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NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) 

AND NOTICE OF SCOPING MEETING FOR THE  

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR)  

FOR THE PG&E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS  

TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTER 

 

DATE:  February 28, 2014 

TO:  Responsible and Trustee Agencies, Interested Parties, and Organizations 

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the Pacific Gas and Electric 

Company Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center and Scheduling of a CEQA 

Scoping Meeting on Wednesday March 19, 2014 

PROJECT: PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training Center 

LOCATION:  Southwest corner of Interstate 505 and State Route 128 (Grant Avenue).  Assessor Parcel 

Numbers 038-070-028 (portion), -031 (portion), -037, -038, and -039 totaling approximately 50.4 

acres.  See Figure 1, Vicinity Map.  

PROJECT OVERVIEW:  The City of Winters is processing an application from Pacific Gas and Electric 

Company (PG&E) to construct and operate a vocational training facility on approximately 50.4 acres at the 

southwest quadrant of the intersection of I-505 and SR-128.  The City has determined that a comprehensive 

Environmental Impact Report (EIR) will be necessary. The EIR will examine impacts in all environmental issue 

areas recommended in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines.   

The City of Winters requests your input regarding the scope and content of environmental analysis that, with 

respect to governmental agencies, is relevant to your agency’s statutory/regulatory responsibilities, in order to 

ascertain potential impacts of the proposed project. More detailed project information including additional 

information on the proposed actions, project maps, and preliminary identification of environmental effects may 

be attached or is available from the City of Winters.  

As allowed under Section 15060 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City has not prepared an Initial Study.  This 

Notice of Preparation (NOP) has been prepared pursuant to Section 15082 and 15083 of the CEQA 

Guidelines. 

COMMENT PERIOD:  Written comments on the NOP can be sent anytime during the NOP review period 

which begins March 3, 2014 and ends April 1, 2014 at 5:00 pm. Your views and comments on how the 
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PG&E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS AND TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTER 

DETAILED PROJECT INFORMATION 

 
1. 

PROJECT TITLE:   
PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center    
 

2. 
PROJECT APPLICANT: 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
245 Market Street 
San Francisco, CA  94177 
c/o Ken Buck, Director, CRE Program Mgmt 
(415) 317-3617 
K2BW@pge.com  
                             

3. 
LEAD AGENCY:  
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA  95694 
c/o Jenna Moser 
(530) 794-6713 
jenna.moser@cityofwinters.org  
 

4. 
PROJECT LOCATION: 

Southwest corner of Interstate 505 and State Route 128 (East Grant Avenue).  

Assessor Parcel Numbers 038-070-028 (portion), -031 (portion), -037, -038, and -039 

totaling 50.4± acres.  See Figure 1, Vicinity Map and Figure 2, Parcel Map. 

5. 
DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT:  
Setting 
The project site consists of approximately 50 acres of primarily open agricultural land, 
with a small farmstead comprised of two rural residences and several outbuildings.  The 
site is bounded to the north by East Grant Avenue (SR 128) and an approximately 4.8 
acre outparcel (APNs 038-070-029, -030, and -032) at the corner of I-505 and East 
Grant Avenue.  On the north side of East Grant Avenue commercial development, rural 
residences, and open agricultural land are located.  The site is bounded on the west by 
medium density residential development. The site is bordered to the east by Interstate 
505 (which forms the City’s easterly boundary) and orchards within unincorporated Yolo 
County.  To the south is Putah Creek (which forms the City’s southerly boundary) 
comprised of natural vegetation (mature riparian woodland), open space, and passive 
recreational trails.  South of Putah Creek there are orchards and a farmstead in 
unincorporated Solano County.   
 
The topography on the project site is primarily flat with no discernable topographical 
features. Elevation ranges from approximately 126 to 131 feet above mean sea level 
(NAVD) with a gradual and indiscernible declining slope eastward. On the southerly 
boundary of the project area along Putah Creek there are slopes in excess of ten 
percent. Elevations within the creek bank range from 100 to 130 feet above mean sea 
level. This area is not proposed for development.  

mailto:K2BW@pge.com
mailto:jenna.moser@cityofwinters.org
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There are no hydrological features including natural drainages, permanent irrigation 
canals, or wetland features within the boundary of the project site. Putah Creek, a 
perennial stream, is located to the south, a roadside drainage ditch runs along the north 
border off-site within State Highway 128 (East Grant Avenue) right-of-way, and a 
permanent drainage feature occurs off-site along the eastern border within the 
Interstate 505 right-of-way. 
 
The project site consists of two distinct agricultural fields which bisect the site generally 
from north to south.  These fields are currently under separate ownership.  Abutting I-
505 is the smaller field (approximately 11.8± acres), which is unimproved and consists 
of annual grasses and ruderal vegetation.  This field is known as the Jordan property.   
To the west is the larger field (approximately 43.5 acres) which is bedded and prepared 
for spring planting.  This field is known as the McClish property.  At the northwest 
corner of the McClish property, separated from the active agricultural field by a dirt 
road, there is a small farmstead totaling about two acres.  The farmstead is accessed 
along McClish Lane which extends south from East Grant Avenue and forms the 
westerly boundary of the project site. Underground water and sewer mains cross the 
northern portion of the project site in a 60-foot wide public utility easement (PUE). A 
public roadway right-of-way, approximately 2.2 acres in area and owned in fee by the 
City of Winters, splits the existing McClish property into three distinct areas and 
separate assessor parcels (APNs 038-070-037, -038, and -039). A 10-foot public storm 
drain easement runs through the southerly Jordan parcel (APN 038-070-028) along its 
westerly boundary.  
 
Proposed Project 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) proposes to construct, operate and maintain 
a vocational training facility on the project site. (See Figure 3, Site Plan).  At the facility, 
individuals will be trained to construct, operate, and maintain natural gas pipelines, 
measure and control the natural gas network, detect leaks, locate and mark 
underground infrastructure, and maintain natural gas storage facilities.  Additionally, 
individuals will be trained in the following activities:  excavation techniques; crane 
operation; welding techniques; installation and operation of meters, regulators and 
other gas system controls; corrosion control technology; and other similar natural gas 
transmission and distribution related functions.    
 
At full build-out, there would be approximately 287 individuals on the training campus 
each day. The facility is proposed to operate seven days a week, between the hours of 
7:00 am and 5:00 pm, with evening use (inside buildings only) between the hours of 
5:00 pm and 10:00 pm.   
 
The following structures and facilities are proposed (see Figure 3, Site Plan): 
 
Learning Center – Approximately 95,800 square foot two-story building (approximately 
90,000 square feet enclosed and approximately 5,800 square feet covered unenclosed) 
on approximately 8.5 acres of project site containing primary technical training area with 
classrooms, labs, offices, service yard, and 244 vehicle parking spaces.   
 
Transmission and Distribution Construction Area – Approximately 10,500 square foot 
one-story building (approximately 3,500 square feet enclosed and 7,000 square feet 
covered unenclosed) on one acre of site containing a lab, equipment storage, outdoor 
training field, and pipe-fitting training area. 
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Crane Certification Area – Approximately one-half acre gravel surface pad containing 
three to five truck-based 70-foot boom cranes for training. 
 
Gas Transmission Training Area – Approximately 0.8 acre paved outdoor area with 
simulated (compressed air) gas storage wellhead, simulated gas pipe and meter vaults, 
and gas pipeline pits for training. 
 
Utility Village – Approximately 1.6 acres containing 15 training homes of approximately 
600 square feet each, totaling approximately 9,000 square feet that provide a small-
scale replica of a residential street used to train filed service representatives. 
 
Cathodic Protection Area – Approximately 0.4-acre open training field for training in use 
of pipeline protection apparatus. 
 
Equipment Parking Areas – Two equipment storage areas (approximately 0.8 acres 
and 0.4 acres respectively) on the east and south sides of the site.  
 
Weld Lab – Approximately 25,000 square foot one-story building (approximately 18,000 
square feet enclosed and 7,000 square feet covered unenclosed) containing 
classrooms and indoor welding lab on 0.8 acre area. 
 
Equipment and Excavation Training Area – Approximately 150,000 square feet of 
covered unenclosed area on approximately 8.5 acres used for excavation and soil 
management training including operation of backhoes, excavators, drill rigs, and similar 
equipment., 
 
Commercial Driver Training Area – Approximately 4.3 paved acres at south end of site 
used for commercial driver’s licensing training. 
 
Equipment Fueling Area – Approximately 1,000 gallon above-ground fuel tank and 
ancillary equipment on 0.1 acre for refueling equipment. 
 
Methods and Procedures Building Expansion Area – Approximately 20,000 square foot 
one-story building containing workshops, offices, and storage on an approximately 4.2-
acre expansion area.  
 
Classroom Expansion Building Area – Approximately 6,000 square foot one-story 
building containing additional classrooms on 4.2-acre expansion area (see below). 
 
Future Expansion Area – Approximately 4.2-acre area at southwest corner of site for 
unspecified future expansion. 
 
Proposed Infrastructure 
The following infrastructure improvements are proposed to be completed by the 
applicant as a part of the project: 
 
Stormwater Diversion Channel – PG&E proposes to dedicate to the City of Winters in 
fee an area 100 feet in width along the westerly boundary of the McClish property which 
will facilitate the construction and future maintenance of the proposed Stormwater 
Diversion Channel1 for the purposes of channeling storm water and providing public 

                                              
1 Note: This improvement is referred to as the Putah Creek Diversion Channel in the City’s Storm Drainage Master Plan (2008) 
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access. PG&E proposes to construct the channel, including a linear drainage channel 
60-feet wide and up to 6.5-feet deep (including the meandering low-flow channel), a 10-
foot wide paved path/maintenance road on the west side of the channel, and a 12-foot 

wide gravel road on the east side of the channel. The channel would be hydroseeded 
with native grasses for erosion control purposes and landscaped. The 10-foot paved 
path/road would be open for public access, which will connect the Class I path along 
East Grant Avenue with the Putah Creek Trail.  PG&E proposes to construct the 
proposed channel to its ultimate width, per the City of Winters Storm Drainage Master 
Plan (2008), but not to its ultimately-planned depth.  Excavation and construction for 
later required depths would be undertaken by the City or other developers in connection 
with future development of the area north of Winters. 
 
Water Quality Detention Ponds #3 and #4 – PG&E proposes to dedicate to the City of 
Winters in fee an area of varying width adjacent to Putah Creek which will facilitate 
construction by PG&E of the proposed Water Quality Detention Ponds #3 and #4 
required in the City of Winters Storm Drainage Master Plan (2008), a 10-foot paved 
path/maintenance road on the south side of the ponds, and a public storm drainage 
pipe to convey the drainage from the southern terminus of the Stormwater Diversion 
Channel to a discharge point at the southeastern corner of the project. The dedicated 
area would be coincident with the Open Space buffer area, with the northern limits a 
minimum of 100 feet from the top of the north bank of Putah Creek. 
 
