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This memorandum transmits and summarizes the emeatal review documents for the
proposed DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Faciltgnversion Project (the “Project”) prepared
pursuant to the California Environmental Qualityt R&CEQA”) (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000
et seq.). This memorandum also describes the gtegis CDCR and the Receiver have
cooperatively taken to comply with CEQA and inclsageresolution of approval for the Project,
CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overridirap§iderations, and Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Project. Thismorandum recommends that you adopt
the proposed resolutions: (i) certifying the Fikalvironmental Impact Report (“EIR”) prepared
for the Project; and (ii) approving the Project.

Proj ect Description

The Project site is located on CDCR property eb#teoCity of Stockton, in San Joaquin County.

The Project is located at the existing Northernf@adia Youth Correctional Center, and involves

the conversion and reuse of the existing DeWittshlelfacility to an adult male medical and

mental health facility that will house up to 1,188nates. The Project is designed to alleviate
overcrowding in California’s prison system, reducmate recidivism, and reactivate presently
unused facilities.

The Project includes 425 mental health care bedggled to comply with federal district court
orders in theColeman v. Schwarzenegger case. The Project includes medical care compenent
that are designed to be consistent with the cqaptaved Turnaround Plan of Action developed
by the federal Receiver in tiitata v. Schwarzenegger case.

CEQA Review Process

CDCR is the “lead agency” for the Project pursuentCEQA, and CDCR coordinated and

cooperated with the Office of the Federal Receingplanning the Project to include necessary
medical and mental health care facilities. CDQ&dfia Revised Notice of Preparation of the EIR
for the Project on August 16, 2010, and held twblipuscoping meetings in Stockton. CDCR

released the Draft EIR for the Project on Octohe2(d.0, and provided a 45-day public review
period, holding two public hearings in StocktonD@R received 11 written and oral comments
on the Draft EIR. On December 16, 2010, CDCR s#dahe Final EIR for the Project, which

includes responses to comments on the Draft EIRe Hinal EIR incorporates the Draft EIR by

reference and is referred to hereafter as simply EIR.”



State of California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation

1133339.1

The EIR identifies significant adverse impacts touaber of environmental resources, including
air quality, biological resources, cultural resasc paleontological resources, hazardous
materials, water quality, noise, and transportatEsources. The EIR concludes that mitigation
measures are available to reduce each of thesectsnfiaa less-than-significant level, and the
EIR proposes to adopt such measures. The EIR idégtifies significant and unavoidable
impacts to several environmental resources, inolydand use and agricultural resources,
transportation, and visual resources. The EIR ggep to adopt all feasible mitigation measures
to reduce these significant impacts, yet they rams@nificant after adoption of those measures.
In order to approve the Project, therefore, CDCRstmadopt a Statement of Overriding
Considerations determining that overriding econgreccial, and other considerations outweigh
the significant and unavoidable effects of the &rbj

In the EIR, CDCR considered a reasonable rang&evhatives to the Project that would avoid or
substantially lessen the significant adverse enwirental impacts of the Project, including a “no
project” alternative, a “DeWitt Nelson alternatite meet American Correctional Associations
(ACA) space standards/combine perimeter securitgdg and a “DeWitt Nelson Alternative 2:
meet ACA standards/replace existing structuresie EIR compares the environmental impacts
of the Project and each of the alternatives, arglains the process CDCR underwent when
selecting the alternatives to include in the ETRe proposed Findings of Fact conclude that each
of the alternatives evaluated in the EIR is infelgsias that term is defined by the CEQA Statute,
CEQA Guidelines, and case law.

As required by CEQA, CDCR has prepared Finding&adt for the Project that explain how

CDCR has responded to the significant effects ifiedtin the EIR. The Findings of Fact

include a Statement of Overriding Considerationictv concludes that the specific overriding
economic, legal, social, technological, or othendj#s of the Project outweigh the potential
significant and unavoidable adverse effects of Rngiect on the environment. In accordance
with CEQA, CDCR must also adopt a mitigation moriitg and reporting program (MMRP) to

ensure the mitigation measures adopted for the€traje implemented.

Documents Transmitted with This M emorandum

1) Proposed Resolution Certifying Final EIR (atedinereto as Exhibit 1).

2) Proposed Resolution Approving the NCRF Projeattathed hereto as Exhibit 2).
Attached to this resolution are the Findings of tFand Statement of Overriding
Considerations; the Mitigation Monitoring and Repay Program (MMRP) (Attachment
A to the Findings), the Project Description frone tBraft EIR (Attachment B to the
Findings), and the Resolution Certifying the FiB#R (Attachment C to the Findings).

3) Proposed Notice of Determination (NOD) for Br@ject (attached hereto as Exhibit 3).

Recommendations:

We recommend that the Secretary and the Receketthia following actions:

1. The Secretary of CDCR should approve the Rdsal@ertifying the Final EIR (attached
hereto as Exhibit 1). The Receiver should conouthis Resolution as to certification
resolutions 1-3.
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2. The Secretary should adopt the Statement of sideciand Resolution of Approval
(attached hereto as Exhibit 2). The Receiver shcohcur in that Resolution and, in
addition, should concur in the approval of the agien of the proposed facilities for
which the Receiver has oversight authority and khdind that the facilities are
consistent with and in furtherance of the Reces/&drnaround Plan of Action.

3. The Secretary should direct staff to file a Enflotice of Determination (NOD)
(attached hereto as Exhibit 3) within five workidgys of approving the project at the
State Office of Planning and Research. Both tlarebary and the Receiver should sign
the NOD.

4. The Secretary and, if appropriate the Recesleould direct staff to send a copy of the
NOD to any person who has filed a written requestbtices within five working days
of approving the project.

5. The Secretary should direct staff to send a adphie MMRP and information generated
as a result of the implementation of the MMRP te thcal transportation planning
agency and the California Department of Transpiorigpursuant to CEQA Guidelines
section 15097, subdivision (g).

CHRIS MEYER
Senior Chief
Facility Planning, Construction, and Management

DEBORAH HYSEN
Chief Deputy Secretary
Facility Planning, Construction, and Management






EXHIBIT 1






RESOLUTION OF THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE DEWITT NELSON YOUTH CORRECTIONAL
FACILITY CONVERSION
(SCH # 2008022133)

ADOPTED ON DECEMBER 74 , 2010

WHEREAS, the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) is the lead
agency, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code § 21000
et seq.) and State CEQA Guidelines (14 California Government Code § 15000 ef seq.), for the proposed
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion Project (the “Project™), to be located in San
Joaquin County, California; ;

WHEREAS, the Project is located at the existing Northern California Youth Correctional Center,
and involves the conversion and reuse of the existing DeWitt Nelson facility to an adult male medical and
mental health facility;

WHEREAS, on Febrnary 14, 2006, Judge Henderson appointed a federal Receiver in the case of
Plata v. Schwarzenegger and conferred upon him executive management of the California medical health
care delivery system, specifically directing him to control, oversee, supervise, and direct all operational
functions of the medical system. Receiver J. Clark Kelso was appointed by the district court in January
2008 to replace the former Receiver and has successfully worked cooperatively with CDCR to process
and approve projects consistent with the court orders.

WHEREAS, CDCR has coordinated and cooperated with the Office of the Federal Receiver,
Receiver Mr. J. Clark Kelso and California Prison Health Care Services, in planning the Project to include
necessary medical and mental health care facilities;

WHEREAS, the Receiver has coordinated and cooperated with CDCR in the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the DeWitt Nelson project pursuant to the CEQA. The EIR also
evaluates the proposed Northern California Reentry Facility project under CEQA, which is a separate,
independent project from the DeWitt Nelson project.

WHEREAS, the federal district court, in the Coleman v. Schwarzenegger litigation ordered
CDCR to construct new health care facilities at several prison sites, including the DeWitt Nelson site. On
September 24, 2009, the court ordered CDCR to prepare and submit “timetables for completion of each
step” that must be taken in order for all Coleman projects to be “fully staffed and activated by the 2013
target date.” On November 6, 2009, CDCR filed with the court a detailed long-range plan and activation
schedule, which included DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion project (the “DeWitt
Nelson project”). On January 4, 2010, the Coleman court ordered CDCR, to construct and activate the
DeWitt Nelson project by 2013. The approved activation schedule, which was filed with the court on
March 30, 2010, designates the DeWitt Nelson site as the location for proposed DeWitt Nelson Youth
Cortrectional Facility Conversion project, indicates that 1,133 beds will be constructed, and describes the
specific steps that must be taken to plan for, construct, and activate the DeWitt Nelson project.

WHEREAS, the Project will house a maximum of 1,133 adult inmates and is designed to

alleviate overcrowding in California’s prison system, reduce inmate recidivism, and reactivate presently
unused state facilities;
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WHEREAS, on August 16, 2010, CDCR filed a Revised Notice of Preparation of the
Environmental Impact Report for the Project, and held two public scoping meetings in Stockton on
August 24, 2010;

WHEREAS, CDCR released a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Project on
October 6, 2010, and provided a 45-day public review period. On November 3, 2010, CDCR held two
public hearings in Stockton;

WHEREAS, CDCR received 11 written and oral comments on the DEIR from organizations,
individuals, and public agencies;

WHEREAS, on December 16, 2010, CDCR released the Final EIR for the Project (SCH#
2008022133). The Final EIR includes responses to comments on the DEIR, and corrections and revisions
to the DEIR, plus an attached technical appendix. The Final EIR incorporates the DEIR by reference; and
identifies no new significant information or new significant impacts;

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, including the DEIR, identifies the significant adverse environmental
impacts of the Project, identifies feasible mitigation measures to reduce most impacts to a less than
significant level, and identifies some impacts that cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level and
therefore remain significant and unavoidable; and

WHEREAS, the Secretary has reviewed and considered the information contained in the Final
EIR; including the Draft EIR and all supporting documents, including supporting documents contained in
the file for the Project. All references to the DEIR and Final EIR hereafter shall include all documents
contained in the above. .

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED and CERTIFIED by the Secretary that:

1. The Final EIR for the DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion Project
complies, and was completed in compliance with, the requirements of CEQA (Cal. Pub. Resources Code
section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code of Regs. Section 15000 et seq.).

2. The Final EIR was presented to the Secretary of CDCR, and was independently reviewed
and considered by the Secretary prior to taking any action to approve or disapprove the Project.

3. The Final EIR reflects the Secretary of CDCR’s independent judgment and analysis
based on his review of the entirety of the administrative record which provides substantial evidence to
support the adoption of this resolution.

4, CDCR Senior Environmental Planner Roxanne Henriquez, whose office is located at
9838 Old Placerville Road, Suite B, Sacramento, California, 95827, is hereby designated as the custodian
of the documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which CDCR’s
decision is based.

113310400
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ADOPTED this _zijday of December, 2010.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION

Wiaed. & Code

Matthew Cate, Secretary

- ATTEST:

By: ,@/ @4/ 94/,@/)/

Chris Meyer, $/emor
Facility Planning, Construction, and Management

BE IT RESOLVED that the Receiver, based on his independent review of the Final EIR and his
independent judgment and analysis, concurs in certification resolutions 1-3 above.

ADOPTED this _Q_ﬁ day of December, 2010.
PRISON HEALTH CARE RECEIVERSHIP CORPORATION

By

J / CIARK KELSOpReceiver

Q)

[REEIEEN]
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RESOLUTION OF THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION ADOPTING THE CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF
OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS, ADOPTING THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND

REPORTING PROGRAM, AND APPROVING THE
DEWITT NELSON YOUTH CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CONVERSION PROJECT

"WHEREAS, the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) is the lead
agency, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources Code § 21000
et seq.) and State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14 § 15000 e seq.), for the proposed DeWitt
Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion Project (the “Project”), to be located in San Joaguin
County, California;

WHEREAS, the Project is located at the existing Northern California Y outh Correctional Center,
and involves the conversion and reuse of the existing DeWitt Nelson facility to an adult male medical and
mental health facility;

WHEREAS, on February 14, 2006, Judge Henderson appointed a federal Receiver in the case of
Plata v. Schwarzenegger and conferred upon him executive management of the California medical health
care delivery system, specifically directing him to control, oversee, supervise, and direct all operational
functions of the medical system. Receiver J. Clark Kelso was appointed by the district court in January
2008 to replace the former Receiver and has successfully worked cooperatively with CDCR to process
and approve projects consistent with the court orders.

WHEREAS, CDCR has coordinated and cooperated with the Office of the Federal Receiver,
Receiver Mr, J. Clark Kelso and California Prison Health Care Services, in planning the Project to include
necessary medical and mental health care facilities;

WHEREAS, the Receiver has coordinated and cooperated with CDCR  in the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the DeWitt Nelson project pursuant to the CEQA. The EIR also
evaluates the proposed Northern California Reentry Facility project under CEQA, which is a separate,
independent project from the DeWitt Nelson project.

WHEREAS, the federal district court, in the Coleman v. Schwarzenegger litigation ordered
CDCR to construct new health care facilities at several prison sites, including the DeWitt Nelson site. On
September 24, 2009, the court ordered CDCR to prepare and submit “timetables for completion of each
step” that must be taken in order for all Coleman projects to be “fully staffed and activated by the 2013
target date.” On November 6, 2009, CDCR filed with the court a detailed long-range plan and activation
schedule, which included DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion project (the “DeWitt
Nelson project™). On January 4, 2010, the Coleman court ordered CDCR, to construct and activate the
DeWitt Nelson project by 2013. The approved activation schedule, which was filed with the court on
March 30, 2010, designates the DeWitt Nelson site as the location for proposed DeWitt Nelson Y outh
Correctional Facility Conversion project, indicates that 1,133 beds will be constructed, and describes the
specific steps that must be taken to plan for, construct, and activate the DeWitt Nelson project.

WHEREAS, the Project will house a maximum of 1,133 adult inmates and is designed to
alleviate overcrowding in California’s prison system and reactivate presently unused state facilities;
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WHEREAS, on August 16, 2010, CDCR filed a Revised Notice of Preparation of the
Environmental Impact Report for the Project and CDCR held two public scoping meetings in Stockton
on August 24, 2010;

WHEREAS, CDCR released a Drafi Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Project on
October 6, 2010, and provided a 45-day public review period. On November 3, 2010, CDCR held two
public hearings in Stockion;

WHEREAS, CDCR received 11 written and oral comments on the DEIR from organizations,
individuals, and public agencies;

WHEREAS, on December 16, 2010, CDCR released the Final EIR for the Project (SCH #
2008022133). The Final EIR includes the responses to cormments on the DEIR, and corrections and
revisions to the DEIR, plus an attached technical appendix. The Final EIR incorporates the DEIR by
reference; and identifies no new significant information or new significant impacits;

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, including the DEIR, identifies the significant environmental impacts
of the Project, identifies feasible mitigation measures to reduce most impacts to a less than significant
level, and identifies some impacts that cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level;

WHEREAS, the Secretary of CDCR has, by means of a Resclution dated December .Z’_i , 2010,
certified that the Final EIR was prepared in full compliance with the terms of CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines, was considered and reviewed by CDCR prior to its decision whether to approve or disapprove
the Project, and reflects CDCR’s independent judgment and analysis;

WHEREAS, the Secretary of CDCR has determined that the Project will result in the following
benefits: (1) reactivating and reusing existing state facilities; (ii) reducing prison overcrowding; (iii)
providing necessary inmate health care and medical care; ( 1v) creating and restoring jobs in the Stockton
area; and (v) contributing to infrastructure upgrades;

WHEREAS, CDCR has made written Findings for each significant effect of the Project, and
CDCR has determined that the benefits of the Project outweigh any significant and unavoidable impacts
on the environment, as stated in CDCR’s Statement of Overriding Considerations;

WHEREAS, CDCR has prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP),
which includes all feasible mitigation measures designed to avoid or reduce, to less than significant
levels, the Project’s significant adverse impacts on the environment, as well as a plan for reporting
obligations and procedures;

WHEREAS, CDCR wishes to approve the Findings document, which includes the Statement of
Overriding Considerations and the MMRP; and

WHEREAS, in light of CDCR’s findings regarding the Project’s benefits and adverse impacts on
the environment, CDCR wishes to approve the Project;

NOW, THEREFORE, the Secretary of CDCR resolves as follows:

1. Findings. Statement of Overriding Considerations. MMRP. CDCR hereby approves and
adopts the CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and the Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference.

JEREIDRR]
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2. Approval of Project. CDCR hereby approves the DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional
Facility Conversion Project. The Project will only proceed if and when State funding becomes available
for that Project. Mitigation measures associated with each Project component that are identified in the
MMRP shall oniy be implemented at the time construction of the Project begins.

3. Notice of Determination. CDCR shail, jointly with the Office of the Federal Receiver,
file a Notice of Determination with the State Office of Planning and Research within five working days
after this approval.

ADOPTED this 29 day of December, 2010.

- Wl ZCoke.

Matthew Cate, Secretary
‘ATTEST:

By: MM . dm

Chris Meyer, Setfor Chief(/
Facility Planning, Construction, and Management
BE IT RESOLVED that the Receiver:
1. Concurs in the Project approval resolution adopted by the Secretary of CDCR, including
the CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and the Mitigation Monitoring

and Reporting Programi;

2. Concurs in the approval of the operation of the proposed facilities for which the Receiver
has oversight authority; and

3. Finds the facilities are consistent with and in furtherance of the Receiver’s court-
approved Turnaround Plan of Action.

ADOPTED this 27 day of December, 2010.

PRISON HEALTH CARE RECEIVERSHIP

o M —

J J. CLARK KELSO. Receiver

133150
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FINDINGS OF FACT
AND
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
FOR THE
DEWITT NELSON YOUTH CORRECTIONAL FACILITY CONVERSIO
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Prepared by:

California Department of Corrections and Rehaltibta
Facility Planning, Construction, and Management

Facilities Management Division

Environmental Services Branch

9838 Old Placerville Road, Suite B
Sacramento, California 95827
Contact:
Roxanne Henriquez
Environmental Planning Section
916/255-3010

December 2010
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SECTION 1
STATEMENT OF FINDINGS

1.1 INTRODUCTION

a. Need for the Project

CDCR is mandated to construct the DeWitt Nelsontid@orrectional Facility Conversion Project
(Project) in order to comply with a federal courti@r, subject to CEQA. CEQA requires CDCR to
consider the significant adverse consequencesgiribposed action prior to its approval along \thidn
adoption of findings and mitigation measures, deddonsideration of alternatives to the Projece Th
U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of @ainia, in a case known &oleman v. Schwarzenegger
(Colemarlitigation), determined that CDCR was not providexpquate mental health care to inmates,
and subsequently ordered CDCR to construct newirheate facilities at several prison sites, inahggi
the DeWitt Nelson site. On January 4, 2010,Gloé2mancourt ordered CDCR to construct and activate
the DeWitt Nelson project by 2013. The approvedvatibn schedule for the Project, which was filed
with the court on March 30, 2010, designates th&/@ieéNelson site as the location for the Project,
indicates that 1,133 beds will be constructed,dextribes the specific steps that CDCR must take to
plan for, construct, and activate the Project.

The California Department of Corrections and Relitatibn (CDCR) has confronted a problem of
serious overcrowding in its adult facilities fonamber of years. On October 4, 2006, faced wjihison
population of 160,000 or approximately twice theige capacity of existing prisons, Governor
Schwarzenegger declared a state of emergencydaribon system. Governor Schwarzenegger found
that there were “conditions of extreme peril” thaeatened “the health and safety of the men andemo
who work inside [severely overcrowded prisons] #relinmates housed in them.”

In 2007, responding to the Governor’s declaratiba state of emergency, the Legislature enacted and
Governor Schwarzenegger signed into law AB 900Pthialic Safety and Offender Rehabilitation
Services Act of 2007, which the Legislature inteshtieserve as the vehicle for CDCR to build the
needed facilities to: (i) reduce overcrowding) gifovide adequate medical, mental health, andatlent
facilities for inmates, as well as facilities to eh¢he needs of disabled inmates; and (iii) agsisates in
their last year of incarceration to make a sucoésstnsition to life outside the prison system.

The Project is an important step by CDCR towardgeatng the Legislature’s goals in AB 900. The
Project involves the repurposing of the existing\lie Nelson Youth Correctional Facility, located
within the Northern California Youth Correctionaé@er (NCYCC). The DeWitt Nelson facility was
closed in July 2008 due to the reduction of the Imenof juvenile offenders sentenced to state faesli
For a complete project description please ref&ection 2, below, and to Chapter 3 of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Projeuijch is attached hereto as Attachment B.

b. Project Goals/Objectives

CDCR'’s primary and fundamental objective of thej€bis to help provide, in an expeditious manner,
constitutionally adequate mental health care fdif@aia prison inmates consistent with tGeleman
court orders. Other objectives of the DeWitt Nelpooject are to:

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations 1
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion
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> Implement the goals set forth in AB90O to increamsde adult inmate prison capacity and
associated support and program space to reduceroweling and improve living conditions for
inmates.

> Locate the medical and mental health facility ime@graphic area which effectively serves the
state prison populations.

> Locate the medical and mental health care fagiifgroximity to a metropolitan area where there
is access to a large employment base to servatiigyf, including areas with potential training
facilities.

> Utilize existing facilities, infrastructure, andalable state-owned land to provide needed

facilities at the lowest cost to taxpayers.

> Size the facility to achieve the most efficient adimal patient care while ensuring a secure
facility.
> Design the facility in a manner that is conduciweptimal care, including patient access to

diagnostic and treatment center, patient suppegsarand outdoor areas.

> Provide efficiencies of care and treatment by liocgthe facility in the vicinity of the approved
California Health Care Facility (CHCF).

> Provide a high level of security to protect theegabf the patients, correctional and medical staff
and the surrounding community.

C. Cooperation with the Federal Receiver

CDCR has the principal responsibility to desigmstouct and operate the proposed project. CDCR is
responsible for the selection of the subject ptajée, for securing the funding for the project, their
design and construction, and for operation of thramleted facilities. As described above, CDCR wiill
act as the lead agency under the California Enmartal Quality Act for the Project by considering
whether to: (i) separately certify the Final EIR fbe proposed project, and (ii) separately apptbee
proposed Project.

The Office of the Federal Receiver (Receiver), euntly Mr. J. Clark Kelso, also has an importané riol

the Project approval process. The Receiver isiafgbby and responsible to the U.S. District Court
which has conferred upon him executive managenfeheadCalifornia prison medical health care
delivery system and directed him to control, overseipervise, and direct all operational functiofhe
medical system. The Receiver has coordinated aoplecated with CDCR in the preparation of this EIR;
both CDCR and the Receiver anticipate that sucpeaion and coordination for the provision of
necessary medical and mental health care facilitibgontinue in the future. If CDCR certifiesdhrinal
EIR and approves the Project, the Receiver wilkaer taking the following steps for the Project:

> Adopting a resolution that: (i) concurs that thedFiEIR for the Project complies with CEQA,; (ii)
certifies that the Receiver has reviewed the EIRHe Project; (iii) finds that the analysis of the
potential effects on the environment resulting fritve operation of the proposed medical and
mental health facilities complies with CEQA.

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations 2
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> Adopting a resolution in which the Receiver wil). §pprove the operation of the proposed
facilities for which he has oversight authorityddi) find that the facilities are consistent with
and in furtherance of the Receiver's court-approecharound Plan of Action.

Finally, if the EIR is certified and the projectpmpved, CDCR and the Receiver will file a joint icetof
determination (NOD) for the project.

d. CEQA Requirements for Findings

The California Environmental Quality Act, Public $&irces Code 8§88 210@0seqand the regulations
implementing that statute, Cal. Code Regs. tit.88415000et seq(the “CEQA Guidelines”)
(collectively, the act and the CEQA Guidelines ferred to as “CEQA”) require public agencies to
consider the potential effects of their discretigrectivities on the environment and, when feasite
adopt and implement mitigation measures that avoglbstantially lessen the effects of those d&vi
on the environment. Specifically, Public Resour€ese section 21002 provides that “public agencies
should not approve projects as proposed if therdemsible alternatives or feasible mitigation niees
available which would substantially lessen the i§iggnt environmental effects of such projects[The
same statute states that the procedures requir€EQA “are intended to assist public agencies in
systematically identifying both the significantets of proposed projects and the feasible altessaor
feasible mitigation measures which will avoid obstantially lessen such significant effects.” &att
21002 goes on to state that “in the event [thaE8r economic, social, or other conditions make
infeasible such project alternatives or such mitigameasures, individual projects may be appromed
spite of one or more significant effects thereof.”

The mandate and principles announced in Public iRees Code Section 21002 are implemented, in part,
through the requirement that agencies must adoginigs before approving projects for which EIRs are
required. (See Pub. Resources Code, § 21081, @b&EQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a).) Fahea
significant environmental effect identified in alREfor a proposed project, the approving agencytmus
issue a written finding reaching one or more oé¢hpermissible conclusions. The three possibéerigs

are:

D Changes or alterations have been required iimcorporated into, the project which
mitigate or avoid the significant effects on theiesnment.

2) Those changes or alterations are within theawesibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and have been, or can and shouladogted by the other agency.

3) Specific economic, legal, social, technologicdiher considerations, including
considerations for the provision of employment ajyndties for highly trained workers,
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alt@éreaidentified in the environmental
impact report.

(Public Resources Code Section 21081, subd (ajplsee€CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091,
subd. (a).)

Public Resources Code section 21061.1 definesilfiedso mean “capable of being accomplished in a
successful manner within a reasonable period @, ttaking into account economic, environmental,
social and technological factors.” CEQA Guidelisestion 15364 adds another factor: “legal’

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations 3
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considerations. (See al€itizens of Golden Valley v. Board of Supervig@sleta Il) (1990) 52 Cal.3d
553, 565.)

The concept of “feasibility” also encompasses thestjon of whether a particular alternative or
mitigation measure promotes the underlying goatsabjectives of a project.City of Del Mar v. City of
San Diegq(1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 410, 41City of Del Ma).) “[F]easibility” under CEQA
encompasses ‘desirability’ to the extent that ddslity is based on a reasonable balancing ofehevant
economic, environmental, social, and technolodmetiors.” (bid.; see als&Gequoyah Hills Homeowners
Assn. v. City of Oaklan@l993) 23 Cal.App2704, 715 $equoyah Hills see alscalifornia Native

Plant Society v. City of Santa Cr(2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 957, 1001 [after weighifecbnomic,
environmental, social, and technological factors'an agency may conclude that a mitigation measure
or alternative is impracticable or undesirable framolicy standpoint and reject it as infeasibldhat
ground™].)

With respect to a project for which significant iagts are not avoided or substantially lessenedbb
agency, after adopting proper findings, may neweds approve the project if the agency first aglapt
statement of overriding considerations settinghftine specific reasons why the agency found tleat th
project’s “benefits” rendered “acceptable” its “wpalable adverse environmental effects.” (CEQA
Guidelines, 88 15093, 15043, subd. (b); see al®o Resources Code, § 21081, subd. (b).) The
California Supreme Court has stated, “[the wisdifrapproving...any development project, a delicate
task which requires a balancing of interests, tessarily left to the sound discretion of the laaféicials
and their constituents who are responsible for sigdisions. The law as we interpret and applymply
requires that those decisions be informed, anetber balanced.”Goleta I, 52 Cal.3d at p. 576)

Because the EIR identified significant effects timaly occur as a result of the project, and in atanace

with the provisions of the CEQA Guidelines presdrabove, CDCR hereby adopts these Findings as part
of the approval of the Paso Robles Property Md&¢arse Plan (Project). These Findings constitute
CDCR'’s best efforts to set forth the evidentiard @olicy bases for its decision to approve the ¢t

a manner consistent with the requirements of CEQRese Findings, in other words, are not merely
informational, but rather constitute a bindingskebbligations that come into effect with CDCR’s

approval of the Project.

e. Organization of Findings

These Findings are organized into a number of@exti Section 1.1 provides the background and gbnte
of the Project and describes the need for thesdirigja; Section 1.2 includes a description of thajdet

and a discussion about why CDCR developed a prsjatific EIR for the Project rather than a program
EIR; Section 1.3 describes the CEQA environmemakmw process for the Project; Section 1.4 dessribe
the record of documents for the Project; Secti@ndéscribes the significant environmental impatthe
Project; Section 1.6 contains CDCR’s general Figsliabout the Project; Section 1.7 contains CDCR’s
Findings regarding alternatives to the Projectti®acd.8 contains CDCR'’s Findings regarding the
significant and unavoidable effects of the Proj&eiction 1.9 describes the Mitigation Monitoringlan
Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Project; and S8t contains a Statement of Overriding
Considerations.
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1.2 DESCRIPTION OF THE APPROVED PROJECT

For a complete project description please ref&@ttapter 3 of the Draft EIR, which is attached heeet
Attachment B.

a. Project Location

The Project site is located less than two miles efaState Route 99 (SR 99) in unincorporated egntr
San Joaquin County, California, immediately souhefthe Stockton city limits. It is approximatedy
miles northeast of the cities of Lathrop and Maatéxd miles northwest of Modesto, 17 miles northeas
of Tracy, and 15 miles south of Lodi. Formerly aifocorrectional facility, the DeWitt Nelson fatyliis
located on the NCYCC property. The project sitesists of 70 acres directly south of the CHCF gité a
is currently accessed from Newcastle Road, whitgrsects with Arch Road to the north. Littlejohns
Creek is located approximately 700 feet south efgioject site and is located immediately adjateain
existing retention basin that currently receivesirgage from the NCYCC and other surrounding
properties; Forward Landfill is located immediatebuth of Littlejohns Creek.

b. Project Description

For a complete project description please ref&tapter 3 of the Draft EIR, which is attached heeet
Attachment B. Please also refer to Section 1.[ovhavhich describes the features of Alternativibat
are proposed to be incorporated as part of the€&trojrhese changes are also described in Sedcti@énl.
of the Final EIR.

The proposed Project includes the conversion amskref the existing DeWitt Nelson facility to a sem
autonomous adult male medical and mental healitityad he adjoining California Health Care Fagjlit
(CHCEF) project is expected to provide primary adstmtion and support for the proposed Project. The
proposed Project would include housing, programpxieglthcare facilities, inmate visiting and some
support facilities. The Project would contain thnesv housing units and the potential renovatiofoof
existing dormitory housing units for the proposechate population. The new housing units and four
existing dormitories would house up to a maximum df33 inmates. Perimeter security for the DeWitt
Nelson facility would include a lethal electrifiéehce. A total of eight, 35-foot guard towers wohil
placed around the entire secured perimeter ofatiéity, one tower every 750 feet, including a towe
located at the proposed sally port. An outdoondjniange would be constructed on approximatelyr&sac
of undeveloped agricultural property south of theADtt Nelson facility, north of Littlejohns Creekhe
range would typically only be used by law enforcatyeersonnel; it would never be open to the public.
To promote greater efficiencies in the Project,Rngect may be designed so that only one sedigritye
will surrounding both the Project facilities ane thdjacent CHCF. In addition, to meet the starsdafd
the American Correctional Association, the renogatermitory housing units may be slightly expanded.
Neither design choice will result in any differemvironmental impacts from those analyzed in theftDr
and Final EIRs for the Project.

C. Operational Characteristics and Staffing

The Project would employ approximately 453 emplsy@ecluding correctional officers, medical and
mental healthcare professionals, and other sugpafftworking around the clock in three 8-hour &hif
The project would operate 24 hours per day, 7 gaysveek.
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d. Project EIR, Not Program EIR

CDCR has determined that the most effective typelBffor the Project is a “project EIR.” A project
EIR is the “most common type of EIR” and “examiries environmental impacts of a specific
development project.” (State CEQA Guidelines Seclib161). Consistent with Section 15161, the EIR
for the Project focuses on changes in the enviromthet would result from the proposed Projectyval
as the combination of the Project with the North@atlifornia Reentry Facility (NCRF) project, which

a separate project that is proposed in the sanwtyiand at the same time as the DeWitt Nelsoneeto
The Draft EIR examines all phases of the Projettitiding planning, construction, and operation.”

Another type of EIR available to lead agencies ul@EQA is a “program EIR.” As stated in Section
15168(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, a prograRirihybe prepared for “a series of actions that can
be characterized as one large project,” such attimt are related either geographically, as & cfa
contemplated actions, in connection with rulesulatipns or plans, or as “individual activities icad

out under the same authorizing statutory or regufaduthority and having generally similar
environmental effects.” The decision whether tqpare a program EIR is within the lead agency’s
discretion, unless “an individual project is a resagy precedent for action on a larger projeatoonmits
the lead agency to a larger project, with signiftoenvironmental effect.” (State CEQA Guidelines
Section 15165)

CDCR has determined that a program EIR, which weultluate the potential impacts on the
environment from the development of thousands of Ipeds throughout the state in one CEQA
document, is neither necessary nor advisable. Tamnjng and construction of projects under AB 900,
including Colemancourt-ordered projects, are each in different stafer some projects the CEQA
and/or construction process is complete, but gthgects are not yet proposed and site selectiemba
begun.

Moreover, in order for CDCR to utilize funds undds 900, it must first submit a site-specific prdjec
scope and budget estimate to the State Departrh&itiance. The Joint Legislative Budget Committee
(JLBC) then reviews and comments upon each propdiedugh this iterative process the JLBC has
already requested that at least one CDCR propesé¢terred. The scope and budget proposal for a
particular project must also be accepted by thie$ablic Works Board (SPWB) and each project is
evaluated before preliminary plans may be prepdrke. process is conducted by the JLBC and SPWB,
one project at a time, and each project is evaluaeits own merits. No project serves as a fouodat

for other projects and no project approval com@iit8C or SPWB to any future projects.

Furthermore, environmental impacts are unique th aoject site; some projects may have impacts tha
are similar, whereas others may have impacts iffat dubstantially. CDCR’s independent projects
would occur in different air basins, watersheds| lmcal government planning areas. Since eaclissite
unique, the projects will not have similar enviramtal effects that could be mitigated in similarysia
The facilities constructed under AB 900 will be @pgndently managed and will serve a variety of
purposes. The proposed Project analyzed in the®®EIR, if approved, would function on its own
regardless of whether other projects being consitlare built. There is no known overlap of impacts
between the proposed Project analyzed in the EtRo#irer projects contemplated under AB 900,
including otheiColemanprojects. Because each project contemplated unBed08 will serve an
independent function and will be unrelated to tthees in time, location, and potential environménta
impacts, CDCR is not required to address all suofepts in a program EIR.
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1.3 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

CDCR has, pursuant to the requirements of CEQ4gresl an EIR to analyze the potential effects ef th
Project on the environment. As required by CEQAQFbhas conducted a thorough public outreach
effort during the environmental review process stoeensure that governmental decision makers and
members of the public are informed about the p@kfur significant adverse effects on the envirammn
from proposed activities. Moreover, CDCR has sotglitemonstrate to residents in the vicinity of the
Project that CDCR has, in fact, analyzed and cemnsttithe ecological implications of its actions.

CDCR began its public outreach effort at the outé¢hhe CEQA process. CDCR decided to prepare an
EIR for the Project, and a Notice of Preparatio®@® was distributed to the California State
Clearinghouse at the Governor’s Office of Planrang Research and circulated to other potentially
interested public agencies and members of the pubAugust 16, 2010. The release of the NOP
initiated a 30-day public comment period. The N@#&fied the public that the Draft EIR would be
prepared for the Project, and briefly describedalleenents of the Project and the scope of the
environmental analysis that would be presentetierCiraft EIR. The NOP also requested that public
agencies and members of the public provide theiments on the scope and content of the Draft EIR
that would be prepared. In addition, CDCR held public scoping meetings on August 24, 2010. CDCR
considered the comments received on the NOP iningfthe scope of analysis for the EIR.

CDCR released the Draft EIR for the Project on Getdl1, 2010 with a 45-day review period pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines §15105. CDCR held two publicrivegs to receive comments from agencies and
members of the public on November 3, 2010. The=keygeriod closed on November 29, 2010. CDCR
received comments from state agencies, local govental agencies, and members of the public. Those
comments, and CDCR'’s responses to those commeatspatained in the Final EIR.

CDCR also held meetings with public agencies toudis the Project and its potential effects on the
environment, specifically:

> November 12, 2010 meeting with representativesattiréns regarding traffic issues.

> November 29, 2010 meeting with representatives fitterCalifornia Department of Fish and
Game and the United States Fish and Wildlife Sertocdiscuss biological resource issues.

> December 9, 2010 meeting with representatives trmsan Joaquin County to discuss
biological resource issues.

CDCR has, in fact, met with each public agency eminer of the public that has requested a meeting to
discuss the Project.

1.4 DESCRIPTION OF THE RECORD

For purposes of CEQA and these Findings, the reloefare the Secretary is composed of all non-
privileged documents relating to the Project in GCfiles on this matter, including, without limitan:

a. The Notice of Preparation prepared for the Project;
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b. The Draft EIR for the Northern California Reentrgdiity and DeWitt Nelson Youth
Correctional Facility Conversion Projects, togetivéh all appendices to the Draft EIR;

C. All comments or documents submitted by public agenor by members of the public
during or after the comment period on the Draft BIRIp to the Secretary’s approval of
the Project;

d. The Final EIR for the Northern California Reentigchity and DeWitt Nelson Youth
Correctional Facility Conversion Projects, togetivéh all appendices to the Final EIR;

e. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (NRR) attached as Attachment A to
these Findings;

f. All findings and resolutions adopted by the Secyeita connection with the Project and
all documents cited or referred to therein;

g. All staff reports and presentation materials reldatethe Project, including internal
reports and analyses prepared by consultants taRCDC

h. All studies conducted for the Project and contaiimedr referenced by, staff reports, the
Draft EIR, the Final EIR or the MMRP;

i. All public reports and documents related to thgdtgprepared for or by CDCR,
including, without limitation, all planning documtsne.g, CDCR’s Population Reduction
Plan), other public agencies, tRkata Receiver, or the federal courts.

- All public reports and documents relating to théeptial conversion of former Division
of Juvenile Justice facilities to serve adult papiohs;

k. All documentary and oral evidence received anderggd at public hearings, meetings
and workshops related to the Project, the Draft, iR Final EIR or the MMRP;

All other public reports and documents relatingh® Project that were used by CDCR
staff or consultants in the preparation of the DEdR, the Final EIR or the MMRP; and

All other documents, not otherwise included aboggquired by Public Resources Code section 21167.6.

1.5 SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF THE PROJECT

The EIR identifies significant impacts to a numbeéenvironmental resources, including air quality,
biological resources (project), cultural resourg@sject), geology and soils (project), paleontatag
resources (project), hazardous materials (projegtrology and water quality (project), noise (eud),
and transportation (project and cumulative). Ascdibed below (Section 1.8), mitigation measures ar
available to reduce each of these impacts to alesssignificant level, and CDCR has adopted such
measures.

The EIR also identifies significant and unavoidabipacts to a number of environmental resources,
including cumulative air quality, contribution tamulative climate change from greenhouse gas
emissions (cumulative), certain transportationlitées (project and cumulative), wastewater treatime
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and disposal (cumulative) and agricultural resasifpeoject and cumulative). As described below
remain significant after adoption of those measures

1.6 GENERAL FINDINGS

a. Certification of the EIR

In accordance with CEQA, CDCR has considered tfexf of the Project on the environment, as shown
in the Draft and Final EIRs and the whole of thenamistrative record prior to taking any action e t
Project. The Final EIR was presented to the Sagreind released for public review on December 16,
2010. The Secretary has reviewed and consideeeDrifift and Final EIRs and the information relating
to the environmental impacts of the Project comtaim those documents and has certified that tRe El
has been prepared and completed in complianceGEA. A copy of the Secretary’s resolution
certifying the EIR is attached hereto as Attachn@nBy these Findings, the Secretary ratifies and
adopts the conclusions of the Final EIR as sehforthese Findings, except where such conclusions
specifically modified by these Findings. The Fig#R and these Findings represent the independent
judgment and analysis of the Secretary.

b. Changes to the Draft EIR; No Need to Recirculate

In the course of responding to comments receiveithglthe public review and comment period on the
Draft EIR, certain portions of the Draft EIR haveeln modified and new information has been addem. N
information has revealed the existence of: (1gaiicant new environmental impact that would résul
from the Project or an adopted mitigation meas{@ea substantial increase in the severity of an
environmental impact; (3) a feasible project aline or mitigation measure not adopted that is
considerably different from others analyzed inEhaft EIR that would clearly lessen the significant
environmental impacts of the Project; or (4) infation that indicates that the public was deprived o
meaningful opportunity to review and comment onBmaft EIR. Consequently, CDCR finds that the
amplifications and clarifications made to the DiElfiR in the Final EIR do not collectively or indaally
constitute significant new information within theceming of Public Resources Code §21092.1 and CEQA
Guidelines §15088.5. Recirculation of the DrafREIr any portion thereof, is therefore not required

C. Evidentiary Basis for Findings

These Findings are based upon substantial evidenbe entire record before CDCR. The referenges t
the Draft EIR and Final EIR set forth in the Finglirare for ease of reference and are not interaded t
provide an exhaustive list of the evidence relipdrufor these Findings.

d. Findings Regarding Mitigation Measures

i Mitigation Measures Adopted

Except as otherwise noted, the mitigation meadheesin referenced are those identified in the FHIR!
and adopted by CDCR as set forth in the MMRP.
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ii. Impact After Implementation of Mitigation Measures

Except as otherwise stated in these Findings,dordance with CEQA Guidelines 815092, CDCR finds
that environmental effects of the Project will betsignificant or will be mitigated to a less than
significant level by the adopted mitigation measur€DCR has substantially lessened or elimindted a
significant environmental effects where feasiblBDCR has determined that any remaining significant
effects on the environment that are found to bevoidable under CEQA Guidelines §15091 are
acceptable due to overriding considerations asritbestin CEQA Guidelines §15093. These overriding
considerations consist of specific environmentabn®mic, legal, social, technological, and otherdfiks
of the Project, which justify approval of the Pidjand outweigh the unavoidable adverse environahent
effects of the Project, as more fully stated int®ac2 (Statement of Overriding Considerationsxcé&pt

as otherwise stated in these Findings, CDCR fihdsthe mitigation measures incorporated into and
imposed upon the Project will not have new sigaificenvironmental impacts that were not analyzed in
the Draft EIR.

iii. Relationship of Findings and MMRP to FirldR

These Findings and the MMRP are intended to suraenand describe the contents and conclusions of
the Draft and Final EIR for policymakers and thélpu For purposes of clarity, some of these messu
may be worded differently from the provisions ie fhinal EIR and/or some provisions may be
combined. Nonetheless, CDCR will implement all m&as contained in the Final EIR. In the event tha
there is any inconsistency between the descriptbngtigation measures in these Findings or the
MMRP and the Final EIR, CDCR will implement the reeees as they are described in the Final EIR. In
the event a mitigation measure recommended initie@d EIR has inadvertently been omitted from these
Findings or from the MMRP, such a mitigation meassrhereby adopted and incorporated in the
Findings and/or MMRP as applicable.

e. Location and Custodian of Records

Pursuant to Public Resource Code 815091, CDCReisuktodian of the documents and other materials
that constitute the record of proceedings upon fvttie decision is based, and such documents aed oth
materials are located at the offices of CDCR’s Blan of Facility Planning, Construction, and
Management, which are located at 9838 Old Pladeribad, Suite B, Sacramento, California. Copfes o
the Draft and Final EIRs are also available at CB3GRebsite, www.cdcr.ca.gov.

1.7 ALTERNATIVES
NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE

Consistent with the State CEQA Guidelines (Sectioh26.6(e)), this EIR evaluates a No Project
Alternative. Under the No Project Alternative, revdlopment or other improvement associated
specifically with the proposed DeWitt Nelson prajeould occur on the project site. Note, howeMeaf t
utilities extension and other improvements assediatith other proposed CDCR projects, both on and
offsite, as evaluated under previous CEQA docum@nis, the CHCF EIR) are still assumed to occur.
Under the No Project Alternative, the existing D&Wielson facility would remain unoccupied. No
additional structures would be added to eithergmtogite. While CDCR would appropriately secure the
existing facility, some vegetation may become or@ng, while other vegetation and trees may die due
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to lack of irrigation. Building exteriors may becemweathered and require repair. The project sitddvo
probably remain unlit during nighttime hours or eaeduced lighting.

CDCR finds this alternative to be infeasible faydg social and economic reasons. As stated IiDHI&,
CDCR is mandated to construct the proposed DeVéilsdh project in order to comply with a federal
court order, subject to CEQA. The U.S. District @dar the Eastern District of California, in a eas
known asColeman v. Schwarzenegd@olemaniitigation), determined that CDCR was not providing
adequate mental health care to inmates, and sulrstgardered CDCR to construct new health care
facilities at several prison sites, including theViitt Nelson site. On September 24, 2009, the court
ordered CDCR to prepare and submit “timetablesdonpletion of each step” that must be taken inrorde
for all Colemanprojects to be “fully staffed and activated by #83 target date.” On November 6, 2009
CDCR filed with the court a detailed long rangenpdand activation schedule, which included DeWitt
Nelson project (see Exhibit 12 to court filing). @anuary 4, 2010, teéolemancourt ordered CDCR, to
construct and activate the DeWitt Nelson projec20%3. The approved activation schedule, which was
filed with the court on March 30, 2010, designdhesDeWitt Nelson site as the location for the josgwl
project, indicates that 1,133 beds will be cong&dicand describes the specific steps that CDCR mus
take to plan for, construct, and activate the DéW@lson project.

