and Department of Transportation 
and Public Works Traffic Guidelines, 2014 

23. Sonoma County Permit and Resource Management Department, Visual Assessment Guidelines, (no 
date) 

24. Sonoma County Water Agency, Sonoma Valley Groundwater Manag-ement Plan, 2007 and annual 

reports. ht!Q://www.scwa.ca.gov/svgw-documents/ 

2S. Sonoma County Water Agency, Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Management Plan, 2014. 

h!!p://www.water.ca.goyfgroundwater/docs/GWMP/NC-
5 SRP SonomaCoWaterAgency GWMP 2014.pdf 

26.- Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Pacific Southwest Region, 1 
December 2005 and as revised. 

27. Biological Resources Assessment 10201 Old Redwood Highway Penngrove, Sonoma County, 
California (APN 047-052-001), Lucy Macmillan, May 2-018. 

28. California-Tiger Salamander Assessment for Bergin University of Canine Studies located at 10201 Old 
- Redwood Highway, in Penngrove, California, Dana Riggs Sol Ecology, Memo dated 18 December 

2018. 

29. Archaeological Resources Inventory Report for the Bergin University of Canine Studies New Campus 
Project 10201 Old Redwood Highway, Penngrove, Sonoma County, California, Garcia and Associates, 
April 2018 

30. An Updated Historic Resource Evaluation of the Green Mill Restaurant and Inn Complex located at 
· 10201 Old Redwood Highway, Penngrove, Sonoma County California, Stacey De Shazo 30 April 2018. 

31. Groundwater Report APN 047-052-001, O'Conner Environmental - Michael Sherwood, Inc, 25 May 

2018 

32. Bergin University of Canine Studies Environmental Noise Assessment, Illingworth & Rodkin, Inc, 14 



August 2018. 
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33. Focused Traffic Study for Bergin University of Canine Studies Project, Transpedia Consulting 
Engineers 14 May 2018 