Putah Creek Parkway Enhancements – PG&E proposes to dedicate to the City of 
Winters in fee an open space area of varying width adjacent to Putah Creek. PG&E 
would construct a 10-foot paved path/maintenance road through the open space area 
between the Water Quality Detention Ponds #3 and #4 and the north bank of Putah 
Creek, consistent with the trail improvements completed to the west. The dedicated 
area would be coincident with the storm drainage area, with the northern limits a 
minimum of 100 feet from the top of the north bank of Putah Creek. 
 
Public Roadway Improvements – PG&E proposes to construct various improvements to 
the following streets:  
 

 Timber Crest Road, south of East Grant Avenue – 66-foot right-of-way; 50 feet 
curb-to-curb width; 8-foot sidewalks 
 

 “A” Street – 60-foot right-of-way; 50 feet curb-to-curb width; 5-foot sidewalks 
 

 East Grant Avenue/Timber Crest Road Intersection – Southwestern and 
southeastern curb returns, sidewalks, and curb ramps; other traffic control 
mitigations as may be identified in the project traffic study 
 

 East Grant Avenue property frontage – 10-foot meandering Class I path 
consistent with the East Grant Avenue/SR128/Russell Blvd Complete Streets 
Concept Plan (Dec 2010) 
 

 Baker Street – Vehicular gate and paving to provide City maintenance access 
from the end of Baker Street to the Stormwater Diversion Channel 10-foot wide 
paved path/maintenance road 

 
Public Utility Improvements – PG&E proposes to install the following public utility 
improvements: 
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▪     Potable water main in “A” Street and public utility easement 
 
▪     Gravity sewer main in “A” Street and public utility easement 
 
▪     Sewer force main in “A” Street and public utility easement 
 
▪    Storm drain system serving Timber Crest Road, south of East Grant Avenue 

and “A” Street 
 
Other Utilities Services - A standard natural gas line will be connected to the project 
site.  Electric, phone, and data lines will also be connected to the facility. 

 
Required City Approvals 
 
EIR Certification – Certification of a project EIR 
 
General Plan Amendment – Citywide text amendment to create a new General Plan 
land use designation entitled Vocational Training (VT). 
 
General Plan Amendment – Citywide Circulation Plan Diagram (Figure I-1) amendment 
to move the identified conceptual location of Baker Street. The extension of Baker 
Street would be removed. Timber Crest Road would extend south of East Grant 
Avenue. The Timber Crest Road extension would be connected to Gateway Drive at 
the east with an as yet unnamed roadway (currently referred to as “A” Street). 
 
General Plan Amendment – Parcel-specific Land Use Diagram amendment to change 
6.92± acres (Jordan; 038-070-028 (portion of) and -031 (portion of)) from Highway 
Service Commercial (HSC) to Vocational Training (VT). 
 
General Plan Amendment – Parcel-specific Land Use Diagram amendment to change 
43.5± acres (McClish; 038-070-037, -038, and -039) from Business Industrial Park 
(BIP) to Vocational Training (VT). 
 
General Plan Amendment – Citywide text amendments to the Health and Safety 
Element of the General Plan to: a) add a new policy addressing noise limitations where 
different land uses adjoin; b) modify Policy VII.E.4 to eliminate the reference to Table II-
6; c) eliminate Table II-6; d) add a policy to address continuous source noise; e) clarify 
the applicable metrics in Table II-4; and f) modify the footnotes in Table II-4.   
 
General Plan Policy Interpretation – Interpret the proposed construction of Water 
Quality Detention Pond #3 and #4 as consistent with General Plan Policy VI.D.1 related 
to the City’s requirement for a 100-foot open space buffer along Putah Creek. 
 
Amendment to 2008 Winters Storm Drainage Master Plan – Amend the Storm 
Drainage Master Plan Map to move the identified conceptual location of Water Quality 
Detention Pond #3 from a site on the McClish property south and adjacent to East 
Grant Avenue, south into the Open Space buffer along Putah Creek. 
 
Amendment to 2008 Winters Storm Drainage Master Plan – Amend the Storm 
Drainage Master Plan Map to move the identified conceptual location of Water Quality 
Detention Pond #4 from a site near the middle of the Jordan property, south into the 
Open Space buffer along Putah Creek. 
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Amendment to Putah Creek Master Plan – Amend sheet 3 of 3 in the Putah Creek 
Master Plan to show Water Quality Detention Ponds #3 and #4 on the McClish property 
and within 100 feet of the top of bank in the Open Space buffer along Putah Creek. 
 
Development Agreement – Approval to execute a Development Agreement with 
specified terms and public benefits. 
 
Zoning Text Amendment -- Citywide text amendment to create a new zone category 
entitled Vocational Training (VT). 
 
Zoning Map Amendment – Parcel-specific rezoning to change 6.92± acres (Jordan; 
038-070-028 (portion of) and -031 (portion of)) from Highway Service Commercial 
Planned Development Overlay (C-H/PD) to Vocational Training (VT). 
 
Zoning Map Amendment – Parcel-specific rezoning to change 43.5± acres (McClish; 
038-070-037, -038, and -039) from Industrial/Business Park Planned Development 
Overlay (BIP/PD) to Vocational Training (VT). 
 
Noise Ordinance Amendment – Amend the Noise Ordinance to clarify that the exterior 
noise limits are hourly average levels (Leq1h) standards.   
 
Winters Performance Standards Amendment – Conform references to noise limitations 
to amendments to Noise Ordinance. 
 
Site Plan/Design Review – Approval of the proposed site plan and design review 
pursuant to Section 17.36.020 of the City Zoning Ordinance. 
 
Parcel Map – A parcel map to vacate existing roadway rights-of-way, public utility 
easements, and public storm drainage easements; dedicate new roadway rights-of-way 
in fee (Timber Crest Road, south of East Grant Avenue; “A” Street, for a total of 
approximately 1.2 acres), public utility easements, and public storm drainage 
easements; and adjust lot lines. No subdivision of land is proposed. 
 
Demolition Permits – Approval to demolish one 1,300 square foot single-family 
residence, one 700 square foot single-family residence, one garage, two storage 
sheds, and four barns, all located on the McClish parcels. 
 
Well Abandonment -- Existing wells will be evaluated for continued use and abandoned 
as necessary. Well abandonments will be completed per County standards/permits. 
 
Other Required Approvals 

 
To be determined based on input from reviewing, responsible, and trustee agencies. 
 
 
 

6. POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
The City has determined that an EIR is required for this project. Therefore, as allowed 
under Section 15060 of the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 Cal. Code Regs.), the City has 
not prepared an Initial Study and will instead begin work directly on the EIR process 
described in Article 9, commencing with Section 15080. As required, the EIR will focus 
on the significant effects of the project and will document the reasons for concluding 
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that other effects will be less-than-significant or potentially significant. The EIR will 
recommend measures to mitigate any significant environmental impacts. 
 
The EIR will analyze a broad range of potential environmental impacts associated with 
construction and operation of the project.  Where potentially significant environmental 
impacts are identified, the EIR will also discuss mitigation measures that may make it 
possible to avoid or reduce significant impacts, as appropriate. The EIR will analyze the 
following impact areas:  
 

 Aesthetics 

 Agriculture 

 Air Quality 

 Biological Resources 

 Cultural Resources 

 Geology, Soils, Hazards, Mineral Resources 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

 Land Use, Planning, Population, Housing 

 Noise 

 Public Services, Recreation 

 Transportation, Traffic 

 Utilities, Hydrology, Water quality 

 Other CEQA Considerations 
 
In addition to the topics listed above, the EIR will analyze the following proposed project 
alternatives:  “No Project – Existing Conditions,” defined as continued agricultural use 
of the site, “No Project – Planned Development,” defined as the development of 
planned highway commercial and business park land uses on the site, and “Alternative 
Site,” defined as development of the project on an offsite alternative. .     
 

7. FIGURES: 

Figure 1, Vicinity Map  
Figure 2, Parcel Map  

 Figure 3, Site Plan 
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1947 Galileo Ct., Suite 103 • Davis, California 95618 

March 6, 2014 

Jenna Moser 
Management Analyst 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

(530) 757-3650 • (800) 287-3650 • Fax (530) 757-3670 

RECEIVED 
MAR 0 6 2014 

CITY OF WINTERS 

Re: PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training Center - Notice of Preparation 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

The Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District (District) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP) 

for the project referenced above (Project), and is submitting comments. The Project would consist of a 

vocational training facility to be constructed on approximately 50.4 acres at the southwest quadrant of 

the intersection of 1-505 and SR-128. The facility would provide various training associated with natural 

gas service, operation and maintenance. 

The District would like to make the following comments: 

1. The air quality analysis prepared for the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) should evaluate the 

impact of any vehicle trips associated with transporting the 287 individua ls who would be 

trained each day to the facility, along with vehicle trips associated with facility staff. These 

vehicle emissions should be added to any other operational emissions and compared to the 

District's air quality thresholds of significance. These thresholds can be found in the District's 

CEQA Guidance document "Handbook for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts", 

available on the District website at www.ysaqmd.org. 

2. Because of the nature of the training that will occur at the proposed facility, the air quality 

analysis should pay special attention to whether there would be the potential for odor impacts 

to occur. The analysis should evaluate whether odors would be generated as a result of training 

activities, and whether these odors could affect existing receptors in th~ vicinity of the facilt . If 



impacts are identified, the project applicant should identify measures to mitigate these impacts 

to the extent feasible. 

3. The air quality analysis in the EIR should also examine the potential impacts that could occur 

during the project's construction phase. Construction emissions should be quantified and 

compared to the District's adopted thresholds of significance. Measures should be identified to 

minimize the amount of fugitive dust generated during construction. Mitigation measures 

designed to limit dust can be found in the District's CEQA Handbook. If construction emissions 

of reactive organic gases (ROG) or nitrogen oxides (NOx) are found to exceed District thresholds, 

mitigation measures should be proposed to reduce these emissions to the extent feasible. 

Appropriate mitigation measures can be found in the District's CEQA Handbook, or the applicant 

can contact District staff for help in identifying appropriate measures. 

4. The discussion in the EIR should highlight any measures that will be put in place by the project 

applicant to encourage or promote wa lking, biking, transit use and/or the use of alternative 

fueled vehicles. These measures cou ld include, but are not limited to, efforts to design the 

faci lity site to encourage these activities. 

In conclusion, the District appreciates receiving this Notice of Preparation and the opportunity to 

present the recommendations in this letter. If you require additional information or would like to 

discuss the project, please contact Matt Jones at {530} 757-3668. 