Implementation of the No Project Alternative woulat meet any of the objectives of the DeWitt Nelson
conversion project, but, most notably, would noetrtee project’s primary and fundamental objective,
which is to help provide, in an expeditious mangenstitutionally adequate mental health care for
California prison inmates consistent with tbelemancourt orders.

DeWitt Nelson Alternative 1: Meet American Correctional Associations (ACA) Space
Standards/Combine Perimeter Security Fence

The first alternative to the proposed DeWitt Nelpooject would meet the following: (1) renovate and
enlarge the four existing DeWitt Nelson housingsito meet ACA space and program standards. This
involves expanding the four existing units by apiimately 38,000 square feet. The additions would be
contiguous to the existing structures. (2) Proddmntinuous secure perimeter fencing system tbatdv
encircle both the approved CHCEF site and the prgh@eWitt Nelson facility with a single perimeter.
This single perimeter option would remove the cfesging currently shown on the site plan for the
proposed project. (3) Locate the three new housimig in the upper northeast corner of the progéeet
instead of building them directly east of the @rigthousing units. These new housing units woulétme
ACA space and program standards; some of the progpace that would have been created by
renovation of the former DeWitt Nelson educatidmaildings (south end of complex) would be absorbed
into these new buildings. The changes that thesradtive will result in include: (1) reduction imet
amount of perimeter fencing, (2) consolidation eflpstrian sally ports [only one is now necessé®y],
relocation of employee and visitor parking to adjadout unused area within southern edge of CHCF
site, (3) abandonment and demolition of educatiandl vocational buildings on southern edge of site
plan, and (4) use of the “gap” area for new housiegelopment. The proposed site plan for the
conversion of the existing DeWitt Nelson facilitsopides for the installation of a new double seguri
fence perimeter with a lethal electric fence elena@aund the entire facility. This perimeter would
replace the existing Department of Juvenile Jugick) perimeter that can only be used for juvenile
wards. The new perimeter would meet all CDCR atlmitectional safety standards including the
installation of armed observation towers (about f&&@ apart) and an outer patrol road. The CHCHdavou
have an identical perimeter fence, towers, andr@#tol road.
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It should be noted that since release of the DEIR project proposal has modified to include méshe
features of Alternative 1. This change was fullgaéed in the FEIR. The primary remaining diffezen
between the proposed project and Alternative heégrecise alignment of the combined perimeterdenc
Specifically, the east side of the Alternative tk gilan runs north and south in a straight linegnghs, on
the east side of the proposed DeWitt Nelson s#a,fihe fence on the east side of the site worddtfirn
90 degrees east at the south edge of the DJ¥ abiihplex; at the point the fence reaches the easte
edge of the DJJ utility area the fence would themespondingly turn 90 degrees north and run to the
point of connection with the CHCF perimeter fen€@nce connected the remaining section of cross
fencing on the north side of the DeWitt Nelson petier could be removed along with the necessary
sallyport(s). In contrast to the alignment of tdoenbined perimeter fence in the proposed projbet,
alignment under Alternative 1 would require remoafathe east end of the maintenance building in the
DJJ utility area and slightly inhibits line of sii@ officers.

Implementation of Alternative 1 would result in iengis that are nearly identical to the proposecdeptoj
Therefore, Alternative 1 would not reduce or avay of the significant environmental impacts reéaglt
from the proposed project.

DeWitt Nelson Alternative 2: Meet ACA Standards/Replace Existing Structures

Unlike the proposed DeWitt Nelson Conversion prpjétternative 2 would not renovate or otherwise
reuse existing structures at the DeWitt Nelson WdCwrrectional Facility; rather, the alternativeukd
include 100% new construction and would allow farencompact development and more efficiency in
long-term operations, while reducing the overatitfwint of the project. The new structures, whiabuid
not change the total number of proposed beds afidittere is a potential that fewer staff would be
needed due to efficiencies), would be located énujpper northeast portion of the DeWitt Nelson gurbj
site between the approved CHCF Stockton projeetssitl the existing DeWitt Nelson complex. This
alternative would include a combined secure peemieince with the CHCF Stockton fence. The
proximity to CHCF Stockton would enhance the effitiy of the movement of inmates between the two
facilities. Under this alternative, the length loétcombined secure perimeter fence would be sutzdtan
shorter than the total length of the separate CBtdekton perimeter fence and proposed DeWitt Nelson
perimeter fence. Also, similar to Alternative le thverall layout and operation (including numbebedls
and staff) of the CHCF project would not be affeldbg this alternative. The Alternative 2 parking lo
would be located near the CHCF Stockton parking lot

Under the Alternative 2, the majority of the existibuildings in the former DeWitt Nelson Facility
would be permanently abandoned because they areerded to meet the objectives of the proposed
project. To assure security of the grounds alhinsing units and related administrative and suppor
buildings would be secured so there could be naotliogized entry. Under this alternative no entitsn
for their renovation and reuse would be establighealigh the current environmental review process.

The future use of these buildings would first depen either approval by the State Public Works Boar
under the provisions of AB 900 of 2007 of an auttext scope, budget, and schedule for a define@qroj
or passage of new legislation that would providelfog for a new project. These buildings cannot be
reoccupied under the current provisions of theedtailding code unless they have been brought up to
meet the latest standards of Title 24 includingrompments to address a variety of public safety and
access requirements.
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Although it is likely that many of the constructioglated impacts of Alternative 2 would be highwart
the proposed DeWitt Nelson project, due to thetamdil site preparation necessary and the additiona
new construction, the increases would be slighaibgee there is a trade-off between the renovatidn an
the new construction. Therefore, construction inpaelated to air quality, cultural resources, soil
erosion, water quality, hazardous materials, arnsenoould be similar to the proposed DeWitt Nelson
project. Alternative 2 would reduce the projectisitgical resource impacts from potential contacthe
electrified fence and to nesting raptors and naties (all of which would be mitigated to a lelsar-
significant level with the project). Alternativevuld result in slightly fewer impacts to the emviment,
but would not substantially reduce or avoid anyhef project’s significant environmental impacts.

CDCR finds this alternative to be infeasible fooeomic reasons. Construction of a completely new
facility is expected to cost substantially morerthiilizing existing facilities. Also, the long-tarcost of
up-keeping the vacant DeWitt Nelson facilities ergetuity is a consideration. Long-term liabilitysts
are also a consideration. There is also cost assdcwith not using a developed property that could
otherwise be sold or produce income. This alteveatiould attain the basic objectives of the prgject
although because it does not result in reuse of iRectures, it would not fully meet an obje&iv
associated with utilizing existing facilities.

1.8 FINDINGS OF FACT

The Secretary of CDCR has reviewed the Final EIRHe DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility
Conversion Project EIR, consisting of the DeWitlgda Youth Correctional Facility Conversion Project
EIR Project Draft EIROctober 2010) and the DeWitt Nelson Youth Coraeetl Facility Conversion
Project Responses to Comments on the Draft(Bétember 2010), together which form the Final .EIR
The Secretary of CDCR has considered the publmrdesn the project, which, in addition to the above
documents and this Statement of Findings, is coago$the following element:

> Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMR#®) the DeWitt Nelson Youth
Correctional Facility Conversion EIR, December 20I0e MMRP meets the requirements of
Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code byigirmy a monitoring plan designed to ensure
compliance during project implementation with matiign measures adopted by CDCR.

All relevant project documents are on file at CD@B38 Old Placerville Road, Suite B, Sacramento,
California, 95827.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 210Bgafth significant effect identified in the EIR, CR
must make one or more of the findings describeSiection 1.1 of this document.

After reviewing the public record, composed of #fierementioned elements, the Secretary of CDCR
hereby makes the following findings regarding tlgmigicant effects of the proposed project, purguan
Public Resources Code Section 21081 and Secticdl1&ithe State CEQA Guidelines. The numeric
references for each impact refer to the impactgaiion label included in the EIR.
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AIR QUALITY

Significant Effect: Impact 4.1-1: Generation of Short-term Construction-Related Emissions of
Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursors

Construction-related emissions are described agt'sdrm” or temporary in duration and have the
potential to represent a significant impact witbpect to air quality. As discussed separately below
construction-related activities would result injpai-generated emissions of criteria air pollutgetg.,
particulate matter,10 micrometers or less (RMand precursors (e.g., reactive organic gase&(RDd
oxides of nitrogen N¢) from site preparation (e.g., demolition, excamatigrading, and clearing); off-
road equipment, material delivery, and worker cortamaxhaust emissions; vehicle travel on paved and
unpaved roads, and other miscellaneous activiéieg, (building construction, asphalt paving, agilan

of architectural coatings, and trenching for utilitstallation).

Emissions of ozone precursors are primarily assedaith off-road (e.g., gas and diesel) constaurcti
equipment exhaust. Worker commute trips and otbestcuction-related activities (e.g., applicatidn o
architectural coatings) also contribute to shamatencreases in such emissions. Emissions of fteggfiM
dust (e.g., P are associated primarily with ground disturbaactvities during site preparation (e.g.,
grading) and vary as a function of such parametesoil silt content, soil moisture, wind speedeage
of disturbance area, and vehicle miles traveled TYbh- and off-site. Exhaust emissions from diesel
equipment and worker commute trips also contribtghort-term increases in RMemissions, but to a
much lesser extent.

Project-generated, construction-related emissidbfs5, NQ,, and fugitive dust were modeled using
the SJVAPCD-recommended Urban Emissions Model 2@9%ion 9.2.4 (URBEMIS) (Rimpo and
Associates 2008) and the Road Construction Emisdidel, Version 6.3.2 (SMAQMD 2009a).
URBEMIS and the Road Construction Emissions Modeld@signed to model construction emissions
from land use development projects and the insiafiaf linear infrastructure, respectively, andtbo
allow for the input of project-specific information

Ozone Precursor Emissions

Table 4.1-4 summarizes the modeled project-gergratmstruction-related emissions of ozone
precursors. Construction-related air quality impaegere determined by comparing these modelingtsesul
with applicable SJVAPCD significance thresholds.shswn in Table 4.1-4, construction-related
activities would result in project-generated ungated ozone precursor emissions (i.e., ROG ang) NO
of approximately 2.5 and 20.5 TPY in 2011, 1.5 8ITPY in 2012, and 3.4 and 5.1 TPY in 2013.
Emissions of ROG during all three construction geard emissions of NQluring 2012 and 2013 would
not exceed SJVAPCD'’s significance threshold of BY Tor ozone precursors. However, emissions of
NOy in 2011 (i.e., 20.5 TPY) would exceed SJVAPCD@ficance threshold of 10 TPY. Thus,
emissions of NQ from project construction could violate or contri substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation, and/or expose #@resreceptors to substantial pollutant concerdre,
especially considering San Joaquin County’s nomattt@nt status for ozone. As a result, this impact
would besignificant.
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Fugitive Particulate Matter Dust Emissions

SJVAPCD does not require projects to quantify thgitive PM dust emissions associated with
construction. Instead, SJAVPCD requires projectotaply with Regulation VIII, “Fugitive Dust PM
Prohibitions,” and implement applicable supplemkdtest control measures. Nonetheless, for
informational purposes and disclosure, Table 4simarizes the modeling output data and stationary
source threshold values for RMand PM s. Though SJVAPCD has not adopted numerical CEQAsmas
emission thresholds for Plylor PM, 5, please note that annual unmitigated project-gd¢adremissions
would not exceed SIVAPCD adopted levels that trigdfsets for new stationary sources as part of the
permit process. The DeWitt Nelson project woulddmlly required to comply with SJVAPCD'’s
Regulation VIII; however, dust control measureg #Hra contained in this regulation along with other
applicable SIVAPCD-recommended controls (SJVAPCO22@re not currently part of the project
description. Thus, emissions of fugitive dust frproject construction could violate or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air qyaliolation, and/or expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations, especiallysaiering San Joaquin County’s nonattainment status
As a result, this impact would Isggnificant.

Table 4.1-4
Summary of Modeled Annual Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursors
from Renovation and Construction of the DeWitt Nels on Project

Emissions (TPY)
Year
ROG! NOx! PM1o PM2;s
Total Unmitigated Emissions—2011 2.5 20.5 12.3 3.3
Total Unmitigated Emissions—2012 1.5 8.2 0.6 0.5
Total Unmitigated Emissions—2013 3.4 5.1 0.4 0.3
SJVAPCD Significance Threshold 10 10 215 107

Notes: NOx = oxides of nitrogen; PM_s = fine particulate matter with an aerodynamic resistance diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less;

PM; = respirable particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 micrometers or less; ROG = reactive organic gases;

SJVAPCD = San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District; TPY = tons per year

! ROG and NOy are precursors to ozone.

2 SJVAPCD has not adopted numerical CEQA mass emission thresholds for PM;, or PMas; however, the modeling output data and
stationary source threshold values are shown for information purposes and disclosure only. The threshold value shown here for PMyo
(i.e., 15 TPY) represents the level at which SJVAPCD requires new stationary sources to provide offsets through the permit process.
This is consistent with SIVAPCD'’s approach to the numerical CEQA mass emission thresholds for ROG and NOx, which also represent
the level that triggers offsets for new stationary sources. The value shown for PM_s (i.e., 10 TPY) represents 70% of the value shown for
PM;0, which is based on a comparison between the PM;q and PM, s ambient air quality standards.

Bold indicates a threshold exceedance.

Refer to Appendix B to the Final EIR for detailed assumptions and modeling output files.

Source: Data modeled by Ascent Environmental in 2010.

Emissions of NOX in 2011 (i.e., 20.5 TPY) would e&d SIJVAPCD’s significance threshold of 10 TPY,
and dust control measures that are contained inlBtgn VIl along with other applicable SIVAPCD-
recommended controls are not currently part optiogect description. Thus, NOX and fugitive PM10
and PM2.5 emissions from project construction catidthte or contribute substantially to an existorg
projected air quality violation, and/or expose #iresreceptors to substantial pollutant conceitures,
especially considering San Joaquin County’s nomattt@nt status for ozone, PM10, and PM2.5. As a
result, this impact would b&gnificant. (Impact 4.1-1a)
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Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation meastines will reduce construction-related ozone
precursor emissions impacts to less-than-signifiteaels:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.1-1a. In order to reduce NPemissions, CDCR will comply
with SIVAPCD’s Rule 9510, “Indirect Source Reviewas required by SJVAPCD based on the
project’s specifications. Rule 9510 applies to pctg that would include 50 residential units,
2,000 square feet of commercial space, 25,000 edaat of light-industrial space, or 9,000
square feet of any space, as well as similar mifionather land use types. Rule 9510 requires
that exhaust emissions for construction equipmesdtgr than 50 horsepower used or associated
with the development project shall be reduced 8 20 the total NQ and by 45% of the total
PM10 exhaust emissions, as compared with stateavideage emissions estimated by ARB.
These reductions can achieved through any combmafion-site emission reduction measures
or off-site fees. In order to achieve these requisgluctions CDCR may reduce construction
emissions on-site by requiring its contractorsa® gtated in Rule 9510):

> use less polluting construction equipment (compé&rdte statewide average as
estimated by ARB), which can be achieved by utiizadd-on controls, cleaner fuels, or
newer, lower emitting equipment;

> provide commercial electric power to the projets 8 adequate capacity to avoid or
minimize the use of portable electric generators;

> substitute of electric-powered equipment for diesgine—driven equipment equivalents
(provided they are not run via a portable genersgty, and

> minimize idling time of construction equipment anacks to a 5-minute maximum.

To comply with Rule 9510, CDCR will submit an Ampact Assessment (AlA) application to
SJVAPCD prior to initiation of construction, withl eelated conditions expressed in construction
bid documents. CDCR and/or its contractors willmitlihe AIA application as early as possible
in the process. The AIA application will be submmitton a form provided by SJVAPCD and will
contain, at a minimum, the contact name and addoe<3DCR (and/or its contractors), a

detailed project description, an on-site emissamuction checklist, a monitoring and reporting
schedule, and an AlA. The AIA will quantify NGand PM, emissions associated with project
construction. This assessment will include thengsstied construction baseline emissions, and the
mitigated emissions for each applicable pollutantgroject construction, or each phase thereof,
and will quantify the off-site fee, if applicable.

The Indirect Source Review (ISR) rule provides d@hoé of calculating fees to be paid to offset
any NG, and PM, emission reductions that would not be achievedptementation of on-site
emission reduction measures such as selectiomeirfemitting construction equipment and
fuels. The monies collected from this fee will Is=d by SIVAPCD to reduce emissions in the air
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basin on behalf of the project, with the goal déefting the emissions increase from project
construction by decreasing emissions elsewheree igjpecifically, the fees received by the
SJVAPCD are used in SIVAPCD's existing Emissioni®é&dn Incentive Program to fund
emission reduction projects. CDCR will not begily aonstruction until the AIA application
process is completed and the applicable off-seeédgaid to SIVAPCD for the applicable
construction activity.

In addition to meeting the emission reduction regmients required by Rule 9510, CDCR shall
enter into an emissions reduction agreement WMABLD to reduce construction-related
emissions of NQto less than 10 TPY. As part of this agreementCBDvill pay fees into
SJVAPCD'’s existing Emission Reduction Incentived?amn. The monies collected from this fee
will be used by SJVAPCD to reduce emissions inaihdasin on behalf of the project, with the
goal of offsetting the NQemissions increase from project construction yrekesing emissions
elsewhere. To the extent feasible, preference bhaiiven to off-site emission reduction projects
that are located in or in close proximity to thejpct site. If approved by SIVAPCD, CDCR may
develop a single emissions reduction agreementtiatfulfills the compliance requirements of
SJVAPCD'’s ISR Rule (Rule 9510). CDCR will not begimy construction until the emissions
reduction agreement is approved by SJVAPCD andppécable off-site fee is paid to
SJVAPCD for the applicable construction activity.

In order to reduce fugitive P)Mand PM s emissions, CDCR will require its contractors to
provide sufficient equipment and personnel to cgmpth SIVAPCD's Regulation VIII,
“Fugitive Dust PMg Prohibitions,” and implement all applicable cohtreeasures all seven days
per week during project construction. Regulatiofl ¥bntains the following required control
measures, among others, as provided by SJVAPGDide for Assessing and Mitigating Air
Quality ImpactgSJVAPCD 2002):

> All disturbed areas, including storage piles, whach not being actively utilized for
construction purposes, shall be effectively staédiof dust emissions using water,
chemical stabilizer/suppressant, covered with @ aarother suitable cover or vegetative
ground cover;

> All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved s&ceads shall be effectively stabilized
of dust emissions using water or chemical stalilszppressant;

> All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavatilamd leveling, grading, cut & fill, and
demolition activities shall be effectively contedl of fugitive dust emissions utilizing
application of water or by presoaking;

> With the demolition of buildings up to six stori@sheight, all exterior surfaces of the
building shall be wetted during demolition;

> When materials are transported off-site, all matesthall be covered, or effectively
wetted to limit visible dust emissions, and at tesis inches of freeboard space from the
top of the container shall be maintained;

> All operations shall limit or expeditiously remotree accumulation of mud or dirt from
adjacent public streets at the end of each work@de use of dry rotary brushes is
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expressly prohibited except where preceded or apaaiad by sufficient wetting to limit
the visible dust emissions.) (Use of blower devisesxpressly forbidden.);

> Following the addition of materials to, or the rerabof materials from, the surface of
outdoor storage piles, said piles shall be effetfigtabilized of fugitive dust emissions
utilizing sufficient water or chemical stabilizeufspressant;

> Within urban areas, trackout shall be immediateimeved when it extends 50 or more
feet from the site and at the end of each workday;

> Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per daylspeevent carryout and trackout.

CDCR and/or its contractors will implement the doling SJVAPCD-recommended enhanced
and additional control measures, as provided byARTD’s Guide for Assessing and Mitigating
Air Quality ImpactSIVAPCD 2002), for all construction activitiesftwther reduce fugitive
dust emissions:

> Install sandbags or other erosion control meadorpsevent silt runoff to public
roadways from adjacent project areas with a slopatgr than 1%.

> Apply additional watering to disturbed surfaces whénds exceed 20 mph.

Compliance with SJVAPCD’s Rule 9510 would resultha required minimum 20% reduction in NO
emissions from heavy-duty diesel equipment, as ematpwith statewide average emissions, and will
result in actual emissions reductions in the SJV@Bplementation of Rule 9510 would also reduce
ROG emissions and Plexhaust emissions from heavy-duty diesel equipe®% and 45%,
respectively.) All or part of the reductions magut from the on-site equipment and fuels seledtesl;
remainder would result from off-site reductionsiagkd by paying fees that would be applied to other
SJVAPCD programs that reduce the same pollutantsgtiother sourcee (g, replacing the engines in
various types of diesel-powered portable indusaalipment with either cleaner diesel engines or
converting such equipment to electric motors). C¥XRtablishment of an emissions reduction
agreement with SJIVAPCD would ensure the additienaiksions reduction necessary to reduce
construction-generated ROG and gdnissions to levels below 10 TPY. As a result, itmgact would
be reduced to Ess-than-significantlevel.

Incorporation of dust control measures includingsthrequired by SIVAPCD Regulation VIII, along
with other applicable SIVAPCD-recommended contmasisures, would reduce fugitive PM emissions
up to 75% and, according to SJVAPCD, would pregeich from violating or contributing substantially
to an existing or projected air quality violati@nd/or exposing sensitive receptors to substguolédtant
concentrations. As a result, this impact woulddsiuced to #&ss-than-significantlevel.

Cumulatively Significant Effect: Impact 4.1-1: Generation of Short-term Construction-Related
Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursorsfor the Combined DeWitt Nelson and NCRF
Facilities

Construction and renovation activities associatiéhd laoth the DeWitt Nelson and NCRF projects would
include demolition, excavation, grading, trenchiogutility installation, building renovation and
construction, asphalt paving, and application oh#éectural coatings. Emissions of criteria airlpints
(e.g, PMyg) and precursore(g, ROG and NQ) would be generated by off-road equipment, mdteria
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delivery, and worker commute; vehicle travel ongzhand unpaved roads, and other miscellaneous
activities.

Exact project-specific dat&.g, construction equipment types and number requinésnand maximum
daily acreage disturbed) were not available atithe of this analysis. Project-generated emissioare
modeled based on general information provided émptivject description and default model settings in
order to estimate reasonable worst-case conditions.

Ozone Precursor Emissions

Table 4.1-6 summarizes the modeled project-gergeratmstruction-related emissions of ozone
precursors. Construction-related air quality impaeére determined by comparing these modelingtsesul
with applicable SIVAPCD significance thresholds.shswn in Table 4.1-6, construction-related
activities would result in project-generated ungdted ozone precursor emissions (i.e., ROG ang) NO
of approximately 4.2 and 34.2 TPY in 2011, 3.0 4B TPY in 2012, and 5.7 and 5.8 TPY in 2013.
Emissions of ROG during all three construction gesard emissions of NQluring 2013 would not
exceed SIVAPCD's significance threshold of 10 TH¥wever, emissions of NOn 2011 (i.e., 34.2
TPY) and 2012 (i.e., 15.0 TPY) would exceed SIVARCignificance threshold of 10 TPY. Thus,
emissions of N from project construction could violate or contri® substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation, and/or expose #@resreceptors to substantial pollutant concerdre,
especially considering San Joaquin County’s noimatttant status for ozone. As a result, this impact
would besignificant.

Fugitive Particulate Matter Dust Emissions

SJVAPCD does not require projects to quantify tigitive PM dust emissions associated with
construction. Instead, SJAVPCD requires projectotaply with Regulation VIII, “Fugitive Dust Pl
Prohibitions,” and implement applicable supplemkdtest control measures. Nonetheless, for
informational purposes and disclosure, Table 4siv6marizes the modeling output data and stationary
source threshold values for RMand PM 5. Though SJVAPCD has not adopted numerical CEQAsmas
emission thresholds for Plylor PM, 5, please note that annual unmitigated project-ggadremissions
would not exceed SJVAPCD adopted levels that trigdisets for new stationary sources as part of the
permit process. Both the DeWitt Nelson project dir@lNCRF projects would be legally required to
comply with SIVAPCD'’s Regulation VIII; however, duontrol measures that are contained in this
regulation along with other applicable SJVAPCD-raatended controls (SJVAPCD 2002) are not
currently part of the project description. Thusjssions of fugitive dust from project constructioould
violate or contribute substantially to an existorgorojected air quality violation, and/or exposastive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentratiespecially considering San Joaquin County’s
nonattainment status for Ryand PMs. As a result, this impact would kegnificant (Impact 4.1-1c,
fugitive PMy and PM.).
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Table 4.1-6

Summary of Modeled Annual Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants and Precursors
from Renovation and Construction of the DeWitt Nels on and NCRF Projects

Emissi TPY

Year missions (TPY)
ROG NOx PM1o PM2.s
Total Unmitigated Emissions—2011 4.2 34.2 15.0 4.1
Total Unmitigated Emissions—2012 3.0 15.0 14 1.0

Total Unmitigated Emissions—2013 5.7 5.8 0.4 0.4

SJVAPCD Significance Threshold 10 10 115 10

Notes:

NOx = oxides of nitrogen; PM, s = fine particulate matter with an aerodynamic resistance diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less; PMjo =

respirable particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 micrometers or less; ROG = reactive organic gases; SIVAPCD = San

Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District; TPY = tons per year

! SJIVAPCD has not adopted numerical CEQA mass emission thresholds for PMy, or PM,s; however, the modeling output data and
stationary source threshold values are shown for information purposes and disclosure only. The threshold value shown here for PMyo
(i.e., 15 TPY) represents the level at which SIVAPCD requires new stationary sources to provide offsets through the permit process.
This is consistent with SIVAPCD'’s approach to the numerical CEQA mass emission thresholds for ROG and NOy, which also represent
the level that triggers offsets for new stationary sources. The value shown for PM;s (i.e., 10 TPY) represents 70% of the value shown for
PMio, which is based on a comparison between the PM,, and PM, s ambient air quality standards.

Bold indicates a threshold exceedance.

Refer to Appendix B to the Final EIR for detailed assumptions and modeling output files.

Source: Data modeled by Ascent Environmental in 2010.

Emissions of NOX in 2011 (i.e., 34.2 TPY) and 2@Qi1&2., 15.0) would exceed SJVAPCD'’s significance
threshold of 10 TPY, and dust control measuresatatontained in Regulation VIII along with other
applicable SIVAPCD-recommended controls are naeatly part of the project description. Thus, NOX
and fugitive PM10 and PM2.5 emissions from propmsistruction could violate or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air gqyaliolation, and/or expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations, especiallysering San Joaquin County’s nonattainment sfatus
ozone, PM10, and PM2.5. As a result, this impaatldidesignificant. (Impact 4.1-1¢)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation meastieas will reduce construction-related ozone
precursor emissions impacts to less-than-signifiteasels:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for Impactl4la.
Compliance with SJVAPCD’s Rule 9510 would resultha required minimum 20% reduction in NO

emissions from heavy-duty diesel equipment, as esetpwith statewide average emissions, and will
result in actual emissions reductions in the SJV@Bplementation of Rule 9510 would also reduce
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ROG emissions and Pllexhaust emissions from heavy-duty diesel equipme®i% and 45%,
respectively.) All or part of the reductions magut from the on-site equipment and fuels seledtes;
remainder would result from off-site reductionsiaekd by paying fees that would be applied to other
SJVAPCD programs that reduce the same pollutantsatiother sourcee (g, replacing the engines in
various types of diesel-powered portable indust@alipment with either cleaner diesel engines or
converting such equipment to electric motors). CR¥GRtablishment of an emissions reduction
agreement with SJIVAPCD would ensure the additienaiksions reduction necessary to reduce
construction-generated ROG and j\ghnissions to levels below 10 TPY. As a result, itmigact would
be reduced to Ess-than-significantlevel.

Incorporation of dust control measures includingsthrequired by SIVAPCD Regulation VIII, along
with other applicable SIVAPCD-recommended contrsisures, would reduce fugitive PM emissions
up to 75% and, according to SJVAPCD, would pregeich from violating or contributing substantially
to an existing or projected air quality violati@nd/or exposing sensitive receptors to substgmigitant
concentrations. As a result, this impact woulddsiuced to #&ss-than-significantlevel.

Cumulatively Significant Effect: Generation of Emissions from Short-term Construction Activities

The SJVAB is in nonattainment status for PM10, BMP.5. This is a result of past cumulative
development in the basin, as well as transporobiifants from other basins. New cumulative
development, including the proposed DeWitt Nelsmility, would be required to comply with
SJVAPCD measures that would reduce potential newtoaction emissions of these pollutants.
However, adding construction of related projecta twmulatively adverse condition would exacerbate
air quality impacts. The contribution of the propd€eWitt Nelson facility to this impact, individiya
and together with other cumulative developmentgfomitigated to the extent feasible (see Sectibj 4
would be considerable. Therefore, this impact wdngddignificant and unavoidable

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redudedo not completely avoid the cumulatively
significant effects on air quality, have been ipmyated by CDCR into the project. While these
mitigation measures would substantially reducestpeificant effects of the project, the residumpact
would continue to be significant. As describe@attion 1.7, specific economic, legal, social dieot
considerations make infeasible the project alt@resithat would reduce or avoid this impact. Theref
the cumulative impact to air quality is considesaghificant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaifi and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as i8a@ of this document.
Facts in Support of Finding

As discussed in Section 4.1 of the DEIR, “Air Qugfithe NCRF project would generate construction-
related and operational emissions that exceed SOPAFgnificance thresholds. Although these impacts
would be mitigated to a less-than-significant lew&h implementation of SIVAPCD-recommended
mitigation measures, when taken in total with ottedated emissions and the nonattainment conditions
the basin, these emissions would have a considecabltribution to a cumulatively significant impact

The only alternative capable of reducing or elinimgthis impact is the no project alternative, end
which the project would not be constructed. Forrdasons described in Section 1.7, the no project
alternative is not feasible.
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Cumulatively Significant Effect: Project-Generated Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Cumulative
Contribution to Climate Change I mpacts

Inclusion of features in the design and operatioin® proposed DeWitt Nelson facility and other
cumulative development, including the NCRF projétat would enable it to avoid, adapt to, and be
resilient in the face of climate change-associatdd would reduce the extent and severity of dema
change-related impacts to the project. Howeverptbposed DeWitt Nelson facility would be anticipet
to generate GHG emissions, directly or indiredtihat may have a significant impact on the enviromme
or conflict with AB32. As a result, this incremehitacrease in GHGs would be cumulatively
considerable ansignificant.

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redudedo not completely avoid the cumulatively
significant effects on air quality, have been ipmated by CDCR into the project. While mitigation
measures (see below) would reduce GHG emissiotiegdroject, the cumulative impact would continue
to be significant. As described in Section 1.&cddic economic, legal, social or other considenasi

make infeasible the no project alternative, whiduld be the only alternative that could reducevaich
this impact. Therefore, the cumulative impact togaiality is considered significant and unavoidable

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as i8a@ of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation meastieas will reduce GHG emissions, but not to a less-
than-significant level.

Mitigation Measure for Cumulative Climate Change Impact. In order to reduce GHG emissions
associated with the proje@DCR will implement all applicable and feasible BBsrformance Standards
(BPSs) recommended by SJVAPCD at the time renavatim construction plans are finalized by CDCR.
SJVAPCD's current list of recommended BPSs is dapthin Appendix J, “GHG Emission Reduction
Measures - Development Projects” of SIVAPCD’s Dewam2009 staff report calledddressing
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impacts under the Cabf@nvironmental Quality AdGtSIVAPCD 2009).
Applicable, BPSs may include but are not limitedhe following:

> Energy Star Roof. Install Energy Star labeled moaterials. Energy star qualified roof products
reflect more of the sun's rays, decreasing the atraftheat transferred into a building Onsite
Renewable Energy System. Project provides ongi@wable energy system(s) (e.g., solar

panels).
> Renewable Energy Use. Install solar, wind, andlggatal power systems and solar hot water
heaters.
> Solar Panels in Parking Areas. Install solar paoeds parking areas.
> Use of Hybrid Powered and/or electric powered negnahce and transportation vehicles.
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In addition, CDCR will develop and implement a valary employee trip reduction program that
minimizes the percentage of employee commute tmiggngle occupancy vehicles. At a minimum, the
program shall encourage employees to commute bg $@msportation mode than a single occupancy
vehicle. California Health and Safety Code Sec#i6ril7.9 prohibits this mitigation measure from
requiring that a minimum percentage of employeeronate trips occur by some other transportation
mode other than a single occupancy vehicle. Tlognam shall be fully funded by CDCR and be
developed in consultation with the San Joaquin Cibah Governments; the San Joaquin Regional
Transit District, and SJVAPCD. Measures that reisutfuantifiable trip reductions can also be codrae
reductions in NQ and PM, emissions with respect to compliance with SIVAPECISR rule. The
program shall be managed by an on-site Employeespratation Coordinator employed and appointed
by CDCR. A designated Transportation Manager stiadl be on duty during each shift to manage the
program. The reduction program and its effectiverstmll be evaluated annually and reported to
SJVAPCD. As part of the program, CDCR shall provadgisplay case or kiosk that presents all of the
program information in a prominent area accessibkmployees (e.g., break room or entrance).
Elements of the employee trip reduction program imakude, but are not limited to, the following
measures:

> Provide carpool ride matching assistance for engdeyassistance with vanpool formation, and
provisions of vanpool vehicles.

> Provide a demarcated area exclusively for emplehestles, carpools, vanpools, public transit,
and cyclists that allows for more convenient angeekent access to and from the site during
peak turnover periods (i.e., shift changes).

> Design and provide preferential parking for carpaad vanpool vehicles. Design features may
include a separate parking lot for carpool and wahpehicles that is closer to the employee
building entrance than the parking lot for singbewpancy vehicles and/or covered parking
spaces for carpool and vanpool vehicles.

> Make available free or discounted public transiges to all employees if public transit service is
expanded to serve the project site.

> Implement compressed work schedules for employegs @ shifts per week for full time
employees).
> Provide a covered area for the on-site employetlshaiop or vanpool parking lot and an open-

air covered walkway connection to the employeeagtie of the building to provide summertime
shade and protection from rain.

The reduction in mobile-source GHG emissions aasediemployee commute trips would depend on the
mix of measures implemented to achieve a 25% rextuitt single occupancy vehicle trips by
employees. Even if mobile-source emissions wereaed by 25%, or 663 MT G@/yr from the DeWitt
Nelson facility and 581 MT Cg@/yr from the NCRF facility, total operational esitns would be
approximately 8,696 MT C@/yr and 7,781 MT Cg/yr, respectively. Thus, implementation of the
above mitigation would reduce GHG emissions, bttta@ level that would not be cumulatively
considerable. The only alternative capable of redpor eliminating this impact is the no project
alternative, under which the project would not bastructed. The reduced bed alternative wouldaedu
this impact. However, for the reasons describeskiction 1.7, these alternatives are not feasible.
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Therefore, this impact would remain cumulativelyrsficant and unavoidable and the project’s
contribution would be considerable

BloLoGICAL RESOURCES

Potentially Significant Effect: Impact 4.2-1, Impacts to Giant Garter Snake and Northwester Pond
Turtle

The DeWitt Nelson projects would include the camstion of a new stormwater retention basin. As
discussed in Impact 4.2-1a, construction of the retention basin would cause disturbances to and
permanent loss of up to 4.5 acres of upland hathigditmay be used by giant garter snake and/or
northwestern pond turtle. However, constructiothefnew stormwater retention basin may also inereas
the amount of available aquatic habitat for thgme®s. Nonetheless, the potential for injury arhto
giant garter snake and northwestern pond turtierasult of project construction in the upland anegar
Littlejohns Creek cannot be dismissed.

Disturbances and loss of marginal upland habist@ated with construction on the new stormwater
retention basin in the area adjacent to LittlejoBnsek resulting from implementation of the DeWitt
Nelson project could result in injury, or mortaliy giant garter snakes and northwestern poncegurtl
This would be gotentially significant impact. (Impact 4.2-1c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to sensitive habitats.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.2-1a.Consistent with the process outlined and encourbaged
the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJICOGhBCHCF project, prior to the site
preparation activities, CDCR will request concuaefrom the SIMSCP Joint Powers Authority
(JPA) that the DeWitt Nelson project site qualifiesthird- party participation in the SIMSCP
because the project is consistent with permittéidities as defined in SIMSCP Section 8.2.2.c,
“Major Impact Projects.” Upon receipt of the corraunce letter, CDCR will pay the Natural
Lands and Agricultural Habitat Lands Fee (adjustednflation annually by the Joint Powers
Authority) as defined in SIMSCP Section 7.4.1.29ri8ultural Habitat Lands, Non-Vernal Pool
Natural Lands, and Multipurpose Open Space Lartese’s will be paid as compensation for
permanent loss of habitat for not only giant gasteake but also all other species covered under
the SIMSCP, which would include raptor species siscBwainson’s hawk. Compensation ratios
differ by the type of land, as defined in the SINPSCe., Agricultural Habitat Lands and Natural
Lands, or Multipurpose Open Space Lands), thatheilpermanently lost as a result of the
project. The SIMSCP Joint Powers Authority willetetine the fee amount to be paid based on
the acreage of disturbance per habitat type. Bicr@age calculations will be determined
following final design of the proposed project, lemer it is anticipated to be approximately 4.5
acres. Additional disturbances to upland habdagfant garter snake and northwest pond turtle
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could occur during the construction phase of thévilieNelson project. Therefore, the following
avoidance and minimization measures will also bgemented.

| 4

Giant Garter Snake. Consistent with the avoidance and minimization roessin the
SJIMSCP, CDCR will implement the following measui@seduce impacts on giant
garter snake. Construction will occur during thévacperiod for the snake, between May
1 and October 1. Between October 2 and April 3@ JIRA, with concurrence of the
Permitting Agencies’ representatives on the Tedimcdvisory Committee (TAC), will
determine if additional measures are necessaryrionize and avoid take.

Limit vegetation clearing within 200 feet of therntba of potential giant garter snake
aquatic habitat (i.e., Littlejohns Creek) to thenimal area necessatry.

Confine the movement of heavy equipment within #@0 of the banks of potential giant
garter snake habitat to existing roadways to mirénhiabitat disturbance.

Prior to ground disturbance, CDCR’s mitigation monrepresentative or other
appropriate representative shall provide all oe-sitnstruction personnel instruction
regarding the presence of the SIMSCP Covered Spaeiethe importance of avoiding
impacts to these species and their habitats.

In areas where wetlands, irrigation ditches, marsfas, or other potential giant garter
shake habitats are being retained on the site:

Install temporary fencing at the edge of the cartsion area and the adjacent wetland,
marsh, or ditch;

. Restrict working areas, spoils and equipment stoeagl other project activities
to areas outside of marshes, wetlands, and ditelneis;

. Maintain water quality and limit construction ruhafto wetland areas through
the use of hay bales, filter fences, vegetativéestrips, to other accepted
equivalents.

CDCR'’s mitigation monitor representative or othppipriate representative shall
arrange pre-construction surveys for giant garteke (conducted after completion of
environmental reviews and prior to ground distudegmwill occur within 24 hours of
ground disturbance.

Other provision of the USFWStandard Avoidance and Minimization Measures during
Construction in Giant Garter Snake Habitaill be implemented (excluding
programmatic mitigation ratios which are supersdaethe SIMSCP’s mitigation

ratios).

Northwestern Pond Turtle. Consistent with the avoidance and minimizatiorasuees
in the SIMSCP, CDCR will implement the following &seres to reduce impacts on
northwestern pond turtle. All mitigation listed bel will be limited to construction
within 200 feet of potential aquatic habitat.
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> CDCR'’s mitigation monitor representative or othppipriate representative shall
secure a qualified biologist to conduct a precarsion survey for northwestern pond
turtle within 24 hours before ground-disturbingiates. If pond turtles are found within
the construction area, they will be relocated lgylitologist to adjacent habitat that
would not be disturbed by construction activity.

> If nesting areas for pond turtles are identifiedtos project site, then a buffer area of 300
feet will be established between the nesting sittthe nearest aquatic habitat during the
nesting period (April-November). These buffers Walindicated by temporary fencing
if construction has begun or will begin before megperiods are ended (the period from
egg laying to emergence of hatchlings is normaltyilANovember).

By restricting timing of ground disturbance witt#Q0 feet of aquatic habitat to the giant garteksiza
active season, surveying areas to be disturbeghiter snakes and pond turtles before earthmoving
begins, and payment of mitigation fees to the SIM3@int Powers Authority for disturbance to potnti
habitat, the mitigation measures for Impact 4.2vbald minimize the potential for injury and mortgli

to these species. As a result, the project’s ingaictgiant garter snake and northwestern poncturtl
would be reduced tolass-than-significantlevel.

Potentially Significant Effect: Impact 4.2-2, Project | mpacts to Raptors

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project wouddult in the removal of all trees that could previd
nesting sites for Swainson’s hawk, white-taile@ k#nd common raptors such as red-shouldered hawk,
red-tailed hawk, great horned owl, and Americaretshat are protected under Section 3503.5 of the
California Fish and Game Code as well as other.l&ngject implementation could result in the loks 0
habitat for burrowing owls along with active andiasting burrows, because suitable habitat for
burrowing owl occurs along the edges of agricultfiedds and ruderal weedy fields on the projet# si
and occupied burrows are known to occur nearby.

Several raptor species could nest on the projextAi the time of the July 27, 2010, reconnaisedietd
survey, a pair of white-tailed kites was observéith & juveniles near the trees in the eastern o

the existing DeWitt Nelson facility. Large amounfsvhite wash could be seen on the leaves of one of
the trees, which could be indicative of the nessitg for this pair. In addition, large stick nestsre
observed on the lighting platforms present arotmeditack in the center of the existing DeWitt Nelso
facility. No active Swainson’s hawk nests were obse on the project site, but a pair of Swainson’s
hawks was observed interacting with the white-thkites and another was observed soaring over the
project site during the field reconnaissance sur@puld trees be removed during the raptor brgedin
season (February—August), mortality of eggs andkshivould result if an active nest were present. In
addition, project construction could disturb actnests near the project site, which could resutteist
abandonment by the adults and mortality of chigid @ggs. The loss of an active raptor nest would be
considered a significant impact.

The project would also result in removal of potahtoraging habitat for raptors. The areas affected
would include land that is currently covered byatal vegetation and agricultural fields, and lodate
primarily in the southern and eastern portionefDeWitt Nelson site. Approximately 21.5 acres of
potential Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat wouldoeemanently removed. This loss of habitat would be
confined to small areas supporting mostly low-gydtiraging habitat. Temporary disturbance or lofkss
habitat may also occur as a result of construaiimapproximately 80 acres of the project site. [blse of
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foraging habitat is considered less than signifitetause the quality of the foraging habitat Waald
be affected is considered low, and because higledityg foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk andesth
raptor species is present in areas adjacent tDeheitt Nelson site. Therefore, the minimal loss of
foraging habitat associated with implementatiothefproposed project is not expected to have a
substantial adverse effect on any raptor species.

The loss of nesting and foraging habitat for Swam's hawk and other raptor species, including
burrowing owl and white-tailed kite, would occurasesult of implementation of the DeWitt Nelson
project, but would not result in a substantial adeeaffect due to its low quality and the presesfce
additional higher quality habitat nearby. Projemistruction may disturb nesting raptor speciestéata
on or near the project site resulting in nest abantent by adult birds and abandonment of chicks and
eggs causing mortality. The potential loss of divacaptor nest would be considered a potentially
significant impact. (Impact 4.2-2a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to sensitive habitats.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.2-2a Consistent with the process outlined and enceaud &y
the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOGh®CHCEF project, prior to the site
preparation activities, CDCR will request concuaefrom the SIMSCP Joint Powers Authority
(JPA) that the DeWitt Nelson project site qualifiesthird- party participation in the SIMSCP
because the project is consistent with permittéidities as defined in SIMSCP Section 8.2.2.c,
“Major Impact Projects.” Upon receipt of the corraunce letter, CDCR will pay the Natural
Lands and Agricultural Habitat Lands Fee (adjustednflation annually by the Joint Powers
Authority) as defined in SIMSCP Section 7.4.1.29ri8ultural Habitat Lands, Non-Vernal Pool
Natural Lands, and Multipurpose Open Space Larteee’s will be paid as compensation for
permanent loss of habitat for not only giant gasteake but also all other species covered under
the SIMSCP, which would include raptor species sscBwainson’s hawk. Compensation ratios
differ by the type of land, as defined in the SINPSCe., Agricultural Habitat Lands and Natural
Lands, or Multipurpose Open Space Lands), thatheilpermanently lost as a result of the
project. The SIMSCP Joint Powers Authority willatetine the fee amount to be paid based on
the acreage of disturbance per habitat type. Bicr@age calculations will be determined
following final design of the proposed project, femer it is anticipated to be approximately 2
acres.

