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1 INTRODUCTION 

This final environmental impact report (FEIR) has been prepared to respond to comments received on the Court-
Ordered Partially Revised Draft Environmental Impact Report (Revised DEIR) for the Sunrise Douglas 
Community Plan/Sun Ridge Specific Plan (SDCP/SRSP) Long-Term Water Supply Plan (State Clearinghouse 
Number 97022055). The FEIR has been prepared by the City of Rancho Cordova (City) in accordance with 
Sections 15089 and 15132 of the State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. The City is the 
lead agency under CEQA. 

On January 14, 2011, the City released the Revised DEIR for a 45-day public review and comment period. The 
comment period closed on February 28, 2011. The Revised DEIR provided a revised analysis of the portions of 
the SDCP/SRSP EIR (certified in July 2002, State Clearinghouse Number 97022055) concerning an analysis of 
long-term water needs of the SDCP/SRSP project and how identified sources are likely to meet those water needs; 
an analysis of potential project impacts on Cosumnes River flows and fish migration; and an analysis of project 
impacts on public trust resources within the project area. These areas of analysis of the SDCP/SRSP EIR were set 
aside by the February 2007 California Supreme Court ruling in Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth v. 
City of Rancho Cordova (40 Cal.4th 412) and the Peremptory Writ of Mandate.  The remainder of the 2002 
SDCP/SRSP EIR remains a certified EIR (per Sacramento County Resolution Number 2002-0901) and is 
unchanged by the Revised DEIR. Notably, the unchanged – and thus still “certified” – portions of the original EIR 
enjoy a presumption of legal validity, and are no longer subject to legal challenge. (See Public Resources Code, 
Sections 21167.2, 21167.3; see also Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of the University of California 
(1993) 6 Cal.4th 1112, 1130 [even where an initial EIR may have been flawed, the presumption of validity serves 
“the interests of finality” in administrative decision-making].) 

Where a lead agency, pursuant to a court order, is revising only limited portions of an EIR found to be inadequate 
by the court, only those portions of the original EIR that have been modified need to be circulated for public 
comment. (See Public Resources Code Section 21168.9, subdivision (b) [relief ordered by court in CEQA case 
“shall include only those specific mandates which are necessary to achieve compliance with” CEQA]; see also 
Planning and Conservation League v. Castaic Lake Water Agency [2009] 180 Cal.App.4th 210, 225-229 [attacks 
on an EIR prepared on remand from an adverse court decision must be limited to aspects of new EIR that are 
“materially different” from the original EIR].) Therefore, reviewers were required to limit their comments to the 
information and analysis contained in the Revised DEIR. In this FEIR, the City will only respond to comments 
received during the comment period that relate to the information and analysis contained in the Revised DEIR. 

A total of three written comments were received on the Revised DEIR. The City considered these comments and 
has provided responses in Chapters 2 and 3 of this document. 

1.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND 

In March 1999, Sacramento County released a draft environmental impact report (1999 SDCP/SRSP DEIR) 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (State Clearinghouse Number 97022055) for the 
Sunrise Douglas Community Plan and SunRidge Specific Plan (“SDCP/SRSP” or “the project”). The 
approximately 6,042-acre SDCP project site is located within the City of Rancho Cordova, 5 miles south of U.S. 
Highway 50, south of Douglas Road, east of Sunrise Boulevard and the Folsom South Canal, north of Jackson 
Road (State Highway 16), and west of Grant Line Road. The approximately 2,632-acre SRSP is fully contained 
within the SDCP.  The project consists of an overall conceptual framework and policy direction for urbanization 
of the approximately 6,042-acre SDCP with a multi-phased mixed-use development project with approximately 
22,503 residential units, approximately 479 acres of commercial, approximately 177 acres of parks, and 
approximately 148 acres of school uses, a future population of approximately 60,000 people, and an 
approximately 20-year buildout horizon. The project also includes the SRSP, which is located within the SDCP, 
for the near-term development of approximately 2,632 acres with approximately 10,020 residential units, 
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approximately 173 acres of commercial development, approximately 78 acres of parks, and approximately 44 
acres of schools. 

Based on the conclusions of the 1999 SDCP/SRSP DEIR and comments on that document by Department of 
Toxic Substances Control, the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, and California Department 
of Health Resources, the applicant proposed an alternative water supply plan that would use groundwater from a 
new well field, the North Vineyard Well Field (NVWF), in another part of Zone 40 sufficiently down gradient 
from known contaminant plumes to reduce or eliminate potential contamination of the well field. Sacramento 
County prepared a revised recirculated DEIR, which focused environmental analysis on this alternative water 
supply plan. The revised recirculated DEIR was published in May 2001. After responding to comments on the 
DEIR and revised recirculated DEIR in the November 2001 Final EIR (FEIR), the Sacramento County Board of 
Supervisors adopted CEQA findings of fact and a statement of overriding considerations, certified the SDCP/ 
SRSP EIR, and adopted the SDCP/SRSP in July 2002 (Resolution Numbers 2002-0901 and 2002-0902, 
respectively). In July 2003, the City of Rancho Cordova (City) incorporated an area of Sacramento County that 
included the SDCP/SRSP. Therefore, the City assumed jurisdiction over subsequent entitlements for SDCP/SRSP 
and became the CEQA lead agency for any further environmental review. 