Sincerely, 

Matthew R. Jones 
Supervising Air Quality Planner 

I 
~ ' . ' , ·. 
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EDMUND G. BROVlN JR. KEN ALEX 
DIRECTOR GOVERNOR 

Notice of Preparation 

March 3, 2014 

To: Reviewing Agencies 

Re: PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center 
SCH# 2014032005 

Attached for your review and c01mnent is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the PG&E Winters Gas Operations 
Technical Training Center draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific 
inforn1ation related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days ofreceipt of the NOP from the Lead 
Agency. This is a comiesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a 
timely manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the 
environmental review process. 

Please direct your comments to: 

Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Plam1ing and Research. Please refer to the SCH number 
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project. 

If you have any questions about the enviroJUnental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916) 445-0613. 

Sc organ 
Director, State Clearinghouse 

Attachments 
cc: Lead Agency 

1400 10th Street P.O. Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044 
(916) 445-0613 FAX (91 6) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov 
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SCH# 
Project Title 

Lead Agency 

2014032005 

Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center 
Winters, City of 

Type NOP Notice of Preparation 

Description Application from PG&E to construct and operate a vocational training facility on 50.4 acres where 

individuals wi ll be trained to construct, operate, and maintain natural gas pipelines, measure and 

control the natural gas network, detect leaks and locate and mark underground infrastructure, and 
maintain natural gas storage facilities. Individuals will be trained in excavation techniques, crane 

operation, welding techniques, corrosion control technology, and similar natural gas transmission and 
distribution functions. The facili ty is proposed to operate seven days a week from 7am to 5pm with 

evening use proposed inside buildings only from 5pm to 1 Opm. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Name 

Agency 
Phone 
email 

Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
530 794 6713 

Address 318 First Street 
City Winters 

Project Location 
County Yolo 

City Winters 
Region 

Cross Streets 1-505 and SR 128 
Lat I Long 
Parcel No. multiple 

Township 

Proximity to: 

Range 

Highways 1-505 and SR 128 
Airports 

Railways 
WatetWays Putah Creek 

Schools 

· Fax 

State CA 

Section 

Land Use Highway Service Commercial and Business Industrial Park 

Zip 95694 

Base 

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; 
Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding; Forest Land/Fire Hazard; Geologic/Seismic; Minerals; 

Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Septic System; Sewer 

Capacity; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Solid Waste; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; 
Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Wetland/Riparian; Landuse; Other Issues 

Reviewing 
Agencies 

Resources Agency; Califor.nia Energy Commission; Central Valley Flood Protection Board; Department 

of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 2; 

Office of Emergency Services, California; Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities 
Commission; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 3 S; Air Resources Board; Department of 

Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Bd., Region 5 (Sacramento) 

Date Received 03/03/2014 Start of Review 03/03/2014 End of Review 04/01/2014 
tr z. ' 
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J I. ____ _P_i:~orm _ 
Appendix C 

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 
Mail to: State C learinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 
For Hand Delive1y/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 

Project Title: PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Cente r 

Lead Agency: City of Winters Contact Person: Jenna Moser -------------Phone: (530) 794-6713 Mailing Address: 318 Firs t Street 

City: Winters Zip: 95694 County: Yolo ----------------
Project Location: County:Y __ o_lo ____________ City/Nearest Community: W_i_nt_e_rs _____________ _ 

Cross Streets: 1-505 and SR 128 Zip Code: 95694 -----
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): __ 0 

__ ' __ "NI __ 0 
__ ' __ " W Total Acres: --------

Assessor's Parcel No.: multiple Section: Twp.: Range: Base: ----
Within 2 Miles: State Hwy#: 1-505 a nd SR 128 Waterways: P utah Creek ----------------------

Airports: Railways: Schools: -----------------RE68\1Ef)---_ ----_ --------
Document Type: 

CEQA: 129 NOP 
129 Early Cons 
0 NegDec 
0 MitNeg Dec 

Local Action Type: 

0 General Plan Update 
[8] General Plan Amendment 
0 General Plan Element 

0 Draft EJR NEPA: 0 NOI 
0 Supplement/SubseqM~J6 3 2014 0 EA 
(Prior SCH No.) 0 Draft EIS 
Other: 0 FONSI 

_ S.TaT.E CtfARINtlMOUSE -
D Specific Plan [8] Rezone 
D Master Plan D Prezone 
D Planned Unit Development D Use Permit 

Other: 0 Joint Document 
0 Final Document 
0 Other: -------

D Annexation 
D Redevelopment 
D Coastal Permit 

0 Community Plan [8] Site Plan [8] Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [8] Other:V a rious 

--- - -- ----- ------ ---- ------
Development Type: 

0 Residential: Units __ _ Acres __ _ 

0 Office: Sq.ft. Acres __ _ Employees. __ _ 0 Transportation: Type 
0 Commercial:Sq.ft. 

---
--- Acres -=-=--,-­

Acres 50.4 
Employees-==-­
Employees 287 

------------· 0 Mining: Mineral 
------------~ 129 Industrial: Sq.ft. --- 0 Power: Type------- MW ____ _ 

0 Waste Treatment: Type MOD lg] Educational: see above -------------------0 Recreational: -------------------
-----0 Hazardous Waste:Type _____________ _ 

0 Water Facilities:Type ------- MGD ____ _ 0 Other: --------------------
Project Issues Discussed in Document: 

[8] AestheticNisual 0 Fiscal 18] Recreation/Parks 
[8] Agricultural Land 129 Flood Plain/Flooding lg] Schools/Universities 
[8] Air Quality 129 Forest Land/Fire Hazard lg] Septic Systems 
[8] Archeological/Historical 129 Geologic/Seismic lg] Sewer Capacity 
[8] Biological Resources 129 Minerals 129 Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading 
0 Coastal Zone 129 Noise 129 Solid Waste 
lg] Drainage/Absorption lg] Population/Housing Balance 129 Toxic/Hazardous 
0 Economic/Jobs 0 Public Services/Facilities 129 Traffic/Circulation 

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation: 
Hig hway Service Commercial and Business Industria l Park 

129 Vegetation 
129 Water Quality 
129 Water Supply/Groundwater 
129 Wetland/Riparian 
0 Growth Inducement 
[81 Land Use 
0 Cumulative Effects 
[8] Other: various --------

-------------------·--------------------------Project Description: (please use a separate page if necessary) 
Application from PG&E to construct and operate a vocational tra ining facility on 50.4 acres where ind ividuals wi ll be trained to 
construct, o pe rat e, and ma inta in natural gas pipelines, measure and control t he natural gas network, detect leaks and locate 
and mark underground infrastructure, and maintain natural gas storage faci lit ies, Individuals will be trained in excavation 
techniques, crane operation, welding t echniques, corrosion control technology, a nd s imilar natural gas transmissio~ and 
d istribution functions. The facility is proposed to operate seven days a week from ?am to Spm with evening use p(o posed 
inside buildings only from Spm to 1 Opm. 

:i;. ::-' 

Nore: The Stme Clearinghouse will assign ide11tiflcario11 numbers.for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. Notice of Preparatia/1 '<!,-· 
previous draft document) please fill in. 
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NOP Distribution List 

.esources Agency 

I Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 

D Dept. of Boating & 
Waterways 

Nicole Wong 

0 California Coastal 
Commission 

Elizabeth A. Fuchs 

0 Colorado River Board 
Tamya Trujillo 

D Dept. of Conservation 
Elizabeth Carpenter 

• California Energy 
Commission 

Eric Knight 

0 Cal Fire 
Dan Foster 

II Central Valley Flood 
Protection Board 

James Herota 

0 Office of Historic 
Preservation 

Ron Parsons 

I Dept of Parks & Recreation 
Environmental Stewardship 
Section 

D California Department of 
Resources, Recycling & 
Recovery 
Sue O'Leary 

0 S.F. Bay Conservation & 
Dev't. Comm. 

Steve McAdam 

II Dept. of Water 
Resources Resources 
Agency 

Nadell Gayou 

"ish and Game .....__ 

D Depart. of Fish & Wildlife 
Scott Flint 
Enviror\rne ntal Services Division 

0 F~~-& Wildlife Region 1 
Donald Koch 

81 

0 

D Fish & Wildlife Region 1 E 
Laurie Harnsberger 

Fish & Wildlife Region 2 
Jeff Drongesen 

Fish & Wildlife Region 3 
Charles Armor 

D Fish & Wildl ife Region 4 
Julie Vance 

0 Fish & Wildlife Region 5 
Leslie Newton-Reed 
Habitat Conservation Program 

0 Fish & Wildlife Region 6 
Gabrina Gatchel 
Habitat Conservation Program 

0 Fish & Wildlife Region 6 l/M 
Heidi Sickler 
Inyo/Mono, Habitat Conservation 
Program 

0 Dept. of Fish & Wildlife M 
George Isaac 
Marine Region 

Other Departments 

0 Food & Agriculture 
Sandra Schubert 
Dept. of Food and Agriculture 

0 Depart. of General 
Services 

Public School Construction 

0 Dept. of General Services 
Anna Garbett 
Environmental Services Section 

0 Dept. of Public Health 
Jeffery Worth 
Dept. of Health/Drinking Water 

0 Delta Stewardship 
Council 
Kevan Samsam 

Independent 
Commissions. Boards 

0 Delta Protection 
Commission 

Michael Machado 

ill Cal EMA (Emergency 
Management Agency) 

Dennis Castrillo 

County: ~O\l) 
• Native American Heritage 

Comm. 