The amount of nesting habitat required to be remdr@m the project site will be determined
from final site plans, and the SIMSCP Joint Powerthority will determine the total amount of
the fees to be paid based on the acreage of distoeb

In addition, the following avoidance and minimizatimeasures for Swainson’s hawk and other
tree-nesting raptors and burrowing owl will be iepkented.
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Swainson’s hawk and Other Tree-Nesting RaptorgConsistent with the avoidance and
minimization measures in the SIMSCP, CDCR will iempént the following measures to reduce
impacts on Swainson’s hawk and other tree-nestiptprs:

>

If trees and floodlights are removed or otherwistudbed between September 1 and
February 15, (i.e. outside breeding season), thefanther mitigation will be required.

If trees and floodlights are removed or otherwistulbed between February 16 and
August 31, then a qualified biologist will be retadl to conduct preconstruction surveys
for active raptor nests on and within 0.5 milehd## project site no more than 14 days and
no less than 7 days before tree and floodlightidistnce activities. Surveys for
Swainson’s hawks will follow the guidelines provitie theRecommended Timing and
Methodology for Swainson’s Hawk Nesting SurveykearCentral VallelfDFG 2000). If

no active nests are found, then no further mitogatiill be required.

If active nests are found, the qualified biologigt establish a buffer around the tree or
floodlight where the active nest is located. Nojgrbactivity will commence within the
buffer area until the qualified biologist confirtteat the nest is no longer active or that
the young have fully fledged. For Swainson’s hawkts, DFG guidelines recommend
implementation of 0.25- or 0.5-mile buffers, but #ize of the buffer may be adjusted if
a qualified biologist and DFG determine that it \eboot be likely to adversely affect the
nest. Monitoring of the nest by a qualified bioktginay be required if the activity has
potential to adversely affect the nest.

Burrowing Owl. Consistent with the avoidance and minimization raessin the SIMSCP,
CDCR will implement the following measures to redumpacts on burrowing owl:

>

In order to discourage burrowing owl occupatiohaf project site prior to construction,
CDCR wiill first discourage use of the project siteground squirrels, whose burrows are
often used by burrowing owls, through the followimgthods:

. CDCR will maintain the project site in a condititiat prevents the
establishment of ground squirrel and burrowing oedupation of the project site
(e.g., hand shoveling during non-nesting season).

. Alternatively, if burrowing owls are not known dmetproject site and the area is
an unlikely occupation site for red-legged frogn Saaquin kit fox, or California
tiger salamander. CDCR may disc or plow the emtigect site to destroy any
burrows. At the same time burrows are destroyemrgt squirrels should be
removed through one of the approved methods destiibAppendix A of the
SIJMSCPProtecting Endangered Species, Interim Measuret)&er of
Pesticides in San Joaquin Counthated March 2000.

If measures described above are not attemptedl athfafollowing measures will be
implemented. These measures are consistent witteguoes outlined in th€alifornia
Department of Fish and Game’s Staff Report on Buimg OwIs(DFG 1995).

. CDCR will retain a qualified biologist to conductcused surveys for burrowing
owls in areas of suitable habitat on and within & of the project site.
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Surveys will be conducted before project activitglén accordance with DFG
protocol (DFG 1995).

. If no occupied burrows are found in the survey aadatter report documenting
survey methods and findings will be submitted td@BEnd no further mitigation
is necessary. If occupied burrows are found, teettient feasible, establish a
buffer of 165 feet around the occupied burrow dyitimee nonbreeding season
(September 1-January 31) or 250 feet during thedimg season (February 1-
August 31). The size of the buffer area may besdilif a qualified biologist
determines consistent with DFG Guidelines, thatigtijg the buffer size would
not be likely to have adverse effects. No projetivay will commence within
the buffer area until a qualified biologist confgrthat the burrow is no longer
occupied. If the burrow is occupied by a nestinig, @aminimum of 6.5 acres of
foraging habitat contiguous to the burrow will beserved (fenced off with
temporary fencing) until the breeding season is.ove

. If occupied burrows cannot be avoided, during the-breeding season conduct
on-site passive relocation techniques, pursuaDH@ guidelines, to encourage
owls to move to alternative burrows outside ofithpact area. No burrows
found by the survey to be occupied will be distarbering the breeding season.

With the implementation of avoidance measures, suseys, and the payment of any necessary fees to
the SJIMSCP Joint Powers Authority as describetdaémtitigation measures for Impact 4.2-1a, direct
effects on nesting raptors would be minimized ars$ lof nesting habitat would be compensated. Thus,
direct and indirect impacts on raptor species wigldeduced to kess-than-significantlevel.

Potentially Significant Cumulative Effect: I mpact 4.2-2, | mpacts to Raptors under the Combined
NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

The combined NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects wanikdlide the removal of nesting and foraging
habitat for a number of raptor species, includimgiBson’s hawk, burrowing owl, and white-tailedekit

All trees located within or immediately adjacentlte perimeter fence of the DeWitt Nelson facifitpy
be removed as a result of this project. Trees éataear the administrative buildings on the NCRE& si
may also be removed. Some of these large treeproside nest sites for a number of raptor species
known to occur on or near the project site. Nestiabjitat for burrowing owl and foraging habitat for
other raptor species will also be removed withatdition of new facilities. Temporary disturbantes
these habitats may also occur as a result of aanitn activities on the project site.

The permanent loss of nesting and foraging haftata®wainson’s hawk and other raptor species
including burrowing owl and white-tailed kite woubdcur as a result of implementation of the comthine
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects. Project constarcthay disturb nesting raptor species located on or
near the project site resulting in nest abandonmmgmidult birds and abandonment of chicks and eggs
causing mortality. This would bepmtentially significant impact. (Impact 4.2-2c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.
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Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to sensitive habitats.

Implement Mitigation Measure 4.2-2a above, as described in “Impact 4.2-2, Project Impacts to Raptors”

With the implementation of avoidance measures, sigskeys, and the payment of any necessary fees to
the SJIMSCP Joint Powers Authority as describetamtitigation measures for Impact 4.2-1a, direct
effects on nesting raptors would be minimized arsg bof nesting habitat would be compensated. Thus,
direct and indirect impacts on raptor species wiadeduced to l@ss-than-significantlevel.

Potentially Significant Effect: Impact 4.2-3, Injury or Mortality of Special-Status Bat Species

Numerous vacant buildings on the DeWitt Nelson siteld provide day roosts, maternity colony roosts,
and/or hibernation roosts for pallid bat, a Califarspecies of special concern that is not a specie
covered by the SIMSCP. This species could be pgrasany time during the year. Pallid bats are
common in the lower elevations throughout Califarand have been documented in San Joaquin County.
Pallid bats are known to roost in abandoned deditsed structures in wall sections, behind fasuoia,
spaces between vaulted interior ceiling and roofiragerials, and in similar enclosed spaces (Sagrame
County 2007: Appendix A). Generally, the buildingsated on the DeWitt Nelson project site do not
provide high-quality roosting habitat for pallidtimhie to their concrete block construction. Howeeaar
vents and open windows do provide access to bgiliditeriors and bats may find internal conditions
suitable for roosting. Buildings on the projecesitould either be demolished or renovated, whialicco
result in the disturbance of roosting bats. Basethe existing structure and condition of the bnijg on
the DeWitt Nelson project site, the potential foosting pallid bats to occur is low. However, slaoahy

of these buildings support an active roost of gdits, injury or harm to bats may occur from direc
physical injury to individuals during renovation @emolition activities or by loss of individualselto
untimely roost abandonment as a result of projeiitides (i.e, mortality to abandoned juvenilesidg

the breeding season, or adults if forced to aranseabandon a winter hibernacula when adequate food
sources are unavailable).

Disturbance to roosting bats due to rehabilitatiod/or demolition to buildings on the DeWitt Nelson
project site could result in injury, or mortality jpallid bats. This would be potentially significant
impact. (Impact 4.2-4a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to special status species.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.2-3a.Prior to construction, surveys for roosting batslon
project site will be conducted by a qualified bigiki. Surveys may consist of a daytime
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pedestrian survey looking for evidence of bat &sg. (guano) and/or an evening emergence
survey to note the presence or absence of batsypbef survey will depend on the condition of
the buildings at the time of demolition. If no lbabsts are found, then no further study is
required. If evidence of bat use is observed, tiralrer and species of bats using the roost will be
determined. Bat detectors may be used to supplesneveey efforts, but are not required.

If roosts of pallid bats are determined to be pneaed must be removed, the bats will be
excluded from the roosting site before the faciktyemoved. A mitigation program addressing
compensation, exclusion methods, and roost remmreakdures will be developed in
consultation with DFG before implementation. Exabasmethods may include use of one-way
doors at roost entrances (bats may leave but eoteg, or sealing roost entrances when the site
can be confirmed to contain no bats. Exclusionreffmay be restricted during periods of
sensitive activity €.g.,during hibernation or while females in maternibfanies are nursing
young). The loss of each roost (if any) may neeloetoeplaced, However, the need for roost
replacement will be based on a humber of factoes, Gize of colony, evidence of significant use,
etc) and will be determined in consultation with@Fshould it be determined that roost
replacement is necessary, the ratio of roost reptaat would also be determined in consultation
with DFG, and may include construction and instadtaof bat boxes suitable to the bat species
and colony size excluded from the original roossitg. Roost replacement will be implemented
before bats are excluded from the original rodsssiOnce the replacement roosts are constructed
and it is confirmed that bats are not presenteénattiginal roost site, the building may be removed
or renovated.

Implementation of these mitigation measures woettlice the impact to a less-than-significant level.

Potentially Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.2-3, Injury or Mortality of Special-Status Bat
Species with |mplementation of the NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

The combined NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects wanibdlide the demolition and rehabilitation of
several existing buildings, which could containtable roosting habitat for pallid bats. As discuasse
Impact 4.2-3a and b, buildings would be renovatedemolished which could disturb active bat rodsts
present, which could lead injury or harm to bats.

Disturbance to roosting bats due to rehabilitaind/or demolition of buildings on the NCRF and D&Wi
Nelson project sites could result in injury, or madity of pallid bats. This would befotentially
significant impact. (Impact 4.2-3c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to special status species.

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for Impact43a (above).
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By ensuring absence of pallid bats from potentiakts before demolition and replacing lost rodsissi
the mitigation measure for Impact 4.2-3a would mige impacts on pallid bats. As a result, the ttge
impacts on pallid bats would be reduced tess-than-significantlevel.

Potentially Significant Effect: Impact 4.2-5, Impacts of Lethal Electrified Fence on Wildlife

The DeWitt Nelson project includes installation aetration of a lethal electrified fence within the
prison’s secure perimeter, which would likely résalthe death of an undetermined number of animals
Lethal electrocution would result when an animalctoes two wires simultaneously or touches one wire
and an electrical ground. Based on monitoring dali@cted at other existing lethal electrified feaat
other CDCR facilities throughout the state, a nuntdfenative birds and mammals are likely to beeklll

on the lethal electrified fence. Birds are by fag thost common wildlife group electrocuted, with
mammals making up a relatively small percentage.

No CDCR facilities with a lethal electrified fenaee located immediately near the project site Malfey
State Prison for Women (VSPW) and Central Calimiomen’s Facility (CCWF), both located in
Chowchilla (approximately 90 miles south of Stocktm State Route 99), have lethal electrified fence
and may provide a useful comparison of potentiddlifé impacts resulting from installation of alet
electrified fence at the project sites. Agricultig¢he primary land use around VSPW, CCWF, and the
DeWitt Nelson sites. Based on 8 years of mortalipnitoring data collected at VSPW and CCWF,
approximately 20 individuals of native birds andmmaals were killed per year at each facility. Mokt o
these are species protected under the MBTA ando@ah Fish and Game Code. Approximately 10% of
the native species killed at VSPW and CCWF areidensd “sensitive” species; however, none of the
species killed are protected by the ESA or CESAsEige species include those that meet the dafinit
of special-status described above (i.e., wildljees identified by DFG as species of special eon¢

as well as common raptor species, and are covgr&@DICR’s Statewide Electrified Fence HCP.
Mortality of sensitive species at VSPW and CCWF bimed for 8 years between June 2002 and June
2010 included one American kestrel, three barn peitsht great-horned owls, four red-tailed hawks] a
nine loggerhead shrikes. No species listed astdmed or endangered or candidates for listing utiger
ESA or CESA were killed at VSPW or CCWF.

The lethal electrified fences at VSPW and CCWFeareh 7,860 feet in length. The proposed lethal
electrified fence at DeWitt Nelson would be 4,686tfin length, or less than 60% of the total lerajth
either VSPW or CCWF. Although expected wildlife nadity should not be strictly calculated on a per-
linear foot basis due to considerations of surringpthnd uses, adjacent habitat types, species/tmeha
and other ecological factors at a particular ditis,anticipated that mortality of native wildlifgpecies
from a proposed lethal electrified fence at the MeWelson project site would be less than 20
individuals per year on average. Of those, appratéty 1 to 2 individuals are expected to be sergsiti
species.

Based on the geographic location, habitats on djztent to the site, and comparison with mortaleya
from VSPW and CCWEF, sensitive species that coulkilbled by the proposed lethal electrified fence at
DeWitt Nelson include barn owl, great-horned owdgrbwing owl, American kestrel, red-tailed hawk,
and loggerhead shrike. Mortality of Swainson’s hdak never occurred at any CDCR facility as a tesul
of operation of the lethal electrified fences. Altigh there is some suitable nesting and foragibgata

in the project vicinity, the possibility of Swainse hawk being killed as a result of operation d¢dthal
electrified fence at the DeWitt Nelson site is ddased to be very remote because flying into aavarr
space (i.e., between two fences) is not consistghtthe hawk’s foraging and flight behavior. Commo
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native species likely to be killed by the lethadattified fence for the DeWitt Nelson project indéu
house finch, American crow, western kingbird, yellilumped warbler, Brewer’s blackbird, Audubon’s
cottontail, and California ground squirrel. In ailzh, the Forward Landfill, located less than aengivay,
is likely to attract various gull species to thejpct vicinity during the winter months and lethal
electrified fence operation could result in mottatif California gull, ring-billed gull, and herrngull.

Mortality of sensitive and common wildlife specihge to electrocution by contacting the proposethlet
electrified fence at the DeWitt Nelson site cowdduit in a substantial reduction of the local papiahs
of the local populations of the affected speciesrdvne. This would be potentially significant impact.
(Impact 4.2-5a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce wildlife electrocutions to less-tha
significant levels:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.2-5a. CDCR will consult with USFWS and DFG regarding
the DeWitt Nelson project and anticipated wildif@rtality and will take appropriate actions to
minimize wildlife electrocutions to the extent féds and compensate for impacts on native
wildlife species. It is anticipated that this wikk accomplished by following the mitigation
approached in the Statewide Electrified Fence HiiRpugh the DeWitt Nelson project would
not be covered by the HCP. A monitoring programsgsient with the monitoring program
established in the Statewide Electrified Fence MORBId be developed to document wildlife
mortality and ensure compliance with Tier 1 and RPieneasures. The tiered mitigation approach
used by the HCP to offset potential adverse effectsirds protected under MBTA and the
California Fish and Game Code is outlined below.

> Tier 1: These mitigation measures are designed to elimioateduce wildlife attractants
near the prison perimeter by implementing speaifcaintenance and operation
procedures. By making the perimeter less hospitabldlife will frequent this area less
often, thus reducing their exposure to accidenégtecution. Tier 1 maintenance and
operation procedures will include:

> Minimization of vegetation in the vicinity of thegHal electrified fence perimetérhis
will include removal of vegetation growing betwesmd adjacent to chain link fences
that surround lethal electrified fences and keeflegfirst 100 feet of vacant land outside
the perimeter and patrol road free of vegetati@andscaping vegetation near the lethal
electrified fence will be minimized and will bertrimed or mowed to reduce its
attractiveness to wildlife. Facility landscapindlveie designed to provide as little cover
and as few foraging and nesting opportunities asipte. Detailed information,
including recommended landscape plantings thaleaeeattractive to wildlife, can be
found in theHandbook to Reduce Wildlife USDCR1996).
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Minimization of standing water near the fence petien. Rainwater will not be allowed
to stand in or near the perimeter for more thah@4s after a storm. Localized
recontouring, excavation of ditches, and placeroégtavel will occur to prevent
ponding. Weeds, grasses, or emergent vegetatibbeviemoved from ditches regularly.

Timely correction of erosion gaps and spaces ufelecing.Inner and outer chain link
fences will be inspected weekly to ensure thataqusgr spaces have formed. All eroded
areas will be filled with soil or gravel as soonf@asible to prevent animals from entering
electrified-fence areas.

Proper storage of materials and wasi@ the extent feasible, equipment, supplies,
rubble, or pallets will not be stored (temporaolypermanently) within 200 feet of either
side of the fence perimeter. Garbage cans and darspsill be covered at all times and
emptied as often as required to prevent overfladwe drea within 200 feet of the fence
perimeter will be kept free of all trash, littendaloose food waste.

Tier 2: These mitigation measures consist of both exaluaiad deterrent devices. Tier 2
measures to be installed on the proposed lethetriéiled fence are listed below.

Vertical netting.Past analysis of the locations of carcasses lwgrstihat wildlife kills
were typically the result of animals contacting lineest nine wires, because wires are
vertically closer together, resulting in more ogpaities for birds to contact two lethal
wires or a wire and a ground. CDCR shall instak#équarter-inch mesh vertical netting
enveloping both sides of the lower section of #thdl electrified fence, which will
prevent most birds from contacting the fence.

Anti-perching wire Several birds have been electrocuted as a resuintacting
electrified wires while perching, or attemptingaerch, on the grounding brackets and
fence posts of the lethal electrified fence. Argrghing wires, which consist of 2- to 4-
inch pieces of stiff wire connected to an alumirase, will be strategically attached to
the tops of perching sites in and near the periméece installed, this wire will reduce
the ability of birds to perch near the lethal eléied fence, thus reducing exposure to
accidental electrocutions.

Tier 3: These mitigation measures compensate for reswildlife mortality impacts.
CDCR will contribute funds to an existing non-ptafrganization that creates and
manages habitat enhancement areas that would iepportunities for reproductive
success of birds likely to be adversely affectedheyproject. Birds likely to be adversely
affected will be predicted based on the resultsoiftality monitoring at comparable
CDCR facilities and based on birds expected to ioiccthe project vicinity based on
surrounding habitat. Mechanisms for implementirgyrtiitigation will be similar to those
previously utilized by CDCR for the Statewide anxl Brison Electrified Fence Projects
and may include additional funding for a projecimoich CDCR has already contributed
as part of these existing projects. The San Joadaliey will be targeted, but mitigation
could be implemented at federal, state, or prilatds located anywhere in California if
the lands support a large percentage of the spatresk of electrocution at the project
site. The amount of funding contributed would dapen the acreage of habitat that
would benefit from the mitigation. The mitigatiooraage required would be determined
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by CDCR(in coordination with USFWS and CDFG) basedhe anticipated annual
mortality of native birds and the area requiredupport an equivalent number of
individuals of the species at greatest risk of teteuition.

> As an alternative to working with an existing nawit organization, CDCR will request
participation in the SIMSCP, and if participatisrgranted, CDCR will coordinate with
SJCOG staff regarding appropriate mitigation foidifie mortality associated with the
lethal electrified fence. The process outlined &y calculating acreage of
compensatory mitigation would remain the same.

With the implementation of tiered mitigation meassjrimpacts on wildlife would be reduced by
minimizing the number of animals killed by the lgtlelectrified fence and compensating for unavdiglab
mortalities by preserving breeding habitat that imitrease the reproductive success of affecteciape
As a result, this impact would be reduced tess-than-significantlevel.

Potentially Significant Cumulative Effect: | mpact 4.2-5, Impacts of Lethal Electrified Fence on
Wildlife with the Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

The combined NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects ineltite installation and operation of two stand-
alone lethal electrified fences, which would likedsult in the death of an undetermined number of
animals.

As described above, each lethal electrified fea@xpected to result in the electrocution of lbsas 20
individuals per year, for a combined total of l@ssn 40 individuals per year. Approximately 2 tof4
these individuals are expected to be sensitiveispeSensitive species that could be killed by the
proposed lethal electrified fences include barn, gnéat-horned owl, burrowing owl, American kestrel
red-tailed hawk, and loggerhead shrike. Commorveapecies likely to be killed by the lethal eldietd
fences include house finch, American crow, weskangbird, yellow-rumped warbler, Brewer’'s
blackbird, Audubon’s cottontail, and California gral squirrel.

Mortality of sensitive and common wildlife speciige to electrocution by contacting the proposduhlet
electrified fences at the NCRF and DeWitt Nelsaesscould result in a substantial reduction ofitioal
populations of the local populations of the affelctpecies over time. This would beatentially
significant impact. (Impact 4.2-5c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce wildlife electrocutions to less-tha
significant levels:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for ImpacP45a.
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With the implementation of tiered mitigation measias described in the mitigation for Impact 4.2-5a
impacts on wildlife would be reduced by minimizitihgg number of animals killed by the lethal ele@df
fence and compensating for unavoidable mortalifiepreserving breeding habitat that will incredse t
reproductive success of affected species. As dtrésis impact would be reduced tdess-than-
significant level.

Potentially Significant Effect: I mpact 4.2-6, Consistency with Local Plan, Policies, and Ordinances.

CDCR, as a state agency, is a sovereign entitysamot subject to local plans and policy regulagion
Local policies and ordinances through 8an Joaquin County General Plan 2Qdi@tect sensitive
biological resources in the vicinity of the CDCPRoperty. These policies are indicative of the postnd
result in locally significant biological resourcegpacts. The San Joaquin County code addresses
protection of native oak trees. Specifically, cqupblicies require a tree removal permit. Implenation
of the DeWitt Nelson Conversion project could reguthe removal of some mature native oaks and has
the potential to adversely affect special-statesigs, including raptors, by decreasing suitabgtimg
habitat, as discussed previously under Impact 412€ removal would be required as part of this
project to maintain high visibility within and sounding the proposed facility. The County code spl
to the removal of a native oak tree greater them@tinches at dbh, depending on the species,rdape
oak (defined as greater than 32 inches dbh), anddwmnsider removal of such trees significant.
Although CDCR is not subject to local plans andgies, CDCR has considered such plans in
determining whether a significant local impact wbatcur.

The DeWitt Nelson project was also evaluated temeine if it would conflict with conservation goaié

the SIMSCP. The SIMSCP is a county-wide plan tioaiges a strategy for balancing the need to
conserve open space with the need to accommodgitaving population in San Joaquin County. The
SJMSCP is a voluntary plan for both local jurisiios and project proponents. SIMSCP-covered species
that could be affected by the project include Swairs hawk, giant garter snake and northwest pond
turtle. Project construction would not require thmoval of any important habitat for these speages

most of the development would occur in areas tteaaleady highly disturbed. Any impacts that do

occur would be mitigated either through participatin the SIMSCP fee program or by implementing the
species-specific mitigation described above. Tloeegtthe DeWitt Nelson project would not confligthw

the conservation goals of the SIMSCP.

Because native tree species provide importantdtsioit special-status species and removal of mature
trees (trees greater than 4—6 inches at dbh) ctmgdade this habitat, the removal of mature ndtees
would be asignificant impact. (Impact 4.2-6a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce wildlife electrocutions to less-tha
significant levels:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.2-6a. A formal tree survey will be conducted on the D&Wi
Nelson project site in order to determine the nunaloel classification (i.e., native or heritage) of
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all trees that may be removed. CDCR will implemtiet following measures to reduce impacts
on native oak trees:

> Minimize the number of native oak trees to be remdbto the greatest extent feasible
(i.e., retain trees that would not result in safatpperational concerns)

> Replace all native oak trees removed by projecstroation activity consistent with the
provisions outlined in section 9-1505.4 of ®&n Joaquin County General Plan 2010.
Removal of any native oak of suitable size (i.ef ihches dbh) would be replaced at a
3:1 ratio. Heritage oaks would be replaced atia ait5:1.

> Use trees from healthy commercial nursery stockaratorns from the tree removed
when establishing new trees.

> Ensure that trees are established and maintaimed feast 3 years.

> Plant trees as near as possible to the location dhich they were removed. Potential
on-site areas for replacement planting would kiaénparking lot, near the firing range,
or in other areas that would not interfere withragien of the lethal electrified fence, or
alternatively, an offsite location will be idenéfi, as near to the project site as feasible.

> Trees will be planted between October 1 and DeceBibeand no later than 12 months
after the date of tree removal.

Alternatively, CDCR may consult with the County ¢hd SJICOG regarding offsite replacement
options where one or both of these entities witlegat responsibility for the planting and
maintenance of the replacement trees. If it isrd@teed, in consultation with the County and
SJCOG, that this is a viable option, mitigationuiegments would be consistent with those listed
above and additional measures may be required.

With the implementation of this mitigation, impacts mature native oaks would be avoided and reduced
because trees lost through construction activitiesld be replaced on site, where possible, oret th
nearest feasible location. As a result, this impamild be reduced tolass-than-significantlevel.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Significant Effect: Impact 4.3-2, Impacts to Unique Archaeological Resources

Although no “unique” or “historic” cultural resouss (as defined in CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines) have been documented on the DeWittddgtsoject site, the potential exists for unrecdrde
cultural resources to be unearthed or otherwissodesed at the project site during ground-distugbin
construction activities. If such resources weredrined to meet CRHR eligibility criteria, this it
would be significant.

The potential exists for previously unidentifiedque archaeological remains to be discovered béhew
ground surface during implementation of the DeWNi#tson facility. A unique archaeological resource
could be adversely affected by the proposed projéis would be a significant impact on unique
archeological resources. (Impact 4.3-2a)
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Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to cultural resources:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.3-2a. If cultural materials (e.g., unusual amounts oflishe
animal bone, bottle glass, ceramics, structuredinglremains) are inadvertently discovered on
the project sites during project-related constarcactivities, ground disturbances in the area of
the find will be halted and a qualified professioaahaeologist will be notified of the discovery.
The archaeologist will determine whether the reseis potentially eligible for listing in the
CRHR. If additional as-yet-unidentified resources determined to be eligible for listing, the
archaeologist will develop appropriate avoidancesuees and assist with project redesign and/or
monitoring; or if construction cannot be plannedtwoid impacts, the archaeologist will develop
appropriate mitigation, which could include suclti@ts as preservation in place, documentation
of the find, or data recovery. Mitigation will belfiy implemented before construction activities
resume in the vicinity of the find.

Implementation of the above mitigation measure Waatuce the impact to a less-than-significantlleve
because if any resources are found during consinyé€DCR would follow all procedures necessary to
preserve or archive resources.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.3-2, | mpacts to Unique Archaeological Resources for the
Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Although no “unique” or “historic” archaeologicasources (as defined in CEQA and the State CEQA
Guidelines) have been documented on either the B&Wison or the NCRF project sites, the potential
exists for unrecorded subsurface cultural resourcee unearthed during construction-related ground
disturbing activities. If such resources were dateed to meet CRHR eligibility criteria, this imgac
would be significant.

The potential exists for previously unidentifiedaure archaeological remains to be discovered béhew
ground surface during implementation of the DeW#tson and NCRF facilities. A unique
archaeological resource could be adversely affdayatie DeWitt Nelson and NCRF projects. This
would be asignificant impact on unique archeological resources. (Imga&&:Rc)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.
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Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to cultural resources:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for ImpacB42a (above).

Implementation of Mitigation Measure for Impact-£28 would avoid or capture archaeological values
through data recovery, and would, therefore, redoeempact to éess-than-significantlevel.

Significant Effect: Impact 4.3-3, Impacts to Human Burials

Although no evidence of prehistoric or early higtdnterments are known to be present on the DeWitt
Nelson project site, there is a possibility thagemtly-undocumented human remains exist. Caldorni
law recognizes the need to protect historic-eraNati’e American human burials, skeletal remainsg, a
items associated with Native American intermentsifvandalism and inadvertent destruction. If any
human remains were unearthed during project cartginy this impact would be significant.

Although unlikely, it is possible that previouslgidentified human remains may be uncovered during
ground-disturbing activities of the DeWitt Nelsacility. This would be @ignificant impact on human
remains. (Impact 4.3-3a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to cultural resources:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.3-3a.In accordance with the California Health and Safety
Code, if human remains are uncovered during gralisitbing activities, all such activities in
the vicinity of the find will be halted immediatetynd CDCR or its designated representative will
be notified. CDCR will immediately notify the coyntoroner and a qualified professional
archaeologist. The coroner will examine all dise@sof human remains within 48 hours of
receiving notice of the discovery. If the coronetadmines that the remains are those of a Native
American, he or she will contact the NAHC by phevithin 24 hours of making that
determination. CDCR or its appointed representaine the professional archaeologist will
consult with a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) desitgthby the NAHC regarding the removal

or preservation and avoidance of the remains atetrdime whether additional burials could be
present in the vicinity.

Implementation of the above mitigation measure waatiuce the impact to a less-than-significantlleve
because if any human remains are found during nai&in, CDCR would follow all procedures
necessary to inform descendants and follow theggha@s to archive, rebury, or otherwise preserve
resources, as required.
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Significant Cumulative Effect: I mpact 4.3-3, I mpacts to Human Burials for the Combined NCRF and
DeWwitt Facilities

Although no evidence of prehistoric or early higtanterments exists on either the DeWitt Nelson or
NCRF project sites, there is a possibility thatspraly-undocumented human remains exist. California
law recognizes the need to protect these remathassociated grave goods from vandalism and
inadvertent destruction. If any human remains weearthed during project-related construction
activities, this impact would be a significant.

Although unlikely, it is possible that previouslgidentified human remains may be uncovered during
ground-disturbing activities of the DeWitt NelsamdaNCRF facilities. This would b&gnificant impact
on human remains. (Impact 4.3-3c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to cultural resources:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for ImpacB43a (above).

Assuming that an agreement can be reached betivednltD and CDCR or its representative with the
assistance of the archaeologist, the steps includelitigation Measure for Impact 4.3-3a would
minimize or eliminate adverse impacts on the unm&uman remains, and thus would reduce the
impact to dess-than-significantlevel.

GEOLOGY, SOILS, MINERAL RESOURCES AND PALEONTOLOGY

Potentially Significant Effect: I mpact 4.5-4: Potential Damage to Unknown, Potentially Unique
Paleontological Resources

The DeWitt Nelson project site is currently deveddpvith vacant buildings. Project-related earthmgvi
activities are not expected to be deep enoughdowetier Pliocene-age rock formations that could
contain fossils. However, the entire DeWitt Nelgooject site is underlain by younger Pleistocene-ag
sediments of the Modesto Formation, which is careid a paleontologically sensitive rock unit under
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP) guideli(E395). The Pleistocene sediments overlay older
Pliocene sediments. In addition to the 3 recordtebrate fossil localities and two unrecordedifos
localities in the project vicinity, specimens framdiments referable to the Modesto Formation haea b
reported at other locations throughout the CeMadley. The fact that vertebrate fossils have been
recovered near the DeWitt Nelson project site ghdraecorded vertebrate fossil localities havenbee
recorded throughout the San Joaquin Valley, andathhave been in sediments referable to the Mindes
Formation, suggests that additional similar fomsihains could be uncovered during constructiontadla
earthmoving activities at the project site. Therefwertebrate fossils could be damaged during
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construction, including demolition, at the DeWittlslon project site. This impact would be potentiall
significant.

The DeWitt Nelson project site is underlain by ygenPleistocene-age sediments of the Modesto
Formation, which is considered a paleontologicadigsitive rock under SVP guidelines (1995). The
potential exists for damage to vertebrate fossiling construction-related activities at the projEte.
This would be gotentially significant impact to paleontological resources. (Impact 4p-4

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to paleontological resources:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.5-4a.Before the start of grading, excavation, or denaniit
whichever comes first, at the DeWitt Nelson locatiGDCR will retain a qualified paleontologist
or archaeologist to alert all construction persbimalved with earthmoving activities, including
the site superintendent, about the possibilitynmoeintering fossils. The appearance and types of
fossils likely to be seen during construction Wi described. Construction personnel will be
trained about the proper notification proceduresukhfossils be encountered. If paleontological
resources are discovered during earthmoving aetyithe construction crew will be directed to
immediately cease work in the vicinity of the fiadd notify the CDCR Project Director. CDCR
will retain a qualified paleontologist to evaludite resource and prepare a mitigation plan in
accordance with SVP guidelines (1996). The mitagaplan may include a field survey,
construction monitoring, sampling and data recoyeocedures, museum storage coordination
for any specimen recovered, and a report of firgliecommendations determined by CDCR to
be necessary and feasible will be implemented beafonstruction or demolition activities can
resume at the site where the paleontological ressuvere discovered.

Implementation of this mitigation measure wouldueegl potentially significant impacts related to
potential damage to unigue paleontological resautea less-than-significant level because
construction workers would be alerted to the poldtsilof encountering paleontological
resources, and if resources were encountered| $épesiimens would be recovered and recorded
and would undergo appropriate curation.

Implementation of this mitigation measure wouldueelimpacts related to potential damage to unique
paleontological resources tdess-than-significantlevel because construction workers would be alerte
to the possibility of encountering paleontologiesdources, and if resources were encountered| fossi
specimens would be recovered and recorded and waodlergo appropriate curation.
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Potentially Significant Cumulative Effect: | mpact 4.5-4: Potential Damage to Unknown, Potentially
Unique Paleontological Resources for the Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

As discussed above, project-related earthmovingites under both the proposed DeWitt Nelson and
NCRF projects are not expected to be deep enoughcounter Pliocene-age rock formations that could
contain fossils.

However, both project sites are underlain by youmjeistocene-age sediments of the Modesto
Formation, which is considered a paleontologicadigsitive rock unit under SVP guidelines (1995 Th
Pleistocene sediments overlay older Pliocene sedén&herefore, vertebrate fossils could be damaged
during construction, including demolition, at th€RF site and DeWitt Nelson site. This impact would
be potentially significant.

The DeWitt Nelson and NCRF site and DeWitt Nelsioe are underlain by younger Pleistocene-age
sediments of the Modesto Formation, which is carsid a paleontologically sensitive rock under SVP
guidelines (1995). The potential exists for damageertebrate fossils during construction-related
activities at the NCRF site and DeWitt Nelson slteis would be gotentially significant impact to
paleontological resources. (Impact 4.5-4c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce to less-than-significant levels
effects to cultural resources:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for Impact44a (above).

Implementation of the Mitigation Measure for Impdcs-4a would reduce potentially significant imgact
related to potential damage to unique paleontodgasources, as described under Impacts 4.5-4 to a
less-than-significantlevel because construction workers would be aldaxeghe possibility of
encountering paleontological resources, and ifuess were encountered, fossil specimens would be
recovered and recorded and would undergo apprepuagtion.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS M ATERIALS

Potentially Significant Effect: I mpact 4.6-2, Exposure of Construction Workers and the Environment
to Hazardous Materials

Construction-related activities, such as the usegofpment that contains hazardous mater&ats
diesel-fueled equipment), the excavation and tramafion of contaminated soil, and the demolitiond a
renovation of existing aged structures, could egpmsstruction workers and the environment to
hazardous materials. Development of the DeWitt diefsroject facilities would involve grading,
excavation, and construction of several new faeditPotential sources of hazardous materialsettiat
within the project footprint are described below.
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Unknown USTs and Environmental Contamination

Unknown or undocumented underground storage tds®3 ¢) may exist in the project area, and could be
discovered during proposed construction and graaatigities. Uncovering an undocumented UST could
expose construction workers to contaminated swilgld damage equipment, or cause injury to
construction workers. Furthermore, the presenamofamination in on-site soils could create a
potentially significant environmental or health &exif left in place. The developed and undeveloped
land associated with the DeWitt Nelson project dalso contain petroleum hydrocarbons,
tetrachloroethylene (TCE), Semi-Volatile Organiom@munds (SVOCSs), and fuel oxygenates from other
past activities.

Aged Structures

Because of the age of the DeWitt Nelson buildings structures, there is a possibility that leadebas
paint (LBP) and asbestos containing materials (AGMYy be present in building materials. In addition,
electrical switches, light ballasts, and transfasr@ntaining polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) ralso
be present. If allowed to deteriorate, these maltedould result in localized lead and asbestos
contamination. Further, any renovation activitiesd encroach upon structures containing these
materials, which could cause a release to the @mvient. These materials could also become airborne
during demolition and renovation activities andatesa hazard for construction workers at the site.
Exposure to asbestos and/or lead as well as PABg lead to adverse health effects.

Former Agricultural Land Uses

A Phase | ESA has not been prepared for the egi§tg\Witt Nelson facility; however, agricultural
activities were and are currently common in thggmtoarea and these activities often involve apilin
of pesticides, herbicides, and chemical fertiliz&ssidual agricultural chemicals such as thesestithy
exist as a result of past agricultural operatiamsite and include chlorinated pesticides, caflieds
(i.e., petroleum hydrocarbon based), and heavylmétaplementation of the DeWitt Nelson project
would require excavation and other earth-movingyiigts that may result in exposure of construction
workers to hazardous agricultural chemicals. Addily, buried agricultural structures, such asrirge
pipelines, may exist below the ground surface. Eattan and grading activities may result in the
unearthing of the structures, which could damaggpseent or cause injury to construction workers.

Site soils and aged buildings could contain haassdthemicals or materials. Because soils and en-sit
structures at the DeWitt Nelson site could contaiknown hazardous materials associated with the
former auto-body shop on the site, as well as loazer building materials such as LBP and ACM, ag wel
as residual agricultural chemicals such as chltgthpesticides, construction workers and the
environment could be exposed to these materialaglproject construction and operation. This impact
consideregotentially significant. (Impact 4.6-2a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.
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Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce potential exposure of construction
workers and the environment to hazardous matendéss-than-significant levels.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.6-2a. CDCR will implement the following measures prior t
and during construction, as appropriate:

a.

To avoid health risks to construction workef®QR will prepare a Health and Safety
Plan prior to initiating any demolition (or remowaflbuilding materials associated with
renovation), grading, or other groundwork. Thisnpléll outline measures that will be
employed to protect construction workers and tHaipdrom exposure to hazardous
materials during demolition and construction atieg.

These measures could include, but would not bedulrtio, posting notices, limiting access
to the site, air monitoring, watering, and insti#dla of wind fences. Development
contractors will be required to comply with stagatth and safety standards for all
demolition work. If necessary, this will includerapliance with OSHA and Cal-OSHA
requirements regarding exposure to asbestos addbbessed paint.

Before demolition of any structures or initigtiof grading or other groundwork, CDCR
will investigate if soil and/or groundwater haveshecontaminated from past operations.
This investigation will follow environmental sitsgessment (ESA) and/or other
appropriate testing guidelines and will includenasessary, analysis of soil and/or
groundwater samples taken at or near potentiaboaingtion sites. If the results indicate
that contamination exists at levels above regweadction standards, then the San
Joaquin County Department of Environmental Hes&thQDEH) will be notified and the
site will be remediated in accordance with recomatagions made by SJCDEH, Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and Califorflapartment of Toxic Substances
Control (DTSC). The agencies involved would dependhe type and extent of
contamination. Remediation activities could incling would not be limited to the
excavation of contaminated soil areas and haulirigtaminated soil materials to an
appropriate off-site disposal facility, mixing ofi-gite soils, and capping (i.e., paving or
sealing) of contaminated areas.

Based on the results and recommendations &3#elevel investigation described
above, CDCR will prepare a site plan that iderditisy necessary remediation activities
appropriate for proposed correctional facilitiesliiding excavation and removal of on-
site contaminated soils, and redistribution of cléhmaterial on the project site. The

plan will include measures that ensure the safespart, use, and disposal of
contaminated soil and building debris removed ftbesite. The development contractors
will be required to comply with the plan and relevbocal, state, and federal laws for
dewatering discharge. The plan will outline meastioe specific handling and reporting
procedures for hazardous materials, and disposazaHrdous materials removed from the
site at an appropriate off-site disposal facility.

In addition, the following measures will apply tonstruction activities:
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D The project contractor will notify SJCDEH ifidence of previously
undiscovered soil or groundwater contamination. (stgined soil, odorous
groundwater) is encountered during excavation. éartytaminated areas will be
remediated in accordance with recommendations fmpa@&ICDEH, RWQCB,
and DTSC.

(2) Before demolition of any structure, or remowefbuilding materials, CDCR wiill
hire a qualified consultant to investigate whetiigy building materials to be
removed contain lead or asbestos-containing méehat could become friable
or mobile during demolition/construction activitigsfound, the lead- or
asbestos-containing materials will be removed bg@medited inspector in
accordance with EPA and Cal-OSHA standards. Intamagliall activities
(construction or demolition) in the vicinity of the materials will comply with
Cal-OSHA asbestos worker construction standards.|@dd- or asbestos-
containing materials will be disposed of propethaa appropriate off-site
disposal facility.

With implementation of mitigation measures for Irapd.6-2a, the DeWitt Nelson project’s hazards and
hazardous materials impacts would be reduceddssathan-significantlevel because the contractor will
prepare a site Health and Safety Plan; investit@extent to which soil and/or groundwater hasibee
contaminated from past operations; and prepare plsin that identifies any necessary remediation
activities appropriate for proposed land usesuyuliclg appropriate removal of any ACMs or LBPs,
excavation and removal of on-site contaminated saild redistribution of clean fill material on the
project site.

Potentially Significant Cumulative Effect: | mpact 4.6-2, Exposure of Construction Workers and the
Environment to Hazardous Materials for the Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Construction-related activities for the combinedilfdes and potential sources of hazardous mdteria
that exist within the project footprints for the RE and DeWitt Nelson projects would be to the same
the activities and hazardous materials sourcegidledcabove for the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects
Construction-related activities, such as the usegofpment that contains hazardous materials (e.g.,
diesel-fueled equipment), the excavation and tramnapon of contaminated soil, and the demolitiod a
renovation of existing aged structures, could egpmsstruction workers and the environment to
hazardous materials. This would be a potentiafipificant impact.

Site soils and aged buildings could contain haassdtemicals or materials. Because soils and en-sit
structures at the DeWitt Nelson and NCRF sitesccoahtain unknown hazardous materials associated
with the former auto-body shop on the site, as a&hazardous building materials such as LBP, ACM,
and PCBs, as well as residual agricultural chemisath as chlorinated pesticides, construction @rsrk
and the environment could be exposed to these iaatduring project construction and operation.sThi
impact is considerepotentially significant. (Impact 4.6-2c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.
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Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation meashbeg will reduce potential exposure of construction
workers and the environment to hazardous matendéss-than-significant levels.

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for Impact42a above.

With implementation of mitigation measures for Iropd.6-2a, the project’'s hazards and hazardous
materials impacts would be reduced fess-than-significantlevel because the contractor will prepare a
site Health and Safety Plan; investigate the extemthich soil and/or groundwater has been
contaminated from past operations; and prepar @lksin that identifies any necessary remediation
activities appropriate for proposed land usesuyuliclg appropriate removal of any ACMs or LBPs,
excavation and removal of on-site contaminatedsaild redistribution of clean fill material on the
project site.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Potentially Significant Effect, Impact 4.7-3: Long-term Water Quality Degradation

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project woutdriease the footprint of development at the project
site, adding impervious surfaces, including a fjriange, which could potentially increase the lefel
urban contaminants discharged into the stormwagenage system. Some of the currently undeveloped
land on the project site would be developed withmaament uses associated with the DeWitt Nelson
project facilities, including buildings and a figmange with associated roadways and parking aféas.
proposed development has the potential to incréespollutant load of stormwater discharges asaltre
of proposed land uses. Anticipated pollutants aassat with the project include trash, debris, heavy
metals, and hydrocarbons from roadways and paiiegs. In addition, potential pollutants associated
with the project include sediment from perviousaarthat would not be landscaped, pesticides from
potential pest control activities, nutrients, fiezérs, oxygen-demanding substances from landscaped
areas, and organic compounds from uncovered pagkie@s and roadways.

CDCR would comply with applicable federal and s&tt@mwater management regulations. Specifically,
CDCR would incorporate proper pollutant source st minimize pollutant exposure outdoors, and
treat stormwater runoff through proper BMPs wheurse control or exposure protection is insufficiant
reducing runoff pollutant loads.

Long-term operation of a firing range could cawsggtterm discharges of firing range-related
contaminants (such as lead and other heavy mettdshe stormwater drainage system and/or
groundwater. The firing range facility would be idged in accordance with the 2009 CDCR Design
Criteria Guidelines (DCGSs).

