
CITY PLANNING COMMISSION 
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 
MEMBERS IN SESSION: 

ITEM #1/ 
January 12, 2006 
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P05-052 — Cameron 5 

REQUEST: 	 A. Environmental Determination: Negative Declaration 

B. Mitigation Monitoring Plan 

C. General Plan Amendment to re-designate 5.0+ acres from Parks/Open 
Space to Low Density Residential (4-15 dwelling Units per net 
acre(du/na)); 

D. Community Plan Amendment to re-designate 5.0+ acres from 
Parks/Open Space to to Residential 4-8 du/na; 

E. Rezone 5.0+ acres from t he Rural E states (RE 1/4) zone to the Single 
Family Alternative (R-1A) zone; 

F. Tentative Map to subdivide 5.0+ acres into twenty-two (22) single family 
lots, four ( 4) h alf-plex lots, one ( 1) landscape lot, one ( 1) d rainage lot, 
and one (1) pedestrian connection lot in the Single Family Alternative (R-
1A) zone; 

G. Special Permit to construct twenty-two single family residences and four 
half-plex residences within the Single Family Alternative (R-1A) zone; 

H. Inclusionary Housing Plan 

LOCATION: Northeast of the Intersection of Sheldon Road and Bruceville Road 
APN: 117-0212-045 
South Sacramento Community Plan 
Elk Grove Unified School District 
Council District 8 

  

APPLICANT: 	 Law Offices of Gregory Thatch 
1730 I Street, Ste. 220 
Sacramento, CA 95816 

OWNER: 	 Dean B. Cameron 
4555 Auburn Blvd., Ste. D 
Sacramento, CA 95841 

APPLICATION FILED: 	 March 29, 2005 

APPLICATION COMPLETED: 	November 8, 2005 

STAFF CONTACT: 	 Ellen Marshall, 808-5851  
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Planning & Building 
Department 
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SUMMARY: 

The applicant is seeking entitlements to subdivide 5.0+ gross acres ih the Rural Estates (RE — 114 ) 
zone on the east side of Bruceville Road and north of Sheldon Road. The subject site will be divided 
into twenty-two lots for the future development of single-family detached homes and four half-plex lots. 
The proposed lots would be consistent with the single-family homes to the north and with the Sheldon 
Whitehouse subdivision (P02-083) that will create 160 single-family lots adjacent to the subject site. 
Aside from the tentative map required to subdivide the property, a, General Plan Amendment to 
redesignate the site from Parks/Open Space to Low Density Residentibl (4-15 .dwelling Units per net 
acre(du/na)), Community Plan Amendment to re-designate the site from Parks/Open Space to to 
Residential 4-8 du/na , a Rezone to redesignate the site from Rural Estates (RE — 114) to Single-Family 
Alternative (R-1A), Permit to construct twenty-two single family residences and four half-plex residences 
within the Single Family Alternative (R-1A) zone, and an Inclusionary Housing Plan are required to 
develop the site. There have been no public comments submitted and there are no outstanding issues 
related to this project. 

RECOMMENDATION:  

Staff recommends approval of the project, subject to conditions in the Notice of Decision. 

PROJECT INFORMATION: 

General Plan Designation: 
Community Plan Designation: 
Existing Land Use of Site: 
Existing Zoning of Site: 

Surrounding Land Use and Zoning: 

Parks/Open Space 
Parks/Open Space 

• Vacant 
Rural Estates (RE-1/4) 

North: 
South: 
East: 
West: 

Property Dimensions: 
Property Area: 
Topography: 
Street Improvements: 
Utilities: 

Jacinto Creek Parkway; A-OS 
Vacant; RE — 
Future Single Family Residential; R-1 
Bruceville Road 

564' x 329' 
5.0+ gross acres (3.5+ net acres) 
Flat 
Existing 
Existing 

OTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED:  In addition to the entitlements requested, the applicant will 
also need to obtain the following permits or approvals, including, but not limited to: 

Permit 	 Agency 
Final Map 	 Public Works, Development Services 
Building Permits 	 Development Services Department 
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

The subject site consists of a single 5.0+ gross acre parcel on the east side of Bruceville Road, 
north of Sheldon Road. The site is currently vacant and was planned to be a City park. The City 
Parks Department does not have the ability to purchase the site for a park, so the property owner 
would like to develop the site with single family homes. A recently approved subdivision, Sheldon 
Whitehouse (P02-083), surrounds the property except to the north, where a detention basin 
connected to the Jacinto Creek Parkway is located. The property owner and the developer of the 
Sheldon Whitehouse subdivision have reached an agreement to develop this property as an 
extension of the Sheldon Whitehouse. The developer now wishes to subdivide the property in a 
manner consistent with recent approvals on adjacent properties. 