After a period of litigation and judicial review of the SDCP/SRSP EIR, in February 2007 the California Supreme 
Court ruled in Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth v. City of Rancho Cordova (40 Cal.4th 412) that 
portions of the SDCP/SRSP EIR did not comply with CEQA. In May 2008, the Sacramento County Superior 
Court issued its Judgment After Appeal and Peremptory Writ of Mandate, commanding the City of Rancho 
Cordova to set aside the certification of those portions of the SDCP/SRSP that the California Supreme Court held 
to be procedurally and factually inadequate, namely the portions of the EIR concerning: (a) long-term water 
supplies for the SDCP/SRSP; (b) the potential impact of groundwater pumping from the North Vineyard Well 
Field on Cosumnes River flows and fish migration; and (c) the potential impacts on public trust resources within 
the project area. 

The Peremptory Writ of Mandate further commanded the City of Rancho Cordova to rescind the approvals of the 
SDCP/SRSP project; however, the Peremptory Writ provided that any tentative subdivision maps that had been 
approved in the SDCP/SRSP were excluded from the court’s order. In September 2008, the City of Rancho 
Cordova set aside certification of the portions of the SDCP/SRSP EIR concerning (a) long-term water supplies for 
the project and (b) the potential impact of groundwater pumping from the North Vineyard Well Field on 
Cosumnes River flows and fish migration; rescinded the SDCP/SRSP, excluding any tentative maps that had 
already been approved; and directed staff to prepare a revised EIR (Resolution Number 117-2008). 
The purpose of the Revised DEIR was to address the California Supreme Court ruling and the Peremptory Writ of 
Mandate and complete a revised environmental analysis of the issues listed above in compliance with the 
requirements of CEQA. 

The Revised DEIR also provided a reanalysis of the impacts and mitigation measures associated with the 
Excelsior Well Field (EWF) (also referred to as the North Vineyard Well Field [NVWF]) and Water Transmission 
Pipeline (WTP) Project (EWFWTPP) for wells 1–3 of the NVWF and the raw water transmission pipeline. The 
project (initially called the Sunridge Mather Water Supply Facilities Project) was proposed by Sacramento 
County Water Agency (SCWA) in 2003 and consisted of the construction of major capital facilities for water 
production and conveyance initially to the SDCP/SRSP, but to eventually be utilized for service for the overall 
SCWA Zone 40. The Sacramento County Department of Environmental Review and Assessment (DERA) 
prepared an initial study and mitigated negative declaration (IS/MND) (SCH #2003082095) for SCWA, the 
CEQA lead agency for the EWFWTPP, in 2003. The MND and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
(MMRP) for the EWFWTPP were adopted on December 10, 2003, and the project was approved by SWCA under 
Resolution No. WA-2517. 

The EWFWTPP IS/MND relied in part upon the analysis of the NVWF in the SDCP/SRSP EIR, which was 
prepared by the County and certified in 2001, but which was invalidated by the decision of the California 
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Supreme Court in Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, Inc. v. City of Rancho Cordova (2007) 40 
Cal.4th 412. After the certification of the SDCP/SRSP EIR in 2001, but before the Supreme Court’s decision in 
2007, DERA prepared, and SCWA approved, the IS/MND for the EWFWTPP, as noted above. The IS/MND for 
the EWFWTPP was the subject of a petition for writ of mandate filed by the same litigants in Sacramento County 
Superior Court (Vineyard Area Citizens for Responsible Growth, et al., v. Sacramento County Water Agency, et 
al. [Case No. 04CS00031]). The litigation challenging the MND was abated by stipulation of the parties while a 
final resolution in the SDCP/SRSP EIR litigation was pending. Because the SDCP/SRSP EIR was invalidated, the 
abated litigation over the EWFWTPP MND was revived, even though by that time the facilities analyzed in the 
latter document had been constructed and were fully operational. Because of this background as well as the fact 
that the two projects are closely related, an analysis of the EWFWTPP facilities was included in the Revised 
DEIR.  If and when the Rancho Cordova City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova certifies this FEIR and 
takes actions to reapprove the SDCP and SRSP, the Board of Directors of SCWA, acting as a responsible agency 
under CEQA, may use the analysis in the Revised DEIR in a proceeding to reapprove the EWFWTPP. 

1.2 REQUIREMENTS FOR DOCUMENT CERTIFICATION AND FUTURE 
STEPS IN PROJECT APPROVAL 

This FEIR is being distributed to agencies, organizations, and individuals who commented on the Revised DEIR. 
This distribution ensures that interested parties have an opportunity to express their views regarding the 
environmental impacts of the project, and to ensure that information pertinent to permits and approvals is 
provided to decision makers for the lead agency and CEQA responsible agencies. Copies of the document may be 
reviewed by the public during normal business hours at Rancho Cordova City Hall, 2729 Prospect Park Drive, 
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670, as well as on the City’s Web site: http://www.cityofranchocordova.org/.  

The FEIR (including the Revised DEIR) is intended to be used by the Rancho Cordova City Council when 
considering approval of the proposed project. The FEIR may also be used by CEQA responsible agencies such as 
SCWA, and trustee agencies such as the California Department of Fish and Game and California State Lands 
Commission, to meet the requirements of CEQA before deciding whether to issue discretionary permits and 
approvals for portions of the project over which they have authority. It may also be used by other state, regional, 
and local agencies that may have an interest in resources that could be affected by the project or would issue 
permits and/or other regulatory approvals. 

