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Project Information 

 
1. Project Title: Red Church Pedestrian and Circulation Improvement Project 

 

2. Lead agency name and address:   
City of Sonora. 94 N. Washington Street, Sonora, California 95370 

 
3. Contact person and phone number:  
 Project Information: Rachelle Kellogg, Community Developer Director (209) 532-3508 

Environmental: Paula M. Daneluk, AICP, Development Impact, Inc. (916) 206-1871 
 

4. Background 
 

The intersection at Snell Street and N. Washington/Highway 49 is geometrically non-standard and 
severely constrained. It is a skewed four-legged intersection by the Historic Red Church, located in historic 
Downtown Sonora, south of Sonora High School. It has exceptionally long crosswalk distances and reduced 
capacity for all travel modes. Several pedestrians have been injured within the project area in the past. A 
Traffic Study that was completed under the Vision Sonora Plan observed higher levels of traffic congestion 
than the City’s and Caltrans’ established thresholds. Additionally, sidewalks and ramps within the project 
area are in poor condition and do not meet ADA requirements, with many having only an asphalt surface. 
This project would design and construct shortened crosswalks, provide benches, trash receptacles, and 
an informational kiosk in a pocket park, located within a bulb-out, and add landscaping, sidewalks and 
ADA curb ramps along N. Washington Street/Highway 49. It would improve the Snell Street leg 
geometrically and provide a perpendicular eastbound approach and improve both traffic operations and 
safety.  
 
The project would provide a safer path for locals and visitors, encouraging walking as an alternative mode 
of travel, reducing private vehicle travel and improving air quality. Realigning the intersection and 
improving crosswalks would improve operations by improving sight distance, adding visibility for 
pedestrians, and decreasing pedestrian crossing distances.  

   
5. Project Description: 
 
The City of Sonora proposes improvements to the intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/Highway 
49 in the City of Sonora. This project would add landscaped pedestrian bulb-outs and replace sidewalk 
and curb ramps along N. Washington Street/Highway 49. As illustrated in the Visual Simulation Figure, the 
project would incorporate pedestrian amenities, including benches, trash receptacles, improved lighting, 
and an informational kiosk, into a pocket park located within the blub-out.  
 
The west-side project limits begin at Snell Street, approximately 100 feet north of its intersection with N. 
Washington Street/Highway 49, south along the west side of N. Washington Street/Highway 49, at a point 
approximately 230 feet south of Elkin Street. The east-side project limits begin at Elkin Street and extend 
south to a point approximately 170 feet south of Elkin Street. Other than what is necessary to 
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accommodate the new improvements, demo will be limited to the existing sidewalk and areas of the 
roadway to be replaced with blub-outs, with a small additional amount for pavement work. The majority 
of the roadway will remain in place, and the existing two lanes of traffic will be maintained throughout 
construction.  
 
Project Benefits:  
 

• Shorter pedestrian and traffic crossing distances will result in less waiting time for vehicles and 
improved traffic operations with less delay. 

• The provision of bio-swales in landscape areas will help clean storm water runoff and pollution 
into the Sonora Creek. 

• The reduction in blacktop pavements and installation of permeable surfaces will reduce runoff 
pollution, heat radiation into the atmosphere and protect the ozone, which will improve air 
quality.  

• The provision of improved sidewalks will improve walkability for residents and visitors in Sonora 
and reduce private vehicle travel.  
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Initial Study Checklist Discussion Sections 

A.  Aesthetics – 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

 
 

 
 

 
X  

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
state scenic highway? 

 
 

 
 X  

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

 
 

 
 X  

d) Create a new source of substantial light or 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

 
 

 
 X  

 
Existing Environmental Conditions: 

 
Visual or aesthetic resources are generally defined as both the natural and built features of the 
landscape that contribute to the public’s experience and appreciation of the environment. 
Depending on the extent to which a project’s presence would alter the perceived visual character 
and quality of the environment, visual or aesthetic impacts may occur.   
 
The immediate views surrounding the proposed project are of the historic downtown of Sonora. 
As one of the gateways into the downtown area, the intersection is situated among a number of 
historic structures. In addition, Section 5077.6 of the Public Resources Code designates Highway 
49 as a heritage corridor “because of its clear function as the interpretive highway of the Gold 
Rush, and because of outstanding efforts of public agencies and the private sector to increase 
accessibility to physically disabled persons along parts of its route.” Washington Street is also 
known as State Route 49 which, according to the City of Sonora General Plan 2020, is included in 
the “Master Plan for State Scenic Highways,” however, the section within the City of Sonora is 
specifically excluded.  
 