STAFF EVALUATION:  Staff has the following comments: 

A. 	Policy Considerations  

General & Community Plan  

In 1992, the subject property was included in an annexation, of the properties in the 
Cosumnes River College area. In 1995, the City Council approved the Jacinto Creek 
Planning Area Land Use Plan that designated the subject site forparks and open space. 

The general plan designates the site as Parks/Open Space. This designation would allow 
for the future development of a park. As stated above, the City does not have the funding 
to purchase the property to develop as a park site, therefore, the property owner is 
requesting to redesignate the site to Low Density Residential. This designation allows for 
residential development ranging from 4 to 15 dwelling units per net acre. The proposed 
project is consistent with the General Plan in that it provides residential development at a 
density of seven units per net acre, and develops a residential land use in a manner which 
is efficient and utilizes existing urban resources (sec 2-15, Goal c). 
The South Sacramento Community Plan designates the subject site as Parks/Open Space. 
To develop the site with single family residences, a Commbnity Plan Amendment is 
necessary. The property owner is requesting to redesignate the site to Residential (11-21 
du/ac). In 1995, with the creation of the Jacinto Creek Planning Area, the South 
Sacramento Community Plan was amended such that densitieslas low as seven units per 
acre are allowed in the Residential (11-21 du/ac). Staff supports the General Plan and 
Community Plan Amendments because it is unlikely the Parks Department will ever be able 
to develop the site as park. 

Zoning 

The subject property has been zoned Rural Estates (RE-114) since the parcels were 
annexed into the City of Sacramento in 1992. The current zoning is inconsistent with the 
General and South Sacramento Community Plans that call for parks/open space for the site 
and would be inconsistent if the General Plan and Community Plan Amendments were 
approved. The applicant is requesting to rezone the subject property from Rural Estates to 
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Single Family Alternative (R-1A). Staff has no objections to the Rezone, as the resulting 
zone would be consistent with the single-family homes to the north (across the Jacinto 
Creek Parkway) and the recently approved subdivision to the east. 

B. Site Design 

Tentative Map design 

The Tentative Map will create 22 single family lots, four half-plex lots, (1) landscape lot, 
one (1) drainage lot, and one (1) pedestrian connection lot on 5.0+ gross acres. The 
majority of the lots meet the Zoning Ordinance standards for interior lots (52' x 100') and 
corner lots (62' x 100'). Several lots do not meet the minimum interior lot width and range 
in width from 48 feet to 50 feet. The proposed R-1A zoning allows lots to vary from the 
Zoning Ordinance standards upon approval of the Planning Commission. The lots to be 
created will be suitable for the development of single-family homes and staff supports the 
reduced lot width. 

The proposed subdivision lots will be accessed from an extension of West Wing Drive in 
the Sheldon Whitehouse subdivision. The extension of West Wing Road will create a 
connection between Sheldon Road through the Sheldon Whitehouse subdivision to the 
project site. The improvements for this connection will be consistent with the City's 
pedestrian friendly street standards. This connection is necessary as the project was not 
permitted an access to Bruceville Road. There are no issues with vehicular, pedestrian, or 
emergency ,access. 

The proposal will result in eleven (11) lots backing up to the Jacinto Creek Parkway. 
Although City Policy discourages the lots backing on to parks and o pen s paces. The 
applicant originally submitted a map similar to the current map, with lots backing onto the 
open space. Staff requested the map be redesigned to allow a road along the open 
space. The applicant complied with this request and provided a revised map. The 
revised map was reviewed by other City department and outside agencies and it was 
determined, based on the overall width of the parcel (329 feet), that there was not width 
to accommodate the necessary utilities without losing several lots. The applicant worked 
with Planning and Parks staff to resolve the issue of lots backing onto the open space and 
it was determined that because the lots will back onto a detention basin, not an active 
recreation area, the map layout could be supported. In addition, the project will be 
conditioned to provide open, wrought-iron type fencing along 'lots 1 through 9. Lots 10 
and 11 will have a masonry wall as required for noise attenuation. 