Following completion of the FEIR, the Rancho Cordova City Council will hold a public meeting to consider 
certification of the Revised EIR and to decide whether or not to approve the proposed project, at which time the 
public and interested agencies and organizations may comment on the project. A notice of determination (NOD) 
will then be filed. If the city council approves the proposed project, it will adopt written findings of fact for each 
significant environmental impact identified in the EIR and a statement of overriding considerations. The 
previously adopted mitigation monitoring and reporting program for SDCP/SRSP remains valid; this Revised EIR 
does not add any new mitigation measures or modify previously approved mitigation measures. 

Assuming that the City of Rancho Cordova certifies the Revised EIR, SCWA may utilize this CEQA document to 
reapprove the EWFWTPP. 

1.3 ORGANIZATION AND FORMAT OF THE FINAL EIR 

This FEIR is organized as follows: 

► Chapter 1, “Introduction,” describes the purpose and content of the FEIR. 
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► Chapter 2, “Comments on the DEIR and Responses to Environmental Issues,” contains a list of the agencies 
that submitted comments on the Revised DEIR, copies of the comment letters, and individual responses to the 
comments. 

► Chapter 3, “Corrections and Revisions to the DEIR,” presents corrections, clarifications, and other revisions 
to the Revised DEIR text, based on issues raised by the comments on the DEIR. Changes in the text are 
indicated by strikeouts (strikeout) where text is removed and by underlining (underline) where text is added.  

► Chapter 4, “List of Revised Final EIR Preparers,” lists the individuals who assisted in the preparation of this 
FEIR. 

The Revised DEIR consisted of one volume, including technical appendices. This document is Volume II of the 
Revised EIR. Together, the two volumes constitute the FEIR. 
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2 COMMENTS AND INDIVIDUAL RESPONSES 

2.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter contains the comment letters received on the SDCP/SRSP Revised DEIR and individual responses to 
those comments. Commenters, their associated agencies, and assigned letter identifications are listed in Table 2-1 
and Section 2.2 describes the format of the responses to comments. Section 2.3 presents the comment letters and 
the responses to the comments. Each comment contained in the comment letter is summarized in italics at the 
beginning of each response in Section 2.3. 

2.2 LISTS OF COMMENTERS 

Table 2-1 provides a list of the agencies who submitted comments on the Revised DEIR. Comment letters are 
organized by date received. Each letter and each comment within a letter have been given an identification number. 
Responses in Section 2.3 are numbered so that they correspond to the appropriate comment. 

Table 2-1 
Comments Received on the Revised DEIR 

Commenter Agency Date Letter ID 

Paul Philley, Associate Air Quality 
Planner/Analyst 

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District 

February 28, 2011 SMAQMD 

Darrell Eck Sacramento County Water Agency March 1, 2011 SCWA 

Scott Morgan, Director California Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research,  State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

March 1, 2011 Clearinghouse
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2.3 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE REVISED DEIR 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-3 Comments and Individual Responses 

 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-4 City of Rancho Cordova 

 
Letter 

SMAQMD 
Response 

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD) 
Paul Philley, Associate Air Quality Planner/Analyst 
February 28, 2011 

 
SMAQMD-1 The comment states that SMAQMD appreciates that the document discusses the impacts 

of climate change upon the project as well as the project’s impact upon climate change. 

The comment does not specify additional information needed or particular insufficiencies 
in the Revised DEIR. The comment is noted. 

SMAQMD-2 The comment states that SMAQMD finds that the water supply-based greenhouse gas 
threshold of significance is appropriate for the project and that the project’s impact upon 
climate change is less than significant. 

The comment does not specify additional information needed or particular insufficiencies in the Revised DEIR. 
The comment is noted. 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-5 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-6 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-7 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-8 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-9 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-10 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-11 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-12 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-13 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-14 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-15 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-16 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-17 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-18 City of Rancho Cordova 



 

SDCP/SRSP Final EIR  AECOM  
City of Rancho Cordova 2-19 Comments and Individual Responses 



 

AECOM  SDCP/SRSP Final EIR 
Comments and Individual Responses 2-20 City of Rancho Cordova 

 

Letter 
SCWA 

Response 

Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA) 
Darrell Eck 
March 1, 2011 

 
SCWA-1 SCWA provided a set of suggested edits and clarifications to the text of the Revised 

DEIR, primarily regarding water supply information in Chapter 3, “Water Supply,” but 
also to text contained in Chapter 2, “Project Description”  

Please see FEIR Chapter 3, “Corrections and Revisions to the DEIR” for all Revised 
DEIR text edits that have been made in response to SCWA’s comments.  
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Letter 
Clearinghouse 

Response 

California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 
Scott Morgan, Director 
March 1, 2011 

 
Clearinghouse-1 The comment states that the State Clearinghouse submitted the Revised DEIR to selected 

state agencies for review, that the review period closed on February 28, 2011, and that 
no state agencies submitted comments by that date. The comment also acknowledges 
compliance with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for draft environmental 
documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. 