Design features proposed by CDCR that would prateder quality include the use of soil berm bullet
traps, heavy-duty steel bullet traps, and a cléybsse for the floor of the firing range. The ftoaf the
firing range would be graded with four inches ol ggavel over a clay base, which would trap bullet
fragments and prevent the leaching of lead or attegerials to the soils and groundwater beneath the
range. CDCR would routinely inspect the floor of firing range and collect any stray bullets or
fragments consistent with applicable hazardous maateandling requirements. The firing range would
also include a total containment bullet trap ttetles the bullets/fragments in a de-accelerahamber
and deposits them in a containment canister. Teefdam the spent bullet would be filtered throwgh
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dust collection vacuum unit creating a negativesgnee environment in the de-acceleration chamber. A
lead would be contained in the bullet trap and@pra@priately certified contractor would remove the
collected bullets and bullet fragments and dispdgshem at an appropriate off-site disposal fagilit

Operation of a firing range could cause long-teisclthrges of lead and other heavy metals into the
storm drainage system or groundwater. Withoutdirnange design features to address anticipated and
potential pollutants from the project site, longatewvater quality degradation would be considered a
significant impact. (Impact 4.7-3a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce long-term water quality degradation
to less-than-significant levels.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.7-3a.Before any construction-related ground disturbance,
final firing range design plans will be completeddemonstrate that all runoff and overshot from
the firing range would be appropriately capturethatfiring range facility and would not result

in contamination of nearby waterways and underlgr@gundwater aquifers. As part of the final
design process, CDCR will coordinate with applieadtiate agencies (i.e., DTSC and RWQCB)
to ensure that the proposed design plans are temsigith state requirements. CDCR will
implement the following:

> Final design will be consistent with the applicaBleCR DCGs for firing ranges (see
DCG Appendix C.3, “Special Occupancies: Firing Resij

> CDCR will develop and implement a firing range @igm and maintenance plan that
includes provisions for periodic range maintenapegiodic cleanup procedures (i.e.,
sweeping), and hazardous and non-hazardous wasiesdi procedures, and periodic
removal of lead and other materials from bullgpstasoil berms, and permeable floor
areas;

> CDCR will comply with applicable RWQCB and/or DT S¢ater quality permits and
requirements, such as preparation of a SWPPP tmdpcific WDRs, use of erosion
and sediment-control BMPs, and implementing persbtmaining requirements and
procedures; and

> CDCR will implement applicable EPA Best Manageniergctices to prevent lead
migration at Outdoor Shooting Ranges (see http:¥vepa.gov/region2/waste/leadshot/)
such as implementing methods for monitoring andstitjg soil pH and binding lead and
controlling runoff to the maximum extent practicabl

Implementation of the mitigation measures for Imph¢-3 would reduce the significant impact related
to long-term degradation of surface water qualioyf project-related contaminants téeas-than-
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significant level because the project would involve the impatation of various design features to
prevent lead and other heavy metals from contamipatearby waterways and groundwater aquifers.

L AND USE AND AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
Significant Effect: Impact 4.8-3, Convert | mportant Farmland to Nonagricultural Uses

The proposed DeWitt Nelson project would convegragimately 4.5 acres of Important Farmland to a
nonagricultural land uses. This would bsignificant impact. (Impact 4.8-3a)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to important farmlands, dav
been incorporated by CDCR into the project. Wtiile mitigation measure would substantially reduce
the significant effects of the project, the residogact would continue to be significant. As désed in
Section 1.7, specific economic, legal, social dieottonsiderations make infeasible the project
alternatives that would reduce or avoid this impaberefore, the important farmland impact is
considered significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as iBa of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce impacts to important farmlands.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.8-3a. Prior to operation of the DeWitt Nelson project, a
perpetual agricultural conservation easement adl dbell be recorded on land that is consistent
in quality, as characterized by DOC's Farmland Mag@nd Monitoring Program, equal in
acreage to the number of acres of Important Famintanverted by the proposed DeWitt Nelson
Project (minimum 1:1 ratio). The total amount sh&l4.5 acres minimum.

Implementation of this mitigation would conservdeatst 4.5 acres of existing Important Farmland.
Although recording an agricultural conservationesasnt would limit future farmland conversion foeth
acres conserved, it would not result in the reptad of the 4.5 acres converted by the projecitme

no new farmland would be created. Therefore, tmwesion of Important Farmland to a nonagricultural
use for the DeWitt Nelson project, although reduceskverity, would remain significant and
unavoidableimpact.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Convert Important Farmland to Nonagricultural Uses

According to the most recent agriculture censusSemm Joaquin County, conducted in 1997, 3,862 farms
occupy approximately 809,000 acres of farmlandhéndounty; this is approximately 90% of the cousty’
909,000-acre total land area. The percentage afudigrral land has fluctuated, according to recent
agriculture censuses, from approximately 824,008sa(91%) in 1987 to approximately 784,000 acres
(86%) in 1992 and then back up again in 1997 tatiieages mentioned above. In 1997, total croptand
the county was approximately 559,000 acres, atigisrarea, approximately 519,000 acres were ieat
lands.
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As projected in the SIMSCP, population in the cpuntluding the city of Stockton, is expected torm
than double by 2040, increasing to 1.26 millionG8& 2000), resulting in continued pressure to cdnve
agricultural lands to nonagricultural use. The SMRISICOG 2000) estimated that approximately
57,635 acres of agricultural habitat land will lmeerted from open space use between 2001 and 2051.

The Division of Land Resource Protection of theifGatia Department of Conservation (DOC) estimates
that the county had 624,515 acres of Important Fartgnin 2004, further classified as 412,550 acfes o
Prime Farmland, 91,222 acres of Farmland of Statewnhportance, and 62,535 acres of Unique
Farmland (DOC 2006). According to the DOC land @sion tables for the county, 11,140 acres of
Important Farmland were converted to other usesd®t 1992 and 2004. Lands classified as Unique
Farmland and Farmland of Local Importance actuattyeased during this period (likely attributable
more to designation of existing farmland as uniguienportant rather than to new farmland being put
into production). However, an overall loss of Imamit Farmland occurred as a result of conversibns o
Prime Farmland (23,453 acres) and Farmland of Bi@gelmportance (8,326 acres) to other uses. The
county reports that 8,733 acres of farmland atedlfor nonagricultural use in the near future; entbran
half of this is Prime Farmland.

As described in the Section 4.8 “Land Use and Adjucal Resources,” the majority of the DeWitt
Nelson facility would be located on Urban Built-iamd, with the exception of the new retention basin
which would convert approximately 4.5 acres of Imi@ot Farmland. According to the EIR for the City
General Plan (City of Stockton 2006:13-32), buildoithe City General Plan and other area
development, including CHCF, would result in thezersion of up to 32,600 acres of Important
Farmland. The EIR concludes that conversion offeirismland would be a significant and unavoidable
impact. The proposed project would contribute te tonversion of farmland.

The loss of Important Farmland is considered a datiwely considerable (i.e., significant) impactevh
considered in connection with the losses that wougltlr as a result of the proposed project; past
farmland conversions; and planned future developipeaposed in the city, the surrounding cities, and
the county as a whole. Mitigation is included reopg CDCR to record an agricultural conservation
easement at a ratio of 1:1 acres (4.5 acres & )CHCF Stockton project would also convert ug@o
acres of Important Farmland. Mitigation measureglire a conservation easement of similar farmland a
a ratio of 1:1 (acre conserved to acre converted).

Preserving agricultural lands in perpetuity thropginchasing a conservation easement would enseire th
continued protection of farmland in the projectinity, partially offsetting project impacts. Howeay¢his
measure cannot fully and feasibly mitigate the psagl DeWitt Nelson project’s cumulatively
considerable contribution to the loss of agric@tdand in San Joaquin County to below a level ihat

not considerable, because no new farmland woulitdeged; rather, existing farmland would be
protected. Therefore, the proposed DeWitt Nelsafept would contribute to an existing cumulatively
considerable impact, and the project would resustsignificant and unavoidablecumulative impact

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbessignificant effects to important farmlands, dav
been incorporated by CDCR into the project. Wtiile mitigation measure would substantially reduce
the significant effects of the project, the residuanulative impact would continue to be significais
described in Section 1.7, specific economic, leg@djal or other considerations make infeasible the
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project alternatives that would reduce or avoid thipact. Therefore, the important farmland impsict
considered significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as i8a@ of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce impacts to important farmlands.
CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for ImpacB43a.

Implementation of this mitigation would conservdeatst 4.5 acres of existing Important Farmland.
Although recording an agricultural conservationesasnt would limit future farmland conversion foeth
acres conserved, it would not result in the repteard of the 4.5 acres converted by the projecialiee
no new farmland would be created.

The conversion of 4.5 acres of Important Farmlessbeiated with the DeWitt Nelson project, in
combination with the conversion of 32,600 acrebrgfortant Farmland expected to be converted under
the buildout of the City of Stockton General Plawl ather projects (including CHCF), as well as
Important Farmland converted by other cumulativeetipment in the region, would eliminate the
viability of a significant amount of Important Faand for agricultural production. Even with
implementation of mitigation measures, the coneersif 4.5 acres of Important Farmland resultingrfro
the DeWitt Nelson project, in combination with cuative development, is significant and

unavoidable cumulative impact because conserving farmlandivdises does not re-create the farmland
that would be lost as a result of the proposed DeMélson project.

NOISE

Potentially Significant Effect: Impact 4.9-1, Short-Term Construction-Generated Noise Levels
Exceeding Applicable Noise Standards or Resulting in Substantial Temporary Increase in Ambient
Noise Levels.

Construction noise levels in the project vicinitpwld fluctuate depending on the particular typanber,
and duration of usage for the various pieces oipegent. The effects of construction noise depend
largely on the types of construction activitiesueimg on any given day, noise levels generatethbge
activities, distances to noise-sensitive receptord,the existing ambient noise environment in the
vicinity of the receiver. Construction generallycacs in several discrete stages, with each operatio
varying the equipment mix and the associated ruhiseacteristics. These stages alter the chardatsris
of the noise environment generated on the projext and in the surrounding community for the dorat
of the construction process. Construction of theVdeNelson project is expected to begin in 201d an
would be completed in approximately 24 months. piteposed project is planned to be fully operational
by mid to late 2013.

The site preparation phase typically generatesnibst substantial noise levels because of on-site
equipment associated with grading, compacting,excdvation. Site preparation equipment includes
backhoes, bulldozers, and loaders; excavation egnpsuch as graders and scrapers; and compaction
equipment. Erecting large structural elements aaedmanical systems could require the use of a dmane
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placement and assembly tasks, which may also germrhstantial noise. Although a detailed
construction equipment list is not currently avialda it is expected that the primary sources o$@oi
would include backhoes, compressors, bulldozersavators, and other related equipment.

To assess hoise levels associated with the vagiguipment types and operations, construction
equipment can be considered to operate in two moa@sile and stationary. Mobile equipment sources
move around a construction site performing taskesn@curring mannee(g, loaders, graders, dozers).
Stationary equipment operates in a given locatborah extended period of time to perform continuous
periodic operations. Thus, it is necessary to dater the location of stationary sources during Bjgec
phases, or the effective acoustical center of ajeeifor mobile equipment during various phasethef
construction process. Operational characterisfit®avy construction equipment are additionally
typified by short periods of full-power operatiasllbwed by extended periods of operation at lower
power, idling, or powered-off conditions.

Operational noise levels for typical constructiatiaties would range from 74 to 85 dBA at a disterof
50 feet. Accounting for the usage factor of indiatipieces of equipment, topographical shielding) an
absorption effects, construction activities onphgject site would be expected to result in hoaxlgrage
noise levels of 87 dBA{, at a distance of 50 feet. Maximum noise levelsegated by construction
activities are not predicted to exceed 85 dBAlat 50 feet (FHWA 2006: 3).

The nearest off-site noise-sensitive receptorbérproject vicinity are the single-family residehiand
uses located approximately 2,600 feet east of¢basdical center (the reasonable center of active
construction equipment) of the DeWitt Nelson s#ast of Austin Road. Noise from localized point
sources (such as construction sites) typicallyebszs by 6 to 7.5 dBA with each doubling of distanc
from source to receptor. Conservatively assumingteamuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance
construction operations and related activitiespaeglicted to generate exterior hourly noise lewés2
dBA L¢qand 50 dBA I« at the nearest off-site noise-sensitive receptben measured from the
acoustical center of construction operations.

On-site noise-sensitive receptors include N.A. @njgah Youth Correctional Facility housing units
located 1,000 feet west from the acoustical carftéie Dewitt Nelson facility. Common outdoor adiyv
areas for these housing facilities are orienteth siat the direct line of sight to constructionivties
would be shielded by the facility housing unitseTdcoustical shielding provided by on-site building
would result in a 5- to 8-dBA reduction in noisedts at the receptor. Resultant exterior noisel$eate
nearby on-site receptors would be less than 60 dBAt the housing units.

All buildings provide some exterior-to-interior seireduction. A building constructed with a woaahiie
and a stucco or wood sheathing exterior typicaitywjgles a minimum exterior-to-interior noise redoict
of 25 dBA with its windows closed, whereas a buitdconstructed of a steel or concrete frame, aicurt
wall or masonry exterior wall, and fixed plate glagindows of one-quarter-inch thickness typically
provides an exterior-to-interior noise reductiorB6+40 dBA with its windows closed. Assuming an
average exterior-to-interior noise reduction ofdBA (with windows closed; prison windows are not
operable), interior noise levels would not exceBdIBA Ly, at off- and on-site noise sensitive receptors.
Predicted interior construction noise levels waadge from approximately 30 dBAyLto 35 dBA Ly, at
both off- and on-site noise sensitive receptors.

In consideration of local noise control ordinanfiesthe evaluation of potential impacts (as stated
previously, state agencies like CDCR are not reguio comply with the ordinances but may use them a
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an indicator of project significance), noise levadsociated with construction activities occurring
between 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on any day are gxemder the San Joaquin County Development
Code. If construction activities occur during therminoise-sensitive hours (i.e., evening, nighttieagly
morning) or if construction equipment is not prdperguipped with noise control devices, project-
generated noise levels from construction sourcekl@xceed the applicable standards at nearby-noise
sensitive receptors or result in a substantial teary increase in the ambient noise environment.

Construction activities could result in a substariie., 3- to 5-dBA or greater) temporary incieas
ambient noise levels at nearby on-site noise-seasand uses only (approximately +8 dBA). Existing
ambient noise levels along Austin Road measure@ldBA L., at 2 locations due to roadway traffic.
Predicted project construction noise levels woddpproximately 15 dBA lower than existing measured
noise levels at off-site noise-sensitive receptoherefore, construction noise levels attributabléthe
project are not expected to dominate the noiser@mvient at the nearest off-site sensitive recefftor.
construction activities occur before 6:00 a.m. ftere8:00 p.m., project-generated noise levels woul
exceed the San Joaquin County noise standards sinijle-family residential land uses east of Austi
Road. As a result, this impact would be potentiaignificant.

Implementation of the proposed DeWitt Nelson proyeculd result in short-term construction activitie
associated with renovation of existing structumas eonstructing new buildings. These construction
activities could expose on-site sensitive receptmes substantial, temporary increase in noisddebhat
exceed the applicable noise standards and/or iesabhoticeable increase in ambient noise levads (-
to 5-dBA or greater). This would bepatentially significant short-term construction-generated noise
impact. (Impact 4.9-1a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce the potential effects related to
temporary construction-generated noise to less-sigmificant levels:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.9-1a. CDCR will implement the following mitigation
measures to reduce noise levels generated by@nesistruction equipment:

> Construction equipment will be properly maintaimed manufacturers’ specifications
and fitted with the reasonable noise suppressigitée (e.g., mufflers, silencers, wraps).
All impact tools will be shrouded or shielded afidrdake and exhaust ports on power
equipment will be muffled or shielded.

> Construction equipment will not be idled for extedgeriods (e.g., 20 minutes or
longer) of time in the vicinity of noise-sensitikeceptors.

> Fixed/stationary equipment (such as generatorspoessors, rock crushers, and cement
mixers) will be located as far as possible fronsaesensitive receptors.
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> CDCR'’s mitigation monitor representative or othppipriate representative will
appropriately notify nearby sensitive receptorpra@posed noise-generating construction
activities. The coordinator will manage any compisiresulting from the construction
noise.

> Project noise-generating construction and relattigifes will occur typically between 6
a.m. and 9 p.m.

> If construction operations and related activitiesws during more sensitive evening and
nighttime hours (9 p.m. to 6 a.m.), CDCR will ngtihe four residences along Austin
Road 48 hours in advance of nighttime constructicivities. CDCR’s mitigation
monitor representative or other appropriate reprtesiee will offer to pay hotel
accommodations for the duration of the nighttimestruction for adjacent residents on
properties within 500 feet of the NCRF project siteesidents choose to stay in their
homes, CDCR will erect temporary noise barriemnioimize noise disturbances at
nearby noise-sensitive land uses. Temporary bamidlrbe placed as close to the noise
source or as close to the receptor as possiblbraad the line of sight between the
source and receptor. Acoustical barriers will bestaucted of material with a minimum
surface weight of 2 pounds per square foot or greahd a demonstrated Sound
Transmission Class (STC) rating of 25 or greatatadimied by American Society for
Testing and Materials (ASTM) Test Method E90. Ptaent, orientation, size, and
density of acoustical barriers will be specifiedabgualified acoustical consultant when
specific equipment configurations, locations, apdrational details become available.

Implementation of the above mitigation measuresaitaining general consistency with the provisiohs
the San Joaquin County Development Code would eedanstruction-generated noise levels by 5-10 dB
at noise-sensitive receptors in the project vigiaitd would not result in a substantial temporary o
periodic increase in ambient noise levels in thaggut vicinity above levels existing without theojarct.
Furthermore, operation of construction-related popgeint in accordance with the construction-hours and
noise-reduction provisions of San Joaquin Countydiypment Code would be exempt from the
provisions of the noise ordinance. As a resuls ifnipact would be reduced tdess-than-significant

level.

Potentially Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.9-1, Short-Term Construction-Generated Noise
Levels Exceeding Applicable Noise Standards or Resulting in Substantial Temporary Increasein
Ambient Noise Levelsfor the Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Implementation of both the NCRF and DeWitt Nelsoojgcts would generate construction noise levels
simultaneously at 2 locations within the larger GDEbrrectional facility footprint. However, the NER
and DeWitt Nelson project sites are approximatedp@ feet apart. Construction noise from the DeWitt
Nelson site would be approximately 46 dBA, And 47 dBA L.« at the NCRF site and similar noise
levels would be expected from the NCRF site ad@®/itt Nelson site. At the midpoint between the 2
sites, combined noise levels would be approximdislgBA Leqand 53 dBA k.. Combined

construction noise at the midpoint between thes siteuld not be greater than discussed above also.
Therefore, the noise levels and impacts describedein Impacts 4.9-1a and b would be the samesnois
levels that would occur under the combined develatroonditions. Therefore, noise levels would be
similar to the noise levels previously discusseavatat on-site and off-site receptors.
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As stated above under Impact 4.9-1a and b, noisdslassociated with construction activities odogyr
between 6:00 a.m. and 9:00 p.m. on any day are gxender theSan Joaquin County Development
Code If construction activities occur during the moi@se-sensitive hours (i.e., evening, nighttimelyea
morning) or if construction equipment is not prdperquipped with noise control devices, project-
generated noise levels from construction sourcakl@xceed the relevant standards at nearby noise-
sensitive receptors or result in a substantial teany increase in the ambient noise environmen@ As
result, this impact would be potentially signifitan

Implementation of the proposed project would resugthort-term construction activities associatéith w
renovation of existing structures and constructiag buildings. These construction activities could
expose sensitive receptors to a substantial, teamporcrease in noise levels that exceed the agipic
noise standards and/or result in a noticeable &serén ambient noise levels (i.e., 3- to 5-dBA r@ager).
This would be gotentially significant impact. (Impact 4.9-1c)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorfiorated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce the potential effects related to
temporary construction-generated noise to lesstigrificant levels:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for Impac©4la (above).

Implementation of the above mitigation measuresadtaining general consistency with the provisiohs
the San Joaquin County Development Code would eedanstruction-generated noise levels by 5-10 dB
at noise-sensitive receptors in the project vigiaitd would not result in a substantial temporary o
periodic increase in ambient noise levels in theggut vicinity above levels existing without theofarct.
Furthermore, operation of construction-related pangint in accordance with the construction-hours and
noise-reduction provisions of San Joaquin Countydimpment Code would be exempt from the
provisions of the noise ordinance. As a resuls itmpact would be reduced tdess-than-significant

level.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Cumulative Short-Term Construction-Related Noise | mpacts

Implementing the DeWitt Nelson project, in additionsimultaneous construction of other cumulative
development projects in the project vicinity, irtilog the NCRF project and CHCF Stockton, would
generate noise from construction activity and ptegeenerated construction traffic. Implementing the
proposed DeWitt Nelson project could make a comalule contribution to an overall significant effect
noise in the short term. Noise levels at the n¢afésite noise sensitive receptors are considargh,
approximately 68 dBA lyand 57 dBA I, for residents along Austin Road and Arch Roadyeetvely.
As stated in Impact 4.9-1, the few residences éxtatong Arch Road are not expected to experience
significant construction noise from the combinedA\Di Nelson and NCRF projects due to the distance
from residences to construction sites, intervehinigding facades that would shield constructionsegi
and ground absorption due to the intervening gaasisl ground cover. Furthermore, with the addition o
the CHCF Stockton project, cumulative noise impaaisld remain less than significant for sensitive
receptors located along Arch Road.
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The proposed combined DeWitt Nelson and NCRF pta@jeastruction noise levels at noise sensitive
receptors located along Austin Road are modelde toetween 50 dBAL and 52 dBA I, These
modeled noise levels would be 16 dBA to 18 dBA Iotxan the existing noise levels at sensitive
receptors located along Austin Road. From a curiweldtasis, if all three proposed projects (NCRF,
DeWitt Nelson and CHCF Stockton) are constructedikaneously, cumulative construction noise levels
at nearest off-site sensitive receptors would beidated by construction noise levels attributabléne
CHCEF Stockton project. Construction noise levefgyiag from 68 dBA lqto 74 dBA L, would be
experienced at the nearest noise sensitive reseattine CHCF Stockton site located on Austin Road
(CHCF Stockton EIR 2008). Therefore, constructiorse levels attributed to the cumulative constorcti
projects would be considered significant only & tBHCF Stockton project is under construction at th
same time as NCRF or DeWitt Nelson, or both. Howete noise from construction of the CHCF
project is substantially higher than from eitherRFCor DeWitt Nelson, or both, and the increasedisa
from NCRF and DeWitt Nelson would not be considerabherefore, they would not result in a
cumulatively significant noise impact during constion.

In addition, construction traffic noise would ordgcur for a limited time and would cease once
construction is complete. Because constructiorviie and project-generated construction traffauvd
occur only during the exempt hours of 6 a.m. torB.@and would not occur on a permanent basis,
implementing the proposed projects would not cbaote to any overall effect of construction traffigise
that would be cumulatively significant in the shi@tm.

Existing noise levels at the on-site noise seresiteceptors (wards at the adjacent N.A. ChadeYj@urth
Correctional Facility, and O.H. Close Youflorrectional Facility)are considered relatively low, ranging
from 45 dBA Ly to 51 dBA Leq at locations wards may occupy during recreatiboals. Proposed
project construction noise levels at these semsiieeptors are modeled to be 60 dB4 Wwhen
accounting for distance and intervening structufégse modeled noise levels would be 9 dBA to 15
dBA higher than the existing noise levels at op-s#énsitive receptors. From a cumulative basa| if
three proposed projects (NCRF, DeWitt Nelson an€CEl$tockton) are constructed simultaneously,
cumulative construction noise levels at nearestitnsensitive receptors would result in an inazeas
ambient noise levels. Construction noise level84fiBA L., would be experienced at the nearest on-site
noise sensitive receptors to the CHCF Stockton(€it¢CF Stockton EIR 2008). The cumulative
construction noise level that is expected to beeagpced at the nearest noise sensitive recefdtorg a
Austin Road would be 66 dBA:L Therefore, construction noise levels attributethe cumulative
construction projects would be considered significAs a result, this impact would be cumulatively
significant. Project-generated construction trafficuld not contribute to any overall effects ofseat
on-site noise sensitive receptors that could beutatimely significant in the short term due to distes
from roadways to possible on-site receptor locati@md intervening structures.

The DeWitt Nelson project plus cumulative developtngould result in cumulatively considerable
construction noise impacts for both offsite anditensoise-sensitive receptors. The DeWitt Nelson
facility would result in construction noise levéfmt would cumulatively combine with other cumulati
projects such that they would exceed San Joaguimi@d@evelopment Code construction or operational
noise compatibility standards during non-exemptrepand the projects would, in combination with
cumulative development, result in a substantialease in ambient noise levels at off-site and t-si
noise-sensitive receptors. Therefore, cumulativisenimpacts would bsignificant and the DeWitt

Nelson facility’s contribution would be considerabl
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Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce the potential effects related to
temporary construction-generated noise to less-sigmificant levels:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for Impac©4la (above).

Implementation of the above mitigation measureattaining consistency with the provisions of tha Sa
Joaquin County Development Code would reduce cactsdn-generated noise levels by 5-10 dBA at
off-site and on-site noise-sensitive receptorswaadld not result in a substantial temporary or gaid
increase in ambient noise levels in the projedhiticabove levels existing without the projects.
Furthermore, operation of construction-related ponaint, in accordance with the construction-houds an
noise-reduction provisions of San Joaquin Countydi¥pment Code, would be exempt from the
provisions of the Code. As a result, this cumukatimpact would be reduced tdess-than-significant
level.

Potentially Significant Effect: Impact 4.9-4, Long-Term Increasein On-Site Noise Levelsfrom
Operation of Stationary Noise Sources.

The proposed DeWitt Nelson project could introdseeeral on-site stationary noise sources associated
with the support and operation of the facility. titaary noise sources associated with facility apens
could include rooftop heating, ventilation, and@nditioning (HVAC) equipment; mechanical
equipment; emergency electrical generators; argingadock operations. Correctional facilities gexigr
incorporate outdoor public address systems, maltifdrms, and outdoor recreation facilities for aes.
The noise levels associated with the operatiohede sources are described separately below. All of
these stationary sources would result in less-Higimficant impacts related to long-term increasen-

site noise levels, with the exception of the preubfiring range.

CDCR has proposed a correctional officer trainingd range at the southeast corner of the prajitet
directly south of the DeWitt Nelson facility. Smalims fire is an impulsive noise that causes adnigh
level of annoyance as compared to more continuoise rsourcese(g, traffic noise, mechanical noise).
Impulsive sound is defined as a large peak or biasbund that lasts usually less than one secodd a
has a high peak noise level. Impulsive noise haasbampt onset, rapid decay, and often a rapidly
changing spectral composition. Other example sesurE@mpulse sound include explosions, impacts, and
the passage of supersonic aircraft (sonic bootmsligh none of these sources are proposed for the
projects.

There are two major noise sources generated froal anms munitions firing. The first is the muzzle
blast from the firing of a bullet. The second ie tivise from the bow shock wave (also known asgstiall
wave) generated by the bullet. The bow shock waspaggates out from the path of the bullet. Firing
noise from single shots merged in bursts and coenufiring of multiple weapons, as would occutha
proposed firing range, would result in short pesiofiintense firing followed by longer periods of
silence. There may be an increased annoyance atsbuwiith this type of noise exposure pattern. Unde
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these conditions, the number of shots becomesdngssatant than the decibel level of the typical
(average) shot because as a fire range becomes, dhe first few shots are perceived as individual
events. As the firing range stalls are occupiedibitiple users, the individual shots become bleraked
several shots are being fired simultaneously.

The proposed firing range would be used for praatied training of small and long arms by correation
officers from 7 a.m. to 7 p.m. periodically throwgit the quarter. Officers would most frequently 1&&
and 9mm pistols, shotguns, Mini-14 rifles, .40mumiehers (used for riot control rounds and chemical
dispersion arms). The proposed pistol/shotgundiramge would include 15 ground level stalls anddi
positions at distances of 7, 15, and 25 yards. Gipger levels without stalls at 10 feet and 20 &wtve
ground level and firing position distances of 28, &1d 100 yards would also be constructed atitimeg f
range. Bullet traps would be installed at apprdprifistances and heights to prevent range buliets f
leaving the designated firing area. In additionfd& tall earthen berms surrounding the downfraldge
would also be constructed. The nearest noise sensiiceptors to the proposed firing range would be
residents of the DeWitt Nelson facility approximgté€00 feet north and the single family residence
located approximately 2,500 feet northeast on AuRtiad.

Firing range operations would vary from day-to-tbay are assumed to be similar to other CDCR firing
ranges currently in operation. The firing range lddae most heavily utilized during quarterly anchaal
officer qualification courses. During qualificat®a maximum day would include 5 courses of fire30y
officers per course (150 officer’s total). Each rsguwould contain 36 rounds of .38 revolver and 25
rounds of 0.223 Mini-14’s fired per officer (61 &btounds). A maximum total of 9,150 rounds per day
could be fired (61 rounds/officer x 5 courses xo8ftcers/courses). While other firing and trainwguld
occur at the proposed firing range, it is assunoedhiis analysis that the loudest noise levels e
generated during qualification days because tlemgity of use during these days is higher thancdingr
day.

Noise levels from the proposed firing range werelehed using the Small Arms Range Noise
Assessment Model v2.6 (SARNAM2). SARNAM2 was depeld by the United States Army Corp of
Engineers for assessment of noise impacts cregtédriyg ranges. Preliminary firing range desigrdan
firearms (as described above) were input into tbdehand resulting noise levels at the nearesitsens
receptors were calculated. Noise standards relégdhe firing range would be the stationary noise
standards established by the San Joaquin CoungseNaidinance of 45 dBALand 65 dBA | for
daytime hours. The firing range would not operatand) nighttime hours.

SARNAM2 does not generatg.l, noise levels. To assesgaknoise levels generated by the firing range,
noise measurements conducted by AECOM at a sifinilag range were used and noise levels were
attenuated at 600 feet and 2,500 feet for assesghaaise exposure to the nearest sensitive recept

L max NOIse levels at 35 feet from the firing positioare 93 dBA L.« for a 12-gauge shotgun, 105 dBA
Lmax fOr @ .223 caliber rifle, 96 dBA L.« for a 0.38 caliber revolver, and 98 dBAJfor a 9mm pistol.

As calculated by SARNAM2, noise levels at 100 fé60 feet, and 2,500 feet from the firing range

would be 64 dBA L, 49 dBA L, and 29 dBA L, respectively. See Exhibit 4.9-3 for a visual
representation of the., noise contours from the firing range under thggatocondition. L., Noise levels

at 100 feet, 600 feet, and 2,500 feet, assumirajtenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance,
would be 96 dBA kay 80 dBA Lyax and 67 dBA kay respectively. These noise levels would exceed the
noise standards established by San Joaquin Coamippulsive noise sources at nearby sensitive
receptors. As a result, the noise impact from tlop@sed firing range would be significant.
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Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project wouddult in increases in on-site stationary-sourceenoi
associated with operation of the facility, partanly the proposed firing range. Firing range steny

noise sources would exceed the County’s noise atdaghourly and maximum) and cause a substantial
increase in ambient noise levels. This would Begaificant impact. (Impact 4.9-4a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce the potential effects related togo
term noise increases resulting from the firing mtgless-than-significant levels:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.9-4a. CDCR will implement the following mitigation
measures to reduce stationary noise levels gendgtthe proposed firing range. See Exhibit
4.9-4 of the DEIR for a visual representation @& kg, noise contours from the firing range with
mitigation in place. Measures that reduggrioise levels would also reducg.knoise levels.

> All structures including the guard tower and 10@dyfiring position will be enclosed on
the north wall and rooftop to ensure that no dilieet of site or reflection from within the
firing structure occurs between the muzzle (ilee,firing end of the firearm) and any
receptors located at the DeWitt Nelson facilityothrer on- or off-site receptors. The roof
and north walls will extend a minimum of 6 vertiteét above the topmost firing
position and a minimum of 10 feet horizontally easst) from the outermost firing
positions.

> The walls that enclose the structures will be mafdeaterial that are solid and are of
standard wood/plaster or concrete constructiorgdesith a minimum absorption
coefficient of 0.50 and a demonstrated STC ratin20oor greater as defined by ASTM
Test Method E90 to ensure a minimum noise reductic0 dB.

> Berms surrounding the firing range will extend frasinear to the firing range structures
as feasible and will be a minimum of 18-feet inghéi A combination of berm and wall
may also be used.

> The 100-yard firing range position will be locatdhe furthest feasible distance from
the DeWitt Nelson facility and will not be less tha50 feet from the nearest noise
sensitive areas of the DeWitt Nelson facility.

Implementation of the above mitigation measuresaitaining general consistency with the provisiohs
the San Joaquin County Development Cedwrild reduce firing range-generated noise levgl2bdB at
noise-sensitive receptors in the project vicinity\pdeled noise contours attributable to the firingge
would no longer overlap the southeast portion effleWitt Nelson site to the northwest or the lahdfi
property to the south. Further, on-site ambiense¢evels would be below applicable standards. As a
result, this impact would be reduced tess-than-significantlevel.
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Potentially Significant Effect: I mpact 4.9-5, Potential for I ncompatibility of Proposed On-Site Land
Uses with the Ambient Noise Environment.

The state has established noise compatibility staisofor prisons within Title 24 of the Califorrtade
of Regulations. The section states: “Housing affsnmates) shall be designed and constructdtiato
the average noise level does not exceed 70 dedbelsy periods of activity and 45 decibels during
sleeping hours.” (Part 1, Title 24, C.C.R 2001:)143

Based on the noise monitoring conducted at theeptajte, average daytime noise levels currentigea
from approximately 42.1 to 51.1 dBAJ-There would not be a perceptible increase ifitrabise levels
from Austin Road and Arch Road adjacent to theqmtogite. Intermittent noise events associated thith
proposed project’s use of a PA system would betdeidind have an effect on the noise environment,
however, on-site receptors are considered usdhed?A system. The proposed project is also located
approximately 7,900 feet from the Stockton Munitifmport and is more than 5,500 feet from the 60
dBA CNEL noise contour, when measuring from thetlsaestern property line of to the DeWitt Nelson
Youth Correctional Facility. As a result, aircrafiise may be audible depending on varying
environmental effects, but it is not anticipategttstantially contribute to the ambient noise
environment on the project site. Based on the nmmeasants of existing ambient noise levels obtairted a
the project site and assuming an average exterimtérior noise reduction of 25 dBA, predicted aemb
interior noise levels would not exceed the statet®@mmended daytime or nighttime noise compatybilit
standards for prisons of 70 dBAJand 45 dBA L, respectively.

As calculated by SARNAM2, noise levels at 100 fé@0 feet, and 2,500 feet from the firing range
would be 64 dBA L 49 dBA L, and 29 dBA L, respectively. See Exhibit 4.9-3 for a visual
representation of the.jnoise contours from the firing range under thggatocondition. .« noise levels

at 100 feet, 600 feet, and 2,500 feet, assumirajtenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance,
would be 96 dBA kay 80 dBA Lyax and 67 dBA kay respectively. These noise levels would exceed the
noise standards established by San Joaquin Conmitppulsive noise sources at nearby sensitive
receptors. As a result, the noise impact from top@sed firing range would be significant.

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project woutgult in increases in on-site stationary-sourceenoi
associated with operation of the facility, partanly the proposed firing range. Firing range stediy
noise sources would exceed the County’s noise ctinilig standards (hourly and maximum). On-site
noise-sensitive land uses associated with the DéV&ison project would be exposed to noise levels
exceeding applicable criteria. This would b&ignificant impact. (Impact 4.9-5a)

Finding

Changes or alterations have been required incorporated into, the project by CDCR that mitigate
avoid the significant effects on the environment.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce the potential effects related to
incompatible land use issues resulting from thadirange to less-than-significant levels:

CDCR will implement Mitigation Measure for ImpacB44a.
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure for 4.9-4a atthining general consistency with the provisiohs
the San Joaquin County Development Cedwrild reduce firing range-generated noise levgl2bdB at
noise-sensitive receptors in the project vicinity\pdeled noise contours attributable to the firingge
would no longer overlap the southeast portion effleWitt Nelson site to the northwest or the lahdfi
property to the south. As a result, this impact ltdae reduced to less-than-significantlevel.

TRANSPORTATION

Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-1, Construction-Related Traffic | mpacts

Construction of the proposed DeWitt Nelson facilgtyanticipated to begin in spring 2011. Constircti
work shifts would generally be between 6:00 a.nal @®0 p.m. Monday to Friday and could potentially
include evening or nighttime construction. The ¢ardion staging area would be in the existingtoisi
parking lot.

Construction trip generation estimates were basddformation provided by CDCR staff and
consultants. During the peak construction periodstruction activities would require up to 480
construction workers for the DeWitt Nelson projdt would commute to the site on a daily basis.
Average vehicle occupancy of one (1) person peicletvas assumed for construction workers trips. In
addition, construction vehicles would access tlogegt site daily, some construction activities neagur
on weekends. It is estimated that approximatelg&i vehicles would travel to the DeWitt Nelsor sit
on a daily basis and during the peak periods o$ttaation. For the purpose of this analysis, a ¢agsr-
car-equivalent (PCE) ratio of 3.0 was applied ®ttiuck trips (1 heavy vehicle = 3 vehicles) toedetine
the total passenger vehicle trips equivalent (@a#r2000). Table 4.11-7 provides the trip geneanatio
estimates during the peak construction period.

Construction related traffic for the DeWitt Nelsproject would result in significant impacts at the
intersections of Newcastle Road & Arch Road duthmgA.M. peak hour and at Austin Road & Arch
Road during the P.M. peak hour. During the pealstantion period, the addition of construction i
traffic would cause the intersection of Newcast@& & Arch Road to deteriorate from LOS B to LOS F
during the A.M. peak hour. Similarly, the intersentof Austin Road & Arch Road would deteriorate
from LOS A to LOS F during the P.M. peak hour.

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project wouddult in the deterioration of two intersections to
unacceptable levels of service during construcfldverefore, this would besignificant impact. (Impact
4.11-1a)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immmated
by CDCR into the project. Such changes or altenatare within the responsibility of other public
agencies (San Joaquin County and City of Stocldad)not the agency making this finding (CDCR).
Such changes have been adopted by these otheliegggencan and should be adopted by these other
agencies. While this mitigation measure would safigtlly reduce the significant effects of the pagj
the residual impact would continue to be significdime no project alternative is the only altervatihat
would reduce or avoid this impact. As describe8eation 1.7, specific legal considerations make
infeasible the no project alterative. Therefore, tiiaffic impact is considered significant and uridable.
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Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as ®ac of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce but not to less-than-significant
levels transportation effects:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-1a.

Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve intersection operations. The
project would contribute approximately 4% of thaffiic to this intersection during the A.M. peak
hour.

> Coordinate with the County to adjust the traffigrgl timing to optimize the splits
(balance of green and red signal time for eachagmty) during the A.M. peak hour.

Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve intersection operations. It is
assumed that the installation of the traffic sigaal part of the CHCF project would be in place.
The project would contribute approximately 26%lad traffic to this intersection during the
A.M. peak hour, and approximately 25% of the P.®alphour traffic.

> Coordinate with the County to adjust intersectigale length to 60 sec during peak
hours.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure for Impact %1a would return the LOS of the intersections of
Newcastle & Arch Road and Austin Road & Arch Road¢ceptable levels. While feasible mitigation is
available, the City and the County are the agerthbigscan and should implement this mitigation il
unknown whether this mitigation would be implemehpeior to operation of the project. While this
mitigation would reduce the project’s impact, farrposes of CEQA, this impact is concluded to be
potentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementeapto operation

of the project.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.11-1, Construction-Related Traffic I mpacts for the Combined
NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

During the peak construction period, constructictivéies would require up to 100 construction wenrk
for the NCRF project and 480 construction workerstfie DeWitt Nelson project that would commute to
the site on a daily basis. Construction relateffi¢créor the DeWitt Nelson and NCRF projects, if
constructed at the same time, would result in irtgpatthe intersections of Newcastle Road & ArcladRo
during the A.M. peak hour and at Austin Road & ARbad during the P.M. peak hour. During the peak
construction period, the addition of constructi@micle traffic would cause the intersection of Nastte
Road & Arch Road to deteriorate from LOS B to LOSWing the A.M. peak hour. Similarly, the
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intersection of Austin Road & Arch Road would daigate from LOS A to LOS F during the P.M. peak
hour.

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson and NCRF prtgegould result in the deterioration of two
intersections to unacceptable levels of servicenduronstruction if both projects are constructetha
same time. Therefore, this would bsignificant impact. (Impact 4.11-1c)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility tier
public agencies, City of Stockton, and not the agenaking this finding (CDCR). Such changes have
been adopted by these other agencies or can aottidl®adopted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce theificant effects of the project, the residual sup
would continue to be significant. The no projetemdative is the only alternative that would redoce
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 c#melegal considerations make infeasible the ngqxt
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is comsatl significant and unavoidable. Please see additi
information regarding significant and unavoidalsigacts contained in the statement of overriding
conditions included as Section 2 of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce but not to less-than-significant
levels transportation effects. This mitigation measvould be implemented if both projects are
constructed concurrently; if not, this mitigatiorasure is not needed:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-1c.

Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations. The
project would contribute approximately 23% of theffic (to this intersection during the A.M.
peak hour.

> Implement Mitigation Measure(s) for Impact 4.11&akmve for the intersection of
Newcastle Road and Arch Road.

Table 4.11-13 lists the mitigated LOS. With thidigation in place, the intersection would operdte a
LOS B during the A.M. peak houfhus, the impact would be reduced to a less-thgmifssant level
based on adopted significance criteria.

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations 62
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion

1133185.1



NCRF & DeWitt Nelson project — Mitigated Condition

Table 4.11-13

LOS Summary

Existing + CHCF + Mitigated CHCFd +
4 | ) Peak Existing Condition NCRF/DeWitt NCRF/DeWitt Significant Impact
ntersection €a Construction Construction

Delay? LOS Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?

AM. 15.3 B 153.9 F 18.8 B -135.1 No
4 Newcastle Road—

& Arch Road Midday 195 B 19.5 B na na na No
P.M. 15.6 B 33.9 C na na na No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold.
? Delay: in seconds per vehicle
®LOS: Level of Service
¢ Signalized Intersection

“This scenario assumes implementation of the CHCF project plus approved mitigation described in the certified EIR.
Source: DKS Associates, 2010.

Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations. The
project would contribute approximately 27 % of thadfic to this intersection during the A.M.
peak hour, and approximately 26% of the P.M. pealk kraffic.

Implement Mitigation Measure(s) for Impact 4.11&kmve for the intersection of Austin

Road and Arch Road.

Table 4.11-14 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L®@th this mitigation in place, the intersection viabu
operate at LOS C during the A.M. peak hour, LOSUBrd) the Midday and P.M. peak hour. Thus, the
impact would be reduced to a less-than-signifitewel based on adopted significance criteria.
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Table 4.11-14
NCRF & DeWitt Nelson Projects — Mitigated Condition LOS Summary

Existing + CHCF + Mitigated CHCFd +

Existing . . Significant
s NCRF/DeWitt NCRF/DeWitt
#  Intersection Peak Condition Constructic:n Constructit;n Impact
Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS Aindelay Yes/No?
AM. 7.9 A 215 C 6.3 A -15.2 No
8 Austin Road & —
" Arch Road Midday 7.9 A 7.9 A 11.4 B 3.5 No
P.M. 7.8 A 76.7 F 12.7 B -64.0 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .

Delay: in seconds per vehicle

® LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

“This scenario assumes implementation of the CHCF project plus approved mitigation described in the certified EIR.
Source: DKS Associates, 2010.

Implementation of the above mitigation would retthra LOS of the intersections of Newcastle & Arch
Road and Austin Road & Arch Road to acceptablelseWhile feasible mitigation is available, the\Cit
and the County are the agencies that can and shopldment this mitigation and it is unknown whethe
this mitigation would be implemented prior to oféna of the project. While this mitigation would
reduce the project’s impact, for purposes of CE@s, impact is concluded to Ipetentially significant
and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementedpto operation of the project.

Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-2, I mpacts to Study Area | ntersections and Roadway Segment

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project wouddult in the acceptable operation of the study area
roadway segment; however, it would result in theederation of four study intersections to unaceép
operating conditions based on adopted thresholltxaf agencies. Therefore, this would k&gnificant
impact. (Impact 4.11-2b)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated

by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility tier

public agencies, Caltrans, the City of Stocktor/anthe County of San Joaquin, and not the agency
making this finding (CDCR). Such changes have lzmpted by these other agencies or can and should
be adopted by these other agencies. While thigatitin measure would substantially reduce the
significant effects of the project, the residuapamt would continue to be significant. The no ecbj
alternative is the only alternative that would reglor avoid this impact. As described in Sectiah 1.
specific legal considerations make infeasible th¢mject alterative. Therefore, the traffic impesct
considered significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as 8ac of this document.
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Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce but not to less-than-significant
levels transportation effects:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2b.

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less fivarseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 2.37% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 2.08% dgtine Midday peak hour and 2.10% during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton to help fund implemation of this improvement. This
improvement is not in the City’s traffic impact fpeogram.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliésd cycle length to 150 seconds during
the A.M. peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliasd cycle length to 100 seconds and
coordinate the traffic signal with the intersectafrKingsley Road - SR 99 Frontage
Road and Arch Road during the Midday peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliasd cycle length to 135 seconds and
coordinate the traffic signal with the intersectafrKingsley Road - SR 99 Frontage
Road and Arch Road during the P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-31 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L®@th this mitigation in place, the intersection viadbu
continue to operate at LOS F during the A.M., Migldand P.M. peak hours but would not increase delay
by more than five seconds. Thus, the impact woaldedluced to a less-than-significant level based on
adopted significance criteria.