D 

D 

D 

Debbie Treadway 

• Public Utilities 
Commission 

Leo Wong 

Santa Monica Bay Restoration 
Guangyu Wang 

State Lands Commission 
Jennifer Deleong 

Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency (TRPA) 
Cherry Jacques 

Business. Trans & Housing 

0 Caltrans - Division of 
Aeronautics 

Philip Crimmins 

0 Caltrans - Planning 
Terri Pencovic 

• California Highway Patrol 
Suzann lkeuchi 
Office of Special Projects 

0 Housing & Community 
Development 

CEQA Coordinator 
Housing Policy Division 

Dept. of Transportation 

0 Caltrans, District 1 
Rex Jackman 

D Caltrans, District 2 
Marcelino Gonzalez 

Iii Caltrans, District 3S 
Gary Arnold 

0 Caltrans, District 4 
Erik Alm 

0 Caltrans, District 5 
David Murray 

0 Caltrans, District 6 
Michael Navarro 

D Caltrans, District 7 
Dianna Watson 

0 Caltrans, District 8 
Dan Kopulsky 

0 Caltrans, District 9 
Gayle Rosander 

0 Caltrans, District 10 
Tom Dumas 

0 Caltrans, District 11 
Jacob Armstrong 

0 Caltrans, District 12 
Maureen El Harake 

Cal EPA 

Air Resources Board 

• All Projects 

D 

D 

CEQA Coordinator 

Transportation Projects 
Nesamani Kalandiyur 

Industrial Projects 
Mike Tollstrup 

SCH# 

D State Water Resources Control 
Board 

Regional Programs Unit 
Division of Financial Assistance 

0 State Water Resources Control 
Board 

Student Intern, 401 Water Quality 
Certification Unit 
Division of Water Quality 

D State Water Resouces Control 
Board 

Phil Crader 
Division of Water Rights 

Ill Dept. of Toxic Substances 
Control 

CEQA Tracking Center 

0 Department of Pesticide 
Regulation 

CEQA Coordinator 

,.--

2014032005 
Regional Water Quality Control 
Board (RWQCB) 

D RWQCB1 
Cathleen Hudson 
North Coast Region (1) 

D RWQCB2 
Environmental Document 
Coordinator 
San Francisco Bay Region (2) 

D RWQCB3 
Central Coast Region (3) 

D RWQCB4 
Teresa Rodgers 
Los Angeles Region (4) 

• RWQCB5S 
Central Valley Region (5) 

·o RWQCB5F 

0 

Central Valley Region (5) 
Fresno Branch Office 

RWQCB 5R 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Redding Branch Office 

D RWQCB6 
Lahontan Region (6) 

D RWQCB6V 
Lahontan Region (6) 
Victorville Branch Office 

D RWQCB7 
Colorado River Basin Region (7) 

D RWQCB8 
Santa Ana Region (8) 

0 RWQCB9 
San Diego Region (9) 

0 Other ______ _ 

0 ----
Conservancy 
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Jenna Moser, Project Officer 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, California 95694 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

March 4, 201 4 

This is in response to your request for comments regarding the City of Winters Notice of 
Preparation and Notice of Scoping Meeting for the Draft Environmental Impact Report for 
Pacific Gas and Electric Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center dated February 28, 
2014. 

Please review the current effective countywide Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) for the 
County of Yolo (Community Number 060423), Maps revised May 16, 2012 and City of Winter 
(Community Number 060425), Maps revised June 18, 2010. Please note that the City of 
Winters, Yolo County, California is a pa11icipant in the National Flood Insurance Program 
(NFIP). The minimum, basic NFIP floodplain management building requirements are described 
in Vol. 44 Code of Federal Regulations (44 CFR), Sections 59 through 65. 

A summary of these NFIP floodplain management building requirements are as foJlows: 

• AU buildings constructed within a riverine floodplain, (i.e., Flood Zones A, AO, AH, AE, 
and Al through A30 as delineated on the FIRM), must be elevated so that the lowest 
floor is at or above the Base Flood Elevation level in accordance with the effective Flood 
Insurance Rate Map. 

• If the area of construction is located within a Regulatory Floodway as delineated on the 
FIRM, any development must not increase base flood elevation levels. The term 
development means any man-made change to improved or unimproved real estate, 
including but not limited to buildings, other structures, mining, dredging, filling, 
grading, paving, excavation or drilling operations, and storage of equipment or 
materials. A hydrologic and hydraulic analysis must be performed prior to the stai1 of 
development, and must demonstrate that the development would not cause any rise inJ 
base flood levels. No rise is permitted within regulatory floodways. 

www.fema.gov 
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Jenna Moser, Project Manager 
Page 2 
March 4, 2014 

• Upon completion of any development that changes existing Special Flood Hazard Areas, 
the NFIP directs all participating communities to submit the appropriate hydrologic and 
hydraulic data to FEMA for a FIRM revision. In accordance with 44 CFR, Section 65.3, 
as soon as practicable, but not later than six months after such data becomes available, a 
community shall notify FEMA of the changes by submitting technical data for a flood 
map revision. To obtain copies ofFEMA's Flood Map Revision Application Packages, 
please refer to the FEMA website at http://www.fema.gov/business/nfip/forms.shtm. 

Please Note: 

Many NFIP participating communities have adopted floodplain management building 
requirements which are more restrictive than the minimum federal standards described in 44 
CFR. Please contact the local community's floodplain manager for more information on local 
floodplain management building requirements. The Winters floodplain manager can be reached 
by calling Eric Lucero, Director, Department of Public Works, at (530) 795-4727. The Yolo 
County floodplain manager can be reached by calling David Morrison, Assistant Director of 
Planning, at (530) 666-8041. 

If you have any questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to call Xing Liu of the Mitigation 
staff at ( 510) 627-7057. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Gregor Blackburn, CFM, Branch Chief 
Floodplain Management and Insurance Branch 

cc: 
Eric Lucero, Director, Department of Public Works, City of Winters 
David Morrison, Assistant Director of Planning, Yolo County 
Ray Lee, WREA, State of California, Depai1ment of Water Resources, Central District 
Xing Liu, NFIP Planner, DHS/FEMA Region IX 
Alessandro Amaglio, Environmental Officer, DHS/FEMA Region IX 

I 

www.fema.gov 
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County of Yolo 
PLANNING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

292 West Beamer Street 
Woodland, CA 95696-2698 
(630) 566-8776 FAX (630) 6fj6-8156 
www.yolocounty.org 

March 12, 2014 

Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

EdSmlth 
DIRECTOR 

Subject: ZF2013-G041: Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report for the 
Pacific Gas and Electrlc Company Winters Gas Operations Technical Training 
Center 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

The Yolo County Planning and Public Works Department has the following comment regarding the 
Notice of Preparation of Environmental Impact Report for the Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center (Development): 

Since Yolo County is adjacent on the east (east of Interstate 505, north of Putah Creek), please 
provide confirmation that the Development's storm drain system includes consideration of the 
downstream creek or storm drain system. If storm drainage is routed to the east into Yolo County, 
please provide confirmation that the existing downstream storm water system can convey the 
Development's proposed storm drainage without adverse upstream, downstream, and adjacent 
impacts, and that there are no increases in downstream channel peak water surface elevations during 
design storm events (such as those required by the Yolo County Improvement Standards and Yolo 
County Drainage Manual). 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please contact me at 
(530) 666-8039 or todd.riddiough@yolocountv.org. 

Todd N. Riddiough, P.E. 
Senior Civil Engineer 

\\ppw-storel \DeptSllat\PPW\Engineerng\Projecll\OEVELOPMENT PROJECTS\ZF2013-0041_PGE_GaTrllnlngFecility\20140312_ZF2013-0041 _NOP_ Ccmnenls.doc 
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CllY Cf WINTERS 

March 10111, 2014 

Jenna Moser 
Management Analyst 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

RE: PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training Center 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

Thank you for your comment request letter dated February 28, 2014 regarding the 
proposed PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training Center, Winters, Yolo County, CA. We 
appreciate your effort to contact us. 

The Cultural Resources Department has reviewed the project and concluded that it is 
within the aboriginal territories of the Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation. Therefore, we have 
cultural interest and authority in the proposed project area. 

Based on the information provided, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation is not aware of any known 
cultural resources near this project EIR. However, we would like you to consider the 
potential impacts of cultural resources in the area during your planning phase. 

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact the following individual: 

Mr. James Sarmento 
Cultural Resources Manager 
Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation 
Office: (530) 723-0452, Email: jsarmento@yochadehe-nsn.gov 

Please refer to identification number YD - 03052014-01 in any correspondences concerning 
this project. 

Thank you for providing us with this notice and the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

Marshall McKay 
Tribal Chairman 

Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation 
PO Box 18 Brooks, California 95606 p) 530.796.34-00 f) 530.796.2 14-3 www.yochadehe.org 
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STATE OF,CALIFORNIA- CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., GOVERNOR 

CENTRAL VALLEY FLOOD PROTECTION BOARD 
3310 El Camino Ave., Rm. 151 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95821 
(916) 574-0609 FAX: (916) 574-0682 
PERMITS: (916) 574-2380 FAX: (916) 574-0682 

March 12, 2014 RECEIVED JM 

Ms. Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 

N~ 1 r" 'l r·•!1 ZpM. 
~ , c.U 1 f 

Winters, California 95694 
CllY CF WINTERS 

Subject: 

Location: 

CEQA Comments: Notice of Preparation for the Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center Environmental 
Impact Report SCH No. 2014032005 

Southwest corner of Interstate 505 and State Route 128 (Grant Avenue), 
Assessor Parcel No. 038-070-039-000 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Board) staff has reviewed the subject document and 
provides the following comments: 

The proposed project is located adjacent to or within Putah Creek which is under Board 
jurisdiction. The Board enforces its Title 23, California Code of Regulations (23 CCR) for the 
construction, maintenance, and protection of adopted plans of flood control that protect public 
lands from floods. Adopted plans of flood control include federal-State facilities of the State 
Plan of Flood Control, regulated streams, and designated floodways. The geographic extent of 
Board jurisdiction includes the Central Valley, and all tributaries and distributaries of the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and the Tulare and Buena Vista basins (23 CCR, Section 
2). 

A Board permit is required prior to working in the Board's jurisdiction for the following: 

• Placement, construction, reconstruction , removal, or abandonment of any landscaping, 
culvert, bridge, conduit, fence, projection, fill , embankment, building, structure, 
obstruction, encroachment, excavation, the planting, or removal of vegetation, and any 
repair or maintenance that involves cutting into the levee (23 CCR Section 6); 

• Existing structures that predate permitting, or where it is necessary to establish the 
conditions normally imposed by permitting. The circumstances include those where 
responsibility for the encroachment has not been clearly established or ownership and 
use have been revised (23 CCR Section 6); 

• Vegetation plantings require submission of detailed design drawings; identificati~n of 
vegetation type; plant and tree names (both common and scientific); quantities df each 
type of plant and tree; spacing and irrigation method; a vegetative management plan for 

,, ' 
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Ms. Jenna Moser 
March 12, 2014 
Page 2 of 2 

maintenance to prevent the interference with flood control operations, levee 
maintenance, inspection, and flood fight procedures (23 CCR Section 131 ). 

• 

Accumulation and establishment of woody vegetation that is not managed may have negative 
impacts on channel capacity and may increase the potential for levee over-topping or other 
failure. When vegetation develops and becomes habitat for wildlife, maintenance to initial 
baseline conditions typically becomes more difficult as the removal of vegetative growth may 
be subject to federal and State resource agency requirements for on-site mitigation. The 
proposed project should include mitigation measures to avoid decreasing floodway channel 
capacity. 