The comment does not specify additional information needed or particular insufficiencies 
in the Revised DEIR. The comment is noted. 
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3 CORRECTIONS AND REVISIONS TO THE REVISED DEIR 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

This chapter includes revisions to the text in the Revised DEIR following its publication and public review. The 
changes are presented in the order in which they appear in the Revised DEIR and are identified by Revised DEIR 
page number. Revisions are shown as excerpts from the Revised DEIR text, with strikeout (strikeout) text for 
deletions and underline (underline) text for additions. These text revisions have been made in response to 
comment SCWA-1. 

3.2 CORRECTIONS AND REVISIONS TO THE DEIR 

CHAPTER 2, “PROJECT DESCRIPTION” 

On page 2-7, the following text is hereby added to the end of third bullet point: 

Because the entirety of the Arboretum project is in the Grant Line North Planning Area, water supply 
available for that planning area could be used for the Arboretum project. 

On page 2-8, the first full sentence is hereby revised as follows: 

No formal development proposals have been submitted to the City for these areas except for the 
Arboretum Specific Plan.  

On page 2-10, the last two sentences are hereby revised as follows: 

The estimates for the Grant Line North and Grant Line West planning areas, which have no specific 
development proposals as of May 2010 except for the Arboretum Specific Plan, are based on the 
conceptual land uses shown in the Land Use Element of the Rancho Cordova General Plan (2006a) 
(Figures LU-16 and LU-20). The Arboretum project is the only application submitted to the City for 
development in the Grant Line North Planning Area and it is unlikely that any other portion of the 
Planning Area will be developed before 2030. Total estimated water demand for buildout of the 
SDCP/SRSP is approximately 15,844 acre-feet per year (afy). 

On page 2-11, footnote 6 of Table 2-4 is hereby revised as follows: 

Includes only acreage within Sunrise Douglas Community Plan boundaries and is based on development 
potential set forth in the City General Plan. The Arboretum project is the only application submitted to the 
City for development in the Grant Line North Planning Area and it is unlikely that any other portion of 
the Planning Area will be developed before 2030; thus, this demand and associated supplies could be used 
for any project within the Grant Line North Planning area. 

On page 2-14, “North Vineyard Well Field Allocation to SDCP/SRSP” is hereby revised as follows: 

 North Vineyard Well Field Allocation to SCDP/SRSP 

SCWA has allocated 5,717 afy from the NVWF to SRSP projects as listed in Table 2-5. This total 
allocation represents approximately 57% of the NVWF approved average annual production capacity of 
10,000 afy. Wells 1 through 3 are capable of producing up to 3,600 afy; the total volume pumped from 
these constructed NVWF wells and delivered to the North Service Area in 2009 was 2,404 afy. 
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Table 2-5 
North Vineyard Well Field Allocations 

SunRidge Specific Plan Projects North Vineyard Well Field Allocation Date 

Anatolia I, Anatolia II, and Anatolia III January 7, 2003 

SunRidge Park and Mather East  June 17, 2003 

Anatolia I and II commercial and high density residential development  June 8, 2004 

North Douglas I and II June 8, 2004 

Anatolia IV, Grantline 208, and SunRidge Park Phase II July 26, 2005 

Douglas 98, Cresleigh SunRidge/Lot J, Douglas 103, and Arista Del Sol September 6, 2005 

Montelena October 18, 2005 

Source: SCWA 2010 

 

Allocation of the remaining Capacity at in the NVWF, when it becomes available, would will be provided 
to projects within the Zone 40 service area on a first-come, first-served basis; therefore, it is not assured 
that other SDCP/SRSP projects would be guaranteed access to the NVWF. In the long term, the NVWF 
would will be integrated with the planned conjunctive use Zone 40 water facilities for the region, making 
both surface and groundwater supplies available. 

CHAPTER 3, “WATER SUPPLY” 

On page 3-13, “Existing Central Valley Project Water Supply Entitlements for SCWA Zone 40, SMUD 
Assignment” is hereby revised as follows: 

SMUD Assignment 

Under the terms of a three-party agreement (SCWA, Sacramento Municipal Utility District [SMUD], and 
the City of Sacramento), the City of Sacramento provides surface water to SMUD for use at two of 
SMUD’s cogeneration facilities. SMUD provides15,000 afy of its CVP contract water to SCWA for 
municipal and industrial use. This water is currently diverted at the City of Sacramento’s intake facilities 
at the confluence of the American and Sacramento Rivers and treated at the Sacramento River Water 
Treatment Plant. Based on SMUD’s WFA purveyor-specific agreements, a second 15,000 afy of surface 
water is provided to SCWA for municipal and industrial uses. , and to enable SCWA to construct 
groundwater facilities to provide water needed to meet SMUD’s demand of up to 10,000 afy at its Rancho 
Seco cogeneration facility during water shortages in dry years. The amount of water required by SMUD is 
based on hydrologic year type and the amount of cut back SMUD may experience on their remaining 
CVP contract. Delivery of this water occurs through the Folsom South Canal (SCWA 2006:3-7). 

SMUD’s dry year demands are determined based on the frequency of dry years when additional water 
supplies are required to meet demands. Modeling studies conducted for the FRWP indicated that the 
frequency of SMUD demand is low, occurring in only 20% of years, with the need for the full 10,000 afy 
occurring in only 3% of years. It is expected that SMUD’s dry year demands can be met through the 
unused portions of the SMUD CVP assignment (through 2030). (SCWA 2006:3-7, 3-8). 