Table 4.11-31
Dewitt Nelson Project — Mitigated Condition LOS Sum  mary
Background . s Mitigated Project -
#  Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact

Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS* Aindelay Yes/No?

AM. 1479 F 166.1 F 150.9 F 3.0 No
1/2 SR 99 SPUI &——

Arch Road  Midday 1130  F 123.2 F 115.1 F 2.1 No

PM. 1169  F 122.6 F 118.3 F 1.4 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates, 2010.
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2.

Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idexdito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less thaseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 3.63% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 3.04% dgriine Midday peak hour and 3.08 % during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton to help fund implemation of this improvement. This
improvement is not in the City’s traffic impact fpeogram.

| 4

Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the splind cycle length to 150 seconds during
the A.M. peak hour.

Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliésd cycle length to 100 seconds and
coordinate the traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUA&h Road intersection, during the
Midday peak hour.

Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliasd cycle length to 135 seconds and
coordinate the traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUA&h Road intersection, during the
P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-32 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L®@th this mitigation in place, the intersection viadbu
operate at LOS D during the A.M. peak hour andauld continue to operate at LOS F during the
Midday and P.M. peak hours but would either de@ekeday or would not increase delay by more than
five seconds. Thus, the impact would be reducediéss-than-significant level based on adopted
significance criteria.

Table 4.11-32
Dewitt Nelson Project — Mitigated Condition LOS Sum  mary

Background . s Mitigated Project N
4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS>  Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
Kingsley Road — SR_AM. 78.1 E 94.1 F 44.3 D -33.8 No
3. 99 Frontage Road & Midday =~ 107.5 F 119.5 F 103.4 F 4.1 No
Arch Road
P.M. 116.8 F 140.5 F 118.1 F 1.3 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010
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3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less thatackground conditions or LOS D or better
during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. Thajgct would contribute 4.44% of the traffic
to this intersection during the A.M. peak hour @88% during the P.M. peak hour. This
improvement is not in the County’s traffic impaeefprogram. CDCR will monitor traffic at the
above intersection for two years after the datevbich the DeWitt Nelson Project begins
operations. If, based on those traffic data, ¢vellof service at any of the above intersections
exceeds the threshold of significance, CDCR wilidiundertake the following mitigation:

> Adjust the traffic signal timing to a130 secondleyand optimize splits during the
impacted A.M. and P.M. hours (balance of greenraddime for each approach).

Table 4.11-34 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimt)uded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, th#ersection would continue to operate at LOS Frdyri
the A.M. and P.M. peak hours but would not incrededay above background conditions. Thus, this
impact would be reduced to a less-than-signifitewel. In calculating CDCR’s “fair share” obligati
towards traffic improvements, CDCR will credit itgal “fair share” obligation by the amount it splen
towards the above mitigation in excess of its page contributions to traffic congestion at those
intersections.

Table 4.11-34

[DeWitt Nelson] Project — Mitigated Condition LOS 1  mpact Comparison

Background . . Mitigated Project N
4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOSb Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
A.M. 40.7 D 57.3 E 53.4 D 12.7 No
8 Newcastle Road - .
& Arch Road Midday No Impact or Mitigation
P.M. 42.4 D 58.1 E 52.9 D 10.5 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold.
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010

4, Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id&dito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less theafackground condition or LOS D or better
during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. Thajgct would contribute 2.82% of the traffic
to this intersection during the A.M. peak hour,3®during the Midday peak hour and 5.13%
during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute eqypiate fees based on trip ends generated
by the project to the County of San Joaquin to figha implementation of this improvement.
This improvement is not in the County’s traffic iaqt fee program.

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion

1133185.1

67



> Reconfigure the northbound approach on Austin Rogmfovide a dedicated left-turn
lane.

> Provide the southbound right-turn lane with ovegapsing (to allow right turns to turn
when opposing left turns go).

> Reconfigure the westbound approach on Arch Roadawide a shared thru-left and a
dedicated right-turn lane.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to 130 seconds andimjie splits (the balance of red and
green time for each approach).

Table 4.11-35 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimt)uded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, theersection would continue to operate at LOS Frdyri
the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours but would imatease delay above background conditions.

However, this mitigation may not be feasible giveght-of-way constraints and utility relocation
requirements. Appendix E to the Final EIR includesmparison summary of the significance thresholds
criteria including the project’s relative contribart to the study intersections.

Table 4.11-35
Dewitt Nelson Project — Mitigated Condition LOS Sum  mary

Background . s Mitigated Project -
4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOS» Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS* Aindelay Yes/No?
AM. 1061.9 F 1052.9 F 599.7 F -462.2 No
8 Austin Road & -
. Arch Road Midday 133.1 F 145.9 F 92.7 F -40.4 No
P.M. 131.6 F 167.6 F 122.6 F -9.0 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s impacts to the intersection
of SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road to a less-than-signifidamel. While feasible mitigation is available,
Caltrans is the agency that can and should implethenmitigation and it is unknown whether this
mitigation would be implemented prior to operatafrihe project. While this mitigation would reduite
project’s impact, for purposes of CEQA, this impaatoncluded to bpotentially significant and
unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementeapto operation of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s impact to the intersectibn
Kingsley Road (Frontage Road) and Arch Road tes-ikan-significant level. While feasible mitigatio
is available, Caltrans is the agency that can &ndld implement this mitigation and it is unknown
whether this mitigation would be implemented ptmoperation of the project. While this mitigation
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would reduce the project’s impact, for purpose€BRA, this impact is concluded to petentially
significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementeapto operation of the
project.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s impact to the intersectibn
Newcastle Road and Arch Road ttess-than-significant level.

Implementation of the above mitigation measuresldvoeduce the impact to a less-than-significanelev
at the intersection of Austin Road & Arch Road. Whie payment of traffic fees would help fund the
ultimate improvement of this intersection to itsximaum extent, it is unknown whether the County
would implement this mitigation as proposed andtivbiethe County would be able to secure the
appropriate right-of-way for the improvements. Tfere, while this mitigation, if implemented, would
reduce the project’s impact to a less-than-sigaifidevel, for purposes of CEQA, this impact is
concluded to beotentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implemented
prior to operation of the project.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.11-2: | mpacts to Study Area | nter sections and Roadway
Segment for the Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Implementation of both the NCRF and DeWitt Nelsoojgcts, should both be constructed, would result
in the deterioration of five study intersectionsitacceptable operating conditions based on adopted
thresholds of local agencies. Therefore, this wand@dsignificant impact. (Impact 4.11-2¢)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated

by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility tier

public agencies, Caltrans, the City of Stocktorvanthe County of San Joaquin, and not the agency
making this finding (CDCR). Such changes have lzekapted by these other agencies or can and should
be adopted by these other agencies. While thigatitin measure would substantially reduce the
significant effects of the project, the residuapamt would continue to be significant. The no ecbj
alternative is the only alternative that would reglor avoid this impact. As described in Sectiah 1.
specific legal considerations make infeasible th@moject alterative. Therefore, the traffic impesct
considered significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as ®ac of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce but not to less-than-significant

levels transportation effects. This mitigation sw@& would be implemented if both projects are
implemented; if not, this mitigation measure is needed:
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Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2c

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less fivarseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The projects aontribute 4.40% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 3.92% dgrine Midday peak hour and 3.89 % during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton to help fund implemation of this improvement. This
improvement is not in the City’s traffic impact fpeogram.

> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctyy length to 150 seconds and coordinate
traffic signal with the intersection of Kingsley &b— SR 99 Frontage Road and Arch
Road, during the A.M. peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctyy length to 125 seconds and coordinate
the traffic signal with the intersection of KingglRoad - SR 99 Frontage Road and Arch
Road during the Midday peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctyy length to 130 seconds and coordinate
the traffic signal with the intersection of KingglRoad - SR 99 Frontage Road and Arch
Road during the P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-38 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L@th this mitigation in place, the intersection vau
continue to operate at LOS F during the A.M., Migldend P.M. peak hours but with less delay increase
than the unmitigated condition. However, delay wastill be increased by more than five seconds,
therefore, the impact would be significant and widable based on adopted significance critéia.

other feasible mitigation is available to reduas tmpact because of the physical constraints ef th
interchange.

Table 4.11-38
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — Mitigated Conditi  on LOS summary

Background . . Mitigated Project -
4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
A.M. 147.9 F 187.4 F 177.7 F 29.8 Yes
1/2 SR 99 SPUI & :
Arch Road Midday 113.0 F 134.4 F 126.1 F 131 Yes
P.M. 116.9 F 128.9 F 122.2 F 5.3 Yes

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates, 2010
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2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idexdito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less #haseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The projects Maontribute 6.67% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 5.70% dgriine Midday peak hour, and 5.68 % during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton to help fund implemation of this improvement. This
improvement is not in the City’s traffic impact fpeogram.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliésd cycle length to 150 seconds and
coordinate the traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUA&h Road intersection, during the
A.M. peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliésd cycle length to 125 seconds and
coordinate the traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUA&h Road intersection, during the
Midday peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliasd cycle length to 130 seconds and

coordinate the traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUA&h Road intersection, during the
P.M. peak hour.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to provide the northésouth approaches on Kingsley Road
with permitted and protected traffic signal phasing

> Convert the southbound approach to a shared thrtute-lane and a dedicated right-
turn lane.

Table 4.11-39 from the DEIR lists the mitigated L®th this mitigation in place, the intersection
would operate at LOS C during the A.M. peak ho@3.E during the Midday peak hour, and it would
continue to operate at LOS F during the Midday Brid. peak hours but would not increase delay by
more than five seconds. Thus, the impact woulcebdaced to a less-than-significant level based on
adopted significance criteria.

Table 4.11-39
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — Mitigated Conditi  on LOS Summary
# Intersection Peak Béz'r(l%?t)ig:d Project Condition Mltlgit:gitli);ﬁled Significant Impact
Delay? LOS Delay2 LOS® Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
Kingsley Road — AM. 78.1 E 110.0 F 31.9 C -46.2 No
3. SR99Frontage  Midday 107.5 F 133.6 F 94.1 F -13.4 No
Road& ArchRoad 5\ ™ 1168 F 1623 F 117.7 F 0.9 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010
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3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idexdito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less thefackground condition or LOS D or better
during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. Thejgcts would contribute 8.09% of the
traffic to this intersection during the A.M. peasiun, 7.02% during the Midday peak hour, and
7.09% during the P.M. peak hour. This improvememtdt in the County’s traffic impact fee
program. CDCR will monitor traffic at the abovedrsection for two years after the date on
which the second of the two projects (DeWitt Nelsod NCRF) begins operations. If, based on
those traffic data, the level of service at anyhef above intersections exceeds the threshold of
significance, CDCR will fund/undertake the followimitigation:

> Provide a dedicated eastbound right turn lane.
> Provide a dedicated northbound left turn lane.
> Adjust traffic signal timing to 130 seconds andimjite splits (the balance of red and

green time for each approach).

Table 4.11-43 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimt)uded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, th#ersection would operate at LOS D during the A.M.,
Midday peak hour and would continue to operate@$IF during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours but
would not increase delay above background conditidrhus, this impact would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level. In calculating CDCR'’s “fahare” obligation towards traffic improvements,
CDCR will credit its total “fair share” obligationy the amount it spends towards the above mitigdtio
excess of its percentage contributions to trafficgestion at those intersections.

Table 4.11-43
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — Mitigated Conditi  on LOS Summary
Background . i Mitigated Project I

4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOS Delay? LOS Delay? LOS* Aindelay Yes/No?

AM. 40.7 D 75.6 E 35.2 D -5.5 No

4 Newcastle Road———

* & Arch Road  Midday 38.5 D 53.5 D 47.4 D 8.9 No
P.M. 42.4 D 76.4 E 54.0 D 11.6 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold . Delay: in seconds per vehicle
b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates, 2010.

4, Logistics Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadifo improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less thafackground condition or LOS D or better
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during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. Thejgcts would contribute 8.71% of the
traffic to this intersection during the A.M. peasun, 7.33% during the Midday peak hour, and
7.33% during the P.M. peak hour. This improvenmemot in the County’s traffic impact fee
program. CDCR will monitor traffic at the abovedrsection for two years after the date on
which the DeWitt Nelson Project begins operatiotisbased on those traffic data, the level of
service at any of the above intersections excdedlthteshold of significance, CDCR will
fund/undertake the following mitigation:

> Provide a dedicated northbound left turn lane.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to 130 seconds for M@&day and PM peak hours and
optimize splits (the balance of red and green foneach approach).

Table 4.11-44 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimtjuded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, th#ersection would operate at LOS D during the A.M.,
Midday peak hour and would continue to operate@$IF during the A.M. and P.M. peak hours but
would not increase delay above background conditidrhus, this impact would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level. In calculating CDCR’s “fahare” obligation towards traffic improvements,
CDCR will credit its total “fair share” obligatiooy the amount it spends towards the above mitigatio
excess of its percentage contributions to trafficgestion at those intersections.

Table 4.11-44
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — Mitigated Conditi  on LOS Summary
Background . . Mitigated Project N

4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOSb Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?

A.M. 13.4 B 35.1 D 23.4 C 10.0 No

5 Logistics Road X

* & Arch Road  Midday 43.9 D 61.9 E 49.5 D 5.6 No
P.M. 29.1 C 61.8 E 51.5 D 22.4 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold . Delay: in seconds per vehicle
b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates, 2010.

5. Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less thetackground condition or LOS D or better
during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. Thajgcts would contribute 3.12% of the
traffic to this intersection during the A.M. peadiun, 5.52% during the Midday peak hour, and
5.65% during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will conttdappropriate fees based on trip ends
generated by the project to the County of San Joaguhelp fund implementation of this
improvement. This improvement is not in the Coustyaffic impact fee program.

> Implement Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2b (dpove).
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Table 4.11-45 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimtjuded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, the#ersection would operate at LOS E during the Mydda
peak hour and would continue to operate at LOSriagihe A.M. and P.M. peak hours but would not
increase delay above background conditions.

Table 4.11-45
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — Mitigated Conditi  on LOS Summary
Background . . Mitigated Project N

4 Intersection Peak Condition Project Condition Condition Significant Impact
Delay? LOSb Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?

AM. 1061.9 F 1058.3 F 603.4 F -458.5 No

8 Austin Road & -
. Arch Road Midday 133.1 F 148.3 F 94.4 F -38.7 No
P.M. 131.6 F 169.0 F 123.8 F -7.8 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold . Delay: in seconds per vehicle
b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates, 2010.

Implementation of this mitigation would reduce fiveject’s cumulative impacts to the intersectiors&f
99 SPUI & Arch Road but not to a less-than-sigaificlevel. No other feasible mitigation is avaitb
further reduce this impact. While some feasiblagatton is available, as described in this EIR,t@als
is the agency that can and should implement thiigation and it is unknown whether this mitigation
would be implemented prior to operation of the pcbj This impact is concluded to petentially
significant and unavoidable.

Implementation of the above mitigation measure Waatuce the project’'s cumulative impact to the
intersection of Kingsley Road (Frontage Road) anthARoad to a less-than-significant level. While
feasible mitigation is available, Caltrans is tigercy that can and should implement this mitigaéind
it is unknown whether this mitigation would be iragiented prior to operation of the project. Whilis th
mitigation would reduce the project’s impact, farrposes of CEQA, this impact is concluded to be
potentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implemented ptaoperation
of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation measure Waatuce the project’'s cumulative impact tess-
than-significant level at the intersection of Newcastle Road & ARdad.

Implementation of the above mitigation measure waatuce the project’s cumulative impact tess-
than-significant level at the intersection of Logistics Drive & Ar®oad.

Implementation of the above mitigation measure waatiuce the project’'s cumulative impact to a less-
than-significant level at the intersection of AnsRoad & Arch Road. While the payment of traffiede
would help fund the ultimate improvement of thitensection to its maximum extent, it is unknown
whether the County would implement this mitigatasproposed and whether they would be able to
secure the appropriate right-of-way for the improeats. Therefore, while this mitigation, if
implemented, would reduce the project’s impact kesa-than-significant level, for purposes of CEQA,
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this impact is concluded to Ipetentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not
implemented prior to operation of the project.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.11-3: Cumulative | ntersection and Roadway Segment | mpacts

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project undsgional cumulative conditions (i.e., development of
the project and other projects in the region okierlbng-term) would result in the deterioratiorfiog

study intersections to unacceptable operating tiondi based on adopted thresholds of local ageroies
addition, it would cause the volume/capacity r&ioone roadway segment to increase above cumelativ
no project conditions. Therefore, this would b&gnificant cumulative impact and the project’s
contribution would be considerable. (Impact 4.1)-3b

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility tdier
public agencies, Caltrans, the City of Stocktor/@anSan Joaquin County,, and not the agency making
this finding (CDCR). Such changes have been addptehese other agencies or can and should be
adopted by these other agencies. While these ridigmeasures would substantially reduce the
significant effects of the project, the residuapant would continue to be significant. The no ecbj
alternative is the only alternative that would reglor avoid this impact. As described in Sectiah 1.
specific legal considerations make infeasible th¢@mject alterative. Therefore, the traffic impesct
considered significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as iBa of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce, but not to less-than-significant
levels the cumulative transportation effects atlgtarea intersections and roadway segment:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-3b.

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadifo improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less fivarseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 2.97% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 2.32% dagriine Midday peak hour and 2.34% during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton traffic to help iimplementation of this improvement.

> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andcty/length to 150 seconds during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-57 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L®@th this mitigation in place, the intersection viau
continue to operate at LOS F during the A.M., Migldend P.M. peak hours but would not increase delay
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by more than five seconds. Thus, the impact woaldgduced to a less-than-significant level based on
adopted significance criteridppendix E includes a comparison summary of théyamsaresults
including the project’s relative contribution tcetktudy intersections.

Table 4.11-57
Cumulative with DeWitt Nelson Project — Mitigated C ~ ondition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative No 2035 Cumulative with Mtigated 2035 Cumulative

. . I, . . with Dewitt Nelson Significant Impact
#  Intersection Peak Project Condition  Dewitt Nelson Project Project Condition

Delay? LOS» Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS» Aindelay Yes/No?
A.M. 245.5 F 269.6 F 225.7 F -19.8 No
3 SR 99 SPUI &—;
* Arch Road Midday  197.0 F 204.8 F 163.0 F -34.0 No
P.M. 204.2 F 207.2 F 159.1 F -45.1 No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010

2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less fivarseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 3.35% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 2.76% dgriine Midday peak hour, and 2.80% during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton to help fund implemation of this improvement.

> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctg/length to 150 seconds during the
Midday and P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-58 lists the mitigated LOS. With thidigation in place, the intersection would operdte a
LOS D during the A.M. peak hour and it would congrto operate at LOS F during the Midday and P.M.
peak hours but would not increase delay by morne five seconds. Thus, the impact would be reduced t
a less-than-significant level based on adoptedfsignce criteriaAppendix E includes a comparison
summary of the analysis results including the mttgerelative contribution to the study intersengo
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Table 4.11-58
Cumulative with DeWitt Nelson Project — Mitigated C ~ ondition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative No 2035 Cumulative Mitigated 2035
. Proiect with DeWitt Nelson Cumulative with Significant Impact
# Intersection Peak J Project DeWitt Nelson Project

Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?

Kingsley Road — AM. 51.3 D 53.7 D Na na na No

3. SR99Frontage  Midday  134.9 F 145.7 F 97.0 F -37.9 No

Road & Arch Road

P.M. 139.7 F 166.0 F 110.2 F -29.5 No

Notes: Na: not applicable, acceptable LOS.

Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010

3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less tharumulative no project condition or LOS D
or better during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peakitso The project would contribute 3.77%
during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will monitor trafat the above intersection for two years
after the date on which the DeWitt Nelson projesgibs operations. If, based on those traffic
data, the level of service at any of the abovesetetions exceeds the threshold of significance,
CDCR will fund/undertake the following mitigation:

> Adjust signal timing to optimize splits during tReM. peak hour.

Table 4.11-64 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimtjuded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, th@drsection would continue to operate at LOS Frari
the Midday and P.M. peak hour but would not inceedslay above cumulative no project conditions. In
calculating CDCR’s “fair share” obligation towartlaffic improvements, CDCR will credit its totaldif
share” obligation by the amount it spends towahésabove mitigation in excess of its percentage
contributions to traffic congestion at those ingetgons.
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Table 4.11-64
Cumulative with DeWitt Nelson Project — Mitigated C ~ ondition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative  Mitigated 2035 Cumulative

2035 Cumulative . . . . A
. . I, with Dewitt with Dewitt Nelson Significant Impact
#  Intersection Peak  No Project Condition Nelson Project Project Condition
Delay? LOS® Delay? LOS® Delay2 LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
. A.M. No Impact or Mitigation
8 Austin Road &— ST
* Arch Road Midday No Impact or Mitigation
P.M. 53.7 D 55.0 E 53.0 D -0.7 No

Notes: Na: not applicable, acceptable LOS. Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010.

4, Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadifo improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less tharumulative no project condition or LOS D

or better during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peakitso The project would contribute 5.50% of
the traffic to this intersection during the A.M.gkehour, 3.60% during the Midday peak hour and
2.27% during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will conttibappropriate fees based on trip ends
generated by the project to the San Joaquin Cduntiielp fund implementation of this
improvement.

> Increase the intersection traffic signal timingleylength to 120 seconds and optimize
splits during the Midday and P.M. peak hours.

> overlap phasing for the southbound right-turn lane.

Table 4.11-65 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimtjuded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, theersection would continue to operate at LOS Frdyri
the Midday and P.M. peak hour but would not inceedslay above cumulative no project conditions.
Appendix E includes a comparison summary of theifig@ance thresholds criteria including the project
relative contribution to the study intersections.
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Table 4.11-65
Cumulative with DeWitt Nelson Project — Mitigated C ~ ondition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative  Mitigated 2035 Cumulative

2035 Cumulative . . . . A
. . I, with Dewitt with Dewitt Nelson Significant Impact
#  Intersection Peak  No Project Condition Nelson Project Project Condition
Delay? LOS® Delay? LOS® Delay2 LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
Austin Road & AM. 27.8 C 29.5 C 21.8 C -6.0 No
ustin Roa ;
8. ArchRoad Midday 1354 F 159.0 F 96.4 F -39.0 No
P.M. 425.1 F 497.9 F 389.5 F -35.6 No

Notes: Na: not applicable, acceptable LOS. Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010.

5. Arch Road — East of Newcastle Road and westGRNWest Driveway (Roadway
Segment)

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve the roadway operations and
achieve a difference in volume-to-capacity ratia@do or less than the 2035 Cumulative No
Project condition during the A.M., Midday, and P jdak hours. CDCR will contribute
appropriate fees based on trip ends generatedehyrtiject to the County of San Joaquin to help
fund implementation of this improvement.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the cydkngth to 100 seconds and optimize east
and west splits during the Midday peak hour atittersection of Logistics Drive and
Arch Road.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the cydiength to 140 seconds and optimize east
and west splits during the P.M. peak hour at thergection of Logistics Drive and Arch
Road.

Table 4.11-66 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimt)uded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS and volume-to-capacity ratio. Witksthitigation in place, the roadway would contiriae
operate at LOS F during the Midday peak hour an& [Exuring the P.M. peak hour in the eastbound
direction. In the westbound direction, the roadwayld continue to operate at LOS F during the A.M.
peak hour and at LOS E during the Midday and P é&&kghour but would not increase the volume-to-
capacity level above cumulative no project condsicAppendix E includes a comparison summary of
the significance thresholds criteria including gneject’s relative contribution to the study intcsons.
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Table 4.11-66
2035 Cumulative plus DeWitt Nelson Project Peak Hou  r Volume-to-Capacity Analysis

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (V/C)

2035 Cumulative No 2035 Cumulative with 2035 Cumulative with DeWitt ~ Significant

# Roadway Segment
y=eg Project Condition DeWitt Project Condition  Project Condition Mitigated Impact

AM. MD PM AM MD P.M. AM. MD P.M. Yes or No?

Arch Road EB 0.28 0.88 0.89 0.34 1.02 0.87 0.34 0.86 0.83 No
(Westof NCRF “y\65p ¢ D F E D F E No
1. West Driveway
" and East of WB 110 0.98 099 108 0.76 1.06 1.08 0.96 0.97 No
Newcastle
Road) LOS F E E F E F F E E No

Notes: Increases in V/C ratio are in bold for the designated peak hour.
Source: DKS Associates 2010.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s cumulative impacts to the
intersection of SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road to a lesmtignificant level. While feasible mitigation is
available, Caltrans is the agency that can andigdhmplement this mitigation and it is unknown whet
this mitigation would be implemented prior to oféna of the project. While this mitigation would
reduce the project’s impact, for purposes of CE@Ws, impact is concluded to Ipetentially significant
and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementedpto operation of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s cumulative impact to the
intersection of Kingsley Road (Frontage Road) anthARoad to a less-than-significant level. While
feasible mitigation is available, Caltrans is tigercy that can and should implement this mitigaéind
it is unknown whether this mitigation would be iragiented prior to operation of the project. Whilis th
mitigation would reduce the project’s impact, farrposes of CEQA, this impact is concluded to be
potentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementeapto operation
of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s cumulative impact to the
intersection of Newcastle Road and Arch Roadlessathan-significant level.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’s cumulative impact to a-ess
than-significant level at the intersection of Ansdoad & Arch Road. Whilthe payment of traffic fees
would help fund the ultimate improvement of thitensection to its maximum extent, it is unknown
whether the County would implement this mitigatasproposed and whether the County would be able
to secure the appropriate right-of-way for the ioy@ments. Therefore, while this mitigation, if
implemented, would reduce the project’s impact kesa-than-significant level, for purposes of CEQA,
this impact is concluded to Ipetentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not
implemented prior to operation of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation measureslavoeduce the project’'s cumulative impact to a-Hess
than-significant level at Arch Road — East of NestltaRoad and west of NCRF West Driveway
(Roadway Segment). Whitee payment of traffic fees would help fund thenoidtte improvement of this
intersection to its maximum extent, it is unknowhnether the County would implement this mitigatien a
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proposed and whether the County would be abledoreg¢he appropriate right-of-way for the
improvements. Therefore, while this mitigationinifplemented, would reduce the project’s impact to a
less-than-significant level, for purposes of CE@#s impact is concluded to Ipetentially significant
and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implementedptd operation of the project.

Significant Cumulative Effect: I mpact 4.11-3: Cumulative | ntersection and Roadway Segment | mpacts
for the Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Implementation of the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson prtjeadong with long-term regional cumulative
projects would result in the deterioration of fstedy intersections to unacceptable operating tiongi
based on adopted thresholds of local agenciesiditi@n, it would cause the v/c ratio for one roagw
segment to increase above cumulative no projedtitons. Therefore, this would besaynificant
cumulative impact and the project’s contributionulgdbbe considerable (Impact 4.11-3c). This impact
would only occur if both the DeWitt and NCRF prdgeare implemented.

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immated

by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility tier

public agencies, Caltrans, County, and the Citgtotkton, and not the agency making this finding
(CDCR). Such changes have been adopted by theseagjencies or can and should be adopted by these
other agencies. While these mitigation measuresdasubstantially reduce the significant effectshaf
project, the residual impact would continue to igmiicant. The no project alternative is the only
alternative that would reduce or avoid this impéastdescribed in Section 1.7, specific legal
considerations make infeasible the no projectaiter. Therefore, the traffic impact is considered
significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as iBa@ of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
CDCR has adopted the following mitigation meastieas will reduce, but not to less-than-significant
levels the long-term cumulative transportation @Beat study area intersections and roadway segment

This mitigation measure would be implemented ihbatojects are implemented; if not, these mitigatio
measures are not needed:

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-3c.

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less fivarseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 5.49% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 4.38% dgriine Midday peak hour, and 4.37% during
the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will contribute approgitdes based on trip ends generated by the
project to the City of Stockton to help fund implemation of this improvement.
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> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctgy/length to 150 seconds during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-66 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L®@th this mitigation in place, the intersection viau
continue to operate at LOS F during the A.M., Migldand P.M. peak hours but would not increase delay
by more than five seconds. Thus, the impact woaldgdluced to a less-than-significant level based on
adopted significance criteriAppendix E includes a comparison summary of théyarsresults

including the project’s relative contribution tcetktudy intersections.

Table 4.11-66
Cumulative with NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — M itigated Condition LOS Summary
2035 Cumulative No 2035 Cumulative  Mitigated 2035 Cumulative
# Int ti Peak Proiect Condition with NCRF/DeWitt  with NCRF/DeWitt Nelson  Significant Impact
ntersection ea J Nelson Project Project Condition
Delay? LOSb Delay? LOS» Delay? LOS» Aindelay Yes/No?
SR 99 SPUI & AM. 2455 F 290.6 F 248.8 F 3.3 No
3. Arch Road Midday 197.0 F 219.3 F 170.7 F -26.3 No
P.M. 204.2 F 210.3 F 161.9 F -42.3 No
Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle
b LOS: Level of Service
¢ Signalized Intersection
Source: DKS Associates 2010
2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadifo improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less fivarseconds or LOS D or better during the
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 6.19% of the traffic during the
A.M. peak hour, 5.20% during the Midday peak hawt 6.17% during the P.M. peak hour.
CDCR will contribute appropriate fees based onengds generated by the project to the City of
Stockton t to help fund implementation of this imypement.

> Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctg/length to 150 seconds during the
Midday and P.M. peak hour.

Table 4.11-67 of the DEIR lists the mitigated L®@th this mitigation in place, the intersection viau
improve to LOS D during the A.M. peak hour and @uhd continue to operate at LOS F during the
Midday and P.M. peak hours, but would not incrededay by more than five seconds. Thus, the impact
would be reduced to a less-than-significant lewasldal on adopted significance criteAppendix E
includes a comparison summary of the analysisteswluding the project’s relative contributiontte
study intersections.
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Table 4.11-67
Cumulative with NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — M itigated Condition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative 2035 Cumulative Mitigated 2035
# Int " Peak No Proiect with NCRF/Dewitt ~ Cumulative with NCRF/ Significant Impact
ntersection ea ! Nelson Project Dewitt Nelson Project
Delayz  LOS*  Delay? LOS® Delay? LOS®  Aindelay Yes/No?
3. SR 99 Frontage Midday 134.9 F 159.4 F 98.8 F -36.1 No
Road & ArchRoad™"p ™ 397  F 1007 F 118.8 F 209  No

Notes: Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010

3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id&dito improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less thar@umulative no project condition or LOS D

or better during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peakitso The project would contribute 6.90%
during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will monitor traffit the above intersection for two years after
the date on which the second of the two projec&Nix Nelson and NCRF) begins operations.

If, based on those traffic data, the level of senat any of the above intersections exceeds the
threshold of significance, CDCR will fund/undertake following mitigation:

> Provide a dedicated westbound right turn lane.
> Adjust signal timing to optimize splits during tReM. peak hour.

Table 4.11-74 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimajuded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, th#ersection would continue to operate at LOS Frdyri
the Midday and P.M. peak hour but would not inceedalay above cumulative no project conditions. In
calculating CDCR'’s “fair share” obligation towartiaffic improvements, CDCR will credit its totaldif
share” obligation by the amount it spends towahésabove mitigation in excess of its percentage
contributions to traffic congestion at those inéetsns.

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations 83
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion

1133185.1




Table 4.11-74
Cumulative with DeWitt Nelson Project — Mitigated C ~ ondition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative 2035 Cumulative  Mitigated 2035 Cumulative

#  Intersection Peak  No Project Condition N:;::nDF?x;t:ct V:»‘:gj?&vggm?:nn Significant Impact
Delay? LOS® Delay? LOS® Delay2 LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
Newcastle AM. No Impact or Mitigation
4. Road & Arch  Midday No Impact or Mitigation
Road PM. 537 D 55.0 E 53.0 D 0.7 No

Notes: Na: not applicable, acceptable LOS. Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010.

4, Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadifo improve intersection operations and
achieve a difference in average delay of less tha@umulative no project conditions or LOS D
or better during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peakitso The project would contribute 6.03% of
the traffic to this intersection during the A.M.gkehour, 3.98% during the Midday peak hour and
2.49% during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will conttibappropriate fees based on trip ends
generated by the project to the County of San Jodqguhelp fund implementation of this
improvement.

> Increase the traffic signal cycle length to 1200sels and optimize splits during the
Midday and P.M. peak hours.

Table 4.11-75 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimt)uded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS. With this mitigation in place, th@drsection would continue to operate at LOS Frairi
the Midday and P.M. peak hour, but would not insesdelay above cumulative no project conditions.
Appendix E includes a comparison summary of theiig@ance thresholds criteria including the project
relative contribution to the study intersections.

5. Arch Road — East of Newcastle Road and westGRNWest Driveway (Roadway
Segment)

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve the roadway operations and
achieve a difference in volume-to-capacity ratiaaddo or less than the 2035 Cumulative No
Project condition during the A.M., Midday, and P jdak hours. CDCR will contribute
appropriate fees based on trip ends generatecelyrtiect to the County of San Joaquin to help
fund implementation of this improvement.

> Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the cydkength to 130 seconds and optimize east
and west splits on Arch Road during the Midday plear at the intersection of
Logistics Drive and Arch Road.
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> Adjust traffic signal timing to the cycle length 1d0 seconds and optimize east and west
splits on Arch Road during the P.M. peak hour atitittersection of Logistics Drive and
Arch Road.

Table 4.11-75
Cumulative with NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Projects — M itigated Condition LOS Summary

2035 Cumulative with  Mitigated 2035 Cumulative

4 tersestion  Peak 2“5:;:2;:?:“"* NCRF/DeWitt Nelson  with NCRF/DeWitt Nelson ~ Significant Impact
Project Project
Delayz  LOSP Delay? LOS® Delay? LOS® Aindelay Yes/No?
AM. 278 C 29.9 C 228 C 5.0 No
8 ﬁ:‘fﬁ'gsggd& Midday 1354 F 161.0 F 97.7 F 37.7 No
PM. 4251 F 500.3 F 391.6 F -335 No

Notes: na: not applicable, the intersection operates at acceptable LOS. Intersections operating below acceptable LOS are in bold .
a Delay: in seconds per vehicle

b LOS: Level of Service

¢ Signalized Intersection

Source: DKS Associates 2010

Table 4.11-76 of the Revised DEIR Traffic Sectimt)uded as Appendix A of the FEIR, lists the
mitigated LOS and volume-to-capacity ratio. Witksthitigation in place, the roadway would contiriae
operate at LOS F during the Midday peak hour an& [Exuring the P.M. peak hour in the eastbound
direction. In the westbound direction, the roadwayld continue to operate at LOS F during the A.M.
peak hour and at LOS E during the Midday and P é&a&kphour. Delay at this intersection would not
increase above background conditions. Therefoig ctimulative impact would be reduced to a less-
than-significant level. Appendix E includes a comg@n summary of the significance thresholds aater
including the project’s relative contribution tcetktudy intersections.

Table 4.11-76
2035 Cumulative plus NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Project s Peak Hour Volume-to-Capacity Analysis

Volume-to-Capacity Ratio (V/C)

2035 Cumulative with 2035 Cumulative with

#  Roadway Segment 2035 Comulative No NGRF and DeWitt Nelson - NCRF and DeWitt Nelson > 9 1cat
J Project Project Mitigated P
AM. MD P.M. AM. MD P.M. AM. MD P.M. YesorNo?
Arch Road EB 028 088 0.89 039 094 087 039 087 0.77 No
(East of Newcastle S D D D N
1. Road and west of E E E E E D °
NCRF West WB 1.10 0.98 0.99 1.10 1.05 1.11  1.10 0.95 0.96 No
Driveway and) ) 55 ¢ E E F F F F E E No
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Implementation of the above mitigation would redtlee project’s cumulative impacts to the intergecti
of SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road but not to a less-thamsicant level. No other feasible mitigation is
available to further reduce this impact. While sdeasible mitigation is available, as describethia
EIR, Caltrans is the agency that can and shouldeimgnt this mitigation and it is unknown whethdsth
mitigation would be implemented prior to operatafrihe project. This impact is concluded to be
potentially significant and unavoidable.

Implementation of the above mitigation would redtlee project’s cumulative impact to the intersettio
of Kingsley Road (Frontage Road) and Arch Roadlessa-than-significant level. While feasible
mitigation is available, Caltrans is the agency tza and should implement this mitigation and it i
unknown whether this mitigation would be implemehpeior to operation of the project. While this
mitigation would reduce the project’s impact, farrposes of CEQA, this impact is concluded to be
potentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implemented ptaoperation
of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation would redtle® project’s cumulative impact tdess-than-
significant level at the intersection of Newcastle Road & ARdad.

Implementation of the above mitigation would redtle project’s cumulative impact to a less-than-
significant level at the intersection of Austin Rlog Arch Road. While the payment of traffic feesuwa
help fund the ultimate improvement of this intetg@tto its maximum extent, it is unknown whethee t
County would implement this mitigation as propoaed whether they would be able to secure the
appropriate right-of-way for the improvements. Tfere, while this mitigation, if implemented, would
reduce the project’s impact to a less-than-sigaifidevel, for purposes of CEQA, this impact is
concluded to beotentially significant and unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implemented
prior to operation of the project.

Implementation of the above mitigation would redtiee project’s cumulative impact to a less-than-
significant level at Arch Road — East of Newca&ted and west of NCRF West Driveway (Roadway
Segment). While the payment of traffic fees woudtpifund the ultimate improvement of this
intersection to its maximum extent, it is unknownether the County would implement this mitigatien a
proposed and whether they would be able to seberafpropriate right-of-way for the improvements.
Therefore, while this mitigation, if implementedowd reduce the project’s impact to a less-than-
significant level, for purposes of CEQA, this impecconcluded to bpotentially significant and
unavoidable in the event the mitigation is not implemented ptoperation of the project.

Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-4: Project and Long-Term Cumulative | mpacts to Freeway Segments
and Merge/Diverge for DeWitt Nelson Only

The addition of the DeWitt Nelson project traffacthis segment of SR 99 would deteriorate the LOS E
the background Long-term regional cumulative caodito LOS F during the P.M. peak hour. The
project would contribute 1.30 % of the traffic dwgiP.M. peak hour and it would result in an inceeals
0.01 in the volume-to-capacity ratio. This increaseolume-to-capacity ratio exceeds the threslmld
San Joaquin County. In addition, the project waqgdtentially result in merging and diverging impacts
the freeway because of capacity constraints. Toergthis would be considered a significant project
impact.

Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations 86
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion

1133185.1



Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project wouddult in the deterioration of the Arch Road to
Mariposa Road freeway segment in the northbourettion to an unacceptable LOS. In addition, the
project would potentially result in merging andetiging impacts on the freeway. This would be a
significant impact. (Impact 4.11-4b)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility ob#mrer
public agency, Caltrans and not the agency makiisgfinding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce tgeiicant effects of the project, the residual ewp
would continue to be significant. The no projdttmative is the only alternative that would reeur
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 c#melegal considerations make infeasible the ngqxt
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is comsetl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as i8a@ of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-4b

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will substantially reduce significant effects
related to intersection operations at Union Roatl$R 46 East intersection:

The following mitigation measures have been idadifo improve the freeway operations.
> Widen SR 99 from six-lanes to eight lanes.

With implementation of this improvement, the LOSluk freeway segment would improve from
F to D.

Implementation of the above mitigation would redtlee project’s impacts to the northbound segment of
SR 99 from Arch Road to Mariposa Road, includinggeédiverge impacts, to a less-than-significant
level. While feasible mitigation is available, Galts is the agency that can and should implement th
mitigation. While Caltrans has identified and ianpting for this improvement and construction is
projected to begin in 2011, it is unlikely thatsliinprovement could feasibly be implemented pidor t
operation of the project. Acceleration of the sehedavould not be feasible. While this mitigation wid
reduce the project’s impact to this freeway segment implemented, for purposes of CEQA, this
impact is concluded to lmimulatively significant and unavoidable and the project’s contribution would
be considerable in the interim period when thegmtois operational and the improvement is not
complete.
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Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-4: Project and Long-Term Cumulative | mpacts to Freeway Segments
and Merge/Diverge for Cumulative Plus DeWitt Nelson Only

All study freeway segments would operate acceptabtier the Long-Term Regional Cumulative plus
DeWitt Nelson Only project condition assuming thedposed freeway expansion projects would be
implemented based on the timelines proposed byabalt Therefore, the project would have less-than-
significant freeway segment and merge/diverge ingpatowever, it is possible that the proposed
freeway expansion may not occur as proposed ortraalelayed. If this occurs, potentially significant
cumulative freeway segment and merge/diverge inspaotld occur until such time that the freeway
expansion is complete and the project would hasenaiderable contribution to this significant
cumulative impact during that interim period.

While implementation of the DeWitt Nelson projeader 2035 cumulative conditions would result in the
acceptable operation of all study freeway segmasgsming that proposed freeway expansions would be
implemented as proposed, it is possible that expamsay be delayed such that interim cumulatively
significant freeway segment and merge/diverge ingpaould occur until such time that the expansion
improvements are implemented. The project wouldlegonsiderable contribution to this significant
cumulative impact during the interim period. (Impacl1-4e)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changeslterations are within the responsibility obérer
public agency, Caltrans, and not the agency matiisginding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce theificant effects of the project, the residual sup
would continue to be significant. The no projdatraative is the only alternative that would reelwe
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 cHjuelegal considerations make infeasible the rujext
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is coms@tl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as ®ac of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
No feasible mitigation is available beyond Calttdnture expansion of SR 99 from 6 to 10 lanes.

Caltrans is the agency that is responsible forémgnting the freeway expansion. While Caltrans has
identified and is planning for the expansion of &R this improvement will not be implemented pitior
cumulative development. Therefore, this impacbisotuded to beumulatively significant and
unavoidable and the project’s contribution would be considérab the interim period when the project
is operational and the improvement is not complete.

Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-4: Project and Long-Term Cumulative | mpacts to Freeway Segments
and Merge/Diverge for Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

The addition of the combined NCRF/DeWitt Nelsonjgcotraffic to this segment of SR 99 along with
long-term regional cumulative traffic would detedte the LOS E in the background condition to LOS F
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during the P.M. peak hour. The project would cdmitié 2.44 % of the traffic during P.M. peak hour
result in an increase of 0.02 in the volume-to-cépaatio. This increase in volume-to-capacityoat
exceeds the threshold for San Joaquin County.ditiad, the project would potentially result in rgerg
and diverging impacts on the freeway because aiaippconstraints. Therefore, this would be
considered a significant project impact.

Implementation of the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson prtgesdong with regional long-term cumulative
development would result in the deterioration & #Arch Road to Mariposa Road freeway segment in the
northbound direction to an unacceptable LOS. Iritantg the project would potentially result in marg

and diverging impacts on the freeway. This woul@gbggnificant impact, (Impact 4.11-4c)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changeslterations are within the responsibility obérer
public agency, Caltrans and not the agency makiisgfinding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce theificant effects of the project, the residual sup
would continue to be significant. The no projetemdative is the only alternative that would redoce
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 c#melegal considerations make infeasible the nmqxt
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is coms@tl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as Bac of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-4c

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will substantially reduce significant effects
related to intersection operations at Union Roai$R 46 East intersection. This mitigation measure
would be implemented if both projects are impleradntf not, this mitigation measure is not needed:

The following mitigation measures have been idadito improve the freeway operations
> Implement Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-4b a0

With implementation of this improvement, the LOSuit freeway segment would improve from
FtoD.

Implementation of this mitigation measure wouldueglimpacts to the northbound segment of SR 99
from Arch Road to Mariposa Road, including mergegdije impacts, to a less-than-significant level.
While feasible mitigation is available, Caltranghie agency that can and should implement this
mitigation. While Caltrans has identified and iarpiing for this improvement and construction is
projected to begin in 2011, it is unlikely thatsliinprovement could feasibly be implemented pidor t
operation of the projects. Acceleration of the skche would not be feasible. While this mitigatioowid
reduce the project’s impact to this freeway segment implemented, for purposes of CEQA, this
impact is concluded to lmimulatively significant and unavoidable and the project’s contribution would
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be considerable in the interim period when thegmtojs operational and the improvement is not
complete.

Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-4: Project and Long-Term Cumulative | mpacts to Freeway Segments
and Merge/Diverge for Cumulative Plus Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

All study freeway segments would operate acceptabtier the long-term regional cumulative plus
NCRF and DeWitt Nelson project conditions assuntiteg proposed freeway expansion projects would
be implemented based on the timelines proposeditiya@s. Therefore, the project would have less-tha
significant freeway segment and merge/diverge ingatowever, it is possible that the proposed
freeway expansion may not occur as proposed ortralelayed. If this occurs, potentially significant
cumulative freeway segment and merge/diverge inspaould occur until such time that the freeway
expansion is complete and the project would hasenaiderable contribution to this significant
cumulative impact during that interim period.