There are three primary viewer groups that would view this intersection. Those associated with 
the commercial businesses and church at the intersection, local motorists driving through the 
intersection and pedestrians using the intersection. The views of the intersection would occur 
from the same elevation as the existing intersection.  
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Discussion: 
 

a-d) Less than Significant:  
 
Visual Simulations of the proposed project were produced to illustrate the impact of the project 
improvements (see the Visual Simulation graphic in the Project Description). As a beautification 
project that was identified in the Vision Sonora Plan, the proposed improvements to the 
Washington Street / Red Church intersection would be implementing two of the General Plan 
Implementation Measures related to scenic vistas. 
 

4.C.1 Sustain the city’s natural scenic resources along designated scenic 
transportation routes through and adjacent to the city. 
 
4.C.2 Sustain and enhance the city’s natural scenic resources at designated 
gateways to Sonora. 
 

The proposed project would increase the area available for landscaping as well as provide for 
better pedestrian accessibility in the area. The proposed landscaping and hardscape 
improvements are context sensitive to the historic nature of the area and would provide an 
enhanced natural aspect to the intersection. Furthermore, the Historic Resources Evaluation 
Report for the project (Marvin 2017), concluded that the project would not constitute an adverse 
effect upon the historic character of Sonora. The view of the Red Church from down Washington 
Street would be maintained and enhanced with the proposed project. Therefore there would be 
no damage to the scenic resources along State Route 49 nor would the project affect the eligibility 
for state-scenic highway designation. The proposed project would not substantially damage 
scenic resources, including but not limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic highway. 
 
As shown in the simulation, the proposed lighting would be pedestrian scale and integrated into 
the historic character of the area. The proposed lighting would include shielding and directional 
components to provide adequate lighting for pedestrian safety without creating spill-over or glare 
into the adjacent rights-of-way; therefore, the impact would be less than significant. It is possible 
that additional lighting would be on the site during the construction phase of the project. This 
construction impact would be temporary and therefore less than significant.  
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B.  Agricultural Resources – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in 
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project: 
 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), 
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of 
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or 
timberland zoned Timberland Production? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion 
of forest land to non-forest use? 

    
X 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, 
to no-agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

    
X 

 
 
Existing Environmental Conditions: 
 

The proposed project is located in an urban setting at the intersection of Snell Street and N. 
Washington Street/State Route 49 in the City of Sonora.  

 
Discussion: 
 

a- e) No Impact: 

The proposed project is not located in an area with Prime or Unique Farmland or Farmland of 
Statewide Importance; nor is it located in an area zoned as forest, timberland or used for timber 
production. The project would not convert agricultural or forest lands to other uses, nor would it 
conflict with existing agricultural and timberland zoning or a Williamson Act Contract. Therefore, 
there would be no impact. 
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C. Air Quality – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management 
or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
the applicable air quality plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 
project region is non-attainment under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 
precursors)? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

 
Environmental Conditions:  
 

The project site is in the City of Sonora, in Tuolumne County. Tuolumne County is located within 
the Mountain Counties Air Basin (Air Basin), which also encompasses Plumas, Sierra, Nevada, 
Calaveras, Amador, and Mariposa counties, and portions of Placer and El Dorado counties. The 
Air Basin lies along the northern Sierra Nevada mountain range, close to or contiguous with the 
Nevada border, covering an area of approximately 11,000 square miles. 
 
The Tuolumne County Air Pollution Control District (TCAPCD) is the local agency with primary 
responsibility for ensuring compliance with both federal and state air quality standards and or 
ensuring that acceptable air quality conditions are maintained. TCAPCD establishes the rules and 
regulations for air pollution controls in the county.  
 
The general climate of the Air Basin varies considerably with elevation and proximity to mountain 
peaks. The terrain features of the Basin make it possible for various climates to exist within the 
general area. The pattern of mountains and hills is primarily responsible for the wide variations of 
rainfall, temperatures, and localized winds that occur throughout the region. Temperature 
variations have an important influence on Basin wind flow, dispersion along mountain ridges, 
vertical mixing, and photochemistry. The Sierra Nevada mountain range receives large amounts 
of precipitation from storms moving over the continent from the Pacific Ocean. Precipitation in 
the basin is highly variable, depending on elevation and location. Areas in the eastern portion of 
the basin have relatively high elevations and receive the most precipitation. Precipitation levels 
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decline toward the western areas of the basin. Climates vary from alpine in the high elevations of 
the eastern areas to more arid at the western edge of the Basin. 
 