On page 3-14, “Central Valley Project Water (Public Law 101-514 [“Fazio Water”])” is hereby revised as 
follows: 
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Central Valley Project Water (Public Law 101-514 [“Fazio Water”]) 

In April 1999, SCWA executed a CVP water-service contract pursuant to Public Law 101-514 (referred to 
as “Fazio water”) that provides a permanent water supply of 22,000 afy, with 15,000 afy allocated to 
SCWA and 7,000 afy allocated to the City of Folsom. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and 
the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) issued biological opinions (BOs) on the contract in 
accordance with the federal ESA. Reclamation issued a record of decision on the water service contracts 
on April 7, 1999. The BO issued by NMFS limited the water diversion amount to 7,200 afy until new fish 
screens were installed at the City of Sacramento’s Sacramento River water treatment plant. Construction 
of a fish screen was completed in 2004 for the City of Sacramento’s municipal intake facility along the 
Sacramento River, and now the full contract amount of 15,000 afy is available and authorized through the 
contract. This screen protects outmigrating spring-, fall-, and winter-run Chinook salmon; Central Valley 
steelhead; Delta smelt; Sacramento splittail; and resident game and nongame fish from entrainment. 
SCWA began taking delivery of the Fazio water in 1999 at the City of Sacramento’s Franklin connection 
through a long-term wheeling agreement with the City of Sacramento. This contract remains in effect 
until it expires in 2024. 

On page 3- 14, “Other Transfer Supplies” is hereby revised as follows: 

Other Transfer Supplies 

SCWA is pursuing purchase and transfer agreements with other entities north of its service area in the 
Sacramento River basin. SCWA’s estimated long-term average use of these water supplies would be 
approximately 5,200 afy. This water would be purchased only in dry and critically dry years, for one-year 
periods. None of these water transfer agreements have been executed at this time, as none are needed for 
the foreseeable future; they are therefore still in the preliminary negotiation stage. One-year water 
transfers are exempt from CEQA (Water Code Section 1729; CEQA Guidelines Section 15282(u)), and 
thus can be implemented quickly by willing parties. 

On page 3-14, “Recycled-Water Component” is hereby revised as follows: 

RECYCLED-WATER COMPONENT 

“Recycled water” refers to wastewater treated to a tertiary level—filtration and disinfection (Title 22, 
unrestricted use)—and is used for nonpotable uses such as landscape irrigation at parks, schools, and 
rights-of-way. Approximately 4,400 afy of recycled water is available currently provided to SCWA by the 
Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD). This water is used within the Zone 40 service 
area to offset demand by parks and for other nonpotable uses. (See “City of Rancho Cordova’s Recycled-
Water Supplies,” below for further discussion.) 

On page 3-15, “Groundwater Supplies in SCWA Zone 40” is hereby revised as follows: 

Groundwater Supplies in SCWA Zone 40 

SCWA currently exercises, and will continue to exercise, its rights as a groundwater appropriator and will 
extract water from the Central Basin for the beneficial use of its customers. As a signatory to the WFA, 
SCWA is committed to adhering to the long-term average sustainable yield of the Central Basin (i.e., 
273,000 afy) recommended in the WFA. Total groundwater pumping (i.e., urban and agricultural 
pumping) within the Central Basin is approximately 248,500 afy, of which approximately 59,700 afy is 
pumped within Zone 40 (agricultural demand, 21,900 afy; urban demand, 37,800 afy) (SCWA 2005a). 
The remaining groundwater is pumped by the City of Sacramento, Elk Grove Water Service, Cal-Am, 
Golden State Water Company (GSWC), Fruitridge Vista Water Company, Florin County Water District, 
and private and agricultural pumpers. Projected groundwater pumping volumes from the Central Basin in 
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2030 would range from 235,000 afy to 253,000 afy for urban and agricultural demands (SCWA 2005a). 
Of that amount, it is projected that SCWA Zone 40 would pump an average of 40,900 afy to meet urban 
water demand within Zone 40 through 2030 (Table 3-6). 

On page 3-16, “GET-Remediated Water Groundwater” is hereby revised as follows: 

GET-Remediated Water Groundwater 

Aerojet General Corporation (Aerojet) currently extracts and treats contaminated groundwater at various 
GET facilities at or near its property in eastern Sacramento County. The GET facilities are operated under 
one or more directives from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Central Valley 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and the California Department of Toxic Substances 
Control (DTSC). The directives require extraction of contaminated groundwater, treatment of the 
groundwater, and appropriate discharge of treated groundwater, principally to the American River. The 
GET facilities currently extract, treat, and discharge to the American River approximately 15,000 afy of 
GET-Remediated Water, and these facilities are being expanded under government oversight over the 
next several years to extract, treat, and discharge more than 26,000 afy. Additionally, there are two other 
GET facilities (also under environmental agency oversight) that presently discharge to Morrison Creek, 
but can, through construction of new pipelines, discharge to the American River. One of the GET 
facilities discharging to Morrison Creek is operated by McDonnell Douglas Corporation (MDC)/Boeing, 
which, along with Aerojet, is obligated to remediate groundwater migrating from portions of property 
formerly owned by MDC/Boeing and currently owned by Aerojet. Upon completion of all planned GET 
facilities, and if the water currently discharging to Morrison Creek is redirected to the American River 
through pipelines, more than 35,000 afy of treated groundwater would be discharged to the American 
River. 