While implementation of the NCRF and DeWitt Nelgonjects under 2035 cumulative conditions would
result in the acceptable operation of all studg\ray segments assuming that proposed freeway
expansions would be implemented as proposedpdsdsible that expansion may be delayed such that
interim cumulatively significant freeway segmentanerge/diverge impacts would occur until such time
that the expansion improvements are implementee pfbject would have a considerable contribution to
this significant cumulative impact during the interim period. (Impd.11-4f)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility ob#wrer
public agency, Caltrans, and not the agency makiisgfinding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce theificant effects of the project, the residual sup
would continue to be significant. The no projetemlative is the only alternative that would redoce
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 c#melegal considerations make infeasible the nggxt
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is comsetl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as 8ac of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
No feasible mitigation is available beyond Caltfdagire expansion of SR 99 from 6 to 10 lanes.

Caltrans is the agency that is responsible forémgnting the freeway expansion. While Caltrans has
identified and is planning for the expansion of &R this improvement will not be implemented pitior
cumulative development. Therefore, this impacbisotuded to beumulatively significant and
unavoidable and the project’s contribution would be considérai the interim period when the project
is operational and the improvement is not complete.
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Significant Effect: Impact 4.11-5, Freeway Queuing | mpacts for DeWitt Nelson Only
SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

Based on the queuing analysis results, during thé Midday, and P.M. peak hours the eastbound
through-lane queues between the SR 99 SPUI andiQhanhe are estimated to be 85 vehicles, 95
vehicles, and 90 vehicles, respectively. The eastthdeft turn queues for the A.M., Midday, and P.M.
peak hours are estimated to be 81 vehicles, 9tleshand 92 vehicles, respectively. With the aoialit

of DeWitt Nelson project traffic, the eastboundotigh-lane queues would increase by 5 vehicles glurin
the Midday peak hour and remain the same for thé& fAeak hour. The queue would decrease by 2
vehicles during the P.M. peak hour. The eastboeftdurn queues would increase by 2 vehicles during
the P.M. peak hour and decrease for the MiddayPalld peak hours. The eastbound through-lane and
left queues would continue to exceed the storagedity for all peak hours and would likely have an
effect on the operation of the Qantas Lane and Ra&d intersection.

The westbound through-lane queues on Arch Roaddeetthe SR 99 SPUI and Kingsley Road are
estimated to be 27 vehicles for the A.M. peak h@aryehicles for the Midday peak hour, and 26 vekic
for the P.M. peak hour. The westbound right-tureugps are estimated to be 25 vehicles for the A.M.
peak hour, 21 vehicles for the Midday peak houd, 2 vehicles for the P.M. peak hour. One vehicle
would be added to the westbound though queue wiachd exceed the storage capacity and would
likely effect the operation of Arch Road at KingsiRoad. Westbound right-turn queues would increase
by 2 vehicles during the A.M. peak hour and wowdd&duced during the Midday and P.M. peak hours.
The westbound right turn queues would be accomreddaithin the storage length.

SR 99 Northbound and Southbound Ramps

During the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours, tleethbound off-ramp queues are estimated to be 85
vehicles, 90 vehicles, and 93 vehicles, respegtividie southbound off-ramp queues for the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours are estimated to beeBitles, 88 vehicles, and 88 vehicles, respegtivel
With the addition of project traffic, the northbaligueue would decrease because of changed traffic
patterns during the A.M. and Midday peak hour aodla remain the same for the P.M. peak hour. With
the addition of project traffic, the southbound ggievould increase by 11 vehicles during the A.Makpe
hour. The queue would be reduced for the MiddayRuMl peak hours. Both northbound and
southbound off-ramp queues continue to exceedttinage capacity of the off-ramps and would
potentially back up onto the mainline segmentsfS.

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project wouddult in eastbound through-lane and left queuds tha
would continue to exceed the storage capacitylfgremk hours and would likely have an effect o th
operation of the Qantas Lane and Arch Road intémsed-urther, both northbound and southbound off-
ramp queues would continue to exceed the storgupecity of the off-ramps and would potentially back
up onto the mainline segments of SR 99. This woeldsignificant impact. (Impact 4.11-5b)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility ob#wer
public agency, Caltrans, and not the agency matiisginding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce theificant effects of the project, the residual sup
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would continue to be significant. The no projetealative is the only alternative that would redoce
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 c#melegal considerations make infeasible the nmqxt
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is comsetl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as iBa of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-5a

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce, but not to less-than-significant
levels, transportation effects related to freewsgnsent operations at SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road:

> Adjust traffic signal timing to balance queue ldrggand delays at the control intersection
on Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road and ArcldRoa Qantas Lane and Arch
Road so that vehicles do not queue back on to thelime SR 99 freeway.

> Implement Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-4bqeb).

Implementation of this mitigation would reduce ghreject’s impacts to vehicle queues. While feasible
mitigation is available, Caltrans is the agency ti@an and should implement this mitigation. Withaed

to signal timing, it is unknown whether this impeoment would be implemented prior to operation ef th
project. Further, while Caltrans has identified @glanning for the widening of SR 99 to 10 laned
construction is projected to begin in 2012, itidikely that this improvement could feasibly be
implemented prior to operation of the project. Aecation of the schedule would not be feasible. [é/hi
this mitigation would reduce the project’s impazthis freeway segment once implemented, for p@pos
of CEQA, this impact is concluded to sgnificant and unavoidable in the interim period when the
project is operational and the improvement is oobglete.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.11-5, Freeway Queuing I mpacts for Long-Term Cumulative
Plus DeWitt Nelson Only

Based on the queuing analysis results for the teng-regional cumulative analysis, during the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours, the eastbound thrdaigh-queues between the SR 99 SPUI and Qantas
Lane are estimated to be 84 vehicles, 87 vehiale$ 87 vehicles, respectively. The eastbounduert t
gueues for the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak houesemtimated to be 86 vehicles, 92 vehicles, and 92
vehicles, respectively. With the addition of prajeaffic, the eastbound through-lane and left ueues
would decrease for the A.M. and Midday peak hoDtging the P.M. peak hour, the eastbound through-
lane and left turn queues would increase by 4 &wkhicles, respectively. The eastbound througb-lan
and left queues would exceed the storage capddityesegment for all peak hours and would likely
effect the operation of Arch Road at Qantas Lane.

The westbound through lane queues on Arch Roadeeetithe SR 99 SPUI and Kingsley Road are
estimated to be 29 vehicles for the A.M. peak h@@ryehicles for the Midday peak hour, and 28 vekic
for the P.M. peak hour. The westbound left-turrelgneues on Arch Road between the SR 99 SPUI and
Kingsley Road are estimated to be 27 vehicleshierA.M. peak hour, 29 vehicles for the Midday peak
hour, and 28 vehicles for the P.M. peak hour. Thetlbound right-turn queues are estimated to be 32
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vehicles for the A.M. peak hour, 30 vehicles far Midday peak hour, and 32 vehicles for the P.Mkpe
hour. The westbound through-lane queues incregs2wbehicles for the A.M. and Midday peak hours
and remains the same for the P.M. peak hour. Westbleft turn would queues increase by 1 vehicte fo
the A.M. and P.M. peak hours and by 2 vehiclesrdutihe Midday peak hour. Westbound right turn
gueues are reduced by for all peak hours. The westbqueues would continue to exceed the storage
capacity of the segment and would likely effectrapien of Arch Road at Kingsley Road.

SR 99 Northbound and Southbound Ramps

During the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours, tleethbound off-ramp queues are estimated to be 89
vehicles, 94 vehicles, and 122 vehicles, respdgtifédne southbound off-ramp queues for the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours are estimated to beeligles, 88 vehicles, and 87 vehicles, respegtivel
With the addition of project traffic, the northbaligueues would be reduced during the A.M. and Midda
peak hour but the P.M. peak hour queue would iserég 53 vehicles. The southbound queue would
remain the same for the A.M. and Midday peak haawould be reduce for the P.M. peak hour. Both
northbound and southbound queues would contine&deed the storage capacity of the off-ramps for al
peak hours and would potentially back up onto tlaénitime segments of SR 99.

Implementation of the DeWitt Nelson project underd-term regional cumulative conditions would
result in eastbound through-lane and left queusiswbuld continue to exceed the storage capadaitglfo
peak hours and would likely have an effect on theration of the Qantas Lane and Arch Road
intersection. The westbound queues would be accalated would exceed the storage capacity and
would likely have an effect on the operation of WRRoad at Kingsley Road. Further, both northbound
and southbound off-ramp queues would continue teed the storage capacity of the off-ramps and
would potentially back up onto the mainline segraaitSR 99. This would besagnificant cumulative
impact and the project’s contribution would be ciatiuely considerable. (Impact 4.11-5e)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been immmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changeslterations are within the responsibility obérer
public agency, Caltrans, and not the agency matiisginding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce tgeiicant effects of the project, the residual ewp
would continue to be significant. The no projdatraative is the only alternative that would reelwe
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 cHjuelegal considerations make infeasible the rujext
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is coms@tl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as i8a@ of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding
No additional feasible mitigation is available &mluce this impact. Therefore, this impact would be

significant and unavoidable and the DeWitt Nelsorjext’'s contribution would be cumulatively
considerable.
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Significant Long-Term Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.11-5, Freeway Queuing Impacts for Combined
NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Based on the queuing analysis results for the teng-regional cumulative analysis if both projests
implemented, during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. pé&akirs, the eastbound through-lane queues between
the SR 99 SPUI and Qantas Lane are estimated8&@ fehicles, 92 vehicles, and 93 vehicles,
respectively. The eastbound left turn queues ferAiM., Midday, and P.M. peak hours are estimated t

be 84 vehicles, 90 vehicles, and 90 vehicles, ms@dy. With the addition of project traffic, the

eastbound through-lane queues would increase lepi2les during the A.M. and Midday peak hours and
by 1 car during the P.M. peak hour. The eastboeftdurn queues would remain the same for the A.M.
and P.M. peak hours and would decreases for theddyligeak hour. The eastbound through-lane and left
gueues would exceed the storage capacity of threesgigfor all peak hours and would likely effect the
operation of the Qantas Lane and Arch Road operatio

The westbound through-lane queues on Arch Roaddeetthe SR 99 SPUI and Kingsley Road are
estimated to be 25 vehicles for the A.M. peak h@aryehicles for the Midday peak hour, and 30 vekic
for the P.M. peak hour. The westbound right-tureups are estimated to be 19 vehicles for the A.M.
peak hour, 27 vehicles for the Midday peak houd, 32 vehicles for the P.M. peak hour. Three vehicle
would be added to the westbound through-lane mowmetheing the P.M. peak hour. Based on the
gueuing analysis results, the westbound through-tpreues would exceed the storage capacity dureng t
P.M. peak hour and would likely have an effectlm dperation of Arch Road at Kingsley Road. The
westbound right-turn queues would increase by Zclehduring the P.M. peak hour and would be
reduced during the A.M. and Midday peak hours. Whetbound right turn queues would be
accommodated within the storage length for the Aalktd Midday peak hours but would exceed the
storage capacity during the P.M. peak hour and avilkely have an effect on the operation of Archao
at Kingsley Road.

SR 99 Northbound and Southbound Ramps

During the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours, tleethbound off-ramp queues are estimated to be 83
vehicles, 82 vehicles, and 90 vehicles, respegtividie southbound off-ramp queues for the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours are estimated to beeBitles, 88 vehicles, and 92 vehicles, respegtivel
With the addition of project traffic, the northbaligueue would decrease for all peak hours. With the
addition of project traffic, the southbound quewruid increase by 11 vehicles during the A.M. peak
hour and 2 vehicles for the P.M. peak hour. Thaugweould be reduced for the Midday peak hour. Both
northbound and southbound queues would contine&deed the storage capacity of the off-ramps and
would potentially back up onto the mainline segraaitSR 99.

Implementation of the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson prigegould result in eastbound through-lane and left
gueues that would continue to exceed the storgoacitg for all peak hours and would likely have an
effect on the operation of the Qantas Lane and Rw&d intersection. The westbound right turn queues
would be accommodated within the storage lengthihferA.M. and Midday peak hours but would exceed
the storage capacity during the P.M. peak hounvemuld likely have an effect on the operation of rc
Road at Kingsley Road. Further, both northboundssmdhbound off-ramp queues would continue to
exceed the storage capacity of the off-ramps anddymotentially back up onto the mainline segmefits
SR 99. This would be significant impact. (Impact 4.11-5c)
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Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changeslterations are within the responsibility obérer
public agency, Caltrans, and not the agency makisgfinding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce tgeiicant effects of the project, the residual ewp
would continue to be significant. The no projetealative is the only alternative that would redoce
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 cHjuelegal considerations make infeasible the rujext
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is comsetl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as iBa of this document.

Facts in Support of Finding

CDCR has adopted the following mitigation measheg will reduce, but not to less-than-significant
levels, transportation effects related to freewegnsent operations at SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road. : This
mitigation measure would be implemented if bothents are implemented,; if not, this mitigation
measure is not needed:

> Implement Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-5a a0

Implementation of the above mitigation would redtiee project’s impacts to vehicle queues. While
feasible mitigation is available, Caltrans is tigercy that can and should implement this mitigation
With regard to signal timing, it is unknown whetltleis improvement would be implemented prior to
operation of the project. Further, while Caltraas fdentified and is planning for the widening & 99
to 10 lanes and construction is projected to bag012, it is unlikely that this improvement could
feasibly be implemented prior to operation of thejgct. Acceleration of the schedule would not be
feasible. While this mitigation would reduce thejpct's impact to this freeway segment once
implemented, for purposes of CEQA, this impactosaduded to baignificant and unavoidable in the
interim period when the project is operational #reimprovement is not complete.

Significant Cumulative Effect: Impact 4.11-5, Freeway Queuing I mpacts for Long-Term Cumulative
Plus Combined NCRF and DeWitt Facilities

Based on the queuing analysis results for the teng-regional cumulative plus both project analysis
during the 2035 with Combined Project Condition A.Midday, and P.M. peak hours the eastbound
through-lane queues between the SR 99 SPUI andiQhanhe are estimated to be 85 vehicles, 90
vehicles, and 88 vehicles, respectively. The eastthdeft turn queues for the A.M., Midday, and P.M.
peak hours are estimated to be 89 vehicles, 8%leshand 92 vehicles, respectively. With the aoialit

of project traffic, the eastbound through-lane widnkrease by 2 and 5 vehicles for the Midday andl P
peak hours, respectively. The queues would decfeasige A.M. peak hour. The eastbound left tumela
would decrease for the A.M. and Midday peak houadsiacreases by 10 vehicles for the P.M. peak hour.
The eastbound through-lane and left queues wouldezkthe storage capacity of the segment for ak pe
hours and would likely effect the operation at @aritane.
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The westbound through lane queues on Arch Roadeeetithe SR 99 SPUI and Kingsley Road are
estimated to be 30 vehicles for the A.M. peak h@8ryehicles for the Midday peak hour, and 28 ekic
for the P.M. peak hour. The westbound left-turrelgoneues on Arch Road between the SR 99 SPUI and
Kingsley Road are estimated to be 28 vehiclesherA.M. peak hour, 28 vehicles for the Midday peak
hour, and 27 vehicles for the P.M. peak hour. Thetlbound right-turn queues are estimated to be 33
vehicles for the A.M. peak hour, 31 vehicles fax Midday peak hour, and 33 vehicles for the P.Nkpe
hour. The westbound through-lane movement queueafivdecrease by for the A.M. peak hour and
would remain the same for the P.M. peak hour. Tiadd®ly queue would increase by 1 car. The
westbound left turn queues would increase by 2ckehifor the A.M. and by 2 vehicles during the
Midday peak hour while the P.M. queue would be cedu The westbound right turn queues would
remain the same for the A.M. and P.M. peak houng. Midday peak hour queue would be reduced. The
westbound queues would continue to exceed thegaaapacity of the segment and would likely effect
the operation of Arch Road at Kingsley Road.

SR 99 Northbound and Southbound Ramps

During the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours, tleethbound off-ramp queues are estimated to be 91
vehicles, 94 vehicles, and 88 vehicles, respegtividie southbound off-ramp queues for the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours are estimated to beeligles, 89 vehicles, and 88 vehicles, respegtivel
With the addition of project traffic, the northbaligueues would be reduced during the A.M. peak hour
but would increase by 1 vehicle during the Middaglphour and 19 vehicles during peak hour. The
southbound queue would be remain the same for e peak hour and would be reduce for the P.M.
peak hour. One vehicle would be added to the gt@mube Midday peak hour. Both northbound and
southbound queues would continue to exceed thagaarapacity of the off-ramps for all peak hourd an
would potentially back up onto the mainline segraaitSR 99.

Implementation of the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson prijamder cumulative conditions would result in
eastbound through-lane and left queues that waritiraue to exceed the storage capacity for all peak
hours and would likely have an effect on the openadf the Qantas Lane and Arch Road intersection.
The westbound queues would be accommodated wouakkdxhe storage capacity and would likely have
an effect on the operation of Arch Road at King$tead. Further, both northbound and southbound off-
ramp queues would continue to exceed the storgugeity of the off-ramps and would potentially back
up onto the mainline segments of SR 99. This wbeldsignificant cumulative impact and the project’s
contribution would be cumulatively considerablengiact 4.11-5f)

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to traffic, have been inmmated
by CDCR into the project. In addition, such changealterations are within the responsibility ob#wer
public agency, Caltrans, and not the agency makisgfinding (CDCR). Such changes have been
adopted by these other agencies or can and shewddpted by these other agencies. While this
mitigation measure would substantially reduce tgeiicant effects of the project, the residual ewp
would continue to be significant. The no projetemlative is the only alternative that would redoce
avoid this impact. As described in Section 1.7 c#melegal considerations make infeasible the nmqxt
alterative. Therefore, the traffic impact is comsetl significant and unavoidable.

Please see additional information regarding sigaift and unavoidable impacts contained in the
statement of overriding conditions included as i8a@ of this document.
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Facts in Support of Finding

No additional feasible mitigation not previouslerdified and planned for is available to reducs thi
impact. Therefore, this impact would bignificant and unavoidableand the NCRF project’s
contribution would be cumulatively considerable.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Significant Cumulative Effect: Cumulative Wastewater Treatment and Disposal

Collected wastewater flows from the NCYCC would e to be transported to the Stockton Regional
Wastewater Control Facility for treatment and degloThe project includes a sewer pump station that
will include a wet well or temporary sewage storéamlity that will attenuate peak sewage flows and
ensure that the flows do not exceed the agreed maoimum daily flow of 1,400 gpm. However,
increased wastewater generated by the proposed MG&RPeWitt Nelson projects, in addition to
cumulative wastewater generation associated witeratevelopment in the City of Stockton, including
the CHCF Stockton project, could affect the treathoapacity of the Regional Wastewater Control
Facility (RWCF). According to the City of Stockt@eneral Plan DEIR (p. 9-30), in year 2035 (buildout
of the General Plan), the peak hour wet flow entgthe treatment facility will increase from 101 dlrig
2003 to 195 mgd in 2035. For this increase, aduiicapacity will be needed and the RWCF would need
expansion. According to the DEIR, the necessaryargments to the treatment facilities include:
expansion of the plant influent pumping, prelimingreatment facilities, and sedimentation basins;
expansion of primary sedimentation basin; expansfaecondary treatment facilities; expansion of
tertiary treatment facilities (including construstiof wetlands, biotowers, denitrification columpest-
aeration tanks, and effluent filters); a new effiudisinfection system using UV light; and expansid

the solids handling facilities. Additional advandeshtment methods (i.e., membrane filtration/reger
osmosis system) may also be required dependingtarefRWQCB discharge requirements.

The General Plan DEIR states that future expardidime RWCF could result in the following potentyal
significant environmental impacts:

Exposure of soils to erosion and loss of topsailrduconstruction;

Surface water quality (cumulative impact);

Construction-related air emissions;

Odor impacts;

Construction-related noise impacts;

Visual and/or light and glare impacts;

Loss of protected species and their habitats;

Fisheries (cumulative impact); and

Exposure to pre-existing listed and unknown hazassdoaterials contamination.

Y VY VY VY VY VvV VvYYy

The General Plan EIR further indicates that thevéahg General Plan policies would minimize this
impact: Policies PFS-1.10, PFS-3.4, and PFS-3dufiire early planning for future wastewater
infrastructure needs); Policy PFS-1.9 (requiresQlte to review and approve development plans in
conjunction with all necessary infrastructure reguients). The General Plan EIR also includes
mitigation measures requiring demonstration andtevriverification for the City’s discretionary appgl
that adequate existing/long-term wastewater trettmseavailable to serve a proposed development, as
well as requiring a condition of approval, as mdirthe development review process, that an apglican
must demonstrate that adequate wastewater infcaisteuis proposed (and adequately financed and
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appropriately mitigated for public safety/enviromtad impacts). The DEIR also includes a mitigation
that requires assessment of expansion areas tonileewhere fees need to be levied for new and
expanded public service and utility infrastructumeduding, but not limited to, fire stations and
equipment, police stations and equipment, utitifyastructure, recreation, and library faciliti€Sity of
Stockton 2006:9-29)

However, even with implementation of the above-nwer@d policies and mitigation measures, the
General Plan DEIR indicates that the ability toigaite the potential environmental impacts assatiate
with the treatment facility expansion is contingapbn a variety of factors including the severityte
impacts, existing land use conditions, and therteeh feasibility of being able to implement any
proposed mitigation measures. Due to theses uimtgzta the General Plan DEIR (p. 9-29) concludes
that potential impacts remain significant and undable.

Note that although the proposed NCRF and DeWitsdleprojects do not require discretionary approval
from the City of Stockton, and therefore are ndfjsct to the mitigation measures required in thedsal
Plan DEIR, because CDCR would remain within theadrupon wastewater flow of 1,400 gpm, the
agreement provides sufficient demonstration thatGhy of Stockton has adequate existing and future
wastewater treatment capacity to serve the prajeditherefore complies, to the extent feasibleh tine
mitigation measures included in the General PlaiRDEs indicated in the General Plan EIR, no
additional mitigation measures are available tacedhis impact.

Therefore, although the projects would not indialiuresult in impacts related to wastewater treatm
the wastewater generated DeWitt Nelson and/or N@R&gmbination with other development
associated with buildout of the general plan, waelglire the expansion of existing wastewater
treatment facilities. The proposed projects wowdtdbute to the significant impact associated it
future expansion of the wastewater treatment fasliand the contribution to this impact by DeWitt
Nelson and/or NCRF would sgnificant and unavoidable

Finding

Changes or alterations, which substantially redbeesignificant effects to wastewater treatment or
disposal are planned for by the City of StocktamctSchanges or alterations are within the respaitgib

of another public agency, City of Stockton, andthetagency making this finding (CDCR). Such
changes have been adopted by these other agencias and should be adopted by these other agencies
The only alternative capable of eliminating thigawt is the no project alternative, under which the
project would not be constructed. The reduceddikednative would have similar impacts. However, f
the reasons described in Section 1.7, these ditezaare not feasible. Therefore, the impact would
continue to be a potentially unavoidable signifidampact.

Facts in Support of Finding

No additional feasible mitigation is available tiganhot already planned for by the City of Stockton
Therefore, this impact would remain cumulativeignificant and unavoidable
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1.9 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

CEQA Section 21081.6 requires that when a publ@nayg is making the findings required by Section
21081, the public agency shall adopt a reportinghanitoring program for the changes made to the
project or conditions of project approval to mitigar avoid significant effects on the environment.

Because mitigation measures have been adoptedigataior avoid significant environmental effects o
the project, a mitigation monitoring and reportprggram has been prepared for the proposed prameict
is adopted along with these findings. The MMRRBttached hereto as Attachment A.
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SECTION 2
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

CEQA requires a public agency to balance the beneffia proposed project against its unavoidable
environmental risks in determining whether to apprthe project. CDCR proposes to approve the
Project despite certain significant unavoidableesisle impacts identified in the Northern California
Reentry Facility and DeWitt Nelson Youth Correcabfacility Conversion Projects EIR. The entire
EIR includes 2 volumes: (1) the Draft EIR, inclugliappendices, and (2) the Final EIR, which includes
responses to comments, corrections and revisiotietDraft EIR, and an appendix.

a. Impacts of the Project

The EIR identifies significant impacts to a numbgenvironmental resources, including air quality,
biological resources (project), cultural resourgesject), geology and soils (project), paleontaday
resources (project), hazardous materials (projegtrology and water quality (project), noise (ei),
and transportation (project and cumulative). Asctibed above (Section 1.8), mitigation measures ar
available to reduce each of these impacts to alesssignificant level, and CDCR has adopted such
measures.

The EIR also identifies significant and unavoidabipacts to a number of environmental resources,
including cumulative air quality, contribution tarmulative climate change from greenhouse gas
emissions (cumulative), certain transportationlitées (project and cumulative), wastewater treatme
and disposal (cumulative) and agricultural resasifpeoject and cumulative). As described above

remain significant after adoption of those measures

b. Mitigation Measures

The mitigation measures incorporated into the EHIR the MMRP demonstrate a commitment by CDCR
to avoid, minimize, and compensate for environmédntpacts of the Project. The MMRP contains the
following categories of mitigation measures:

AIR QUALITY
1. Construction Emissions Reduction (Mitigation e for Impact 4.1-1a of the
EIR)

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

2. Reduce Impacts to Special-Status Reptiles (Btibgm Measure for Impact 4.2-
1la)

3. Reduce Impacts to Raptors (Mitigation Measurdrfgact 4.2-2a of the EIR)

4. Reduce Impacts on Special-Status Bat Specidgyétion Measure for Impact
4.2-3a of the EIR)

5. Reduce Impacts of the Electrified Fence on WddMitigation Measure for
Impact 4.2-5a of the EIR)

6. Reduce Impacts to Native Trees (Mitigation Meagar Impact 4.2-6a of the
EIR)
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

7. Avoid Construction-Related Impacts on Presedtidocumented Cultural
Resources (Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.3-2thefEIR)
8. Avoid Construction-Related Impacts on Human RaméMitigation Measure

for Impact 4.3-3a of the EIR)
GEOLOGY AND PALEONTOLOGY

9. Avoid Construction-Related Impacts on Paleorgficial Resources (Mitigation
Measure for Impact 4.5-4a of the EIR)

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

10. Address Potentially Contaminated Soils andd#og Materials and Prevent
Construction Worker Exposure (Mitigation Measurelfopact 4.6-2a of the
EIR)

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

11. Reduce Water Quality Impacts associated withgkberm Operation (Mitigation
Measure for Impact 4.7-3a of the EIR)

LAND USE ANDAGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

12. Reduce Impacts related to Conversion of Impbarmland (Mitigation
Measure for Impact 4.8-3a of the EIR)

NOISE

13. Implement Noise-Reducing Measures during Alisgsenerating Construction
Activities (Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.9-1athie EIR)

14, Implement Noise-Reducing Measures for Firingdea(Mitigation Measure for
Impact 4.9-4a of the EIR)

TRANSPORTATION

15. Contribute Payment of the Project’s Fair Siar&ach Respective Intersection

Project in Coordination with the City of Stockt@ounty of San Joaquin, or
Caltrans. (Mitigation Measure for Impacts 4.11-Pdy, -3b, -4b, -5a of the EIR)

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

16. Reduce Project Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions
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C. Benefits of the Project

i Reactivate and Reuse Existing State Facilities

The Project will conserve state funds and enviramaleesources by reactivating and reusing curyentl
unused state facilities, specifically the formed EWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility. This
approach is fiscally and environmentally super@mcaonstructing the Project on undeveloped landhor o
land that has not been developed for correctiosas.u The Project will also prevent further detation
of the unused buildings and facilities at the Rebgite. Moreover, by redeveloping state-owned |dhne
Project is sensitive to the interests of local goueents because no new property will be transitdan®
state ownership, which would reduce local propttyrolls. The reuse and reactivation of unusetl an
underutilized state facilities is an important palbenefit.

il. Reduce Prison Overcrowding

California’s prison system experiences inmate awevding and a comparatively high inmate recidivism
rate. Accordingly, the State Legislature has da@cDCR to construct new inmate beds in order to
reduce overcrowding. The Project will provide odl{133 new inmate beds. The provision of outpatie
care beds will be particularly important as thesgni inmate population continues to age (similah&
population as a whole), so the Project will als@tithe future needs of California’s prison inmate
population. Reductions in prison overcrowding atsprove security standards for staff, inmates, and
California communities. Reducing prison overcravgdis an important benefit for the public.

iil. Provide Necessary Inmate Mental Health Care anddde@are

In a federal class action lawsu@tpleman v. Schwarzenegg&DCR was ordered by the U.S. District
Court to provide additional mental health care iseis/to inmates at California’s prisons by 2012e T
federal court has ordered that the DeWitt Nelsajdet include a total of 426olemanmental health
care beds, so approximately 35% of the Projects lvéll be designated for that purpose. Tweman
beds are an integral part of the Project and cammaelayed. Furthermore, the Project includes new
medical care units, in furtherance of the courtraped Turnaround Plan of Action developed by the
federal Receiver in a separate federal class alewsuit,Plata v. SchwarzeneggeProviding necessary
inmate mental health and medical care servicebatheimportant benefits for the public.

iv. Create and Restore Jobs to the Stockton Area

In a time of economic recession and high unemploymaes as is currently the case, creating jobs is
critical contribution to local, regional, and staenomies. In the short term the Project wilateenew
construction-related jobs to support families ia 8tockton area. The Project will also restorsqori
related jobs that were once provided by the forhgl facility, and create new jobs, for a total pfta

453 new permanent positions. When the former Bdilitiy closed, many trained employees had to look
for different jobs in the Paso Robles area or farns prison-related jobs in other areas. Thgdetawill
provide local job opportunities for those who noewenute long distances to work in other correctional
facilities. Particularly in the current economlorate, the creation of new jobs is another imparta
public benefit.
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V. Contribute to Infrastructure Upgrades

The Project will include substantial financial adiitions to fund needed infrastructure upgrades
throughout the City of Stockton and San JoaquinnBguncluding contributions for road improvements
and other transportation projects, and wastewsdatrhent plant upgrades. Contributions to needeal lo
infrastructure upgrades is an important public lfiene

d. Conclusion
Having reduced the effects of the Project by adgysill feasible mitigation measures, and balankbed t
benefits of the Project against the Project’s pidénignificant and unavoidable adverse environtalen
impacts, CDCR hereby determines that the speciicraing economic, legal, social, technological, o
other benefits of the Project set forth above oiglvéhe potential unavoidable adverse effects ef th
Project on the environment. CDCR finds that eddh® overriding considerations set forth above
constitutes a separate and independent basisitbngj that the benefits of the Project outweigh the
unavoidable adverse environmental effects, andangsrapproval of the Project.
Attachments

A. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMR P)

B. Project Description (Draft EIR Section 3)

C. CDCR'’s Resolution Certifying Final EIR for the Project
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ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

AB Assembly Bill

ARB Air Resources Board

BACT best available control technologies

Caltrans California Department of Transportation

CCR California Code of Regulations

CDCR California Department of Corrections and Rdftation
CEQA State of California Environmental Quality Act
CESA California Endangered Species Act

CRHR California Register of Historical Resources

dB decibels

DFG Department of Fish and Game

DJJ Division of Juvenile Justice

DPM diesel-fueled engines

DTSC California Department of Toxic Substances @int
EIR Environmental Impact Report

ESA Endangered Species Act

gpd gallons per day

gpm gallons per minute

HCM Highway Capacity Manual

Ib/day pounds per day

MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act

MLD Most Likely Descendant

MMRP monitoring and reporting program

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NCRF Northern California Reentry Facility

NCWF Northern California Women’s Facility

NCYCC Northern California Youth Correctional Center
NOyx oxides of nitrogen

PCBs polychlorinated biphenyls

SJVAPCD San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution ControkBict
SVP Society of Vertebrate Paleontology

SWMP stormwater management plan

ton/qtr tons per quarter
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SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) rdes public agencies to adopt a mitigation

reporting or monitoring program for all projectsr fahich an environmental impact report has been
prepared. This is intended to ensure the implentientaf all mitigation measures adopted through the
CEQA process. Specifically, Section 21081.6(a)(fLxhe Public Resources Code requires a lead or
responsible agency to “... adopt a reporting or nwiny program for changes made to the project or
conditions of project approval, adopted to mitigatevoid significant effects on the environment.”

The California Department of Corrections and Relitabon (CDCR) has adopted this mitigation
monitoring plan for the proposed implementationtiof DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility
Conversion (DeWitt Nelson) Project (proposed prjethe proposed DeWitt Nelson project includes
the conversion and reuse of the existing DeWitishielfacility to a semi-autonomous adult male mddica
and mental health facility. The adjoining Califariiealth Care Facility (CHCF) project is expected t
provide primary administration and support for fm@posed DeWitt Nelson facility. The proposed
DeWitt Nelson project would include housing, pragraing, healthcare facilities, inmate visiting and
some support facilities. The project would conthiree new housing units and the potential renomaiio
four existing dormitory housing units for the prepd inmate population. The new housing units aod fo
existing dormitories would house up to a maximumi 433 inmates.

CDCR is the lead agency for the implementatiorhefDeWitt Nelson project. Acting as lead agency the
department has certified the Final Environmentgldot Report (EIR) for this project. The Final Eigt f
the project consists of the following two volumes:

» Draft Environmental Impact Report for the North&alifornia Reentry Facility and DeWitt Nelson
Youth Correctional Facility Conversion ProjectsiedhOctober 2010.

» Final Environmental Impact Report for the North@alifornia Reentry Facility and DeWitt Nelson
Youth Correctional Facility Conversion ProjectstedDecember 2010.

Note that the documents above evaluate the enventahimpacts resulting from two separate projects:
(1) the NCRF Project; and (2) the DeWitt Nelson ¥oGorrectional Facility Conversion Project. Seatio
4 of this mitigation monitoring and reporting pragr (MMRP) includes all mitigation measures
recommended in the EIR for the DeWitt Nelson Priogety; Section 5 of the MMRP includes mitigation
measures recommended in the EIR for the DeWitt dfeBroject combined with the NCRF project.
These measures would only be needed if both psojet implemented. The measures identified in
Section 5 replace certain mitigation measures ioti@e 4, as identified in each of the Section 5
mitigation measures.
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SECTION 2
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

The mitigation monitoring and reporting program (FRM) for the project will be in place through all
phases of the project including design, constragtiand activation/operation of the facility. The
California Department of Corrections and Rehatibta (CDCR) is responsible for implementation df al
required mitigation measures and securing regulgtermits. Where necessary, CDCR will also work
with responsible agencies to assure implementatibrmitigation measures and requirements of
regulatory permits within their respective purviedDCR will maintain adequate staff throughout the
design and construction periods to oversee andebponsible for implementation of all mitigation
measures and permit conditions. CDCR will alsouwssghat, where appropriate, the staff with
responsibility for the activation and operationtloé facility understand their obligations to contnthe
implementation of these measures and permit comditi CDCR staff assigned the responsibility for
implementation of the MMRP will be responsible fensuring that the following procedures are
implemented:

1. An MMRP Reporting Form will be prepared for egobtentially significant impact and its
corresponding mitigation identified in the attaclistiof mitigation measures.

2. Appropriate specialists will perform or monigpecific mitigation activities.
3. Mitigation issues will be described as apprdpria applicable construction bid packages.

4. The MMRP Reporting Forms will be distributedthe appropriate parties so that specific actions
can be developed to carry out the necessary mdigafthese will be listed in the implementation
action items section of the form.

5. Mitigation measures that continue into the openal phase will be incorporated into the
Institutional Operational Procedures for the respedndividual correctional facilities, which
will be reviewed annually for compliance.

6. The CDCR mitigation monitor assignee will apgrdwy signature and date the completion of
each item identified on the MMRP Reporting Form.

7. All MMRP Reporting Forms for an impact issueuiipg no further monitoring will be signed
off as completed by the CDCR assignee at the batifatme MMRP Reporting Form.
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All active and completed MMRP Reporting Forms viiét kept on file with the offices of the CDCR
Environmental Services Branch. Forms will be avddaupon request at the following address:

State of California

Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation
Facility Planning, Construction and Management
Facilities Management Division

9838 Old Placerville Road, Suite B

Sacramento, California 95827

Contact: Roxanne Henriquez, Environmental PlanfSiegtion
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SECTION 3
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
PHASES

The mitigation monitoring and reporting program (NRM) described herein is intended to provide
focused yet flexible guidelines for monitoring tingplementation of the mitigation measures discugsed
the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and adoptgdCalifornia Department of Corrections and
Rehabilitation (CDCR). Section 4 of this MMRP listsy number, each mitigation measure adopted for
the project. Table 1 correlates each measure ysiggned number to the specific phase of the groje
(i.e., design, construction and/or operation) tacwithe measure applies.

3.1 DesIGN PHASE

The design phase includes preparation of engirgatasign, architectural design, and construction
drawings by project design engineers and archititd packages are also compiled for release to
prospective construction contractors.

3.2 CONSTRUCTION PHASE

A pre-construction meeting is held with each casitraprior to the initiation of any constructiontiaity

for which a mitigation measure is relevant. Corgdtam activities are monitored as often as condgio
dictate to ensure that required mitigation measaresmplemented. Applicable measures are discussed
with construction contractors periodically as nekttefacilitate their implementation.

3.3 OPERATIONAL PHASE

Once the facility is activated, the authority fimplementation of the MMRP and all regulatory pasms
transferred to the Warden or Superintendent ofdhiity. The operational aspects of the MMRP as th
point become part of the Institutional OperatioRabcedures for the respective facility. The mansial
reviewed annually for compliance, and the Wardeyoisnd to the procedures expressed in the manual.
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Table 1
Applicable Project Phases for Implementation of Priect Mitigation
Applicable phase
Mitigation Measure Design/ Pre- | Construction/ | Operation
construction | Pre-operation
1. Construction emissions reduction X X
2. Reduce impacts to special-status reptiles X X
3. Reduce impacts on raptors X X
4. Reduce impacts on special-status bats X X
5. Reduce impacts of the electrified fence on viédI X X X
6. Reduce impacts to native trees X X
7. Avoid construction-related impacts on presently X
undocumented cultural resources.
8. Avoid construction-related impacts on humanais X
9. Avoid construction-related impacts on paleargadal X X
resources.
10. Address potentially contaminated soils andding X X
materials prior to construction.
11. Reduce water quality impacts associated witly-igrm X X X
operation
12. Reduce impacts related to conversion of Importa X
Farmland
13. Implement noise-reducing measures during aleno X
generating construction activities.
14. Implement noise-reducing measures for firintggea
15. Contribute appropriate project fair share paytfier X X X
mitigation of traffic generated by DeWitt Nelson in
coordination with City of Stockton, County of San
Joaquin, or Caltrans.
16. Reduce project greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions X X X
DeWitt Nelson Conversion Project 5 CDCR
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program December 2010

1133291.1



SECTION 4
INVENTORY OF DEWITT NELSON
MITIGATION MEASURES

The mitigation measures included in the Final Bi& were adopted as conditions of project appraral
listed below. Measures are listed by topical isaube order in which they appear in the EIR.

Note Some mitigation measures require the paymentee$ for costs for infrastructure to municipal
agencies or regulatory agencies. Such measureteaoted with an asterisk (*). Payment of su@sfe
would only occur once the individual project istawrized and funded by action of the State Publich&/o
Board or through authorization of the annual SBatdget Act.

AIR QUALITY
1. Construction Emissions Reduction (Mitigation Measaifor Impact 4.1-1a of the EIR)

In order to reduce NPemissions, CDCR will comply with SJVAPCD’s Rulel®5 “Indirect Source
Review,” as required by SJVAPCD based on the ptsjspecifications. Rule 9510 applies to project
proponent that seeks to gain a final discretiorgugroval for a development project, or any portion
thereof, that upon full buildout would include Hsidential units, 2,000 square feet of commergiats,
25,000 square feet of light-industrial space, 600,square feet of any space, as well as similammai

for other land use types. Rule 9510 requires tkiadest emissions for construction equipment greater
than 50 horsepower used or associated with thdajawent project shall be reduced by 20% of thd tota
NOx and by 45% of the total PM10 exhaust emissionspagared with statewide average emissions
estimated by ARB. These reductions can achievedigfir any combination of on-site emission reduction
measures or off-site fees. In order to achieveetheguired reductions CDCR may reduce construction
emissions on-site by requiring its contractorsa® gtated in Rule 9510):

» use less polluting construction equipment (compéodtie statewide average as estimated by ARB),
which can be achieved by utilizing add-on controleaner fuels, or newer, lower emitting
equipment;

» provide commercial electric power to the projett 81 adequate capacity to avoid or minimize the
use of portable electric generators;

» Substitute of electric-powered equipment for diesgline—driven equipment equivalents (provided
they are not run via a portable generator set); and

» minimize idling time of construction equipment angcks to a 5-minute maximum.

To comply with Rule 9510, CDCR will submit an Ampact Assessment (AlA) application to
SJVAPCD prior to initiation of construction, withi eelated conditions expressed in construction bid
documents. CDCR and/or its contractors will sulthet AIA application as early as possible in the
process. The AIA application will be submitted ofoan provided by SIVAPCD and will contain, at a
minimum, the contact name and address for CDCR/@aitd contractors), a detailed project descriptio
an on-site emission reduction checklist, a monigand reporting schedule, and an AlA. The AIA will
qguantify NQ; and PM, emissions associated with project constructioms &ksessment will include the
estimated construction baseline emissions, anthttigated emissions for each applicable pollutant f
project construction, or each phase thereof, afidjuantify the off-site fee, if applicable.
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The ISR rule provides a method of calculating fiedse paid to offset any NCGand PM, emission
reductions that would not be achieved by implemesriaof on-site emission reduction measures such as
selection of lower-emitting construction equipmand fuels. The monies collected from this fee &l
used by SJVAPCD to reduce emissions in the ainb@sibehalf of the project, with the goal of offaeg

the emissions increase from project constructioddnreasing emissions elsewhere. More specifically,
the fees received by the SJVAPCD are used in SI\DA®EXisting Emission Reduction Incentive
Program to fund emission reduction projects. CDGIRnat begin any construction until the AIA
application process is completed and the applicatfisite fee is paid to SIVAPCD for the applicable
construction activity.

In addition to meeting the emission reduction regmients required by Rule 9510, CDCR shall enter int
an emissions reduction agreement with SJVAPCDdaae construction-related emissions of NOQ

less than 10 TPY. As part of this agreement, CD@Rpay fees into SIVAPCD’s existing Emission
Reduction Incentive Program. The monies collectethfthis fee will be used by SIVAPCD to reduce
emissions in the air basin on behalf of the projeith the goal of offsetting the NGemissions increase
from project construction by decreasing emissidssvehere. To the extent feasible, preference bleall
given to off-site emission reduction projects thia located in or in close proximity to the projsite. If
approved by SJVAPCD, CDCR may develop a single gionis reduction agreement that also fulfills the
compliance requirements of SIVAPCD'’s ISR Rule (R320). CDCR will not begin any construction
until the emissions reduction agreement is apprioye8JVAPCD and the applicable off-site fee is paid
to SJVAPCD for the applicable construction activity

In order to reduce fugitive P)Mand PM s emissions, CDCR will require its contractors toypde
sufficient equipment and personnel to comply wilv BPCD’s Regulation VIII, “Fugitive Dust PM
Prohibitions,” and implement all applicable contntasures all seven days per week during project
construction. Regulation VIl contains the followinequired control measures, among others, as
provided by SJVAPCD'S5uide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Ineps(SIJVAPCD 2002):

» All disturbed areas, including storage piles, whacé not being actively utilized for construction
purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dumsissions using water, chemical
stabilizer/suppressant, covered with a tarp orratb#able cover or vegetative ground cover;

» All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved s&ceads shall be effectively stabilized of dust
emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suggast;

» All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavatilamd leveling, grading, cut & fill, and demolition
activities shall be effectively controlled of fugie dust emissions utilizing application of waterby
presoaking;

» With the demolition of buildings up to six storigsheight, all exterior surfaces of the buildingkh
be wetted during demolition;

» When materials are transported off-site, all matesthall be covered, or effectively wetted to limit
visible dust emissions, and at least six inchdsegboard space from the top of the container $feall
maintained;

» All operations shall limit or expeditiously remotlee accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent
public streets at the end of each workday. (Theofisey rotary brushes is expressly prohibited
except where preceded or accompanied by suffigietting to limit the visible dust emissions.) (Use
of blower devices is expressly forbidden.);

» Following the addition of materials to, or the rerabof materials from, the surface of outdoor
storage piles, said piles shall be effectively itadd of fugitive dust emissions utilizing suffest
water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant;
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» Within urban areas, trackout shall be immediatemaved when it extends 50 or more feet from the
site and at the end of each workday; and

» Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per daylspeevent carryout and trackout.

CDCR and/or its contractors will implement the doling SJVAPCD-recommended enhanced and
additional control measures, as provided by SJIVAB@wide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality
Impacts(SJVAPCD 2002), for all construction activitiesftmther reduce fugitive dust emissions:

» Install sandbags or other erosion control meagorpgevent silt runoff to public roadways from
adjacent project areas with a slope greater than 1%

» Apply additional watering to disturbed surfaces whénds exceed 20 mph.