C. Building Design 

The proposed homes will be the same homes under construction at the Sheldon 
Whitehouse Subdivision to the east. The applicant is proposing one and two-story homes 
and a half-plex unit. The unit information is listed below: 

Plan 
Name 

Square 
Footage 

Number 	of 
Bedrooms 

Garage 
Spaces 

Number 	of 1  
Stories 

Number of 
Elevations 
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Plan 1776 3 2 1 3 
1776 . 
Plan 1841 
1841 
Plan 2806 5* 

2806 . 
Plan 2242 4* 
2242 
Plan 2444 4* 2 2 	II 3 
2444 
Duplex 945 3* 2 1 3 

*with den/bedroom option 

Seven different homes with three distinct elevations are proposed. The exterior of all 
buildings will be finished with stucco with many decorative accents. Such decorative 
accents include: wood siding, stone accents, corbels, decorative windows and wood 
shutters. The roofs will be of concrete tile, and the garages will h ave raised panel doors. 

The complex is consistent with the Single-family. Residential Design Guidelines in that: the 
homes provide living space at the front of the house, the garages are recessed, and the 
applicant proposes to use different styles and materials in order t9 add variety. 

D. Inclusionary Housing Plan 

The Cameron 5 Tentative Map proposes to subdivide 5.0+ acres into twenty-two single 
family residences and four half-plex lots for the development of single-family residential 
Units in one of the City's designated new growth areas. As a development project in a new 
growth area the project must. include units developed for offered to, and leased or sold to 
low and very low income households. With twenty-six proposed single-family units, the 
Cameron '.5 project must include four units available to low income households. 

The developer has submitted an Inclusionary Housing Plan that proposes to meet the 
inclusionary requirements on-site. The on-site u nits will be h alfrplex u nits on corner lots. 
The developer plans to make four of these units available to low income households. These 
units will be one-story units totaling 945 square feet. The on-site units will be located on lots 
16, 17, 23, and 24. The Inclusionary Housing Plan submitted by the applicant satisfies the 
inclusionary housing requirements. 

PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS: 

A. 	Environmental Determination  

A Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared for the propOsed project in compliance 
with Section 15070(b)1 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Environmental 
Planning Services has determined that the proposed project would result in significant 
impacts associated with biological resources, noise, and cultural resources. However, the 
environmental analysis determined that the implementation of mitigation measures would 
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reduce the impacts to a less-than-significant levels. The project applicant has agreed to the 
proposed mitigation measures, which are listed in the attached Mitigation Monitoring Plan 
(Exhibit 1A). The Mitigated Negative Declaration was available for public review during the 
period of September 21, 2005 through October 20, 2005. Three letters were received that 
provided comment on the proposed project. 

The first letter was from County Sanitation District 1 stating that CSD-1 and Sacramento 
Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD) do not have any specific concerns related to 
the proposed project. However, the letter did point out that the project is within the CSD-1 
service area and will be served by the CSD-1, sewer system, not by the City of Sacramento 
Utilities System, as indicated in the Mitigated Negative Declaration. The letter is attached 
(Attachment 3). 

According to the City's Department of Utilities, the comment made by CSD-1 is correct. 
The Mitigated Negative Declaration misstated that the project would be served by the City 
of Sacramento Utilities System. The proposed development is located within CSD-1 
service area, and sanitary sewer service will be served by CSD-1, as indicated in the 
comment letter. This correction is indicated in the Errata attached to the cover of the 
Mitigated Negative Declaration. The Errata also indicates that the correction of the service 
provider would not result in changes to t he conclusions made in the Mitigated Negative 
Declaration. 

The second letter (Attachment 3) was from the California Regional Water Quality Control 
Board. The letter consists of their standard comment language describing the regulatory 
requirements for construction storm water, post-construction storm water, wetlands and/or 
stream course alteration, and dewatering permits and their regulatory authority over those 
requirements. The City's Department of Utilities reviewed the letter and indicated that the 
standard comments made in the letter are consistent with the City's standard conditions of 
approval that have been placed on this project. 

The third letter is from the Sacramento County Department of Transportation, and they had 
no comments on the project. 