The TCAPCD has developed thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants for CEQA purposes.  
Significance thresholds applicable to construction and operations are 1,000 pounds per day or 
100 tons per year of ROG, NOx, CO, and PM10. For the purposes of this analysis, PM2.5 was 
compared to the PM10 significance threshold. 
 
Significance thresholds recommended by the TCAPCD have been used to analyze the air quality 
impact of the proposed project. The significance thresholds recommended by the TCAPCD state 
that a project is considered to have a significant impact on air quality if it would result in emissions 
in excess of the following:  
  

• 1,000 pounds per day (ppd) or 100 tons per year (tpy) of reactive organic gases (ROG),   

• 1,000 ppd or 100 tpy of nitrogen oxides (NOx),   

• 1,000 ppd or 100 tpy of inhalable particulate matter less than 10 micrometers in diameter 
(PM10), or 1,000 ppd or 100 tpy of carbon monoxide (CO). 

 
Discussion: 
 

a) No Impact:  
 
There are no required attainment plans or other local plans specifically addressing air quality 
within Tuolumne County. As discussed subsequently in item b), construction and operation of the 
proposed project would not exceed TCAPCD thresholds of significance for criteria pollutant 
emissions nor would it cause an exceedance of State or federal air quality standards. The 
proposed project would not increase roadway capacity or service capabilities that would induce 
unplanned growth or remove an existing obstacle to growth. Therefore, the proposed project 
would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of any applicable air quality plans. 
 

b & c) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: 
 

The proposed project would contribute to the generation of emissions from construction vehicles 
and activities during the temporary construction phase. However, the project would not generate 
any additional pollutants after project construction was complete. Long term, this proposed 
project would have a beneficial impact to air quality, due to the proposed improvements. The 
proposed project would help reduce emissions associated with run and idle times while waiting 
for pedestrian traffic due to the shortened crosswalk distances, therefore, the impact on air 
quality would be less than significant. Although there would be minor impacts associated with the 
construction of the project due to the trucks and construction vehicles involved, with the 
following mitigations measures the impact would be less than significant.  
 

Air Quality Mitigation Measure I:  Construction activities shall conform to TCAPCD Rules, so that 
emissions do not exceed hourly levels.  
Timing:  During Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
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Air Quality Mitigation Measure II: Construction equipment shall be maintained and tuned per 
manufacturer recommendations to minimize exhaust emissions and equipment idling shall be kept at 
a minimum when not in use. 
Timing:  Prior and During Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
 
d & e) Less Than Significant:  
 

The proposed project site is located in close proximity to commercial businesses. Sensitive 
receptors near the project site include the Sonora High School located at N. Washington Street 
within 0.3 miles of the project site. However, the proposed project is a short-term construction 
activity that would not generate substantial emissions, or objectionable odors, and compliance 
with the mitigation measures above, the impact would be less than significant.  
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D.  Biological Resources – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, on any 
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of 
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited 
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through 
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, 
or other means? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of 
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance? 

 
 

  X 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, 
regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

The intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/Highway 49 is currently a developed right-of-
way and the surrounding parcels are entirely developed with commercial uses and is surrounded 
by urban development. Additionally, the project would be a beautification project that would 
increase the amount of landscaped vegetation in the immediate project area. 
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Discussion: 
 

a,b,c,d,f) No Impact:  
 
 The project site is an existing, developed intersection that contains sidewalk and paved lanes 

including on-street parking. As a paved intersection, the project site does not provide suitable 
habitat for any specific plant or animal species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status 
species in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 
Wildlife and/or US Fish and Wildlife Service. The site also does not contain wetlands, native 
habitat, riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional 
plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and 
Wildlife Service. Therefore, the proposed project would not interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. Lastly, 
the project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan since these plans do not exist. Therefore, there would be no impact to biological 
resources from the proposed project.  