BioLoGICAL RESOURCES
2. Reduce Impacts to Special-Status Reptiles (MitigatMeasure for Impact 4.2-1a)

Consistent with the process outlined and encourbgete San Joaquin Council of Governments
(SJCOG) for the CHCF project, prior to the siteparation activities, CDCR will request concurrence
from the SIMSCP Joint Powers Authority (JPA) thatDeWitt Nelson project site qualifies for third-
party participation in the SIMSCP because the prégeconsistent with permitted activities as defirn
SJMSCP Section 8.2.2.c, “Major Impact Projects.dbllpeceipt of the concurrence letter, CDCR wiill
pay the Natural Lands and Agricultural Habitat Leufréte (adjusted for inflation annually by the Joint
Powers Authority) as defined in SIMSCP Sectionl724 “Agricultural Habitat Lands, Non-Vernal Pool
Natural Lands, and Multipurpose Open Space Larfee’s will be paid as compensation for permanent
loss of habitat for not only giant garter snakedlab all other species covered under the SIMS@GRRhw
would include raptor species such as Swainson’kh@ampensation ratios differ by the type of laasl,
defined in the SIMSCP (i.e., Agricultural Habitainds and Natural Lands, or Multipurpose Open Space
Lands), that will be permanently lost as a resfthe project. The SIMSCP Joint Powers Authorityf wi
determine the fee amount to be paid based on tkage of disturbance per habitat type. The total
acreage amount could be a minimum of 4.5 acresiprtd 21.5 acres.* Additional disturbances to uglan
habitat for giant garter snake and northwest parttetcould occur during the construction phasthef
DeWitt Nelson project. Therefore, the following &ence and minimization measures will also be
implemented.

Giant Garter Snake. Consistent with the avoidance and minimization messin the SIMSCP, CDCR
will implement the following measures to reduce aois on giant garter snake. Construction will occur
during the active period for the snake, between Maynd October 1. Between October 2 and April 30,
the JPA, with concurrence of the Permitting Agesciepresentatives on the Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC), will determine if additional meass are necessary to minimize and avoid take.

» Limit vegetation clearing within 200 feet of thertia of potential giant garter snake aquatic habitat
(i.e., Littlejohns Creek) to the minimal area neseey.

» Confine the movement of heavy equipment within &0 of the banks of potential giant garter
snake habitat to existing roadways to minimize taaldisturbance.

» Prior to ground disturbance, CDCR'’s mitigation ntonrepresentative or other appropriate
representative shall provide all on-site constarcpersonnel instruction regarding the presence of
the SIMSCP Covered Species and the importanceoafiag impacts these species and their
habitats.

» In areas where wetlands, irrigation ditches, marsias, or other potential giant garter snake habita
are being retained on the site:
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< Install temporary fencing at the edge of the cartgion area and the adjacent wetland, marsh, or
ditch;

« Restrict working areas, spoils and equipment stoeal other project activities to areas outside
of marshes, wetlands, and ditches; and

« Maintain water quality and limit construction ruhofto wetland areas through the use of hay
bales, filter fences, vegetative buffer stripsptioer accepted equivalents.

» CDCR’s mitigation monitor representative or othpp@priate representative shall arrange pre -
construction surveys for giant garter snake (cotetliafter completion of environmental reviews and
prior to ground disturbance) will occur within 2durs of ground disturbance.

» Other provision of th&/SFWS Standard Avoidance and Minimization Measdueisig Construction
in Giant Garter Snake Habitatill be implemented (excluding programmatic mitiga ratios which
are superseded by the SIMSCP’s mitigation ratios).

Northwestern Pond Turtle. Consistent with the avoidance and minimization raessin the SIMSCP,
CDCR will implement the following measures to redumpacts on northwestern pond turtle. All
mitigation listed below will be limited to constiimn within 200 feet of potential aquatic habitat.

» CDCR’s mitigation monitor representative or othpp@priate representative shall secure a qualified
biologist to conduct a preconstruction survey fortiwestern pond turtle within 24 hours before
ground-disturbing activities. If pond turtles aoeifid within the construction area, they will be
relocated by the biologist to adjacent habitat tinatild not be disturbed by construction activity.

» If nesting areas for pond turtles are identifiedloa project site, then a buffer area of 300 faéthe
established between the nesting site and the rieayestic habitat during the nesting period (April—
November). These buffers will be indicated by temappfencing if construction has begun or will
begin before nesting periods are ended (the pémoad egg laying to emergence of hatchlings is
normally April-November).

3. Reduce Impacts to Raptors (Mitigation Measure fonpact 4.2-2a of the EIR)

As described above in Mitigation Measure 4.1-2@rgo the ground disturbing activities third-party
participation in the SIMSCP will be requested dradfees paid. The amount of nesting habitat redquire
to be removed from the project site will be deteradi from final site plans, and the SIMSCP Joint
Powers Authority will determine the total amountloé fees to be paid based on the acreage of
disturbance.*

In addition, the following avoidance and minimizatimeasures for Swainson’s hawk and other tree-
nesting raptors and burrowing ow! will be implenesht

Swainson’s hawk and Other Tree-Nesting RaptorsConsistent with the avoidance and minimization
measures in the SIMSCP, CDCR will implement thiedohg measures to reduce impacts on
Swainson’s hawk and other tree-nesting raptors:

» If trees and floodlights are removed or otherwistudbed between September 1 and February 15,
(i.e. outside breeding season), then no furthagation will be required.

» If trees and floodlights are removed or otherwistudbed between February 16 and August 31, then
a qualified biologist will be retained to conduceponstruction surveys for active raptor nestsrah a
within 0.5 mile of the project site no more thandbd/s and no less than 7 days before tree and
floodlight disturbance activities. Surveys for Smson’s hawks will follow the guidelines provided in
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theRecommended Timing and Methodology for SwainsocavgkHNesting Surveys in the Central
Valley (DFG 2000). If no active nests are found, thenurther mitigation will be required.

» If active nests are found, the qualified biologigt establish a buffer around the tree or flootlig
where the active nest is located. No project agtivill commence within the buffer area until the
gualified biologist confirms that the nest is nader active or that the young have fully fledged.
For Swainson’s hawk nests, DFG guidelines recomnmaptementation of 0.25- or 0.5-mile buffers,
but the size of the buffer may be adjusted if ditjed biologist and DFG determine that it wouldtno
be likely to adversely affect the nest. Monitorisfghe nest by a qualified biologist may be requiire
if the activity has potential to adversely affde hest.

Burrowing Owl. Consistent with the avoidance and minimization messin the SIMSCP, CDCR will
implement the following measures to reduce impantburrowing owl:

» In order to discourage burrowing owl occupatioriha project site prior to construction, CDCR will
first discourage use of the project site by grosauirrels, whose burrows are often used by
burrowing owls, through the following methods:

» CDCR will maintain the project site in a condititirat prevents the establishment of ground
squirrel and burrowing owl occupation of the projgite (e.g., hand shoveling during non-nesting
season).

» Alternatively, if burrowing owls are not known dmetproject site and the area is an unlikely
occupation site for red-legged frog, San Joaquifoki, or California tiger salamander. CDCR
may disc or plow the entire project site to destay burrows. At the same time burrows are
destroyed, ground squirrels should be removed girame of the approved methods described in
Appendix A of the SIMSCHRBrotecting Endangered Species, Interim Measuretfar of
Pesticides in San Joaquin Counthated March 2000.

» If measures described above are not attempted! athiafollowing measures will be implemented.
These measures are consistent with proceduresediil theCalifornia Department of Fish and
Game’s Staff Report on Burrowing OWIBFG 1995).

* CDCR will retain a qualified biologist to conducicused surveys for burrowing owls in areas of
suitable habitat on and within 250 feet of the cogite. Surveys will be conducted before
project activity and in accordance with DFG prolg@FG 1995).

» If no occupied burrows are found in the survey aadatter report documenting survey methods
and findings will be submitted to DFG, and no fertimitigation is necessary. If occupied
burrows are found, to the extent feasible, estaldibuffer of 165 feet around the occupied
burrow during the nonbreeding season (Septembenirady 31) or 250 feet during the breeding
season (February 1-August 31). The size of theebafiea may be adjusted if a qualified
biologist determines consistent with DFG Guideljrteat adjusting the buffer size would not be
likely to have adverse effects. No project activity commence within the buffer area until a
gualified biologist confirms that the burrow is lemger occupied. If the burrow is occupied by a
nesting pair, a minimum of 6.5 acres of foragingita contiguous to the burrow will be
preserved (fenced off with temporary fencing) utiité breeding season is over.

* If occupied burrows cannot be avoided, during the-breeding season conduct on-site passive
relocation techniques, pursuant to DFG guideliteeencourage owls to move to alternative

CDCR 10 DeWitt Nelson Conversion Project
December 2010 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

1133291.1



burrows outside of the impact area. No burrows foloy the survey to be occupied will be
disturbed during the breeding season.

4. Reduce Impacts on Special-Status Bat Species (Mttmn Measure for Impact 4.2-3a of the EIR)

Prior to construction, surveys for roosting batgtmproject site will be conducted by a qualified
biologist. Surveys may consist of a daytime pedssurvey looking for evidence of bat usey(,

guano) and/or an evening emergence survey to hetgresence or absence of bats. The type of survey
will depend on the condition of the buildings a time of demolition. If no bat roosts are fourtgkrt no
further study is required. If evidence of bat usebserved, the number and species of bats usngdist
will be determined. Bat detectors may be used pplement survey efforts, but are not required.

If roosts of pallid bats are determined to be pneaed must be removed, the bats will be excludeah f
the roosting site before the facility is removednitigation program addressing compensation, eiafus
methods, and roost removal procedures will be dgesl in consultation with DFG before
implementation. Exclusion methods may include udsene-way doors at roost entrances (bats may leave
but not reenter), or sealing roost entrances whersite can be confirmed to contain no bats. Eiatus
efforts may be restricted during periods of sewsitctivity €.g.,during hibernation or while females in
maternity colonies are nursing young). The lossawh roost (if any) may need to be replaced, Howeve
the need for roost replacement will be based omnabxer of factors (i.e., size of colony, evidence of
significant use, etc) and will be determined insadtation with DFG. Should it be determined thatsto
replacement is necessary, the ratio of roost reptaat would also be determined in consultation with
DFG, and may include construction and installabbbat boxes suitable to the bat species and colony
size excluded from the original roosting site. Raeplacement will be implemented before bats are
excluded from the original roost sites. Once th@agement roosts are constructed and it is confirme
that bats are not present in the original roost $iite building may be removed or renovated.

5. Reduce Impacts of the Electrified Fence on Wildljfditigation Measure for Impact 4.2-5a of the
EIR)

CDCR will consult with USFWS and DFG regarding eWitt Nelson project and anticipated wildlife
mortality and will take appropriate actions to miize wildlife electrocutions to the extent feasialed
compensate for impacts on native wildlife spedies. anticipated that this will be accomplished by
following the mitigation approached in the Statesviglectrified Fence HCP, although the DeWitt Nelson
project would not be covered by the HCP. A monitgrprogram consistent with the monitoring program
established in the Statewide Electrified Fence MOBId be developed to document wildlife mortality
and ensure compliance with Tier 1 and Tier 2 massurhe tiered mitigation approach used by the HCP
to offset potential adverse effects on birds pre@cnder MBTA and the California Fish and Gamee&od
is outlined below.

» Tier 1: These mitigation measures are designed to elimimateduce wildlife attractants near the
prison perimeter by implementing specific maintaseaand operation procedures. By making the
perimeter less hospitable, wildlife will frequehig area less often, thus reducing their exposure t
accidental electrocution. Tier 1 maintenance aretaimn procedures will include:

« Minimization of vegetation in the vicinity of theethal electrified fence perimeter. This will
include removal of vegetation growing between adjaeent to chain link fences that surround
lethal electrified fences and keeping the first 166t of vacant land outside the perimeter and
patrol road free of vegetation. Landscaping vegaianear the lethal electrified fence will be
minimized and will be trimmed or mowed to reduce d#ttractiveness to wildlife. Facility
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landscaping will be designed to provide as littlever and as few foraging and nesting
opportunities as possible. Detailed informatiomrjuding recommended landscape plantings that
are less attractive to wildlife, can be found ire tiHandbook to Reduce Wildlife Use

(CDCR1996).

« Minimization of standing water near the fence petien. Rainwater will not be allowed to stand
in or near the perimeter for more than 24 hoursratstorm. Localized recontouring, excavation
of ditches, and placement of gravel will occur teyent ponding. Weeds, grasses, or emergent
vegetation will be removed from ditches regularly.

- Timely correction of erosion gaps and spaces ufe®eing. Inner and outer chain link fences
will be inspected weekly to ensure that no gapsparces have formed. All eroded areas will be
filled with soil or gravel as soon as feasible teyent animals from entering electrified-fence
areas.

« Proper storage of materials and waste. To the exéasible, equipment, supplies, rubble, or
pallets will not be stored (temporarily or permathgnwithin 200 feet of either side of the fence
perimeter. Garbage cans and dumpsters will be edvat all times and emptied as often as
required to prevent overflow. The area within 2686tfof the fence perimeter will be kept free of
all trash, litter, and loose food waste.

» Tier 2: These mitigation measures consist of both exaluaial deterrent devices. Tier 2 measures to
be installed on the proposed lethal electrifiectéeare listed below.

« Vertical netting.Past analysis of the locations of carcasses hasrsthat wildlife kills were
typically the result of animals contacting the I@iveine wires, because wires are vertically closer
together, resulting in more opportunities for bitdscontact two lethal wires or a wire and a
ground. CDCR shall install three-quarter-inch mesttical netting enveloping both sides of the
lower section of the lethal electrified fence, whiwill prevent most birds from contacting the
fence.

« Anti-perching wireSeveral birds have been electrocuted as a refstiintacting electrified wires
while perching, or attempting to perch, on the giing brackets and fence posts of the lethal
electrified fence. Anti-perching wires, which costf 2- to 4- inch pieces of stiff wire connected
to an aluminum base, will be strategically attactethe tops of perching sites in and near the
perimeter. Once installed, this wire will reduces thbility of birds to perch near the lethal
electrified fence, thus reducing exposure to actaleslectrocutions.

» Tier 3: These mitigation measures compensate for resididilfesmortality impacts. CDCR will
contribute funds to an existing non-profit orgatiima that creates and manages habitat enhancement
areas that would improve opportunities for reprdidecsuccess of birds likely to be adversely
affected by the project. Birds likely to be advéyssfected will be predicted based on the resoiits
mortality monitoring at comparable CDCR facilitisd based on birds expected to occur in the
project vicinity based on surrounding habitat. Metems for implementing the mitigation will be
similar to those previously utilized by CDCR foetBtatewide and Six Prison Electrified Fence
Projects and may include additional funding forajgct to which CDCR has already contributed as
part of these existing projects. The San Joaqulileyaill be targeted, but mitigation could be
implemented at federal, state, or private landatkxt anywhere in California if the lands support a
large percentage of the species at risk of elegtiat at the project site. The amount of funding
contributed would depend on the acreage of hathigaitwould benefit from the mitigation. The
mitigation acreage required would be determine€BEZR (in coordination with USFWS and
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CDFG) based on the anticipated annual mortalityative birds and the area required to support an
equivalent number of individuals of the speciegrataitest risk of electrocution.*

As an alternative to working with an existing nawit organization, CDCR will request
participation in the SIMSCP, and if participatisrgranted, CDCR will coordinate with SICOG staff
regarding appropriate mitigation for wildlife mdita associated with the lethal electrified fencae
process outlined above for calculating acreageofpensatory mitigation would remain the same.*

6. Reduce Impacts to Native Trees (Mitigation Meastioe Impact 4.2-6a of the EIR)

A formal tree survey will be conducted on the DeWliglson project site in order to determine the

number and classification (i.e., native or herijagfeall trees that may be removed. CDCR wiill

implement the following measures to reduce impantaative oak trees:

» Minimize the number of native oak trees to be re@abio the greatest extent feasible (i.e., retain
trees that would not result in safety or operati@oacerns)

» Replace all native oak trees removed by projecstroation activity consistent with the provisions
outlined in section 9-1505.4 of ti8an Joaquin County General Plan 20R&moval of any native
oak of suitable size (i.e., 4-6 inches dbh) wowddplaced at a 3:1 ratio. Heritage oaks would be
replaced at a ratio of 5:1.

» Use trees from healthy commercial nursery stockaratorns from the tree removed when
establishing new trees.

» Ensure that trees are established and maintaimexd feast 3 years.

» Plant trees as near as possible to the location fvhich they were removed. Potential on-site areas
for replacement planting would be in the parking hear the firing range, or in other areas that
would not interfere with operation of the letha@tified fence, or alternatively, an offsite ldoat
will be identified, as near to the project sitdeasible.

» Trees will be planted between October 1 and DeceBibeand no later than 12 months after the date
of tree removal.

Alternatively, CDCR may consult with the County ahd SJCOG regarding offsite replacement options
where one or both of these entities will acceppoesibility for the planting and maintenance of the
replacement trees. If it is determined, in congiglitawith the County and SJCOG, that this is a ldab
option, mitigation requirements would be consisteith those listed above and additional measurgs ma
be required.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

7. Avoid Construction-Related Impacts on Presently détumented Cultural Resources (Mitigation
Measure for Impact 4.3-2a of the EIR)

If cultural materials (e.g., unusual amounts oflilsh@imal bone, bottle glass, ceramics, struchuiéding
remains) are inadvertently discovered on the ptaiées during project-related construction adigit
ground disturbances in the area of the find wilhb#ed and a qualified professional archaeologite
notified of the discovery. The archaeologist witermine whether the resource is potentially eléfbr
listing in the CRHR. If additional as-yet-unideigi resources are determined to be eligible ftinlis
the archaeologist will develop appropriate avoidgameasures and assist with project redesign and/or
monitoring; or if construction cannot be planne@woid impacts, the archaeologist will develop
appropriate mitigation, which could include suclti@ts as preservation in place, documentation ef th
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find, or data recovery. Mitigation will be fully iplemented before construction activities resunthén
vicinity of the find.

8. Avoid Construction-Related Impacts on Human Remai(Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.3-3a
of the EIR)

In accordance with the California Health and Safétyde, if human remains are uncovered during
ground-disturbing activities, all such activitiesthe vicinity of the find will be halted immedi&teand
CDCR or its designated representative will be reatif CDCR will immediately notify the county corane
and a qualified professional archaeologist. Theower will examine all discoveries of human remains
within 48 hours of receiving notice of the discoudf the coroner determines that the remains lanse

of a Native American, he or she will contact the HN& by phone within 24 hours of making that
determination. CDCR or its appointed representaive the professional archaeologist will consuthwi

a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) designated by theHNMAregarding the removal or preservation and
avoidance of the remains and determine whethetiaddi burials could be present in the vicinity.

GEOLOGY AND PALEONTOLOGY

9. Avoid Construction-Related Impacts on PaleontolagjidResources (Mitigation Measure for Impact
4.5-4a of the EIR)

Before the start of grading, excavation, or denwslit whichever comes first, at the DeWitt Nelson
location, CDCR will retain a qualified paleontolsgpr archaeologist to alert all construction pernsd
involved with earthmoving activities, including thsite superintendent, about the possibility of
encountering fossils. The appearance and typesssil$ likely to be seen during construction widl b
described. Construction personnel will be trainbdud the proper notification procedures shouldifess
be encountered. If paleontological resources argcodiered during earthmoving activities, the
construction crew will be directed to immediatease work in the vicinity of the find and notifyeth
CDCR Project Director. CDCR will retain a qualifipdleontologist to evaluate the resource and peepar
a mitigation plan in accordance with SVP guideliii#896). The mitigation plan may include a field
survey, construction monitoring, sampling and datovery procedures, museum storage coordination
for any specimen recovered, and a report of firglifgecommendations determined by CDCR to be
necessary and feasible will be implemented beforsstcuction or demolition activities can resuméhat
site where the paleontological resources were digeal.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS M ATERIALS

10. Address Potentially Contaminated Soils and BuildiMaterials and Prevent Construction Worker
Exposure (Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.6-2a tie EIR)

CDCR will implement the following measures prioraiod during construction, as appropriate:

a. To avoid health risks to construction workers, CD@iR prepare a Health and Safety Plan prior to
initiating any demolition (or removal of buildingaterials associated with renovation), grading, or
other groundwork. This plan will outline measureattwill be employed to protect construction
workers and the public from exposure to hazardoatenals during demolition and construction
activities.
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These measures could include, but would not bigdihio, posting notices, limiting access to the,si
air monitoring, watering, and installation of wifehces. Development contractors will be required to
comply with state health and safety standardslfateanolition work. If necessary, this will include
compliance with OSHA and Cal-OSHA requirements rdigg exposure to asbestos and lead-based
paint.

Before demolition of any structures or initiatiof grading or other groundwork, CDCR will
investigate if soil and/or groundwater have beemaminated from past operations. This
investigation will follow environmental site asse®st (ESA) and/or other appropriate testing
guidelines and will include, as necessary, analyssoil and/or groundwater samples taken at or nea
potential contamination sites. If the results iagiécthat contamination exists at levels above
regulatory action standards, then the San Joaquimtg Department of Environmental Health
(SJCDEH) will be notified and the site will be redieged in accordance with recommendations made
by SICDEH, Regional Water Quality Control Board (Q@B), and California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC). The agencies involveddvdepend on the type and extent of
contamination. Remediation activities could inclixe would not be limited to the excavation of
contaminated soil areas and hauling of contaminsdédnaterials to an appropriate off-site disposal
facility, mixing of on-site soils, and capping (i.paving or sealing) of contaminated areas.

Based on the results and recommendations d$i#elevel investigation described above, CDCR
will prepare a site plan that identifies any neaegsemediation activities appropriate for proposed
correctional facilities, including excavation amhoval of on-site contaminated soils, and
redistribution of clean fill material on the projesite. The plan will include measures that enslee
safe transport, use, and disposal of contaminatiédrsd building debris removed from the site.

The development contractors will be required to plyrwith the plan and relevant local, state, and
federal laws for dewatering discharge. The plahauitline measures for specific handling and
reporting procedures for hazardous materials, &pubdal of hazardous materials removed from the
site at an appropriate off-site disposal facility.

In addition, the following measures will apply tonstruction activities:

(1) The project contractor will notify SJCDEH ifidence of previously undiscovered soil or
groundwater contamination (e.qg., stained soil, odsgroundwater) is encountered during
excavation. Any contaminated areas will be remediat accordance with recommendations
made by SJCDEH, RWQCB, and DTSC.

(2) Before demolition of any structure, or remowfbuilding materials, CDCR will hire a qualified
consultant to investigate whether any building make to be removed contain lead or asbestos-
containing materials that could become friable obite during demolition/construction
activities. If found, the lead- or asbestos-contgjnmaterials will be removed by an accredited
inspector in accordance with EPA and Cal-OSHA stadi&l In addition, all activities
(construction or demolition) in the vicinity of tbe materials will comply with Cal-OSHA
asbestos worker construction standards. The lgaablm@estos-containing materials will be
disposed of properly at an appropriate off-sitgpadsal facility.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

11. Reduce Water Quality Impacts associated with Longrfi Operation (Mitigation Measure for
Impact 4.7-3a of the EIR)

Before any construction-related ground disturbafinel firing range design plans will be completed
demonstrate that all runoff and overshot from thiedg range would be appropriately captured at the
firing range facility and would not result in contaation of nearby waterways and underlying
groundwater aquifers. As part of the final desigmcpss, CDCR will coordinate with applicable state
agencies (i.e., DTSC and RWQCB) to ensure thaptbposed design plans are consistent with state
requirements. CDCR will implement the following:

» Final design will be consistent with the applicaBlBCR DCGs for firing ranges (see DCG
Appendix C.3, “Special Occupancies: Firing Ranges”)

» CDCR will develop and implement a firing range @ig&m and maintenance plan that includes
provisions for periodic range maintenance, periatBanup procedures (i.e., sweeping), and
hazardous and non-hazardous waste disposal prese@dumd periodic removal of lead and other
materials from bullet traps, soil berms, and peltrtefioor areas;

» CDCR will comply with applicable RWQCB and/or DT S@ter quality permits and requirements,
such as preparation of a SWPPP and site-specifiR¥yDse of erosion and sediment-control BMPs,
and implementing personnel training requirementsp@ocedures; and

» CDCR will implement applicable EPA Best Managenteractices to prevent lead migration at
Outdoor Shooting Ranges (see http:/www.epa.gon2gwaste/leadshot/) such as implementing
methods for monitoring and adjusting soil pH anadinig lead and controlling runoff to the
maximum extent practicable.

L AND USE AND AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES

12. Reduce Impacts related to Conversion of Importardriland (Mitigation Measure for Impact
4.8-3a of the EIR)

Prior to operation of the DeWitt Nelson projecheapetual agricultural conservation easement od dee
shall be recorded on land that is consistent itityyas characterized by DOC’s Farmland Mappind an
Monitoring Program, equal in acreage to the nunabaicres of Important Farmland converted by the
proposed DeWitt Nelson Project (minimum 1:1 rati)e total amount shall be 4.5 acres minimum.
While the above mitigation would reduce the impaot)struction of the new retention basin would
convert 4.5 acres of Important Farmland to nonagtical land uses. This impact would remain
significant and unavoidable.

NOISE

13. Implement Noise-Reducing Measures During All Noi§kenerating Construction Activities
(Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.9-1a of the EIR)

CDCR will implement the following mitigation meaggrto reduce noise levels generated by on-site
construction equipment:
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14.

Construction equipment will be properly maintaimeat manufacturers’ specifications and fitted with
the reasonable noise suppression devices (e.dglemsusilencers, wraps). All impact tools will be
shrouded or shielded and all intake and exhauss porpower equipment will be muffled or
shielded.

Construction equipment will not be idled for extedgeriods (e.g., 20 minutes or longer) of time in
the vicinity of noise-sensitive receptors.

Fixed/stationary equipment (such as generatorspoesaors, rock crushers, and cement mixers) will
be located as far as possible from noise-sensiieeptors.

CDCR'’s mitigation monitor representative or othppm@priate representative will appropriately
notify nearby sensitive receptors of proposed ng&®erating construction activities. The coordinato
will manage any complaints resulting from the cansion noise.

Project noise-generating construction and relatgiglities will occur typically between 6 a.m. and 9
p.m.

If construction operations and related activitiesuw during more sensitive evening and nighttime
hours (9 p.m. to 6 a.m.), CDCR will notify the fawsidences along Austin Road 48 hours in
advance of nighttime construction activities. CDERiitigation monitor representative or other
appropriate representative will offer to pay h@etommodations for the duration of the nighttime
construction for adjacent residents on propertiglsinvs500 feet of the NCRF project site. If resitken
choose to stay in their homes, CDCR will erect terapy noise barriers to minimize noise
disturbances at nearby noise-sensitive land ussspdrary barriers will be placed as close to the
noise source or as close to the receptor as pesasilol break the line of sight between the sourde an
receptor. Acoustical barriers will be constructédnaterial with a minimum surface weight of 2
pounds per square foot or greater, and a demoedtsatund Transmission Class (STC) rating of 25
or greater as defined by American Society for Tgstind Materials (ASTM) Test Method E90.
Placement, orientation, size, and density of admaldtarriers will be specified by a qualified
acoustical consultant when specific equipment guméitions, locations, and operational details
become available.

Implement Noise-Reducing Measures for Firing Ran@ditigation Measure for Impact 4.9-4a of
the EIR)

CDCR will implement the following mitigation meaggrto reduce stationary noise levels generated by
the proposed firing range. See Exhibit 4.9-4 of MR for a visual representation of thg, hoise
contours from the firing range with mitigation itape. Measures that reduce Leq noise levels wdsitd a
reduce Lmax noise levels.

All structures including the guard tower and 10@dyfiring position will be enclosed on the north
wall and rooftop to ensure that no direct lineité sr reflection from within the firing structure
occurs between the muzzle (i.e., the firing entheffirearm) and any receptors located at the DeWit
Nelson facility or other on- or off-site receptoffie roof and north walls will extend a minimuméof
vertical feet above the topmost firing position achinimum of 10 feet horizontally (east-west) from
the outermost firing positions.

The walls that enclose the structures will be mafdeaterial that are solid and are of standard
wood/plaster or concrete construction design withidimum absorption coefficient of 0.50 and a
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demonstrated STC rating of 20 or greater as defayefiSTM Test Method E90 to ensure a
minimum noise reduction of 20 dB.

» Berms surrounding the firing range will extend frasinear to the firing range structures as feasible
and would be 18-feet in height. A combination ofrbend wall may also be used.

» The 100-yard firing range position will be locat@dhe furthest feasible distance from the DeWitt
Nelson facility and will not be less than 350 fretn the nearest noise sensitive areas of the DeWit
Nelson facility.

» All firing positions will be marked in the enclosstiuctures so that no muzzle or barrel extends
beyond the enclosed structure.

TRANSPORTATION

15. Contribute Payment of the Project’s Fair Share bindertake Improvements for Each Respective
Intersection or Roadway Segment Project in Coordiioa with the City of Stockton, County of San
Joaquin, or Caltrans*(Mitigation Measure for Impacts 4.11-1a, -2b, -3i3b, -5a of the EIR)

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-1a.

(Note that if NCRF construction occurs at the sdime as DeWitt Nelson construction, this mitigation
measure is replaced with Mitigation Measure for &uop4.11-1c—See Section 5 of this MMRP.)

Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve intersection operations. The project
would contribute approximately 4% of the trafficttos intersection during the A.M. peak hour.*

» Coordinate with the County to adjust the traffigreil timing to optimize the splits (balance
of green and red signal time for each approachihduhe A.M. peak hour.

Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderdifie improve intersection operations. It is assumed
that the installation of the traffic signal, astpafrthe CHCF project would be in place. The prbjeould
contribute approximately 26% of the traffic to thistersection during the A.M. peak hour, and
approximately 25% of the P.M. peak hour traffic.*

» Coordinate with the County to adjust intersectigde length to 60 sec during peak hours.
Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2b. (Project Corditions)

(Note that if NCRF is also implemented, this miigameasure is replaced with Mitigation Measure fo
Impact 4.11-2c—See Section 5 of this MMRP.)

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and acheve
difference in average delay of less than five sdsamr LOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The project would contribute 2.33%Pthe traffic to this intersection during the A.M

peak hour, 2.08% during the Midday peak hour arkD%. during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgeeeby the project to the City of Stockton tophieind
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implementation of this improvement. This improvemismot in the City’s traffic impact fee program.*

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the splisd cycle length to 150 seconds during the A.M.
peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliasd cycle length to 100 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the intersection of Kingsley &ib- SR 99 Frontage Road and Arch Road during the
Midday peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliasd cycle length to 135 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the intersection of Kingsley &b- SR 99 Frontage Road and Arch Road during the
P.M. peak hour.

2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idaito improve intersection operations and achave
difference in average delay of less than 5.0 sex@nd_OS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The project would contribute 3.68%he traffic to this intersection during the A.M
peak hour, 3.04% during the Midday peak hour a8 36 during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgeteby the project to the City of Stockton tophieind
implementation of this improvement. This improvemismot in the City’s traffic impact fee program.*

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the splisd cycle length to 150 seconds during the A.M.
peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the splid cycle length to 100 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road irgection, during the Midday peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliad cycle length to 135 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road irgection, during the P.M. peak hour.

3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idadito improve intersection operations and achave
difference in average delay of less than the backyt conditions or LOS D or better during the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project would dbote 4.44% of the traffic to this intersection
during the A.M. peak hour and 3.88% during the Ppdak hour. This improvement is not in the
County’s traffic impact fee program. CDCR will mtor traffic at the above intersection for two ygar
after the date on which the DeWitt Nelson Projemgibs operations. If, based on those traffic diua,
level of service at any of the above intersectierseeds the threshold of significance, CDCR will
fund*/undertake the following mitigation:

» Adjust the traffic signal timing to a1l30 secondleyand optimize splits during the impacted A.M.
and P.M. hours (balance of green and red timedoh @pproach).

In calculating CDCR'’s “fair share” obligation tovelr traffic improvements, CDCR will credit its total
“fair share” obligation by the amount it spends &oels the above mitigation in excess of its pergamta
contributions to traffic congestion at that intertsen.
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4. Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and acheve
difference in average delay of less than the backgt condition or LOS D or better during the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project would dbate 2.82% of the traffic to this intersection
during the A.M. peak hour, 5.03% during the Midgmak hour and 5.13% during the P.M. peak hour.
CDCR will contribute appropriate fees based on émols generated by the project to the County of San
Joaquin to help fund implementation of this impnmesit. This improvement is not in the County’s f@aff
impact fee program.*

» Reconfigure the northbound approach on Austin Rogmtovide a dedicated left-turn lane.

» Provide the southbound right-turn lane with ovepapsing (to allow right turns to turn when
opposing left turns go).

» Reconfigure the westbound approach on Arch Roadaweide a shared thru-left and a dedicated
right-turn lane.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to 130 seconds andiwmjize splits (the balance of red and green time for
each approach).

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-3b. (Cumulative Conditions)

(Note that if NCRF is also implemented, this miigameasure is replaced with Mitigation Measure fo
Impact 4.11-3c—See Section 5 of this MMRP.)

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderdifie improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than five sdsar LOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The project would contribute 2.99Pthe traffic to this intersection during the A.M
peak hour, 2.32% during the Midday peak hour ar8#%. during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgatk by the project to the City of Stockton trafid
help fund implementation of this improvement.*

» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andcty length to 150 seconds during the A.M., Midday,
and P.M. peak hour.

2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderdifie improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than five sdsamr LOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The project would contribute 3.38%he traffic to this intersection during the A.M
peak hour, 2.76% during the Midday peak hour, af@g0% during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgeaeeby the project to the City of Stockton tophieind
implementation of this improvement.*

» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctyy length to 150 seconds during the Midday and
P.M. peak hour.
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3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderdifie improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than the cutivel@o project condition or LOS D or better durithg
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vababntribute 3.77% during the P.M. peak hour.
CDCR will monitor traffic at the above intersectifor two years after the date on which the DeWitt
Nelson Project begins operations. If, based osdhmaffic data, the level of service at any of aheve
intersections exceeds the threshold of significaGE2CR will fund*/undertake the following mitigatio

» Adjust signal timing to optimize splits during tReM. peak hour.
In calculating CDCR'’s “fair share” obligation tovasr traffic improvements, CDCR will credit its total
“fair share” obligation by the amount it spends &oels the above mitigation in excess of its pergmta

contributions to traffic congestion at that intertsen.

4. Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idesdito improve intersection operations and acheve
difference in average delay of less than the cutivel@o project condition or LOS D or better durithg
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vdbcbntribute 5.50% of the traffic to this intersent
during the A.M. peak hour, 3.60% during the Midgmak hour and 2.27% during the P.M. peak hour.
CDCR will contribute appropriate fees based on émuls generated by the project to the San Joaquin
County to help fund implementation of this improwerh*

» Increase the intersection traffic signal timingleyiength to 120 seconds and optimize splits during
the Midday and P.M. peak hours.

» Provide overlap phasing for the southbound right-tane.

5. Arch Road — East of Newcastle Road and west of N@GREt Driveway (Roadway Segment)

The following mitigation measures have been idesdifo improve the roadway operations and achieve a
difference in volume-to-capacity ratio equal toless than the 2035 Cumulative No Project condition
during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. CD@iR contribute appropriate fees based on trip ends
generated by the project to the City of Stocktohetp fund implementation of this improvement.*

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the cydength to 100 seconds and optimize east and west
splits during the Midday peak hour at the interieecof Logistics Drive and Arch Road.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the cydength to 140 seconds and optimize east and west
splits during the P.M. peak hour at the intersectbLogistics Drive and Arch Road.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-4b (Project Condtions)
The following mitigation measure has been iderdifie improve the freeway operations.

» Widen SR 99 from six-lanes to eight lanes. (Caffjan
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Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-5b (Project Corditions)

The following mitigation measures at the intersactof SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road have been identified
to improve the operation of the intersection anidiee the queue lengths.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to balance queue ldrggand delays at the control intersection on
Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road and Arch Raddantas Lane and Arch Road so that
vehicles do not queue back on to the mainline SRe39vay. *

» Implement Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-4bdeb).

CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS
16. Reduce Project Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions

In order to reduce GHG emissions associated wehptieject,CDCR will implement all applicable and
feasible Best Performance Standards (BPSs) recodedeby SJVAPCD at the time renovation and
construction plans are finalized by CDCR. SJVAPC&isrent list of recommended BPSs is contained in
Appendix J, “GHG Emission Reduction Measures - Diu@ent Projects” of SIVAPCD’s December
2009 staff report calledAddressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions Impacts unger Galifornia
Environmental Quality Ac€SJVAPCD 2009). Applicable, BPSs may include Inat mot limited to the
following:

» Energy Star Roof. Install Energy Star labeled roaterials. Energy star qualified roof products
reflect more of the sun's rays, decreasing the atrmftheat transferred into a building Onsite
Renewable Energy System. Project provides ongiewable energy system(s) (e.g., solar panels).

» Renewable Energy Use. Install solar, wind, andlggatal power systems and solar hot water
heaters.

» Solar Panels in Parking Areas. Install solar paoeés parking areas.
» Use of Hybrid Powered and/or electric powered nasiahce and transportation vehicles.

In addition, CDCR will develop and implement a vdfary employee trip reduction program that
minimizes the percentage of employee commute triggngle occupancy vehicles. At a minimum, the
program shall encourage employees to commute by soansportation mode than a single occupancy
vehicle. California Health and Safety Code Sec#fY17.9 prohibits this mitigation measure from
requiring that a minimum percentage of employee roate trips occur by some other transportation
mode other than a single occupancy vehicle. Thigyqam shall be fully funded by CDCR and be
developed in consultation with the San Joaquin Cibwf Governments; the San Joaquin Regional
Transit District, and SJVAPCD. Measures that resutiuantifiable trip reductions can also be codride
reductions in NQ and PM, emissions with respect to compliance with SIVAPCIBR rule. The
program shall be managed by an on-site Employersprtation Coordinator employed and appointed
by CDCR. A designated Transportation Manager silath be on duty during each shift to manage the
program. The reduction program and its effectivensisall be evaluated annually and reported to
SJVAPCD. As part of the program, CDCR shall providdisplay case or kiosk that presents all of the
program information in a prominent area accesstbleemployees (e.g., break room or entrance).
Elements of the employee trip reduction program nmejude, but are not limited to, the following
measures:
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» Provide carpool ride matching assistance for enga#eyassistance with vanpool formation, and
provisions of vanpool vehicles.

» Provide a demarcated area exclusively for emplspestles, carpools, vanpools, public transit, and
cyclists that allows for more convenient and expetaccess to and from the site during peak
turnover periods (i.e., shift changes).

» Design and provide preferential parking for carpmad vanpool vehicles. Design features may
include a separate parking lot for carpool and wahpehicles that is closer to the employee bugddin
entrance than the parking lot for single occupamyicles and/or covered parking spaces for carpool
and vanpool vehicles.

» Make available free or discounted public transgses to all employees if public transit service is
expanded to serve the project site.

» Implement compressed work schedules for employegs @ shifts per week for full time
employees).

» Provide a covered area for the on-site employetilstatiop or vanpool parking lot and an open-air
covered walkway connection to the employee entrahtiee building to provide summertime shade
and protection from rain.
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SECTION 5
INVENTORY OF COMBINED DEWITT NELSON AND
NCRF MITIGATION MEASURES

CoMBINED NCRF AND DEWITT NELSON IMPACTS

The EIR identified various impacts that would be geater if both the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson
projects were implemented, compared with implement#on of only DeWitt Nelson. The following
mitigation measures apply if both projects are imptmented._These measures replace certain
measures identified in Section 4 for the individuaproject; the specific Section 4 mitigation measure
being replaced is identified in each mitigation mesure below. CDCR shall implement the following
mitigation measures ONLY if NCRF and DeWitt Nelson are both implemented. Ifonly one of the
projects is implemented, the following mitigation neasures are not needed.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-1c.
(Replaces Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-1aahstructionof both projects occurs simultaneously.)

Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderditie improve intersection operations. The project
would contribute approximately 23% of the traficthis intersection during the A.M. peak hour. *

» Coordinate with the County to adjust the traffigreil timing to optimize the splits (balance of gree
and red signal time for each approach) during ths. Aveak hour.

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2¢ (Project Condtion)
(Replaces Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2ltdgth projects are implemented)

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and acha&ve
difference in average delay of less than five sdsar LOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The projects would contribute %40 the traffic to this intersection during theMA.
peak hour, 3.92% during the Midday peak hour aB@ 36 during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgeteby the project to the City of Stockton tophieind
implementation of this improvement. This improvemismot in the City’s traffic impact fee program.*

» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andcty length to 150 seconds and coordinate traffic
signal with the intersection of Kingsley Road — $RFrontage Road and Arch Road, during the
A.M. peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctsylength to 125 seconds and coordinate the ¢raffi
signal with the intersection of Kingsley Road - $®RFrontage Road and Arch Road during the
Midday peak hour.
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» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctsy length to 130 seconds and coordinate the draffi
signal with the intersection of Kingsley Road - $®RFrontage Road and Arch Road during the P.M.
peak hour.

2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve intersection operations and ach&ve
difference in average delay of less than 5.0 sexondlOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The projects would contribute @& the traffic to this intersection during theMA.
peak hour, 5.70% during the Midday peak hour, a68 % during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgeeeby the project to the City of Stockton tophieind
implementation of this improvement. This improvemismot in the City’s traffic impact fee program.*

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliad cycle length to 150 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road irgection, during the A.M. peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the splisd cycle length to 125 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road irgection, during the Midday peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the spliad cycle length to 130 seconds and coordinate the
traffic signal with the SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road irgection, during the P.M. peak hour.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to provide the northéisouth approaches on Kingsley Road with
permitted and protected traffic signal phasing.

» Convert the southbound approach to a shared tfirtute-lane and a dedicated right-turn lane.

3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve intersection operations and ach&ve
difference in average delay of less than the baekyt condition or LOS D or better during the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The projects wouldrdoute 8.09% of the traffic to this intersection
during the A.M. peak hour, 7.02% during the Midgeaak hour, and 7.09% during the P.M. peak hour.
This improvement is not in the County’s traffic ieqqp fee program. CDCR will monitor traffic at the
above intersection for two years after the datevbich the second of the two projects (DeWitt Nelson
and NCRF) begins operations. If, based on thesgcdata, the level of service at any of the abov
intersections exceeds the threshold of significaG&2CR will fund*/undertake the following mitigatio

» Provide a dedicated eastbound right turn lane.
» Provide a dedicated northbound left turn lane.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to 130 seconds andimjize splits (the balance of red and green time for
each approach).

In calculating CDCR'’s “fair share” obligation tovasr traffic improvements, CDCR will credit its total
“fair share” obligation by the amount it spends &oels the above mitigation in excess of its pergamta
contributions to traffic congestion at those intet®ns.
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4. Logistics Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been idedito improve intersection operations and acha&ve
difference in average delay of less than the backgt condition or LOS D or better during the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The projects wouldrioute 8.71% of the traffic to this intersection
during the A.M. peak hour, 7.33% during the Midgeaak hour, and 7.33% during the P.M. peak hour.
This improvement is not in the County’s traffic iaqt fee program. CDCR will monitor traffic at the
above intersection for two years after the datevbich the second of the two projects (DeWitt Nelson
and NCRF) begins operations. If, based on thedictidata, the level of service at any of the abov
intersections exceeds the threshold of significa@&CR will fund*/undertake the following mitigato

» Provide a dedicated northbound left turn lane.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to 130 seconds for M@&day and PM peak hours and optimize splits
(the balance of red and green time for each appjoac

In calculating CDCR'’s “fair share” obligation tovasr traffic improvements, CDCR will credit its total
“fair share” obligation by the amount it spends &oels the above mitigation in excess of its pergamta
contributions to traffic congestion at that intertsen.

5. Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderditie improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than the baekyt condition or LOS D or better during the A.M.,
Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The projects wouldrioute 3.12% of the traffic to this intersection
during the A.M. peak hour, 5.52% during the Midgeaak hour, and 5.65% during the P.M. peak hour.
CDCR will contribute appropriate fees based onerids generated by the project to the County of San
Joaquin to help fund implementation of this impnmeat. This improvement is not in the County’s fiaff
impact fee program.*

» Implement Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-2b (dbove).

Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-3c. (CumulativeCondition)
(Replaces Mitigation Measure for Impact 4.11-3bdth projects are implemented)

1. SR 99 SPUI & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures has been idesditio improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than five sdsar LOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The project would contribute 5.48%e traffic to this intersection during the A.M
peak hour, 4.38% during the Midday peak hour, aB@% during the P.M. peak hour. CDCR will
contribute appropriate fees based on trip endsrgeeeby the project to the City of Stockton tophieind
implementation of this improvement.*

» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctsylength to 150 seconds during the A.M., Midday,
and P.M. peak hour.
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2. Kingsley Road — SR 99 Frontage Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderditie improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than five sdsar LOS D or better during the A.M., Midday, and
P.M. peak hours. The project would contribute 6.18%e traffic during the A.M. peak hour, 5.20%
during the Midday peak hour and 6.17% during thd.Peak hour. CDCR will contribute appropriate
fees based on trip ends generated by the projélcetGity of Stockton t to help fund implementatimin
this improvement.*

» Adjust traffic signal to optimize the splits andctyy length to 150 seconds during the Midday and
P.M. peak hour.