Therefore, staff recommends the City Planning Commission approve the Mitigated 
Negative Declaration and adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Plan. 

B. Public/Neighborhood/Business Association Comments 

Upon receipt of the original application, the project information was forwarded to the North 
Laguna Creek Neighborhood Association. As of the date of this report, no public comments 
on this project have been received. 

C. Summary of Agency Comments  

The project has been reviewed by several City Departments including City Fire, 
Development Engineering, and City Utilities. The project was approved at the Subdivision 
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Review Committee on September 21, 2005. The conditions incorporating all applicable 
comments were incorporated into the project at that time. 

PROJECT APPROVAL PROCESS:  Of the entitlements below, Planning Commission has the 
authority to approve or deny A, B, F, and G Items C, D, E and H must be approved by City Council. 
The Planning Commission action may be appealed to the City Council. The appeal must occur 
within 10 days of the Planning Commission action. 

RECOMMENDATION:  Staff recommends the Planning Commission take the following actions: 

A. Environmental Determination: Negative Declaration; 

B. Mitigation Monitoring Plan 

C. Recommend approval of the General ' Plan Amendment to re-
designate 5.0+ acres from Parks/Open Space to Low Density 
Residential (4-15 dwelling Units per net aCre(du/na)); 

D. Recommend approval of the Community Plan Amendment to re-
designate 5.0+ acres from Parks/Open Space to to Residential 4-8 
du/na; 

E. Recommend approval of the Rezone 5.0+ acres from the Rural 
•Estates (RE "A) zone to the Single Family Alternative (R-1A) zone; 

F. Adopt the attached Notice of Decision and Findings of Fact approving the 
Tentative Subdivision Map to subdivide 5.0+ acres into twenty-two (22) 

•single family lots, four (4) h alf-plex lots, one ( 1) landscape lot, one (1) 
drainage lot, and one (1) pedestrian connection lot in the Single Family 
Alternative (R-1A) zone; 

G. Adopt the attached Notice of Decision and Findings of Fact approving the 
Special Permit to construct twenty-two single family residences and four 
half-plex residences within the Single Family Alternative (R-1A) zone; 

H. Recommend approval of the Inclusionanj Housing Plan 

Report Prepared By, 

 

Report R iewed By 

 

 

Ellen Marshall, Associate Planner Thomas S. Pace, Senior Planner 
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Attachments  
Attachment 1 	Notice of Decision & Findings of Fact 
Exhibit 1A 	Mitigation Monitoring Plan 
Exhibit 1 B 	 General Plan Amendment 
Exhibit 1C 	Community Plan Amendment 
Exhibit 1D 	Rezone Exhibit 
Exhibit lE 	Tentative Map 
Exhibit if 	Plan 1776 
Exhibit 1G 	Plan 1841 
Exhibit 1H 	Plan 2806 
Exhibit 11 	 Plan 2242 
Exhibit 1J 	Plan 2444 
Exhibit 1K 	Duplex 
Exhibit 1L 	Inclusionary Housing Plan 
Attachment 2 	Land Use and Zoning Map 
Attachment 3 	Negative Declaration Comment Letters 
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Attachment 2 - Land Use and Zoning Map 
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Attachment 3 — Negative Declaration Comment Letters 

• 

MunicipalServikasAgenty 

DepartinentofTransportotion 
To 'Zlotkowski, Director 

Teñy Scliuttaa, County EXecutive 

Cherytreson, A4eacy Administrator 

 

County of Sacramento 

 

September 23, 2005 

Mr. Michael Parker, Assistant Planner 
1 	City of Sacramento, Development Services Department 
11 	2101 Arena Boulevard, Suite 200 

Sacramento, CA 95834 

{I 	Subject: 	Notice of Availability/Intent to Approve — Draft Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for the Cameron 5 Project (P05-052) 

ii 	Dear Mr. Parker: 

The Sacramento County Department of Transportation has reviewed the Draft Mitigated 
Negative Declaration for the Cameron 5 project. We appreciate the opportunity to review these 
documents, and have no comments at this time. 

If you have any questions please call me at 874-6291. 