 

E.  Cultural Resources – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

X 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

 
 

 
  

 

X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

The proposed project is located at the northern end of the historic downtown area of Sonora. A 
Historic Resources Evaluation report was conducted in August 2017 by Foothill Resources, Ltd. 
There were nine buildings or structures, six of which had previously been evaluated as eligible for 
listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and California Register of Historical 
Resources (CRHR) as contributors to a potential Sonora Historic District. The other three 
structures in the Area of Potential Effect were ineligible modern properties including the City of 
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Sonora parking garage, the Sonora Fire Museum and parking lot, and the commercial building 
(Ray Suess Insurance) at 144 North Washington Street.  
 
In addition, Section 5077.6 of the Public Resources Code designates Highway 49 as a heritage 
corridor “because of its clear function as the interpretive highway of the Gold Rush, and because 
of outstanding efforts of public agencies and the private sector to increase accessibility to 
physically disabled persons along parts of its route.” Washington Street is also known as State 
Route 49 which, according to the City of Sonora General Plan 2020, is included in the “Master Plan 
for State Scenic Highways,” however, the section within the City of Sonora is specifically excluded. 

 
Discussion: 

a, c-d) No Impact:  
 
 According to the historic resource report, the project would not constitute an adverse effect to 

the surrounding area as none of the identified historic resources will be directly affected and the 
indirect effects would be positive. It is noted that the Red Church at the head of North Washington 
Street is the iconic view of Sonora. There are also no unique geological features on the site. 
Therefore, there is no impact to historical, archaeological, paleontological or geological resources. 
However, California state law requires that if cultural resources are encountered work shall stop 
immediately and an archaeologist and/or the County coroner shall be contacted to investigate 
the discovery. If any remains are determined to be Native American, then the guidelines of the 
Native American Heritage Commission would be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of 
the remains.  

 
b) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: 
 

As discussed above, while the historic resource report determined that the proposed project 
would not have an adverse effect on the surrounding historic buildings or character of the historic 
area, the project construction impacts would include the removal of the existing paving along the 
edges of Washington Street in order to install the landscaping areas. With the historic nature of 
the roadway, it is unknown if the ground-disturbance activities would go below the area 
previously disturbed when the current paving was installed. If the ground disturbance goes below 
the currently disturbed depth, then other resources may be present. Therefore, with the following 
mitigation measure, the potential impact to those resources would be reduced to less than 
significant. 
 

Cultural Mitigation Measure I: Construction work shall stop if the work exceeds below the existing 
roadbase and any historic or prehistoric cultural material is encountered. An archaeologist will record 
and evaluate the material to determine if it is eligible for CRHR. If the site resources are eligible for 
the CRHR, mitigation through avoidance or data recovery will be required. 
Timing: During construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
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F.  Geology and Soils – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS—Would the Project: 

a) Expose people or structures to 
potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

   
 
 
 
 

X 

 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, 
as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning 
Map issued by the State Geologist for 
the evidence of a known fault?  Refer to 
Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

ii) Strong Seismic ground shaking?   X  

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, 
including liquefaction? 

  X  

iv) Landslides?   X  

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or 
the loss of topsoil? 

  X  

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on - or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

  X  

d) Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial risks to life or property? 

  X  

e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of waste water? 

   X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

Tuolumne County is located on the Western slope of the Sierra Nevada Foothills. Tuolumne 
County is located east of the Foothills Fault System which includes two primary fault zones: The 
Melones Fault Zone along the eastern edge of the Foothill Fault System and the Bear Mountain 
Fault Zone located on the western side of the Foothills Fault System. The Melones Fault Zone is 
classified as “active” (i.e., has demonstrated displacement within the last 100,000 years). The Bear 
Mountain fault zone is classified as “indeterminable active” (i.e., definitive evidence has not been 
established) (General Plan, page 280).  
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Soils within the City of Sonora are generally shallow. The nature of the soils underlying surface 
soils provide a good indicator of the likelihood of erosion, potential for shrinking and swelling, and 
slope stability. The project site soils are unclassified, as the project site is located within an urban 
area and currently developed (General Plan 2020). 
 