Adverse hydraulic impacts of proposed encroachments could impede flood flows, reroute flood 
flows, and/or increase sediment accumulation. The proposed project should include mitigation 
measures for channel and levee improvements and maintenance to prevent and/or reduce 
hydraulic impacts. If possible off-site mitigation outside of the Board's jurisdiction should be 
used when mitigating for vegetation removed at the project location. 

Other local, federal and State agency permits may be required and are the responsibility of the 
applicant to obtain. 

Board permit application forms antj our complete 23 CCR regulations can be found on our 
website at http://www.cvfpb.ca.gov/. Maps of the Board's jurisdiction including all tributaries 
and distributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and Board designated floodways 
are also available on a Department of Water Resources website at 
http://gis.bam.water.ca.gov/bam/. 

If you have any questions please contact James Herota at (916) 574-0651 , or via email at 
james.herota@water.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Chief Engineer 

cc: Governor's Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse 
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 
Sacramento, California 95814 

I 
,, 

' I , , , 



• 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA- CALIFORNIA NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR, GOVERNOR 

CENTRALVALLEYFLOODPROTECTIONBOARD 
3310 El Camino Ave., Rm. 151 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95821 
(916) 574-0609 FAX: (916) 574-0682 
PERMITS: (916) 574-2380 FAX: (916) 574-0682 

March 18, 2014 

Ms. Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, California 95694 

r_y' 111•1i.i~ 
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Subject: CEQA Comments: Notice of Preparation for the Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center Environmental 
Impact Report SCH No. 2014032005 

Location: Southwest corner of Interstate 505 and State Route 128 (Grant Avenue), 
Assessor Parcel No. 038-070-039-000 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

Central Valley Flood Protection Board (Board) staff has reviewed the subject document and 
provides the following comments: 

The proposed project is located adjacent to or within Putah Creek which is under Board 
jurisdiction. The Board enforces its Title 23, California Code of Regulations (23 CCR) for the 
construction , maintenance, and protection of adopted plans of flood control that protect public 
lands from floods. Adopted plans of flood control include federal-State facilities of the State 
Plan of Flood Control, regulated streams, and designated floodways. The geographic extent of 
Board jurisdiction includes the Central Valley, and all tributaries and distributaries of the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and the Tulare and Buena Vista basins (23 CCR, Section 
2). 

A Board permit is required prior to working in the Board's jurisdiction for the following: 

• Placement, construction, reconstruction, removal , or abandonment of any landscaping, 
culvert, bridge, conduit, fence, projection, fill, embankment, building, structure, 
obstruction, encroachment, excavation, the planting, or removal of vegetation, and any 
repair or maintenance that involves cutting into the levee (23 CCR Section 6); 

• Existing structures that predate permitting, or where it is necessary to establish the 
conditions normally imposed by permitting. The circumstances include those where 
responsibility for the encroachment has not been clearly established or ownership and 
use have been revised (23 CCR Section 6); 

• Vegetation plantings require submission of detailed design drawings; identificati~n of 
vegetation type; plant and tree names (both common and scientific); quantities of each 
type of plant and tree; spacing and irrigation method; a vegetative management plan for 
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Ms. Jenna Moser 
March 18, 2014 
Page 2 of 2 

maintenance to prevent the interference with flood control operations, levee 
maintenance, inspection, and flood fight procedures (23 CCR Section 131 ). 

Accumulation and establishment of woody vegetation that is not managed may have negative 
impacts on channel capacity and may increase the potential for levee over-topping or other 
failure. When vegetation develops and becomes habitat for wildlife, maintenance to initial 
baseline conditions typically becomes more difficult as the removal of vegetative growth may 
be subject to federal and State resource agency requirements for on-site mitigation. The 
proposed project should include mitigation measures to avoid decreasing floodway channel 
capacity. 

Adverse hydraulic impacts of proposed encroachments could impede flood flows, reroute flood 
flows, and/or increase sediment accumulation. The proposed project should include mitigation 
measures for channel and levee improvements and maintenance to prevent and/or reduce 
hydraulic impacts. If possible off-site mitigation outside of the Board's jurisdiction should be 
used when mitigating for vegetation removed at the project location. 

Other local, federal and State agency permits may be required and are the responsibility of the 
applicant to obtain. 

Board permit application forms and our complete 23 CCR regulations can be found on our 
website at http://www.cvfpb.ca.gov/. Maps of the Board's jurisdiction including all tributaries 
and distributaries of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, and Board designated floodways 
are also available on a Department of Water Resources website at 
http://gis.bam.water.ca.gov/bam/. 

If you have any questions please contact James Herota at (916) 574-0651 , or via email at 
james.herota@water.ca.gov. 

~~'~fr(~ 
~rino 

Chief Engineer 

cc: Governor's Office of Planning and Research 
State Clearinghouse 
1400 Tenth Street, Room 121 
Sacramento, California 95814 
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From: Steve Carpenter 

Winters, California 95694 

March 10, 2014 

Subject: Proposed PG&E Winters training Center 

Copies to: City of Winters Jenna Moser 

Residents of Winters 

We just received your letter dated February 28,th 2014 about the preparation of the PG&E site. We just 

talked to a neighbor, and he told us that there were many meetings held earlier about this project. Why 

wasn't there a formal letter of intention to the residents about these meetings from the City and PG&E? 

We expect a reply from the City of Winters to all residents via a letter about our questions. 

My family and I own our house and live in Winters, and we assume that all of my neighbors moved to 

Winters because of its clean small town family oriented atmosphere, a safe place for our families to 

grow, its nature trail, Putah Creek Reserve, bike trails, and specialty and unique restaurant and shops. 

We are concerned about the PG&E's Training Center Location. We feel that The land where it is to be 

located is a prime spot for specialty shops, or something that would attract more tourists to stop in our 

town. Some thing that would complement the Chevron, Arco, Burger King, Taco Bell, and other future 

specialty restaurants and shops. We feel that entering into Winters from highway 505, and 128 should 

be inviting not a mish-mash of gas stations, retail stores, a large industrial site like the PG&E, residential 

homes, and apartments. The undersized overpass leading into town isn't large enough to handle the 

increased movement of 288 vehicles efficiently. 

Remember we have a lot of boaters, RV'ers, Cyclists and Bikers going to Lake Berryessa, Napa, Wine 

Country, stopping for fuel, breakfast, lunch, and dinner. People will not want to wait or use this exit if it 

becomes a monumental traffic jam. These people will spend their money elsewhere. 

Reasons For Objecting: 

1. The location of the PG&E facility is at the incoming and outgoing exits for the vehicles coming 

and going into Winters. The image of the PG&E facility off 505 freeway traffic, and 128 coming 

into town is bad. The traffic light by the Chevron, and Arco stations are too close to the freeway 

and overpass and will create traffic jams. The overpass is not large enough to handle a 288 

I 
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increase of automobiles of coming or leaving town. There will probably have to be another 

t raffic light so that employees can enter into the new faci lity compounding t raffic jams. 

2. According to your information the PG&E Facility will only have a 7'chain link fence surrounding 

the facility. This fence should be changed to a soundproof solid stone fence along SOS freeway 

and 128 should be 12'high for image purposes. The fencing facing Putah Creek and Wild Rose 
. . 

lane should be lS'high, because of night lights, noise, and an unsightly industrial yard effecting 

the residents that live on Wild Rose Lane. This will also affect their property values. 

3. There will be 288 employees coming to the PG&E facility daily, this means that there will be 288 

vehicles coming and leaving into this facility daily, plus at least 100 PG&E vehicles. Do you 

think that the overpass leading into town is big enough to handle these vehicles efficiently? 

Traffic patterns will be heavy in the AM when PG&E employees will be coming to work, and 

when our residents will be going to work. The same will be true in the afternoon when everyone 

is going home. 

4. Since ct ll t hese vehicles will be parked on PG&E's parking lot for eight hours who will monitor 

the oil and chemical leakages coming from these vehicles, that will be seeping into the ground 
J 

next to Putah Creek contaminating the soil and the creek? Do we take soil samples every 

6month, how do we cont rol this? This is a long range continuous problem t hat must be 

controlled from the beginning. 

S. The PG&E facility will be open at night, therefore will have outdoor lighting. The 33 resiqents 

affected on Wild Rose Lane, East Baker, and Red Bud will now have to live with night li~hts 

shining on their properties, and a proposed chain link fence separating residential from 

industrial, so that they now cannot have the privacy that they had, and must see f'n industrial 

yard with vehicles, and the smell of gas, and other chemicals. Not only with the above 

problem, but the value of their homes will depreciate, who is going to compensate these 

owners and renters for their loss. 

6. How are we going to manage the noise levels coming from t he PG&E facility so that it won' t 

disturb the immediate residents of Wild Rose Lane, and t he other part of t he existing residential 

areas? Have any restrictions been made to PG&E? 

7. Has anybody gone to Vacaville to see PG&E'S location off Leisure Town Road andl-80 that's how 

we w ill look, this faci lity created that whole industrial area, and also depreciated t he va lue of 

the existing homes in that area. You should also go to PG&E'S location on Peabody Road this t he 

type of fencing that would be needed if this faci lity was built. 

8. Think what PG&E did to Hinckley, California. Think what PG&E did to San Bruno, California, a 

lot of good people died, and got very sick, Check the Erin Brokovich story on a DVD. / 



Reasons What's Needed From PG&E If You Build: 

1. The city of Winters must require PG&E to have the most up to date testing for gas leaks, fires, 

soil contamination. There must be a fire truck at this location all the time, and there must be a 

warning system that can be heard (siren) and automatic phone warnings to all residents if there 

is a problem. 

2. The city of Winters must require PG&E to hire at least 20% of its work force from Winters 

residents. PG&E must also have a training apprentice program for the young people of 

Winters, at least 20 new high school graduates every six month. 

3. This deal should not only benefit the land owners who are selling this land to PG&E, nor the 

owners of businesses in town, but how about the residents? Any additional cost to the city for 

sewage lines needed for this project, and additional water pumping stations and equipment for 

this project will be paid for by PG&E continually as needed. No additional taxes for water and 

additional sewer lines would be levied to the residents, nor anyone who has an existing 

business in town. 

In conclusion we strongly feel thilt the lociition for this pr~ject is wrong, it dangerous being 59 clqse 

to residents, gas stations, and other businesses. You should be able to find PG&E a more suitable 

piece of land closer to an indµstrial area in Winters'. ' f3Y doing this you wlll be thinking of residents 

living close to this area and npt destroying their lifestyle. 