3. Newcastle Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measures have been id@dito improve intersection operations and ach&ve
difference in average delay of less than the cutivel@o project condition or LOS D or better durthg
A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The project vabcbntribute 6.90% during the P.M. peak hour.
CDCR will monitor traffic at the above intersectifor two years after the date on which the secdnd o
the two projects (DeWitt Nelson and NCRF) beginsragions. If, based on those traffic data, thellev
of service at any of the above intersections exx#eel threshold of significance, CDCR will
fund*/undertake the following mitigation:

» Provide a dedicated westbound right turn lane.

» Adjust signal timing to optimize splits during tReM. peak hour.

In calculating CDCR'’s “fair share” obligation tovasr traffic improvements, CDCR will credit its total
“fair share” obligation by the amount it spends &oels the above mitigation in excess of its pergmta

contributions to traffic congestion at that intertsan.

4. Austin Road & Arch Road

The following mitigation measure has been iderditie improve intersection operations and achieve a
difference in average delay of less than the cutiwel@mo project conditions or LOS D or better dgrin
the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. The projectild contribute 6.03% of the traffic to this
intersection during the A.M. peak hour, 3.98% dgrine Midday peak hour and 2.49% during the P.M.
peak hour. CDCR will contribute appropriate feesdohon trip ends generated by the project to the
County of San Joaquin to help fund implementatibtinis improvement.*

» Increase the traffic signal cycle length to 1200seis and optimize splits during the Midday and P.M.
peak hours.

5. Arch Road — East of Newcastle Road and westGRNWest Driveway (Roadway Segment)

The following mitigation measures have been idadito improve the roadway operations and achieve a
difference in volume-to-capacity ratio equal tdess than the 2035 Cumulative No Project condition
during the A.M., Midday, and P.M. peak hours. CD@iR contribute appropriate fees based on trip ends
generated by the project to the City of Stocktohetp fund implementation of this improvement.*
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» Adjust traffic signal timing to optimize the cydkngth to 130 seconds and optimize east and west
splits on Arch Road during the Midday peak houthatintersection of Logistics Drive and Arch
Road.

» Adjust traffic signal timing to the cycle length 1d0 seconds and optimize east and west splits on
Arch Road during the P.M. peak hour at the inteaise®f Logistics Drive and Arch Road.
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California Department of Corrections & Rehabilitati

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
REPORTING FORM

PROJECT:
DATE: MMRP FILE:
Location: [J Onsite Project Phase: ] Design
O Offsite O Construction

(give address/location)
[ Operation

Impact Issue(s):
O Visual [ Cultural Resources [] Hydrology and O Transportation
Water Quality

O Air Quality [ Earth Resources [ Noise

O Biology O Hazards and O Water Supply
Hazardous
Materials

Description of Activity:

Applicable Mitigation Measures:

Methods of Implementation:

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Califmia Department of

Reporting Form 1 Corrections and Rehabilitation
1133291.1



Specialist:

Name Discipline Firm
Specialist:
Name Discipline Firm
Implementation Action Items: Scheduled for ~ Completion Approved by
Completion Date
Disposition:
Q Mitigation measure(s) implemented. No further actiequired.
Q Mitigation measure(s) partially implemented. Furthetion required.
Explain below; attach additional sheets if necessar
Q Mitigation measure(s) partially implemented. Natifigr action required.
Explain below; attach additional sheets if necgssar
Q Noncompliance with mitigation measures. Furtheioaatequired.
Explain below; attach additional sheets if necgssar
Q Mitigation unnecessary. No further action required.

Explain below; attach additional sheets if necessar

Q Verification of environmental compliance for prdjec

Comments/Revisions:

Completed by:

Approved by:

Name Name

Title Title

Date Date

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program Califmia Department of
Reporting Form 2 Corrections and Rehabilitation

1133291.1
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3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

CDCR is proposing two separate projects on and adjacent to the Northern California Youth Correctional Center
(NCYCC), a multi-facility correctional complex located east of Stockton in San Joaquin County, California. Both
projects involve the reuse and modest expansion of existing facilities. One project is a reentry facility; the other is
for inmate mental health and medical care. Each project is separate from the other and subject to independent
consideration and approval. They are evaluated in this one DEIR because they are located on the same overall
State-owned site.

3.1 PROJECT PURPOSE AND NEED

DEWITT NELSON CONVERSION

CDCR is mandated to construct the proposed DeWitt Nelson project in order to comply with a federal court order.
subject to CEQA. CEQA requires the department to consider the significant adverse consequences of the
proposed action prior to its approval along with the adoption of findings and mitigation measures, and the
consideration of alternatives to the project. The U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of California, in a case
known as Coleman v. Schwarzenegger (Coleman litigation), determined that CDCR was not providing adequate
mental health care to inmates, and subsequently ordered CDCR to construct new health care facilities at several
prison sites, including the DeWitt Nelson site. On September 24, 2009, the court ordered CDCR to prepare and
submit “timetables for completion of each step” that must be taken in order for all Coleman projects to be “fully
staffed and activated by the 2013 target date.” On November 6, 2009 CDCR filed with the court a detailed long
range plan and activation schedule, which included DeWitt Nelson project (see Exhibit 12 to court filing). On
January 4, 2010, the Coleman court ordered CDCR, to construct and activate the DeWitt Nelson project by 2013,
The approved activation schedule, which was filed with the court on March 30, 2010, designates the DeWitt
Nelson site as the location for the proposed project, indicates that 1,133 beds will be constructed, and describes
the specific steps that CDCR must take to plan for, construct, and activate the DeWitt Nelson project.

2

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA REENTRY FACILITY (NCRF)

Currently, 74,000 California State prison parolees are returned to custody at an expense of approximately $450
million annually. Parole violators are returned to custody for an average of 153 days. Incarceration as the primary
punishment for minor parole violations does not discourage new parole violations, does not provide parole
violators with the necessary skills to remain in the community, does not reduce the cost to the taxpayer, and does
not reduce the risk to public safety for an extended period of time. Other former inmates, after completion of
parole, also commit new crimes and are re-incarcerated. The State needs a program for inmates to learn the skills
required to successfully reenter society after their incarceration and to reduce recidivism. Both the Governor’s
Office and the Legislature recognize the need for change to more effectively supervise offenders and fulfill the
CDCR’s commitment to public safety, and have approved construction of up to 16,000 beds throughout the state
for community/regional reentry facilities, as authorized by AB 900. AB 900 requires CDCR to expand
educational, vocational, and substance abuse treatment programs for incarcerated individuals prior to their parole.
It also requires CDCR to develop a collaborative partnership with local governments, local law enforcement, and
social service providers in the communities where reentry program facilities are built and operated because
parolees are eventually returned to the county of their last legal residence.

The reentry facilities are intended to provide inmates, in the last year of incarceration, the training and tools to
more effectively succeed in society, once released. In accordance with AB 900, the Counties of San Joaquin,
Calaveras, and Amador designated the NCWF site as the location for the proposed NCRF reentry facility, which
will serve all three counties. In recognition of the need for more effective supervision of offenders and to fulfill
CDCR’s commitment to public safety, in 2007 Governor Schwarzenegger and the State Legislature approved
legislation that specifically authorized the NCRF project (Penal Code Section 6275). That law authorizes CDCR
to use the NCWF site in Stockton as a reentry facility to house individuals who are incarcerated, parole violators,
or parolees pending revocation of parole, so long as those individuals are either paroling to, or returning to prison
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from, the Counties of San Joaquin, Calaveras, or Amador. The law also states that the County of San Joaquin and
the City of Stockton have met the standard under AB 900 to “assist the state in siting” a reentry facility, because
the County and City passed resolutions supporting the use of the NCWF as a reentry facility.

3.2 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

DEWITT NELSON CONVERSION

The primary and fundamental objective of the DeWitt Nelson conversion project is to help provide, in an
expeditious manner, constitutionally adequate mental health care for California prison inmates consistent with the
Coleman court orders. Other objectives of the DeWitt Nelson project are to:

» Implement the goals set forth in AB900 to increase male adult inmate prison capacity and associated support
and program space to reduce overcrowding and improve living conditions for inmates.

» Locate the medical and mental health facility in a geographic area which effectively serves the state prison
populations.

» Locate the medical and mental health care facility in proximity to a metropolitan area where there is access to
a large employment base to serve the facility, including areas with potential training facilities.

» Utilize existing facilities, infrastructure, and available state-owned land to provide needed facilities at the
lowest cost to taxpayers.

» Size the facility to achieve the most efficient and optimal patient care while ensuring a secure facility.

» Design the facility in a manner that is conducive to optimal care, including patient access to diagnostic and
treatment center, patient support areas, and outdoor areas.

» Provide efficiencies of care and treatment by locating the facility in the vicinity of CHCF.

» Provide a high level of security to protect the safety of the patients, correctional and medical staff, and the
surrounding community.

NCRF

This EIR has been prepared, in part, for the NCRF project to comply with the writ of mandate issued by the San
Joaquin County Superior Court in CCPOA v. CDCR (San Joaquin County Superior Court Case No. 39-2008-
00183975-CU-WM-STK). The NCRF project is intended to achieve the following project objectives:

» Implement the goals set forth in AB900 to increase male adult inmate prison capacity and associated support
and program space to reduce overcrowding and improve living conditions for inmates.

» Provide vocational and other life-skill training to inmates in their final year of incarceration to better prepare
them to succeed in society within San Joaquin, Amador and Calaveras counties.

» Utilize existing facilities, infrastructure, and available state-owned land to provide needed facilities at the
lowest cost to taxpayers.

» Provide a high-level of security to protect the safety of inmates, correctional staff, and the surrounding
community.
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3.3 PROJECT LOCATION

The project sites are located less than two miles east of State Route 99 (SR 99) in unincorporated central San
Joaquin County, immediately southeast of the Stockton city limits. They are approximately 6 miles northeast of
the cities of Lathrop and Manteca, 21 miles northwest of Modesto, 17 miles northeast of Tracy, and 15 miles
south of Lodi (Exhibit 3-1).

DEWITT NELSON CONVERSION

Formerly a youth correctional facility, the DeWitt Nelson facility is located on the NCYCC property

(Exhibit 3-2). The project site consists of 70 acres directly south of the CHCF site and is currently accessed from
Newcastle Road, which intersects with Arch Road to the north (Exhibit 3-3). Littlejohns Creek is located
.approximately 700 feet south of the project site and is located immediately adjacent to an existing retention basin
that currently receives drainage from the NCYCC and other surrounding properties; Forward Landfill is located
immediately south of Littlejohns Creek.

NCRF

The NCREF site consists of 134 acres of state-owned property at the southwest corner of the intersection of Arch
Road and Austin Road. This is the location of the former Northern California Women’s Facility (NCWF),
constructed in 1987. The site is adjacent to the northeast corner of the NCYCC and immediately north of the
CHCEF site, which is located on the grounds of the NCYCC (Exhibit 3-2).

3.4 DESCRIPTION OF THE DEWITT NELSON CONVERSION PROJECT

The former DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility originally opened in 1971 as part of the NCYCC, which
was operated by CDCR’s Division of Juvenile Justice (DJJ). In 1996, at its peak of operation, the DeWitt Nelson
population was 638 wards, but the ward population declined to an average population of 350 wards by January

- 2008. The DeWitt Nelson facility was deactivated in July 2008 and has remained unused.

The former DeWitt Nelson facility includes an octagonal shaped two-row exterior perimeter fence (12 feet tall,
chain link, topped with razor ribbon). A track and sports field surrounded by sports lighting occupies the center of
the campus. Four dormitory structures and several support buildings including education centers, cafeteria, and
chapel, surround the sports field. An auto body shop and spray booth are located on the site, as well as a
greenhouse and swimming pool.

The DeWitt Nelson facility is currently landscaped with many large trees, including several large valley oak trees.
The area immediately west of the existing DeWitt Nelson facility, where several shared infrastructure and support
buildings may be replaced, includes some land currently developed associated primarily with support facilities for
the existing O.H. Close Youth Correctional facility and N.A. Chaderjian Youth Correctional Facility (both part of
NCYCC) and some undeveloped land.

The site of the proposed firing range, south of the existing DeWitt Nelson facility, is undeveloped and currently
consists of fallowed fields and ruderal areas (non-native, weedy vegetation).

The proposed DeWitt Nelson project includes the conversion and reuse of the existing DeWitt Nelson site to a
semi-autonomous adult male medical and mental health facility. The proposed project would include housing,
programming, healthcare facilities, inmate visiting and some support facilities.

The description below presents the project as currently proposed. The alternatives section of this DEIR
(Section 7) evaluates options that promote greater efficiencies between the DeWitt Nelson project and the
approved CHCF, including surrounding both facilities with one security fence rather than a fence surrounding
each, and placing the DeWitt Nelson facilities closer to the CHCF site.
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PROPOSED FACILITIES

The DeWitt Nelson project is intended to be a general population facility with a health care/mental health care
mission and would serve inmates with medical outpatient needs, Special General Population (SGP), and inmates
requiring Enhanced Outpatient (EOP) mental health services. The project would include the development of three
new housing units (each approximately 29,000 square feet) and the potential renovation of four existing dormitory
housing units for the proposed inmate population (Exhibit 3-4). The new housing units and four existing
dormitories would house up to a maximum of 1,133 inmates. The new housing units would be constructed on the
east side of the campus within the secured perimeter. Total floor area for the proposed DeWitt Nelson facility,
including new and renovated buildings, would be approximately 229,000 square feet.

Pursuant to Executive Order S-20-04, CDCR would design and construct the new buildings to achieve the goal of
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Silver design standards at a minimum. Renovation work
of existing buildings would include window/door hardware repairs, electrical repairs, mechanical repairs, and
upgrades for the lighting and fire alarm system. Existing buildings would be brought up to the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) Standards for Accessible Design, , CDCR Design Criteria Guidelines (DCG), and the
California State Building Code requirements. Existing buildings would also be analyzed for potential LEED
Silver certification.

SECURITY

Perimeter security for the DeWitt Nelson facility would include a lethal electrified fence. A double-fenced
enclosure would surround the secured perimeter with a 13-foot-tall lethal electrified fence in the middle of the
double-fenced enclosure. The exterior-most fence would be twelve-feet-tall with a barbed wire “standoff” and
concrete post footings. The lethal electrified fence would be constructed consistent with CDCR standard design,
which includes a continuous concrete grade beam. The interior-most fence would be 12 feet tall with a “candy-
cane” design (the top of the fence curves over toward the interior of the fence and down, which results in a “cane-
like” cross section) and a continuous concrete grade beam. A clear zone (clear of vegetation and structures) would
be located between the double-fenced enclosures. An electronic warning system would be mounted in the clear
zone between fences, and a 12-foot-wide paved road would surround the secured perimeter approximately 30 feet
from the exterior-most fence line. The electrified fence would discharge a lethal level of electricity upon contact.

A total of eight, 35-foot guard towers would be placed around the entire secured perimeter of the facility, one
tower every 750 feet, including a tower located at the proposed sally port. Armed supervision would be provided,
consistent with CDCR policy. A chain link fence with slats would be provided to physically and visually separate
the adult correctional facilities from the remaining DJJ facilities at the NCYCC complex. The proposed DeWitt
Nelson project does not include high-mast lighting, although pole-mounted lighting (similar to a standard parking
lot) would be placed throughout the proposed facility.

TREE REMOVAL

The proposed conversion of the former DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility to an adult correctional facility
would require removal of the majority of the existing native and non-native landscaping (bushes, hedgerows, tall
bunch grasses, trees, etc.) that is either within the area that would become the new secure perimeter or would be in
close proximity to the outside of the perimeter fencing. While some removal of landscaping would be necessary
due to construction of the new facility (utilities, driveways, building foundations, etc.) it is anticipated that the
majority of the landscaping would be removed to assure that public safety standards for an adult prison would be
met. The safety of the community, CDCR staff, and inmates is an overriding element of the proposed projects.

As a juvenile facility the DeWitt Nelson complex was allowed to have typical urban landscaping and trees
because the movement of wards within the secure area was under the direct supervision of officers. Wards are not
allowed to move between buildings and program areas without the accompaniment of officers. Accordingly,
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bushes, trees, and other landscaping do not represent a danger to the safe operation of the facility because wards
have no opportunity to use landscaping as a means of facilitating an escape, to hide contraband and/or weapons,
use it as cover to launch an assault on staff or other wards, or to endanger themselves.

In an adult prison, inmates are allowed some level of movement between and among certain buildings within the
secure perimeter when they are not otherwise locked in cells or dormitories. So in contrast to a juvenile facility
the setting of an adult institution must have unimpeded views of all areas within the prison’s internal complex of
housing units and support buildings as well as in the no man’s land (i.e., area where no inmates are allowed) along
the perimeter. The bushes and especially the large trees with developed canopies present barriers to clear views of
all areas within the secure perimeter. As noted above, bushes and trees also provide opportunities to hide weapons
and contraband, they offer opportunities to stage assaults on staff and inmates, and they represent potential hiding
places for an inmate planning an escape. Another significant concern with bushes and trees is that they potentially
block armed response to inmates staging assaults on others or attempting escape over perimeter fences. Finally,
large trees present a risk that inmates may harm themselves or others.

For project alternatives that contemplate the renovation and/or reuse of the interior of the existing DeWitt Nelson
facility it is anticipated that most if not all of the landscaping with the exception of lawns and very low bushes
will be removed as part of the proposed project.

PARKING AND ACCESS

The DeWitt Nelson facility visitor and employee parking lot would be located at the northern end of the DeWitt
Nelson site. The current access from Newcastle Road would no longer be used, and instead would be provided by
a single access point off of Austin Road.

UTILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE
PoTABLE WATER -

The water supply infrastructure of the NCYCC consists of four wells, a 10-inch supply line, chemical feed pumps
for chlorination, three 0.25-million-gallon storage tanks, and two booster pump stations. Three of the wells have
been shut down due to water quality issues. (See Central Valley Regional Water Control Board Cleanup and
Abatement Order R5-2008-0714 (Dec. 8, 2008).) The City plans to expand water service adjacent to the state-
owned property with new 16-inch mains down Newcastle and Austin Roads, and an additional 24-inch main
down Newcastle Road (see Section 4.14, “Water Supply,” for additional details). The planned water mains are
expected to be operational before the proposed NCRF project would be constructed (Kitchell 2010:21).

Forward Landfill has contracted with the City of Stockton, per RWCB Cleanup and Abatement Order R4-2008-
0714 (Dec. 8, 2008), to provide water to the NCYCC (including the CHCF, DeWitt Nelson, and NCRF site) via
two 12-inch supply lines that would tie into the existing NCYCC system. Those lines will also tie into the City’s
future 16-inch and 24-inch lines in Newcastle Road. Once the water lines are operational, NCYCC’s water supply
will be disconnected from the existing well system (Kitchell 2010:21). See Section 4.12, “Utilities and Service
Systems,” for additional information regarding the existing and proposed water distribution system.

WASTEWATER

The existing NCYCC campus is served by a gravity wastewater collection system that transmits flow to a sewer
pump station located at the center of the campus. A 20-inch sewer line currently carries discharge to the City’s
Regional Wastewater Control Facility (RWCF), which provides wastewater treatment and disposal services to the
NCYCC and NCRF site. The proposed DeWitt Nelson project would continue to utilize the 20-inch sewer line. In
addition, sewer flow from the proposed project would be delivered to the City’s sewer collection system through a
new on-site sewer pump station. The pump station would include a wet well or temporary wastewater storage
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facility that would attenuate peak wastewater flows. The sewer pump station would be designed so as to limit
pumping rates to the City system to the permitted maximum flow, and would use automatic controls that will only
allow pumping when the NCYCC facility is not pumping.

DRAINAGE

A new 4.5-acre retention basin would be constructed adjacent and west of the existing retention basin

(Exhibit 3-4). The basin would have a total capacity of approximately 11.6 acre-feet and would collect stormwater
conveyed from the CDCR property. The basin would be operated so the stormwater collected would be balanced
between the new and existing on-site basin. This basin would provide sufficient additional capacity to
accommodate the existing facilities and the proposed projects stormwater retention needs.

FIRING RANGE

As part of the DeWitt Nelson project, an outdoor firing range would be constructed on approximately 5 acres of
undeveloped agricultural property south of the DeWitt Nelson facility, north of Littlejohns Creek. The firing
range would be oriented such that gunfire would be directed to the south toward Forward Landfill. An 18-foot tall
earthen berm would surround the range along the south, east, and west perimeter.

CDCR designs and operates its ranges to assure that discharged rounds cannot escape the confines of the facility;
the design of these facilities is guided by a “zero blue sky” criteria that guarantee there is no opening to the sky
from the position of the firing line. At the downrange end of the facility a large berm and containment trap
receives the bullets or other projectiles. The containment trap is supplemented by a series of overhead baffles
spaced between the firing line and containment trap. The baffles, through which a bullet cannot pass, block a
view of the sky; the bottom of the baffles is below the top of the impact berm and containment trap. The baffles
prevent a stray round from leaving the confines of the firing lines. The safety of range operation is also assured by
the supervision of trained range masters. The facility may only be used when a range master is present.

The design of the firing range provides for a total containment of bullets and bullet fragments to prevent lead
contamination. The trap catches bullets and bullet fragments in a de-acceleration chamber and deposits them into
a containment canister. Lead dust is also collected by means of a vacuum unit in the de-acceleration chamber. All
runoff from the firing range would enter the proposed storm water drainage system.

The range includes 25 and 100 yard shooting positions as well as an area used for practice with chemical
dispersion and riot control (e.g., non-lethal) weapons. The range would typically only be used by law enforcement
personnel; it would never be open to the public. The range may be occasionally used in the early evening (winter
months) to replicate nighttime conditions.

INFRASTRUCTURE REPLACEMENT

Existing NCYCC infrastructure would be left in place to the extent feasible; however, it is possible that
conversion of the DeWitt Nelson facility to an adult prison may require the replacement of some existing NCYCC
shared infrastructure, support buildings, and a portion of the corporation yard situated at the northern end of the
site plan (see Exhibit 3-4). If replacement of these infrastructure elements is necessary, they would be
reconstructed where they are now situated. This may include water tanks, fuel storage, a fueling station for
vehicles, a boiler house, a plant operations building, vehicle maintenance, and driveways. The boiler house, which
produces steam for food preparation areas at the DJJ, would be reduced in size because it would only serve the
two remaining juvenile facilities. Replacement buildings and structures would be within the interior of the
remaining DJJ campus; they would generally not be noticeable from Newcastle Road (Exhibit 3-4).
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EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS PLAN

The DeWitt Nelson facility would have an Emergency Preparedness Plan that would comply with the California
Emergency Services Act of 1970. The Plan would specify measures to be implemented within the facility during
certain types of emergencies, such as fire, flood (including rupture of water storage tanks), earthquake, war, and
civil disturbance. Employees would be trained in the use of emergency equipment and medical aid for these

situations. The Montezuma Fire Protection District (Protection District) provides emergency services to the site.

PROJECT STAFFING AND CONSTRUCTION

FACILITY STAFFING

The DeWitt Nelson facility would employ approximately 453 employees, including correctional officers, medical
and mental healthcare professionals, and other support staff working around the clock in three 8-hour shifts. The

project would operate 24 hours per day, 7 days per week. Table 3-1, below, outlines the proposed shifts for both
DeWitt Nelson and NCRF.

Table 3-1
Proposed Shifts (DeWitt Nelson and NCRF)

Shift Hours NCRF Staff DeWitt Nelson Staff Fa(c::;ilzleingfaff
1st Watch 10 p.m.—6 a.m. 38 41 79
2nd Watch 6 am.—2 p.m. 276 304 580
3rd Watch 2 pm.—10 p.m. 67 108 175

Total 381 453 834

Source: Compiled by Ascent 2010

VISITATION

Visitors would be processed at the new visitor’s processing center at DeWitt Nelson’s Visitor/Staff entry building.
Visiting hours would be by appointment only from 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m., seven days a week, and the average
number of weekday visitors is estimated to be approximately 30 with weekend visitors estimated to be 100.

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION

Construction of this proposed facility is anticipated to begin in spring 2011 with an initial activation date of
December 2013. Construction work shifts would typically be between 6 a.m. and 9 p.m., but could include
evening or nighttime construction. Construction would involve earth-moving equipment, including backhoes,
dump-trucks, trenchers, front-end loaders; concrete trucks and pumpers during concrete pours for foundations and
slabs; forklifts during erection of walls and delivery of materials from storage yards; and cranes for installation of
precast panels, structural steel framing members, metal decking, and mechanical systems on the roof. However,
project construction would not involve pile driving.

Construction activities would primarily be restricted to the areas identified on the site plan for new or renovated
facilities (see Exhibit 3-5). The approximate grading areas associated with the new or renovated facilities at
DeWitt Nelson would range between 23-25 acres. However, temporary soil disturbance would occur outside of
these facilities for various activities such as equipment staging, utilities trenching, pipe lay down, and movement
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of equipment between facilities. The specific location for some of these activities is unknown; therefore, a
conservative boundary of construction has been identified in Exhibit 3-5, and the environmental impacts of
disturbing this area has been evaluated throughout the DEIR.

3.5 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED NCRF PROJECT

The project site was originally developed in 1987 as the NCWF, a secure female inmate prison, which closed in
2003. Subsequently, the facility was used as a correctional officer training academy called the Richard A. McGee
Correctional Training Center Annex (CTCA), which closed in 2008. The site is currently unused and on-site
structures are vacant; however, the structures and grounds, including landscaping, are maintained. The project site
includes a hexagonal two-row exterior perimeter fence (12 feet tall, chain link, topped with razor ribbon). The
vacant buildings surrounding the former recreation yard include four housing units, a food service building and
reception building, and a control/support/program building. The area south of the recreation yard includes the
kitchen delivery/service area, plant operations, storage, maintenance, and an abandoned Prison Industry Authority
(PIA) facility that previously operated a laundry, warehouse, and program space. The areas between the recreation
yard fence and the exterior perimeter security fence on the east and west sides of the site consist of level, bare soil
with no landscaping or vegetation of any kind. No trees exist within the perimeter fence line. There are no guard
towers on the NCRF project site.

PROPOSED FACILITIES

The proposed NCRF conversion would involve renovation of buildings for facility program support services,
dining and receiving, family visiting, academic and vocational education, miscellaneous support, and a
gymnasium. The housing buildings would be renovated to meet the latest ADA accessibility guidelines and
compliance with current state building code requirements.

At the northwest part of the prison site, in the leveled, non-vegetated area between the recreation yard and the
exterior perimeter fence, a new 16,500 square foot medical building would be constructed at a similar scale to the
existing buildings (approximately 35 feet tall). The total floor area of the proposed NCRF, including new and
renovated buildings (see Exhibit 3-6), would be approximately 240,000 square feet. The proposed project would
be designed with the goal of meeting LEED Green Building Rating System standards.

Existing structures currently contain 400 cells. The proposed project does not include new housing facilities; total
inmate capacity would be 500, with 300 single-bed units and 100 double-bunked units (two single beds per unit).
Chapter 9.8 of Assembly Bill 900 (Government Code Section 6271(a) AB943) sets a limit on reentry facilities of
“up to 500 beds each,” therefore, the population of the facility cannot exceed the 500-bed statutory cap.

SECURITY

Perimeter security for the NCRF would include a lethal electrified fence (contained within the existing double
fence), three armed perimeter guard towers, lighting provided by 35-foot tall light standards, and a roving armed
perimeter patrol officer.

Because a double perimeter fence exists at the site, the fence would be modified to install dual electronic detection
systems between the inner and outer fences. The existing 16-foot high inner fence (modified candy cane design)
would be topped with double rolls of barbed tape. The 14-foot high outer fence would be a straight design (with no
breakaway arms) with the upper half of the fence equipped with small-gauged (no-climb) fabric cloth. Eight rolls
of razor wire would be secured to the fence (six rolls high plus two additional rolls at the base of the fence).
Ground cover of large cobble river rock would extend five to eight feet from the inside edge of the inner fence.
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Other improvements would include the construction, repair, or replacement of the boundary line fencing, roads,
parking, outer perimeter landscaping, recreation yard improvements, site grading, site lighting, storm drainage
improvements, and extension of utilities to each building. CDCR would also improve the prisons electrical supply
and distribution, water distribution system, and wastewater storage, treatment, and disposal systems. Existing
high-mast lighting would be used; no new high-mast lighting would be added to the project site. Additional
parking lot lighting may be required.

PARKING AND ACCESS

As shown in Exhibit 3-6, access to the project would still be provided by the two existing driveways on Arch
Road. The proposed project includes expansion of the main parking lot. A total of approximately 510 parking
spaces would be provided.

UTILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

All required utilities, including water, sanitary sewer, storm drain, electrical, communications, and security
electronics, are located in the general area of the proposed project. Descriptions of the proposed improvements
can be found in Section 4.12, “Utilities and Service System.”

PoTABLE WATER, WASTEWATER, AND DRAINAGE

The NCRF project would utilize the same water, wastewater, and drainage improvements described above for the
DeWitt Nelson project.

OTHER UTILITIES AND SERVICES

Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) would provide electricity and gas to the project site. NCYCC has a garbage truck
and transports the site’s solid waste to the Forward Landfill (Jaime, pers. comm., 2007).

EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS PLAN

The proposed facility would have an Emergency Preparedness Plan tailored to the specific site needs of the
institution, in compliance with the California Emergency Services Act of 1970. The Plan would specify measures
to be implemented within the facility during certain types of emergencies, such as fire, flood (including rupture of
water storage tanks), earthquake, war, and civil disturbance. Employees would be trained in the use of emergency
equipment and medical aid for these situations. The Collegeville Fire Protection District (Protection District)
provides emergency services to the site (Chief Faist, pers. comm., 2007).

PROJECT STAFFING AND CONSTRUCTION

FACILITY STAFFING

The proposed facilities would operate 24 hours a day, year-round, with three 8-hour shifts, also called “watches”
(please see Table 3-1). An estimated 381 staff would be employed at the proposed facility and would include
correctional officers, administrative, program staff (i.e., teachers, vocational staff) and other types of support staff.
VISITATION

Visiting hours would be from 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. on weekends, and by appointment Monday through Friday.

All visits would be scheduled, and the anticipated average number of daily visitor trips would be 30 on weekdays
and 150 on weekends (Note that to be more accurate the number of visitors has been revised since the release of
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the Notice of Preparation, which indicated an average of 100 visitor trips per day). All visitors would be required
to enter a visitor processing center for identification, screening, metal detection, and possible search.

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION

Construction of the proposed facilities would begin in summer 2011, with an estimated completion date of
summer 2013. Construction work shifts would typically be between 6 a.m. and 9 p.m. Construction would likely
involve earth-moving equipment, including backhoes, dump-trucks, trenchers, front-end loaders; concrete trucks
and pumpers during concrete pours for foundations and slabs; forklifts during erection of walls and delivery of
materials from storage yards; and cranes for installation of precast panels, structural steel framing members, metal
decking, and mechanical systems on the roof. However, project construction would not involve pile driving.

A construction staging area (used to store heavy construction equipment, materials, and possibly a small amount
of fuels, solvents, and lubricants) would be located on a roughly 6-acre field west of the existing hexagonal
perimeter fence line. This staging area was previously evaluated and approved as part of the CHCF project. This
field is disked multiple times a year to keep weeds down.

Construction activities would be restricted to the areas identified on the site plan for new or renovated facilities
(see Exhibit 3-5). The approximate grading areas associated with the new or renovated facilities at NCRF would
range between 3-5 acres. However, temporary soil disturbance would occur outside of these facilities for various
activities such as equipment staging (see staging area identified for NCRF in Exhibit 3-6), utilities trenching, pipe
lay down, and movement of equipment between facilities. The specific location for these activities is unknown;
therefore, a conservative boundary of construction has been identified in Exhibit 3-5

3.6 ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION MEASURES (DEWITT NELSON
AND NCREF)

This section describes environmentally friendly features that CDCR has adopted as part of the project design and
construction process of both the DeWitt Nelson and NCRF projects. In addition to these features, CDCR would
adopt and implement the mitigation measures identified in Chapter 4 and incorporate them into the design of each
project.

WATER QUALITY PROTECTION

Erosion is the process of soil particles being displaced and transported by wind or water. Construction activities
associated with the NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects would disturb soils and vegetation, exposing the project
site to possible erosion. CDCR or its contractor will retain a California registered civil engineer to prepare a
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and any other necessary site-specific Waste Discharge
Requirements (WDRs) or waivers under the Porter-Cologne Act. The SWPPP and other appropriate plans will
identify and specify:

» the use of erosion and sediment-control BMPs, including construction techniques that will reduce the
potential for runoff as well as other measures to be implemented during construction;

» the means of waste disposal;

» the implementation of approved local plans, non-stormwater-management controls, permanent post-
" construction BMPs, and inspection and maintenance responsibilities;

» the pollutants that are likely to be used during construction that could be present in stormwater drainage and
non-stormwater discharges, and other types of materials used for equipment operation;

NCRF and DeWitt Nelson Conversion Projects CDCR
DEIR } 317 Project Description



» spill prevention and contingency measures, including measures to prevent or clean up spills of hazardous
waste and of hazardous materials used for equipment operation, and emergency procedures for responding to
spills;

» personnel training requirements and procedures that will be used to ensure that workers are aware of permit
requirements and proper installation methods for BMPs specified in the SWPPP; and

» the appropriate personnel responsible for supervisory duties related to implementation of the SWPPP,
All construction contractors will retain a copy of the approved SWPPP on the construction site.

In addition, CDCR would design and implement drainage plans prepared by a registered civil engineer as part of
the proposed NCRF and DeWitt Nelson projects. The plans will be designed to safely retain, detain, and/or
convey stormwater runoff through the project site. The drainage plans would include an accurate description of
existing runoff and post-project runoff scenarios that take into account increases in impervious surfaces and other
changes in potential runoff characteristics and any potential on-site upgrades that would be necessary to ensure
adequate stormwater retention capacity. Such improvements would be designed and constructed such that
adjacent or downstream properties would not be exposed to an increased potential for flooding consistent with
State and local design standards.

EARTHQUAKE-RESISTANT DESIGN

To ensure earthquake-resistant design, CDCR is responsible for the preparation of a geotechnical subsurface
investigation reports for the proposed DeWitt Nelson and NCRF facilities before the approval of grading plans for
all project phases. The geotechnical reports will utilize strategic soil borings that provide information on soil strata
at the project sites, including the depth at which native soils are encountered. This report will include specific
recommendations for the following project elements:

site preparation and earthwork,

appropriate sources and types of fill,

potential need for soil amendments

structural foundations, including retaining wall design,

grading practices,

erosion/winterization,

special geotechnical issues discovered on-site (e.g., groundwater and expansive/unstable soils),
slope stability, and

road, pavement, and parking areas.
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The geotechnical investigation will include subsurface testing of soil and groundwater conditions and determine
appropriate foundation designs that are consistent with the design standards set forth in Title 24, volume 2, of the
California Building Code (CBC). If the soils report indicates the presence of critically expansive soils or other soil
problems that would lead to structural defect if not corrected, additional investigations may be required before
design is completed. Structures constructed at NCRF and DeWitt Nelson would comply with the CBC.

ENERGY EFFICIENT DESIGN

As described above, pursuant to Executive Order S-20-04, CDCR would design and construct the new buildings
to achieve the goal of Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) Silver design standards at a
minimum. Renovation work of existing buildings would include window/door hardware repairs, electrical repairs,
mechanical repairs, and upgrades for the lighting and fire alarm system.
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3.7 COMMUNITY MITIGATION FUNDS

CDCR is also authorized to provide a one-time mitigation paymelflt for community and school impacts that fall
outside the purview of the Public Resources Code. This payment is authorized by Government Code Section
15819.403. These funds are paid to local government entities pursuant to the provisions of Penal Code Section
7005.5, and these payments would be available to the respective entities at the commencement of construction
activities.
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RESOLUTION OF THE CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
THE DEWITT NELSON YOUTH CORRECTIONAL
FACILITY CONVERSION
(SCH # 2009101039)

ADOPTED ON DECEMBER , 2010

WHEREAS, the California Department of Corrections and Rdhation (CDCR) is the lead
agency, pursuant to the California EnvironmentahlippAct (CEQA) (Public Resources Code § 21000
et seq.) and State CEQA Guidelines (14 California Governti@ode § 15006t seq.), for the proposed
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility ConvensiBroject (the “Project”), to be located in San
Joaquin County, California;

WHEREAS, the Project is located at the existing Northerfif@aia Youth Correctional Center,
and involves the conversion and reuse of the exjdhieWitt Nelson facility to an adult male mediaald
mental health facility;

WHEREAS, on February 14, 2006, Judge Henderson appoinfedieaal Receiver in the case of
Plata v. Schwarzenegger and conferred upon him executive management oC#iéornia medical health
care delivery system, specifically directing hinctmtrol, oversee, supervise, and direct all opmrat
functions of the medical system. Receiver J. Ckaelso was appointed by the district court in Japua
2008 to replace the former Receiver and has suotigssorked cooperatively with CDCR to process
and approve projects consistent with the courtrstde

WHEREAS, CDCR has coordinated and cooperated with the Officke Federal Receiver,
Receiver Mr. J. Clark Kelso and California Prisogalith Care Services, in planning the Project ttuohe
necessary medical and mental health care facijlities

WHEREAS, the Receiver has coordinated and cooperated@M@R in the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the DeWittldéen project pursuant to the CEQA. The EIR also
evaluates the proposed Northern California Redrdugility project under CEQA, which is a separate,
independent project from the DeWitt Nelson project.

WHEREAS, the federal district court, in th@oleman v. Schwarzenegger litigation ordered
CDCR to construct new health care facilities aesabprison sites, including the DeWitt Nelson .sia
September 24, 2009, the court ordered CDCR to peeggad submit “timetables for completion of each
step” that must be taken in order for @lleman projects to be “fully staffed and activated by 8843
target date.” On November 6, 2009, CDCR filed wtfith court a detailed long-range plan and activatio
schedule, which included DeWitt Nelson Youth Catiewal Facility Conversion project (the “DeWitt
Nelson project”). On January 4, 2010, @aeman court ordered CDCR, to construct and activate the
DeWitt Nelson project by 2013. The approved atiivaschedule, which was filed with the court on
March 30, 2010, designates the DeWitt Nelson sitéha location for proposed DeWitt Nelson Youth
Correctional Facility Conversion project, indicateat 1,133 beds will be constructed, and descties
specific steps that must be taken to plan for, traoos and activate the DeWitt Nelson project.

WHEREAS, the Project will house a maximum of 1,133 adutba@tes and is designed to

alleviate overcrowding in California’s prison systereduce inmate recidivism, and reactivate prégent
unused state facilities;
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WHEREAS, on August 16, 2010, CDCR filed a Revised Notic®afparation of the
Environmental Impact Report for the Project, anld o public scoping meetings in Stockton on
August 24, 2010;

WHEREAS, CDCR released a Draft Environmental Impact Re(glIR) for the Project on
October 6, 2010, and provided a 45-day public reyeriod. On November 3, 2010, CDCR held two
public hearings in Stockton;

WHEREAS, CDCR received 11 written and oral comments orXB&R from organizations,
individuals, and public agencies;

WHEREAS, on December 16, 2010, CDCR released the Finaf@&ikhe Project (SCH #
2008022133). The Final EIR includes responsestaneents on the DEIR, and corrections and revisions
to the DEIR, plus an attached technical appendihxe Final EIR incorporates the DEIR by referencet a
identifies no new significant information or newgsificant impacts;

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, including the DEIR, identifies thignificant adverse environmental
impacts of the Project, identifies feasible mitigatmeasures to reduce most impacts to a less than
significant level, and identifies some impacts tteinot be mitigated to a less than significantllend
therefore remain significant and unavoidable; and

WHEREAS, the Secretary has reviewed and considered themafoon contained in the Final
EIR, including the Draft EIR and all supporting doments, including supporting documents contained in
the file for the Project. All references to thelBEand Final EIR hereafter shall include all docuatse
contained in the above.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED and CERTIFIED by the Secretary that:

1. The Final EIR for the DeWitt Nelson Youth Catienal Facility Conversion Project
complies, and was completed in compliance withréugiirements of CEQA (Cal. Pub. Resources Code
section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guide(i@el. Code of Regs. Section 15000 et seq.).

2. The Final EIR was presented to the SecretaBD&R, and was independently reviewed
and considered by the Secretary prior to takingaatipn to approve or disapprove the Project.

3. The Final EIR reflects the Secretary of CDCiRependent judgment and analysis
based on his review of the entirety of the admiatste record which provides substantial evidemce t
support the adoption of this resolution.

4, CDCR Senior Environmental Planner Roxanne Heed, whose office is located at
9838 Old Placerville Road, Suite B, Sacramentoif@ala, 95827, is hereby designated as the custodi
of the documents and other materials that constthe record of proceedings upon which CDCR’s
decision is based.
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ADOPTED this ___ day of December, 2010.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND
REHABILITATION

By:

Matthew Cate, Secretary

ATTEST:

By:

Chris Meyer, Senior Chief
Facility Planning, Construction, and Management

BE IT RESOLVED that the Receiver, based on his independent revidhe Final EIR and his
independent judgment and analysis, concurs infication resolutions 1-3 above.

ADOPTED this ____ day of December, 2010.

PRISON HEALTH CARE RECEIVERSHIP CORPORATION

By

J. CLARK KELSO, Receiver
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ~ DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS AND REHABILITATION

AND

CALIFORNIA PRISON HEALTH CARE RECEIVERSHIP

NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

TO: OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH
1400 TENTH STREET, ROOM 212
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

FROM: CA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
AND REHABILITATION
1515 8 STREET, SUITE 5028
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

CA PRISON HEALTHCARE SERVICES
P.0. BOX 4038
SACRAMENTO, CA 95812-4038

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 of the Public Resources Code.

PROJECT TITLE: STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER:
DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion 2008022133
PROJECT LOCATION: DEPARTMENT CONTACTS:

Arch Road and Austin Road
San Joaquin County

Robert Sleppy/Nancy MacKenzie
Environmental Services Branch
CDCR Facilities Division

9838 Old Placerville Road, Suite B
Sacramento, CA 95827

(916) 255-1141/255-2159

Evelyn Matteucci

Prison Health Care Services
State of California

P.O. Box 4038, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95812-4038
(916) 323-1738

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The proposed Project includes the conversion and reuse of the existing DeWitt Nelson facility to a semi-
autonornous adult male medical and mental health facility. The adjoining California Health Care Facility
(CHCF) project is expected to provide primary administration and support for the proposed Project. The
proposed Project would include housing, programming, healthcare facilities, inmate visiting and some
support facilities. The Project would contain three new housing units and the potential renovation of four
existing dormitory housing units for the proposed inmate population. The new housing units and four
existing dormitories would house up to a maximum of 1,133 inmates. Perimeter security for the DeWitt
Nelson facility would include a lethal electrified fence. A total of eight. 35-foot guard towers would be
placed around the entire secured perimeter of the facility, one tower every 750 feet, including a tower
located at the proposed sally port. An outdoor firing range would be constructed on approximately 5 acres
of undeveloped agricultural property south of the DeWitt Nelson facility, north of Littlejohns Creek. The
range would typically only be used by law enforcement personnel; it would never be open to the public. To
promote greater efficiencies in the Project, the Project may be designed so that only one security fence will
surrounding both the Project facilities and the adjacent CHCF. In addition, to meet the standards of the
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American Correctional Association, the renovated dormitory housing units may be slightly expanded.
Neither design choice will result in any different environmental impacts from those analyzed in the Draft
and Final EIRs for the Project.

This is to advise that CDCR approved the above-described project on December ?ﬁ, 2010, and has made the following
determinations regarding the project, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164:

1.

2,

L3

5.

6.

The subject project will have significant effects on the environment.

An EIR was prepared and certified for the DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion (SCH No.
2008022133) pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act.

Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the subject project.
A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program was adopted for the subject project.
A Statement of Overriding Consideration was adopted for the subject project.

Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act for the subject project.

This is also to advise that the California Prison Healthcare Receiver concurs in the Secretary’s approval of the operation of those
portions of the DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion for which the Receiver has oversight on December 23
2010, and has made the following determinations regarding the project, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164:

1.

2.

The subject project will have significant effects on the environment.

An EIR was prepared and certified for the DeWitt Nelson Youth Correctional Facility Conversion (SCH No.
2008022133) pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act.

Mitigation measures were made a condition of the approval of the subject project.
A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program was adopted for the subject project.
A Statement of Overriding Consideration was adopted for the subject project.

Findings were made pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act for the subject project.

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and the record of project approval are available to the general
public at: 9838 Old Placerville Road, Suite B, Sacramento, California.

Date Received for Filing: W / { /;4’
Wé . a

MATTHEW CATE, Secretary
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation

i)

J. CLARK KELSO, R
California Prison Healt ‘¢ Receiver
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