Discussion: 
 

a (i-iv) Less than Significant Impact: 

The project site is not located within the Alquist Priolo Earthquake Zone. There are several 
earthquake faults in Tuolumne County that could produce seismic activity; however, there are no 
known active faults in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project site. Therefore, the risk of 
fault rupture is low. Due to the existence of several active faults in the vicinity, project designs 
need to conform to the Uniform Building Code requirements for Seismic Risk Zone 3. The 
proposed project consists of improving an existing intersection, in an existing roadway, on 
relatively flat terrain. Therefore, it does not include structural features such as bridges or 
overpasses that substantially increase the risks of structural damage during a seismic event. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially increase risks associated with using the 
roadway. According to the City of Sonora General Plan EIR, soils located within the city are 
considered to have a low potential for liquefaction. The construction of roadway improvement 
must meet Caltrans and FHWA seismic standards, which would reduce seismic related impacts to 
less than significant.  

b-d) Less Than Significant Impact: 

There is no evidence that the project site is located on a geological unit or soil that is unstable, or 

that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on-or off-site 

landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. 

e) No Impact:  

The project consists of improving an existing intersection within an existing right-of-way at Snell 

Street and N. Washington/State Route 49 and would not require the use of septic tanks or 

alternative waste disposal systems to be built.  
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G.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 
impact on the environment? 

 
 

 
 

X  

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 
the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

 
Environmental Conditions:  

Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) are recognized by wide consensus among the scientific community to 
contribute to global warming/climate change and associated environmental impacts. The major 
GHGs that are released from human activity include carbon dioxide, methane, and nitrous oxide 
(OPR 2008). The primary sources of GHGs are vehicles (including planes and trains), energy plants, 
and industrial and agricultural activities (such as dairies and hog farms).  
 
The project site is located within the intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/State Route 
49; therefore, there are current GHG emissions continually emitting from the vehicles on the 
roads. However, the Tuolumne County Air Pollution Control District (TCAPCD) does not address 
GHG management in the Mountain Counties Air Basin in which the project site is located.  
Additionally, the TCAPCD, Tuolumne County and the City of Sonora have not adopted thresholds 
of significance for GHG emissions.  

 
Discussion: 

 
a) Less than Significant Impact:  

 
A minor amount of GHG emissions related to the project would result from the running of 
construction equipment and vehicles, however, the impact would be temporary and therefore 
less than significant. Additionally, implementation of the proposed project would also help reduce 
potential greenhouse gas emissions by smoothing the flow of traffic to allow automobile engines 
to operate more efficiently instead of idling during the current length of delay. By implementing 
goals to decrease stop-and-go driving and idling at intersections by shortening crosswalks for 
pedestrians, fuel efficiency may increase while greenhouse gas emissions may decrease. 
 

b) No Impact:  

 
The proposed project would not conflict with any applicable local or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions, therefore there would be no 
impact.   
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H.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through the routine transport, use, 
or disposal of hazardous materials? 

 
 

 
X 

  

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 
environment through reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of 
an existing or proposed school? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list 
of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 
result, would it create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

e) For a project located within an airport land 
use plan or, where such a plan has not been 
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or 
public use airport, would the project result in a 
safety hazard for people residing or working in 
the project area? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 
airstrip, would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working in the 
project area? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

g) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

h) Expose people or structures to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland 
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

As stated before, the proposed project includes the intersection improvements in an existing 
right-of-way. The improvements would consist of adding in pedestrian amenities, including 
benches, trash receptacles, an information kiosk, and a pocket park located within the blub-out. 
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Therefore, there would be limited demolition, with the exception of the existing sidewalk and a 
small amount of street paving in order to accommodate the new improvements. The majority of 
the roadway would remain in place and the existing lanes of traffic would be maintained through 
construction.  

 
Discussion:  

 
a, b) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated:  

 
Overall, it has been found that this project would not use, transport, emit, or handle hazardous 
materials other than those typically necessary for project construction. However, due to 
construction and excavation of sidewalks on Snell Street / Washington Street, the mitigation 
measures discussed below cover requirements for removing and repaving the sidewalks and 
roadways around the intersection.  

 
Hazards Mitigation Measure I:  Employees shall partake in training about hazards, safe work 
procedures, including specific information about the solvents used in mixing asphalt, for those 
employees that would be exposed to asphalt fumes during construction. 
Timing:  Prior to Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
 
Hazards Mitigation Measure II:  Create Material Safety Data Sheets for each employee assigned to 
work with or near asphalt processes, noting further that the Material Safety Data Sheets should 
include specific information including flashpoint, boiling point, acute and chronic effects of all 
chemical ingredients in the solution, protective equipment, as well as fire and emergency cleanup 
information. 
Timing:  Prior to Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 

 
c) Less Than Significant:  