GET-Remediated Water is currently discharged to the American River and is available for diversion at 
the FRWP on the Sacramento River under agreement between Aerojet and SCWA authorizing that 
diversion (GET Remediated Water and the Agreement between Sacramento County, the Sacramento 
County Water Agency, and Aerojet General Corporation). The agreement, which was entered on May 12, 
2010, grants to SCWA 8,900 afy of the GET-Remediated Water discharged to the American River to 
meet water demands of the Rio del Oro Specific Plan. 

On page 3-17, the first paragraph under “Improved Sustainability of Groundwater” is hereby revised as follows: 

Improved Sustainability of Groundwater 

An opportunity may exist to investigate the sensitivity of the Central Basin’s negotiated sustainable yield 
and determine whether any additional pumping capacity may exist without causing the basin to become 
overdrafted. The sustainable yield for the Central Basin was negotiated by a variety of stakeholders 
through the Water Forum process. The City of Rancho Cordova would need to coordinate with the Water 
Forum successor effort—the Central Sacramento County Groundwater Forum Sacramento Central 
Groundwater Authority —and other groundwater appropriators to scientifically and comprehensively 
evaluate whether the Central Basin could support a higher yield (more than 273,000 afy) while still 
maintaining the objectives of the WFA. 

On page 3-17, “Reasonable Likelihood of Zone 40 Water Supplies” is hereby revised as follows: 

REASONABLE LIKELIHOOD OF ZONE 40 WATER SUPPLIES 

In wet and normal water years, SCWA would divert surface water from the American River at the Folsom 
South Canal FRWP diversion facilities consistent with the entitlement contracts described above. The 
underlying groundwater basin would be replenished in wet years as a result of this reliance on surface 
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water. In dry water years, SCWA’s surface water could be reduced based on recommended dry-year 
cutback volumes from the American River outlined in the CVP contracts. WFA—those volumes that 
purveyors have agreed to not divert from the American River during dry years. During dry years, SCWA 
would increase groundwater pumping so that it could continue to meet customers’ water demand, and it 
would implement a water-shortage contingency plan that would result in a 28% reduction in water 
demand (SCWA 2005b:2-11). In addition, the City will implement conservation measures, which are 
currently being developed by SCWA as part of its Zone 41 UWMP update, to reduce water consumption 
by 20% by 2020 per SBx7-7. 

On page 3-19, “Circumstances Affecting the Likelihood of Long-Term Water Supplies” is hereby revised as 
follows: 

CIRCUMSTANCES AFFECTING THE LIKELIHOOD OF LONG-TERM WATER SUPPLIES 

Because Zone 40 water is provided allocated on a first-come, first-served basis, the water available to the 
SDCP/SRSP under the Zone 40 WSMP and the Zone 41 UWMP could be affected by rapid development 
in other portions of Zone 40 or by expansion of the City of Elk Grove’s urban services area resulting in 
less water supplies available to SCWA to meet demands. Neither scenario has occurred or is anticipated 
to occur in the immediate future. As development occurs, SCWA will track service demands in relation to 
available supplies. Specific projects that are planned for in the future would be served with water supplies 
as the necessary conveyance and treatment facilities to deliver water to the newly developing areas are 
developed. 

On page 3-25, “City of Rancho Cordova’s Recycled-Water Supplies” is hereby revised as follows: 

CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA’S RECYCLED-WATER SUPPLIES 

SRCSD is responsible for the collection, treatment, disposal, and reuse (of recycled water) of up to 5 mgd 
of wastewater throughout most of the urbanized areas of Sacramento County, including the majority of 
the SCWA SWCA retail service areas. SRCSD implemented a water recycling program on the 
Sacramento Regional Water Treatment Plant (SRWTP) site, which began service to communities in 
southern Sacramento County in 2003. 

Through an agreement between SCWA and SRCSD, SCWA has successfully implemented a water 
recycling program (SRCSD 2007). Approximately 4,400 afy of recycled water is available currently 
provided to SCWA by SRCSD and used within the Zone 40 service area. This program provides recycled 
water for SRCSD’s on-site uses and for large commercial irrigation customers within Zone 40 (e.g., 
commercial uses, industrial uses, right-of-way landscaping, schools, and parks). Because of its high 
reliability and its independence of hydrologic conditions in any given year, recycled water is a desirable 
source of water for a community’s outdoor irrigation demands—parks, schools, street medians, 
landscaping of residential front and back yards, and public open space. It is also desirable for industrial 
uses such as cooling water. In addition, recycled water is commonly used for environmental purposes 
such as wetlands and habitat restoration. SRCSD is working in partnership with SCWA to serve areas in 
Zone 40. , including Rancho Cordova. The expanded water-recycling facility and new water-recycling 
service areas will be called Phase II of the SRCSD Water Recycling Program and new facilities will be 
located in Elk Grove. Phase II construction will be timed with the need for the higher capacity and is 
currently expected to be in service in five to ten years. 