Sincerely, 	
- I 

MinIliew (3, DarrOW 
Senior Civil Engineer 

.MGD:mgd 

c; Steve Hong, IFS 

"Leading the ;ilk',  to Greater Mobillice 

DeetErn l PlanninV 906 a Street, Suite 510, Sacraments, CA 95814 . Phene: 910.874•6291 PDX: 81.11.874 , 7631 
Oportitiono&Meiotonaueo: 4100 TrafEe 	Suornmento, CIA 96827 . Phone: 916.875112d , Ftue 95.6-676-63e8 

SACDOT 	 • 	www.ascdot.com  

11 

61t40 .114,13C1AIID 	 096E9959T6 	85:01 GOOZ/OZ/ZI 
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October 18, 2005 
E225.000 

5;44tki 	 1:114:1 C 
- W1044.10.,  Cein.a.; r's.■ • ei•• wimp i•lottra7:- 

1 IISeSS Ante. 

Mouthor 

California 

95655 

AvellUe Michael Parker 
City Of Sacramento 
Development Services Department 
2101 Arena Boulevard, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95834 

1061 616-6006 

fox; 19% af ti76-6160 

1 
wow...cod.% -coon 

Subject: Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Cameron 
5 Project (P05-052) Notice of Availability/lntent to Approve 
APN: 117-0212-045 
Control No. P05-052 

Board of Dirosters 
Representina: 

County d Sacramento 

oi Citrus Ha ghts 

City a Elk Grove 

City of Folsom 

City of Rancho Cordova 

City OF Sticramendo 

Robert E Sbanlei
1

1
; 

EnAiriccr 

Mii4ref 
Chief Nnancial dificer 

Wenticll 
Dlxtrlcc Managrr 

Mary K Snyder 
Collealun $ysterns Iviartagr 

DCAT Mr. Parker: 

County Sanitation District 1 (CSD-1) and Sacramento Regional County 
Sanitation .  District (SRCSD) reviewed the Negative Declaration for the subject 
property. 

-CSD -.1 and SRCSD do not h ave aye :my speciric 	 enecl  
project i krl -ijcct to etriTv:illy 	 pori6c:;, 	 _FA 
conditions of approval,. that we have proposed idler review of entitlement 
application documents, then mitigation measures within the Imitigated negative 
declaration will adequately address the sewage aspects of the project; and we 
anticipate a less- than .signi ricant impact to the, sewage facilities. 

Please note that this project is within the CSD-1 service ama,and will be served 
by the CSD,1 sewer system, not by the City Of Sticrarnento4itilitics Sysiem as 
indicated in the Mitigated Negative 'Declaration. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please call Stephen Moore 
at (916) 876-6296 or myself ar(916) 876-6094. 

Sincerely, 

Wendy H garcl, P.E. 
Department of Water Quality 
Development Services 

WH/FRO: cc 

cc: 	MeIenie Spahn 
Amber Schalansky 

purkordlU1605.1tv.4oc 

SI3/90 30Vd 
gaunt, SUiliii111011. . D1111'1141 	1 

NiNP 111483d kl.I0 	 996E999916 	SS:01 SOK/rgaT 
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Central Valley Region 

Robert Schneider, Chair 
Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. 

gency Savoury 	 Sacramento Main Office 
11020 Sun Cerae,r Drive OK Rancho Cordova, California 95670-6114 

Phone (916) 164-3291 FAX (916) 4644645 
h04)://www.wa1erboardsza.govicentselvelloy 

Arnold 
Schweraonegger 

Governor 

11 October 2005 

Mike Parker 
City of Sacramento 
2101 Arena Blvd., Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95834 

PROPOSED PROJECT REVIEW, CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA), 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR CAMERON 5, STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 112005092I04, 
SACRAMENTO, SACRAMENTO COUNTY 

As a Responsible Agency, as defined by CEQA, we have reviewed the Negative Declaration for 
Cameron 5. Based on our review, we have the following comments regarding the proposed project. 