 
The Sonora High School is located at 430 N. Washington Street. The southern property boundary 
is located approximately .02 miles from the intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/State 
Route 49. Proposed improvements to this intersection location consist primarily of removing the 
existing sidewalk, and repaving the sidewalk and the roadway in the existing right of way and 
would not generate substantial emissions over an extended period of time that would affect 
sensitive receptors or expose them to hazardous materials. Therefore, the impact is less than 
significant. 
 

d- h) No Impact:  
 

The proposed project site is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites pursuant to 
Government Code section 65962.5. The project would not impair implementation of an 
emergency response plan or evacuation plan; as the two lanes of traffic would remain open during 
construction. There are not any wildlands located adjacent to the project site. The proposed 
project is not in the vicinity of a private or public airstrip.  
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I.  Hydrology and Water Quality – 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table 
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby 
wells would drop to a level 
which would not support existing land uses or 
planned uses for which permits have been granted)? 

 
 

 
 

X  

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

 
 

 
X 

 

  

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

 
 

 
X 

 

 
 

 

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

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 
 

 
 

X 
  

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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Existing Environmental Conditions: 
  

The proposed project is located within an existing right-of-way, in the City of Sonora. The site is 
located within a highly developed urban area. There are no Tuolumne Utilities District (TUD) 
groundwater wells located in the project vicinity. The nearest is located approximately 1.35 miles 
west of the project site. The project site is connected to the City’s storm water drainage system 
through existing curbs, gutters and storm drains.  
 

Discussion:  
 

a, b) Less than Significant:  
 
The proposed project would involve a permanent connection to the water supply for the irrigation 
system. There is capacity in the system for this connection and would not result in a significant 
intensification of water use or in an increase in wastewater generation. The proposed project 
would not negatively affect groundwater and would benefit groundwater recharge a small amount 
where the landscape area is added. However, the proposed project would not substantially alter 
existing drainage patterns. The project would require construction-related permits and have 
temporary impacts on local water quality drainage patterns. These impacts would not violate any 
water quality standard and therefore would be less than significant.  

 
c- f) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated:  
 

The proposed project is already developed with impervious surfaces. The proposed project 
includes changes to the site that would result in slightly less impervious surfaces and more 
permeable surfaces in the proposed landscape areas. The project would not substantially alter the 
existing drainage pattern or water course in a manner which would result in erosion, siltation, or 
flooding on- or off-site. However, construction activities associated with the proposed project 
would involve removal of the existing sidewalk that could expose a very small amount of barren 
soils to sources of wind or water, resulting in the potential for erosion and sedimentation on and 
off the project site. Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce potential 
construction-related erosion impacts to a less than significant level.  

 
Hydrology and Water Quality Mitigation Measure I: Temporary erosion control measures shall be 
employed during construction for disturbed areas and no disturbed surfaces shall be left without 
erosion control measures in place during winter or spring months. 
Timing: During Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director  
 
Hydrology and Water Quality Mitigation Measure II:  Prepare Standard Operating Procedures for 
handling hazardous materials on the construction site to eliminate or reduce discharge of materials 
to storm drains. 
Timing: During Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Construction Contractor  
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g-i) No Impact:   
 

The proposed project does not include the construction of housing or structures. The project site 
is not located in an area that is at risk of inundation from the failure of a levee or dam, or an area 
subject to seiche, tsunami, or mudflow, therefore, there is no impact.  

 

 
J.  Land Use and Planning - 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No Impact 

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community?    X 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions: 
 

According to The City of Sonora General Plan 2020, the land use element is considered to be the 
most important element of the general plan.  Government Code Section 65302(a) states that a 
general plan shall include a land use element which designates the proposed general distribution 
and general location and extent of the uses of the land for housing, business, industry, open space, 
including agriculture, natural resources, recreation and enjoyment of scenic beauty, education, 
public buildings and grounds, solid and liquid waste disposal facilities, and other categories of 
public and private uses of land.      
 
The project site is previously developed and is located within an urbanized area. There are 
primarily commercial uses surrounding the project site, with residential to the east and west 
behind the commercial uses. The project site has a general plan land use designation of Historical 
Mixed Use and Commercial.  

 
Discussion:  

 
a – c) No Impact:  

 
The proposed project would improve pedestrian amenities to an already existing right-of-way. 
Therefore, it would not have an impact on dividing an established community. The proposed 
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project is part of the Vision Sonora Plan and implements the Sonora General Plan Implementation 
Measures; therefore, the proposed project is consistent with the local land-use plan. The 
proposed project would not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural 
community conservation plan because the project site is not located within an area that is subject 
to a habitat or natural community conservation plans. 