On page 3-25, “Expanded Use of Recycled Water” is hereby revised as follows: 
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Expanded Use of Recycled Water 

The water recycling program on the SRWTP site was designed and constructed to be readily expandable 
from 5 mgd to 10 mgd in accordance with SRCSD’s Master Reclamation Permit (WDR #97-146). To 
plan for water recycling projects beyond 2010, a planned plant expansion of the water recycling facility 
from 5 mgd to 10 mgd could serve new areas of planned and expected growth and public open space 
areas. This expansion would increase recycled water usage in Zone 40 to 3,700 afy. The increased use of 
recycled water within Zone 40 would increase the total volume of supplies available to SCWA to meet its 
projected demands within Zone 40. 

On page 3-32, “3-1a. SDCP/SRSP Water Demand” is hereby revised as follows: 

3-1a. SDCP/SRSP Water Demand 

To estimate total future water demand for buildout of the SDCP/SRSP, SCWA’s Zone 40 water-demand 
factors were applied to the acreage for each land use designation that generates water use within the 
SDCP/SRSP. Table 3-7 provides a summary of the water demand for each proposed or approved project 
within the SDCP/SRSP boundaries, as well as for the General Plan land use designations for Grant Line 
North and Grant Line West planning areas. 

The estimates of water demand for projects under construction (Anatolia I-III and SunRidge Park) are 
based on final approved maps and building permits. The estimates of water demand for approved projects 
that are not under construction (Anatolia IV, Arista del Sol, Cresleigh SunRidge, Douglas 103, Douglas 
98, Grantline 208, Mather East, Montelena, and North Douglas) are based on tentative maps, rezone, or 
development agreements. The estimates of water demand for the proposed projects (North Douglas II, 
Heritage Falls, The Ranch at SunRidge, Sun Creek Specific Plan, and the portion of the Arboretum 
Specific Plan within the SDCP) are based on acreages and unit counts as proposed by the applicants or in 
the associated environmental documents prepared by the City. The estimates for the Grant Line North and 
Grant Line West planning areas, which have no specific development proposals as of May 2010 except 
for the Arboretum Specific Plan, are based on the conceptual land uses shown in the Land Use Element of 
the Rancho Cordova General Plan (Figures LU-16 on pg 65 and LU-20 on pg 71, City of Rancho 
Cordova 2006a). The Arboretum project is the only application submitted to the City for development in 
the Grant Line North Planning Area and it is unlikely that any other portion of the Planning Area will be 
developed before 2030. As shown on Table 3-8, the total estimated water demand for buildout of the 
SDCP/SRSP is approximately 15,844 afy: 9,162 afy for the SDCP and 6,682 afy for the SRSP. The water 
demand for the SDCP/SRSP shown in Table 3-8 reflects water conservation targets identified in the 
WFA; however, the water demand does not reflect the 20% reduction in water use that is mandated under 
SBx7-7. SCWA is currently preparing its 2010 Zone 41 UWMP, which will include new requirements for 
water conservation as set forth in SBx7-7, and it is expected that the City will implement the conservation 
measures identified in the 2010 Zone 41 UWMP after the plan adoption by SCWA in late 2011. 

On page 3-33, footnote 6 of Table 3-8 is hereby revised as follows: 

Includes only acreage within Sunrise Douglas Community Plan boundaries. The Arboretum project is the 
only application submitted to the City for development in the Grant Line North Planning Area and it is 
unlikely that any other portion of the Planning Area will be developed before 2030; thus, this demand and 
associated supplies could be used for any project within the Grant Line North Planning Area. 

On page 3-34, “3-1b. SDCP/SRSP Water Supply Plan” is hereby revised as follows: 
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3-1b. SDCP/SRSP Water Supply Plan 

Surface water would be diverted from the Sacramento River via the FRWP facilities and conveyed to the 
Vineyard Surface WTP for treatment. Treated water would then be conveyed to the SDCP/SRSP through 
the NSAP (see Impact 3.17-3, below). 

Groundwater would be provided to the SRCP/SRSP by the NVWF (see Impact 3.17-3, below). The 
SDCP/SRSP water supply plan would solely rely on NVWF groundwater to serve near-term 
development. SCWA has constructed the first phase of the NVWF, consisting of three wells and three 
filters. These first three NVWF wells (Wells 1 through 3) are operational and are capable of producing 
approximately 3,600 afy. The total volume pumped from the NVWF and delivered to the SRSP in 2009 
was 1,077 afy. 

SCWA plans to construct four additional wells (Wells 4 through 7) as new water supplies are required in 
the SDCP/SRSP. The NVWF could provide for the extraction of up to 10,000 afy of groundwater at 
buildout. SCWA has allocated a total of 7,300 afy from the NVWF to projects within the SDCP/SRSP, 
including 5,717 afy to the SRSP (see Table 2-5 in Chapter 2, “Project Description”), 1,493 afy to the 
Ranch at SunRidge, and 63 afy to the North Douglas II development project. Allocation of c Capacity at 
the NVWF, when it becomes available, would continue to be provided to projects within the SDCP/SRSP 
would be provided to projects in Zone 40’s NSA on a first-come, first-served basis; therefore, it is not 
assured that other SDCP/SRSP projects would be guaranteed access to the NVWF. In the long term, the 
NVWF would be integrated with the planned conjunctive use Zone 40 water supplies and facilities for the 
region, making both surface and groundwater supplies available. 