Construction Storm Water 

A NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities, INIPDES 
No. CAS000002, Order No. 99-08-DWQ is required when a site involves clearing, grading, disturbances 
to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation that results in soil disturbances of one acre or more of 
total land area. Construction activity that involves soil disturbances on construction sites of less than 
one acres and is part of a larger common plan of development or sale, also requires permit coverage. 
Coverage under the General Permit must be obtained prior to construction. More information may be 
found at http://www.swrcb  ca.govistormwtr/construction.html 

Post-Construction Storm Water Management 

Manage storm water to retain the natural flow regime and water quality, including not altering baseline 
flows in receiving waters, not allowing untreated discharges to occur into existing aquatic resources, not 
using aquatic resources for detention or transport of flows above current hydrology, duration, and 
frequency. All storm water flows generated on-site during and after construction and entering surface 
waters should be pre-treated to reduce oil, sediment, and other contaminants. The local municipality 
where the proposed project is located may now require post construction storm water Best Management 
Practices (BMPs) pursuant to the Phase II, SWRCB, Water Quality Order No. 2003 —0005 — DWQ, 
NPDES General Permit No. CAS000004, WDRS for Storm Water Discharges from Small Municipal 
Separate Storm Sewers Systems (MS4). The local municipality may require long-term post-construction 
BMPs to be incorporated into development and significant redevelopment projects to protect water 
quality and control runoff flow. 

90/C0 3SIchd 

Calyornia Environmental Protection Agency 

&cycled Paper 

&NO 89609S916 	8S:01 SOU/Olin 
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Wetlands and/or stream course alteration 

Section 401 of the federal Clean Water Act requires any project that impacts waters of the United States 
(such as streams and wetlands) to file a 401 Water Quality Certification application with this office. The 
project proponent must certify the project will not violate state water quality standards. Projects include, 
but are not limited to stream crossings, modification of stream banks or stream courses, and the filling 
or modification of wetlands. If a U.S. Army Corp of Engineers (ACOE) permit isnquired for the 
project then Water Quality Certification must be obtained prior to initiation of project activities. The 
proponent must follow the ACOE 404(b)(1) Guidance to assure approval of their 401 Water Quality 
Certification application. The guidelines are as folloWs: 

1. Avoidance (Is the project the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative?) 
2. Minimization (Does the project minimize any adverse effects to the impacted wetlands?) 
3. Mitigation (Does the project mitigate to assure a no net loss of fun ictional values?) 

If after avoidance and minimization guidelines are considered and wetland impacts are still anticipated: 

• determine functional losses and gains (both permanent and temporal; both direct and indirect) 

• conduct adequate baselines of wetland functions including vegetation, wilalife, hydrology, soils, 
and water quality 

• attempt to create/restore the same wetland type that is impacted, in the same watershed 

• work with a regional context to maximize benefits for native fish, wildlife, vegetation, as well as 
for water quality, and hydrology 

• use native species and materials whenever possible 	 II 

• document all efforts made to avoid the minimize adverse wetland impacts' 

• be prepared to develop performance criteria and to track those for between 5 to 20 years 

• be prepared to sho ,,v project success based on achieving wetland functions' 

• if the project fails, be prepared to repeat the same process (via financial assurance), with 
additional acreage added for temporal losses 

• specify how the mitigation project will be maintained in perpetuity and who will be responsible 
for the maintenance 

For more information regarding Water Quality Certification may be found at 
http://www.waterlpards.ca.govken1ralvalley/avai1able  clocumentsLw_ccertJuppljátion jrdf  

ITEM # 11  
PAGE 94 P05-052 	 January 12, 2006 

diN0 IIWN3d All0 	 896£99G916 	89:0I 91210Z/nat 9O/i2 39Vd 



ITEM #  11  
PAGE 95 P05-052 	 January 12, 2006 

Mike Parker 	 - 3 - 	 11 October 2005 

Dewate_ring Permit 

The proponent may be required to file a Dewatering Permit covered under Waste Discharge 
Requirements General Order for Dewatering and Other Low Threat Discharges to Surface Waters 
Permit, Order No. 5-00-175 (IsTPDES CAG995001) provided they do not contain significant quantities 
of pollutants and are either (1) four months or less in duration, or (2) the average dry weather discharge 
does not exceed 0.25 mgd: 

a. Well development water 
b. Construction dewatering 
c. Pump/well testing 
d. Pipeline/tank pressure testing 
e. Pipeline/tank flushing or dewatering 
f. Condensate discharges 
g. Water Supply system discharges 
h. Miscellaneous dewatering/low threat discharges 

For more information, please visit the Regional Boards website at 
http;//www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/  or contact me at 916.464.4663 or by e-mail at 
alisocOw b 	sc ov. 

CifRISTIN ALI IC 
Environmental Scientist 
Storm Water Unit 
916.464.4663 

cc: 	State Clearinghouse, Sacramento 
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