/ 
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Yolo County Resource Conservation District 
221 West Court Street, Suite 1 phone (530) .6&2-2037 
Woodland, CA 95695 fax (530) 662-487& 
yolorcd@volorcd.org www.yolorcd.org 

Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First St. 
Winters, CA 95694 

Re: PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center NOP 

Dear Ms. Moser; 

March 20, 2014 
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The Yolo County Resource Conservation District (RCD) has a mission to protect, improve and sustain 
the natural resources of Yolo County. We approach this from a watershed perspective, meaning that we 
consider the impacts of resource conditions or changes on entire systems rather than just in isolation. 
Typical areas of concern we have are for appropriate land use, maintaining and conserving natural 
resource integrity and function as much as possible, minimizing erosion, using native plant systems to 
solve resource problems whenever possible, and using native and drought tolerant plants preferentially 
over non-natives in landscaping and buffer areas. 

After reviewing current zoning, we withhold comments concerning construction on prime farmland that 
we would typically make. 

A stormwater diversion channel, drainage and detention areas are described in the NOP, to be seeded 
with native grasses. The seed mixes described are appropriate. We recommend particular attention be 
given to proper maintenance of these areas during a 3-year establishment period, and that there be a 
plan for long-term maintenance to prevent invasion by non-native weeds and to promote strong 
establishment so that these areas will serve their intended purpose and not become a source of weed 
seeds to downstream areas. 

We concur with comments on plant materials already submitted by the Putah Creek Council, and will add 
that some plants on the list require some summer water (i.e. Tufted hairgrass) or do better with it, while 
others are fully adapted to summer dryness (i.e. sticky monkeyflower). Plants should be grouped 
according to water needs. 

The RCD has the technical resources to provide assistance with any plant design, selection and 
implementation related issues if needed. 

7 

ou for the qppo to provide comments. 
/' 7 
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DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 
Ma41~vl'tf}' Ccdi/fO-ryi,ia/¥ Wor.&vl'tf}' ltMtd-¥ 

DIVISION OF LAND RESOURCE PROTECTION 

801 KSTREET • MS 18-01 • SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA95814 

PHONE 916 I 324-0850 • FAX 916 I 327-3430 • TOO 916 I 324-2555 • WEB SITE conservation.ca.gov 8'30 f)M )A_ 

March 24, 2014 

Via Email: jenna.moser@cityofwinters.org 
Ms. Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
Community Development Department 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

~~r --- i) ---- _ .... ~ 

NOTICE OF PREPARATION (NOP) - PG & E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS AND 
TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTER (SCH # 2014032005) 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

The Department of Conservation's (Department) Division of Land Resource Protection 
(Division) monitors farmland conversion on a statewide basis and administers the 
California Land Conservation (Williamson) Act and other agricultural land conservation 
programs. The Division has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the PG & E Gas 
Operations and Technical Training Center project and offers the following comments 
and recommendations. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG &E) proposes to construct, operate and 
maintain a vocational training facility on approximately 50 acres within the City of 
Winters. The facility will provide employees with training related to the construction, 
operation, and maintenance of natural gas pipelines and the natural gas network. The 
facility will also provide training in excavation techniques, crane operation, welding, 
installation and operation of meters, regulators and other gas system controls and other 
similar functions related to the transmission and distribution of natural gas. The facility 
will include over 300,000 square feet of structures with potential for expansion as well 
as miscellaneous training and parking areas. 

The project site is approximately 50 acres in size (APNs 038-070-028 (portion); -031 
(portion); -037; -038; and -039) and is located at the southwest corner of Interstate 505 
and State Route 128 (East Grant Avenue), in the City of Winters. The site is currently in 
agricultural production. 

I 
The Department of Conservation's mission is to balance today 's needs with tomorrow's challenges and foster intelligent, sustainable, 

and efficient use of California's energy, land, and mineral resources. · ' · 



Ms. Jenna Moser 
March 24, 2014 
Page 2 of 4 

DIVISION COMMENTS 

Per the 2010 Important Farmland Map for Yolo County, produced by the Farmland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), the project site is designated as Prime 
Farmland. The conversion of Prime Farmland is a material consideration for the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Therefore, the Department recommends 
that the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) address the following items to 
provide a complete discussion of potential impacts of the project on agricultural land 
and activities: 

AGRICULTURAL SETIING OF THE PROJECT 

• Location and extent of Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, 
Unique Farmland, and other types of farmland in and adjacent to the project 
area. 

• Current and past agricultural use of the project area, including data on types of 
crops grown. 

To help describe the full agricultural resource value of the soils on the site, the 
Department recommends the use of economic multipliers to assess the total 
contribution of the site's potential or actual agricultural production to the local, regional, 
and state economies. Two sources of economic multipliers can be found at the 
University of California Cooperative Extension Service and the United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA). 

IMPACTS ON AGRICULTURAL LAND 

Land use conversion statistics from the Important Farmland Data Availability webpage 1 

document a net loss of more than 73,000 acres of Important Farmland in Yolo County 
between 1984 and 2010, with an annual average loss of 2,822 acres. 

In 2010 approximately $444 million in farm sales were generated in Yolo County2, which 
demonstrates the productivity of available agricultural land in the region. The approval 
of this project would result in the conversion of farmland that continues to be actively 
farmed. The loss of agricultural land represents a permanent reduction in the State's 
agricultural land resources-resources which should be protected whenever feasible. 
The Department also recommends that the City consider the impacts to the remaining 
agricultural support infrastructure in the area should prime, productive agricultural lands 
be converted to non-agricultural uses. 

1 
http ://redirect.conservation. ca .gov/dlrp/f mm p/prod uct/page .asp 

2 
California Agricultural Statistics Review 2011-2012 
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Ms. Jenna Moser 
March 24, 2014 
Page 3 of 4 

The Department recommends the following discussion under the Agricultural Resources 
section of the DEIR: 

• Type, amount, and location of farmland conversion resulting directly and 
indirectly from the PG&E Gas Operations and Technical Training Center project. 

• Impacts on any current and future agricultural opera!ions; e.g., land-use conflicts, 
increases in land values and taxes, loss of agricultural support infrastructure 
such as processing facilities, etc. 

• Incremental impacts leading to cumulative impacts on agricultural land. This 
would include impacts from the subject project, as well· as impacts from past, 
current, and likely projects in the future. 

Pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines §15064.7, environmental impacts may be 
quantified and qualified by use of established thresholds of significance. As such, the 
Division has developed the California version of the USDA Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment (LESA) Model to provide lead agencies with an optional methodology for 
evaluating farmland impacts. The LESA Model is available on the Division's website at: 

http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/Pages/qh lesa.aspx 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

Although direct conversion of agricultural land is often an unavoidable impact under 
CEQA, mitigation measures must be considered. In some cases, the argument is made 
that mitigation cannot reduce impacts to below the level of significance because 
agricultural land will still be converted by the project, and therefore, mitigation is not 
required. However, reduction to a level below significance is not a criterion for 
mitigation. Rather, the criterion is feasible mitigation that lessens a project's impacts. 
Pursuant to CEQA Guideline §15370, mitigation includes measures that "avoid, 
minimize, rectify, reduce or eliminate, or compensate" for the impact. 

Therefore, all potentially feasible mitigation measures which could lessen a project's 
impacts should be included ·in the EIR for the PG&E Gas Operations and Technical 
Training Center. A measure brought to the attention of the lead agency should not be 
left out unless it is infeasible based on its elements. 

The Department understands that various factors can affect the feasibility of potential 
mitigation measures. Because agricultural conservation easements have become more 
commonly accepted by jurisdictions at the local and state level, they are an available 
mitigation tool that should be considered. The Department highlights this measure 
because of its acceptance and use by lead agencies as an appropriate mitigation 
measure under CEQA. As such, the Division recommends that the City examine 
whether permanent agricultural easements will protect a portion of those remaining land 
resources and lessen project impacts in accordance with CEQA Guideline §15370. 

I 



·' 
Ms. Jenna Moser 
March 24, 2014 
Page 4 of 4 

Mitigation via agricultural conservation easement can be implemented by at least two 
alternative approaches: the outright purchase of easements or the donation of mitigation 
fees to a local, regional, or statewide organization or agency whose purpose includes 
the acquisition and stewardship of agricultural conservation easements. The California 
Council of Land Trusts (CCL T) and the California Farmland Conservancy Program 
(CFCP) are two sources of information on the mechanisms and fees associated with 
conservation easements as well as their use in mitigating for agricultural land 
conversion . Their web site addresses are: 

http://www.calandtrusts.org 
http://www.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CFCP/Pages/lndex.aspx 

The conversion of agricultural land should be deemed an impact of at least regional 
significance. Hence, the search for replacement lands need not be limited strictly to 
lands within the surrounding area, but should be roughly equivalent in proximity, 
acreage, and agricultural characteristics to the affected property. 

Of course, the use of conservation easements is only one form of mitigation that should 
be analyzed. Any other feasible mitigation measures should also be considered . 

Finally, when presenting mitigation measures in the DEIR, it is important to note that 
mitigation should consist of specific, measurable actions that allow monitoring to ensure 
their implementation and evaluation of success. A mitigation consisting only of a 
statement of intention or an unspecified future action may not be adequate pursuant to 
CEQA. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments. Please provide this Department 
with notices of any future hearing dates as well as any staff reports pertaining to this 
project. If you have any questions regard ing our comments, please contact Heather 
Anderson, Environmental Planner at (916) 324-0869 or via email at 
Heather.Anderson@conservation.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 
~ n I ''- tt 

/v(~/h.J~~~ 
Molly A Penberth, Manager 
Division of Land Resource Protection 
Conservation Support Unit 

cc: State Clearinghouse 
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

21 March 2014 

Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

c:w er \'.'Hnrns 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
7013 1710 0002 3644 1639 

COMMENTS TO NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT, PG&E GAS OPERATIONS TECHNICAL TRAINING CENTER PROJECT, YOLO 
COUNTY 

Pursuant to the City of Winters's 28 February 2014 request, the Central Valley Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for 
the Environmental Impact Report for the PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training Center 
Project, located in Yolo County. 

Our agency is delegated with the responsibility of protecting the qual ity of surface and 
groundwaters of the state; therefore our comments will address concerns surrounding those 
issues. 

Construction Storm Water General Permit 
Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where projects disturb less than 
one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one or more 
acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Storm Water Discharges 
Associated with Construction Activities (Construction General Permit), Construction General 
Permit Order No. 2009-009-DWQ. Construction activity subject to this permit includes clearing, 
grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation, but does not 
include regular maintenance activities performed to restore the original line, grade, or capacity 
of the facility. The Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation 
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the State Water Resources 
Control Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtml. 

KAnL E . LONCLEY ScD , P.E ., c11A1R I PAMELA C . CneeooN P.E .. BCEE, cxccuT1vc ornccn 

11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 I www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley 
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PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training 
Center Project 
Yolo County 

- 2 -

Phase I and II Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits1 

21 March 2014 

The Phase I and II MS4 permits require the Permittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows from 
new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the 
maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development standards, 
also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/post-construction standards that include a 
hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design concepts for 
LID/post-construction BMPs in the early stages of a project during the entitlement and CEQA 
process and the development plan review process. 