The provision of long-term water supply to the SDCP/SRSP relies on the construction of additional wells 
in the NVWF and construction and operation of surface water conveyance facilities identified in the Zone 
40 WSMP EIR (i.e., the Vineyard Surface WTP and the NSAPP) (see Impact 3-3 below). No additional 
SDCP/SRSP development could be authorized if 1) the current 3,600 afy capacity of the NVWF is 
allocated to other development and additional groundwater wells and SCWA’s surface water conveyance 
facilities have not been constructed nor are online; or 2) all of the SCWA-allocated 7,300 afy capacity of 
the NVWF is met and no additional surface water supplies are available because SCWA’s surface water 
conveyance facilities have not been constructed nor are online. The Vineyard Surface WTP, the proposed 
NSAPP, and the proposed NVWF Wells 4 through 6 were identified and analyzed programmatically in 
the Zone 40 WSMP EIR and at the project level in IS/MNDs prepared for these facilities. Potentially 
significant environmental impacts identified in these project-level CEQA documents for these facilities 
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of the mitigation measures 
incorporated as part of those projects (see Impact 3-3, below). Therefore, there are no known significant 
regulatory and environmental obstacles for construction and operation these facilities. In the long term, 
SCWA anticipates the majority of water demands in the NSA (including the SDCP/SRSP) would be met 
with surface water. However, the year-to-year mix of surface and groundwater varies depending on a 
large number of variables and surface water and groundwater supplies would be adjusted as necessary to 
meet the demands of the NSA as part of its conjunctive use program (SCWA 2006:4-31). 

On pages 3-35 to 3-36, “3-1d. Alternatives to Long-Term Water Supply” is hereby revised as follows: 

3-1d. Alternatives to Long-Term Water Supply 

As described above, SCWA has existing secured surface-water supplies (SMUD and Fazio supplies), 
appropriative water rights, and POU water), groundwater, and recycled water, as well as the right to GET-
Remediated Water supplies pursuant to the Count-SCWA-Aerojet agreement, and is pursuing 
entitlements for future one-year surface water transfers. for dry and critically dry years. Because currently 
available water supplies for the SDCP/SRSP are reasonably likely, the identification and analysis of 
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alternate sources of water and the impacts associated with those sources are not required under Vineyard. 
However, although it is not legally required, a discussion of alternative sources is included below. 

The following alternative water supply options have been developed and are evaluated herein: 

► Alternative 1 – Golden State Water Company 
► Alternative 2 – City of Folsom 
► Alternative 3 – Natomas Central Mutual Water Company 

Alternative 1 – Golden State Water Company 

Long-term water demands for the SDCP/SRSP could potentially be met by the GSWC (formerly known 
as Southern California Water Company). The GSWC generally serves the northeastern portion of Rancho 
Cordova. Its service area is generally bounded by Sunrise Boulevard and Hazel Avenue to the east, 
Mather Air Force Base to the south, Mather Field Road to the west, and the American River to the north. 

The total available surface water supply available to GSWC is 15,000 20,000 afy (assuming GSWC does 
not receive Aerojet replacement water) and is diverted from the Folsom South Canal. The GSWC diverts 
surface water from the American River under a pre-1914 water right and from the Sacramento River 
under an existing surface water entitlement from the Reclamation, which is allocated as follows (City of 
Rancho Cordova 2006c:37):  

► 5,000 10,000 afy from the American River through a pre-1914 water right. 

► 10,000 afy from the American River through a CVP water-service contract pursuant to Public Law 
101-514 (referred to as “Fazio water”) with Reclamation. 

On page 3-42, the second paragraph is hereby revised as follows: 

Although there is a high degree of certainty that SCWA would be able to supply the project in the long 
term, the water supply for full project buildout cannot be physically delivered until the Vineyard Surface 
WTP, the proposed NSAPP, and the proposed NVWF Wells 4 through 6 and potentially the Anatolia 
surface water transmission pipeline are constructed and online. The Vineyard Surface WTP, the proposed 
NSAPP, and the proposed NVWF Wells 4 through 6 were identified and analyzed programmatically in 
the Zone 40 WSMP EIR and at the project level in IS/MNDs prepared for these facilities, and were not 
legally challenged. Potentially significant environmental impacts identified in these project-level CEQA 
documents for these facilities would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of the 
mitigation measures incorporated as part of those projects. Therefore, there are no known significant 
regulatory and environmental obstacles for the timely future construction and operation of these facilities. 

On page 3-48, the second paragraph is hereby revised as follows: 

A planned Water Recycling Facility plant expansion could serve new areas of planned and expected 
growth and public open space areas, including Zone 40 and the City of Rancho Cordova. The expanded 
water recycling facility and new water recycling service areas will be called Phase II of the SRCSD Water 
Recycling Program. Phase II construction will be timed with the need for the higher capacity and is 
currently expected to be in service within five to ten years. Off-site facilities (i.e., infrastructure, storage 
tanks, and booster pumps) would be constructed by SRCSD.  through Phase II of the SRCSD Water 
Recycling Program. 

On page 7-5, the text of the first bullet point is hereby revised as follows: 
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► The Grant Line North Planning Area is located to the south of the SDCP/SRSP. This area is 
planned to be developed into five or six neighborhoods to support a population of 16,601 people, and 
would contain at least one village center that would provide employment opportunities. This area 
includes all of the proposed Arboretum project. The Grant Line North Planning Area would include 
recreational trails and facilities, public transit services, and open space. It consists of 1,846 acres, and 
would be developed to provide 6,916 dwelling units and 3,634 jobs. 
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