For more information on which Phase I MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central 
Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/municipal_permits/. 

For more information on the Phase II MS4 permit and who it applies to, visit the State Water 
Resources Control Board at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/phase_ii_municipal.shtml 

Industrial Storm Water General Permit 
Storm water discharges associated with industrial sites must comply with the regulations 
contained in the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 97-03-DWQ. 

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit , visit the Central Valley 
Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/industrial_general_perm 
its/index.shtml. 

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit 
If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in navigable waters or 
wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be needed from the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). If a Section 404 permit is required by the 
USACOE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the permit application to ensure that 
discharge will not violate water quality standards. If the project requires surface water drainage 
realignment, the applicant is advised to contact the Department of Fish and Game for 
information on Streambed Alteration Permit requirements. 

If you have any questions regarding the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, please contact 
the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento District of USACOE at (916) 557-5250. 

1 Municipal Permits = The Phase I Municipal Separate Storm Water System (MS4) Permit covers medium sized 
Municipalities (serving between 100,000 and 250,000 people) and large sized municipalities (serving over 
250,000 people). The Phase II MS4 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Small J 
MS4s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals. 

v ,.· 
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PG&E Gas Operations Technical Train ing 
Center Project 
Yolo County 

- 3 -

Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit - Water Quality Certification 

21 March 2014 

If an USACOE permit, or any other federal permit, is required for this project due to the 
disturbance of waters of the United States (such as streams and wetlands) , then a Water 
Quality Certification must be obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to initiation of 
project activities. There are no waivers for 401 Water Quality Certifications. 

Waste Discharge Requirements 
If USACOE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., "non-federal" waters 
of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project will require a Waste 
Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley Water Board. Under the 
California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State, 
including all wetlands and other waters of the State including, but not limited to, isolated 
wetlands, are subject to State regulation. 

For more information on the Water Quality Certification and WDR processes, visit the Central 
Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/help/business_help/permit2.shtml. 

Low or Limited Threat General NPDES Permit 
If the proposed project includes construction dewatering and it is necessary to discharge the 
groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will require coverage under a 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Dewatering discharges are 
typically considered a low or limited threat to water quality and may be covered under the 
General Order for Dewatering and Other Low Threat Discharges to Surface Waters (Low Threat 
General Order) or the General Order for Limited Threat Discharges of Treated/Untreated 
Groundwater from Cleanup Sites, Wastewater from Superchlorination Projects, and Other 
Limited Threat Wastewaters to Surface Water (Limited Threat General Order). A complete 
application must be submitted to the Central Valley Water Board to obtain coverage under these 
General NPDES permits. 

For more information regarding the Low Threat General Order and the application process, visit 
the Central Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_orders/r5 
-2013-0074.pdf 

For more information regarding the Limited Threat General Order and the application process, 
visit the Central Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_orders/r5 
-2013-0073. pdf 
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PG&E Gas Operations Technical Training 
Center Project -4- 21 March 2014 
Yolo County 

If you have questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 464-4684 or 
tcleak@waterboards.ca.gov. 

Trevor Cleak 
Environmental Scientist 

J 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA--CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN Jr.. Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 3 - SACRAMENTO AREA OFFICE 
2379 GATEWAY OAKS DRIVE, STE 150- MS 19 
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833 

Flex your power! 
PHONE (916) 274-0635 Be energy efficient! 
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TIY 7 11 

March 27, 2014 

Ms. Jenna Moser 
City of Winters 
318 First Street 
Winters, CA 95694 

# 032014-YOL-0004 
03-YOL-128 I PM 9.662 
SCH#2014032005 

PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center - Notice of Preparation for a Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (NOP-DEIR) 

Dear Ms. Moser: 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the environmental 
review process for the PG&E Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center. PG&E is 
proposing to construct and operate a vocational training facility on an appro~imate 50-acre project 
site. At full huild-out, there would be approximately 287 individuals on the training campus each 
day. The project site is located in the southwest corner at the intersection of Grant A venue/State 
Route (SR 128) and Interstate (1-505). The following comments are based on the NOP-DEIR. 

Traffic Impact Analysis 

Based on the project location, Caltrans anticipates potential impacts to both SR 128 and 1-505 if and 
when an intensification of traffic-generating development occurs. 

Therefore, a Traffic Impact Study (TIS) is required to assess the impact of this particular project on 
the State Highway System (SHS) and adjacent road network. We recommend using Caltrans' Guide 
for the Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies (TIS Guide) for determining which scenarios and 
methodologies to use in the analysis. The TIS Guide is a starting point for collaboration between the 
lead agency and Caltrans in determining when a TIS is needed. It is available at the following 
website address: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/igr ceqa files/tisguide.pdf. 

If the proposed project will not generate the amount of trips needed to meet Caltrans' trip generation 
thresholds, an explanation of how this conclusion was reached must be provided. The TIS should 
consider all possible traffic impacts to SHS ramps, ramp intersections, mainline segments, and 

/ 
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Ms. Jenna Moser I City of Winters 
March 27, 2014 
Page 2 

include a Signal Warrant Analysis for the southbound I-505 off-ramp. Please provide us the 
opportunity to review the scope before the study begins. 

Encroachment Permit 

Please be advised that any work or traffic control that would enc~oach onto the State Right of Way 
(ROW), such as construction of ingress/egress, requires an encroachment permit that is issued by 
Caltrans. To apply, a completed encroachment permit application, environmental documentation, 
and five sets of plans clearly indicating State ROW must be submitted to Mr. Tim Greutert, District 
3, Office of Permits, 703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901. 

Traffic-related mitigation measures should be incorporated into the construction plans prior to the 
encroachment permit process. See the website at the following URL for more information: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/ developserv /permits/. 

Hydraulics 

To ensure that post project conditions do not impact drainage patterns of the SHS within the vicinity 
of the project site please submit a drainage report with calculations to Mr. Dennis Jagoda in the 
Caltrans District 3, Hydraulics Branch, 703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901. 

Please provide our office with copies of any further actions regarding this project. We would 
appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on any changes related to this development. 

If you have any questions regarding these comments or require additional information, please 
contact Arthur Murray, Intergovernmental Review Coordinator at (916) 274-0616 or by email at: 
Arthur.Murray@dot.ca.gov. 

, cting Chief 
Office of Transportation Planning - South 

c: Scott Morgan, State Clearinghouse 

"Ca/trans improves mobility across California" 
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Jenna Moser 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 
Attachments: 

Jenna Moser 
Planning Department 
City of Winters 

Susan Garbini [Susan.Garbini@yolocounty.org] 
Wednesday, April 23, 2014 4:42 PM 
Jenna Moser 
'Janice.Gan@wildlife.ca.gov' ; 'paul.hofmann@wildlife.ca.gov'; 'cay_goude@fws.gov'; 
'Chris_Nagano@fws.gov'; 'Petrea Marchand'; Philip Pogledich; Marcus Neuvert 
RE: PGE Winters Gas Operations Technical Training Center, City of Winters 
PGE_TrainingFac_Winters.pdf 

RECtiVED 
APR 23 2n·14 

Dear Jenna: CITY OF WINTERS 

}:h_e .'.?~~ ~.o.u~!~ -~~-b_i!a! ~~~t~r~I ~?~'!1~~!~¥. C??.n?~0'.~~i?n. ~I-~-~ .J.~~ .a~~r~?.i~~e.s. t~~ .o.PP?~u~.i~~ .t~ pr?~i~-~ _c?~~~~ts. ?~ 
t.h~ p~~P?~~-d. pr~j~~t_t?. ~~i~~ .a . ~~~-E .~??~.t!?nal Training Facility/Gas Operations Technical Training Center on I 505 and 
SR 128 (Grant Avenue) in the City of Winters. Our concerns in these matters are generally related to considerations of 
impacts on species that are covered in our habitat and natural community conservation plan, which is currently in 
development. 

Attached is a map showing modeled habitat* impacts for the proposed project and actual Swainson's hawk nesting sites 
found within 1 mile and 10 miles of the proposed project, along with a table listing modeled acres of habitat at this location 
for species covered in our plan. Note that no Swainson's hawk nests are indicated within the 1-mile radius buffer around 
the site; however, 2-3 nests have been indicated slightly outside the 1-mile radius. Also of note is the potential for tri­
colored blackbird foraging habitat in this area, as listed in the inset table in the attached map. Please keep us informed 
regarding actions that will be taken to provide awareness of and protect any Swainson's hawk nests during construction of 
the project. 

We apologize for missing the posted deadline for comments; I hope this is helpful despite being late. Please contact me if 
you need additional information or would like to meet with our GIS expert, Marcus Neuvert, who prepared this data. 

"!"~~s~ .c.o~~-~-~!s .a!~. ~I?? ~~~n~ ~~~~ !~ _appr~p~i~t~. ~-t~f!.~t. t~~ ~~~i~C?r~i~ .l?~P~~~~-nt. C?f. F_i~~ ~~-d. '('.'ildlife and the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service, who monitor these projects. Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Garbini 
Research Associate 
Yolo Habitat JPA 
120 W . Main St., Suite C 
Woodland, CA 95695 
Susan. garbin i@yolocou nty. org 
530-406-4881 

* Modeled habitat: Models developed to spatially define the extent of potential covered species habitat in the Yolo Natural 
Community/Habitat Conservation Plan Area. Models are based on various parameters of vegetation, soils, water features, and geology 
that can be spatially modeled using available and specifically developed GIS databases. 
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l?otential Modeled Habitat* Impact -PG&E Technical Training Facility 

~ Project Site 

C3 1 Mile Buffer - Around Stte 

C3 10 Mile Buffer -Around Stte 

~ City Boundaries 

Q Parcel Lines 

* Known Swainson's Hawk Nest Sites 

Potentially Affected Habltat(s) 

1 Affected 

M 2Affected 

M 3Affected 

M 4Affected 

M 5Affected 

l 
I 
l 

~ I 

-

T 

! 

RECEIVEJ 
APR 23 201!t 

Cii-Y OF WINTERS 

Modeled potentiol habitat within 1 mile of Project Site 

Species Habitat 

Western Burrowing Owl Other habitat 

California Tiger Salamander 

Least Bell's Vireo 

Northwest Pond Turtle 

Swainson's hawk 

Tricolored Black Bird 

Upland Habitat 

Nestingffora~in~ habitat 

Aquatic habitat 

Nesting and overwintering habitat 

Agricultural Foraging 

Nesting Habitat 

Foraging Habitat 

Nesting Habitat 

VELB Riparian !'labitat 

Yellow-billed Cuckoo I Nesting/foraging Hab· 
....-~~~~~~~-....,..-,...-~...----...,.~~-r-'=1 *·--- _., 

Napa County 

.. 

Solano County 

Area of Interest 

Acres 

57.25 

673.67 

169.15 

417.44 

0.031 
55.971 

24.45 

Sacramento 
County 

'Modeled hab~at: Models developed to spatially define the extent of potential covered species habitat in the Yolo Natural Heritage Program Area. The models are based 
on various parameters of vegetation, soils, water features, and geology that can be spatially modeled using available and specifically developed GIS databases. 



SUMMARY MINUTES FROM THE 03/19/14 CEQA SCOPING MEETING 

FOR THE PG&E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS AND TECHNICAL TRAINING 

CENTER 

DISCLAIMER: These minutes represent the interpretation of statements made and questions raised by 

participants in the meeting. They are not presented as verbatim transcriptions of the statements and 

questions, but as summaries of the point of the statement or question as understood by the note taker. 

The meeting was opened at 6:30pm. 

STAFF: 

WELCOME: 

John Donlevy - City Manager, Heidi Tschudin - Project Planner, Nick Ponticello - City 

Engineer, Alan Mitchell -Asst City Engineer, Jenna Moser- Management Analyst 

City Manger Don levy presented a welcome and introduced City Staff. Donlevy highlighted the 4 ways to 

submit comments: by speaking at tonight's hearing, by providing a written comment card, by emailing 

Jenna Moser, or by mailing written comments to City Hall. He added that there is a link on the City's 

official website (www.cityofwinters.org) to join an informational mailing list about the project, and that 

all project documents as they are available, will be posted to the site. 

Project Planner, Heidi Tschudin, gave a brief overview of the meeting format and handout. Tschudin 

outlined the flow chart included, noting key process date estimates. She continued by describing the 

project summary, identifying project elements on the site plan, and describing their attributes. 

Required City Approvals were then outlined, noting that creating a new Land Use designation is not 

uncommon for this type of campus. 

Asst City Engineer, Alan Mitchell, then presented an overview of the street, water, drainage, creek, and 

ponds on the site plan. 

PG&E Program Design Manager, Tom Crowley, introduced his staff.Crowley described the center as a 

training center for service workers at PG&E, not a corporate training center. He continued to outline the 

operation hours proposed. Crowley identified each building on the site plan, and discussed the type of 

training activity to be held at each location. He stated that in areas like the indoor flow lab and hydro 

test room, that compressed air is .used to simulate natural gas, but that no gas is actually used. Crowley 

described the trucks and backhoes being used at the center as smaller, not like the type you see on 

CalTrans projects, but vehicles like you would see driving in your neighborhood. As to the design, he 

described the main building as 2 story, pour-in-place or tilt-up construction, with exterior elements 

chosen to meet the Grant Ave Design Guidelines. On landscaping, he stated that consideration of 

shading, aesthetics, sound are all considered. 

Kurt Balasek, Chair of the Winters Putah Creek Committee, asked about the view looking north from the 

project boundary along Putah Creek. He asked if there were trees planned along that side. Crowley 

responded that trees along that area can be discussed, that they are not proposing any as part of the 

project application 
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SUMMARY MINUTES FROM THE 03/19/14 CEQA SCOPING MEETING 

FOR THE PG&E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS AND TECHNICAL TRAINING 

CENTER 

At 7:10pm Tschudin opened the meeting to comments from the public. 

CITIZEN INPUT: 

Rich Marovich, Putah Creek Stream keeper, stated that PG&E have given citizens a good opportunity to 

express ideas, and all ideas have been heard and considered. He continued by stating that Putah Creek 

is a very disturbed place, history of invasive weeds, mining. He described reconciliation ecology, an idea 

that you cannot go back to a prior condition - but how can we go forward? Marovich supports the 

transfer of title of this part of the land to the City. He stated that there is a lot of work to be done in the 

channel, and encourages the project to incorporate native grasses over hydroseeding, noting some 

drawbacks and costs to hydroseeding techniques. He advocates broadcasting seeds, harrowing into soil, 

and using straw cover. Marovich specifically mentioned the use of Creeping Wild Rye grasses, native 

trees and shrubs - to encourage wildlife habitat, reduce long-term maintenance, and better tolerate 

flooding and fire. He stated that he sees nothing with this project that would be worse than the site's 

continued use as a tomato farm. Marovich closed by stating that this project is an opportunity to 

improve the channel. 

Eric Larsen, UCD Landscape Architecture Department, described his background as in civil engineering 

with an interest in the creek. Larsen described his unhappiness with the right angle, or "L" shaped turn 

at the south part of the property, diversion channel, and would like the applicant to explore a way to 

have the water flow more naturally, rather than at that right angle. Larsen stated his concern about the 

steepness of the walls of the ponds, depth of the ponds (one is proposed at 12 feet), proximity to the 

creek, and blowouts during lOOyr flood events. He added that he would generally like to see the creek 

have "more room" and a more creative use of the 100-foot open space buffer. 

Crowley responded that the applicant is working on the flow concerns. The issue for the applicant is 

securing permits for the outfall into Putah Creek. They are trying to make use of the existing Caltrans 

outfall. 

Marovich added that they are planning for an improbable event, and there are options that cou ld be 

considered in the future to deal with lOOyr events. He asked whether the city can address the 

development within the 100-year buffer separately, later in process, in a more naturalized way? 

Jaysen Long, Lead Civil Engineer for PGE, added that the lOOyr flow is 110 cfs, and the full city build-out 

flow is nearly 10 times that. Nick Ponticello clarified that in the City's adopted master plan, the route for 

discharge is south into the creek. 

Crowley stated that there are valley elderberry longhorn beetles in the 100-foot buffer area that 

preclude them from making any changes or landscaping in the area. Marovich noted that he is pursuing 

a template Safe Harbor agreement with the state and federal wildlife agencies for Valley Longhorn 
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SUMMARY MINUTES FROM THE 03/19/14 CEQA SCOPING MEETING 

FOR THE PG&E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS AND TECHNICAL TRAINING 

CENTER 

Elderberry beetle (VELB) . This agreement would allow him to work with others to establish conservation 

easements for VELB and allow for some amount of take (moving, transplanting existing Elderberries). 

CONCLUSION: 

Hearing no other comments, Tschudin thanked the public for participating. 

ADJOURNMENT at 7:30PM 

ATIEST: ~ 

2~ Je~ Mos:::= Analyst 
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SUMMARY MINUTES FROM THE 12/01/14 CEQA SCOPING MEETING 
FOR THE PG&E WINTERS GAS OPERATIONS AND TECHNICAL TRAINING 

CENTER 
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DISCLAIMER: These minutes represent the interpretation of statements made and questions raised by 
participants in the meeting.  They are not presented as verbatim transcriptions of the statements and 
questions, but as summaries of the point of the statement or question as understood by the note taker.  

The meeting was opened at 6:30pm. 

STAFF:  John Donlevy - City Manager, Heidi Tschudin - Project Planner, Alan Mitchell – Asst City 
Engineer, Jenna Moser – Management Analyst, Dan Maguire – Housing Programs 
Manager, Chris Mundhenk – Ascent Environmental 

WELCOME: 

City Manger Donlevy presented a welcome and introduced City Staff.  Donlevy highlighted the 4 ways to 
submit comments: by speaking at tonight’s hearing, by providing a written comment card, by emailing 
Jenna Moser, or by mailing written comments to City Hall.  He added that there is a link on the City’s 
official website (www.cityofwinters.org) to join an informational mailing list about the project, and that 
all project documents as they are available, will be posted to the site. 

Project Planner, Heidi Tschudin, gave a brief overview of the meeting format and handouts. She 
continued by describing the project summary, identifying project elements on the site plan, and 
describing their attributes.  Required City Approvals were then outlined. 

Asst City Engineer, Alan Mitchell, then presented an overview of the street, water, drainage, creek, and 
pond on the site plan.  

At 6:45pm Tschudin opened the meeting to comments from the public. 

CITIZEN INPUT:   

Eric Davis inquired as to the ultimate parcel/mapping condition of the site.  Mitchell responded that 
there will ultimately be three parcels, and presented an exhibit outlining the mapping.  

Citizen 2 inquired as to the reasoning behind modifying the original plan submitted by PG&E.  
Tschudin responded that changes to the services/training provided at the center had occurred. (Heidi 
please elaborate, did Tom chime in here?) 

Kurt Balasek inquired about the potential connection between a trail on the southern border of the 
PG&E project and the existing Putah Creek Nature Park, and the mechanism for making the 
connection.  Donlevy responded that he is in discussions with the McClish property owners on this 
issue. 

At this time PG&E Program Design Manager, Tom Crowley, identified each building on the site plan, and 
discussed the type of training activity to be held at each location.   He stated that in areas like the indoor 

http://www.cityofwinters.org/
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flow lab and hydro test room, that compressed air is used to simulate natural gas, but that no gas is 
actually used.   Crowley also identified the inclusion of a sound wall on the border of the project. 

Mayor Cecilia Aguiar-Curry asked if there is enough room on site for potential future expansion.  
Crowley responded with an overview of potential expansion plans.  Curry asked about the total number 
of expected employees at the center.  Crowley responded that there will be approximately 63 
employees at the center on any given day, at normal levels. 

Citizen 2 inquired about the use of noise-generating equipment during the day, and asked about how 
secure of a facility they propose. Crowley responded that noise-generating activities will be during the 
daytime hours, mitigated with the proposed sound wall.  Crowley added that the facility will be 
secure, but not a prison level of security.  PG&E Employees being trained at the facility, and 
employees of the facility are permitted inside the secure areas of the facility and access is regulated. 

Kurt Balasek asked about the potential of including a berm along with the fencing along Putah Creek.  
Crowley responded that he will look into it. 

Eric Davis inquired about the purpose of the stormwater pond on site.  Mitchell responded that the 
pond is for onsite drainage, and the channel is for offsite drainage. 

Citizen 2 asked staff if there are any immediate glaring issues with this project.  Tschudin responded 
that the EIR is not complete.  Tschudin explained the EIR process, and why we perform these steps to 
look deeper. 

Kurt Balasek asked about the term temporary drainage, when is the full build out of the channel.  
Mitchell responded that full flow would be 1k CFS and could occur when the North area develops.   

Donlevy touched on the potential Moody Slough Loop Trail and its connection to the vicinity of this 
project. 

Kurt Balasek asked to incorporate ways to camouflage the masonry sound wall. 

CONCLUSION:   

Hearing no other comments, Tschudin thanked the public for participating. 

ADJOURNMENT at 7:30PM 

ATTEST: 

_______________________________ 

Jenna Moser, Management Analyst 
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