 
K.  Mineral Resources –  

 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan 
or other land use plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  

 
According to the City of Sonora General Plan, the soils in the Sonora area are relatively shallow 
and are unlikely to be used for export. The project site is located within an existing, highly 
urbanized area that is currently built out. 

 
Discussion:  

a – b) No Impact:  
The proposed project site is not located on, or in the vicinity of, land with a mineral resource 
designation (Sonora General Plan 2020, Figure 11, Areas of State Designated Mineral Land). 
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L.  Noise – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XI. NOISE – Would the project result in: 

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

 
 

 
X 

 

 
 

 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise levels? 

 
 

 
 

X  

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

X   

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

The proposed project is located within an urbanized commercial area and is not located in a noise 
sensitive area. However, an existing residential neighborhood is located east and west of the 
project site. Commercial uses surround the rest of the project site.  
 

Discussion: 

 
a, d) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation: 

 
The proposed project would not have any long-term noise associated with the improvements. 
Construction activities would have temporary noise associated with them. The following table 
shows anticipated noise levels of construction sites within the City of Sonora. The temporary 
construction noise is anticipated to exceed the listed levels below in Table 1. Therefore, the 
following mitigation measures would reduce impacts to less than significant.  
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Table 1: Noise Generators 
 
 

 

 

 

Construction Type 

 

 Operation 

 

Domestic Housing 

 

Office Buildings 

 

Public Works 

 

Ground-clearing and 

Excavation 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Scraper (88) 

 

Scraper (88) 

 

Scraper (88) 

 

Rock Drill (98) 

 

Rock Drill (98) 

 

Rock Drill (98) 

 

Foundations 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Concrete Mixer (85) 

 

Concrete Mixer (85) 

 

Concrete Mixer (85) 

 

Pneumatic Tool (85) 

 

Pneumatic Tool (85) 

 

Pneumatic Tool (85) 

 

Building 

Construction  

 

Concrete Mixer (85) 

 

Derrick Crane (88) 

 

Paver (89) 

 

Pneumatic Tool (85) 

 

Jack Hammer (88) 

 

Scraper (88) 

 

Finishing 

 

Rock Drill (98) 

 

Rock Drill (98) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Truck (91) 

 

Paver (89) 

Source: Environmental Protection Agency, Bolt, Beranek and Newman, Noise from Construction Equipment and Operations, Building Equipment 

and Home Appliances, (1971), pg. 27. 

 
Noise Mitigation Measure I: General construction activities shall be limited to the hours of 7 am to 7 
pm, Monday through Friday, 8 am to 5 pm on Saturday, and 10 am to 3pm on Sundays. With proper 
notice to nearby residential properties, night-time construction may occur. 
Timing: During Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
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Noise Mitigation Measure II: Local businesses within 300 feet of the project shall be given advanced 
notice of project construction schedules and notification of substantial temporary increases in local 
noise levels during project construction at the nearest properties to the construction activities. 
Timing: Prior to Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
 
Noise Mitigation Measure III: Separation between construction staging areas and the nearest 
residences shall be maximized. 
Timing: Prior to Construction  
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 

 
Noise Mitigation Measure IV: All internal combustion engines used for construction shall be fitted 
with mufflers.  
Timing: Prior and during construction  
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 
 
Noise Mitigation Measure V: Generators and compressors required during construction shall be 
located as far as possible from existing residents and, if necessary, shielded from view of those 
residences by portable noise barriers.  
Timing: During construction  
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sonora Community Development Director 

 
b) Less than Significant: 
 

The right-of-way improvements would not result in the generation of long-term or permanent 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. There would be a temporary 
impact from roadway excavation machinery during construction resulting in an impact that is less 
than significant due to the temporary nature of the disturbance. 

 
c, e, f) No Impact: 
 

Most of the ambient noise in the project vicinity emanates from traffic utilizing N. 
Washington/State Route 49. Noise levels, from the roadways would remain similar to existing 
conditions therefore; there would be no impact to the permanent increase of ambient noise in 
the project area. In addition, the project is not located with two miles of an airport and would not 
expose people to excess noise levels. 
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M.  Population and Housing – 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions: 
 

The proposed project consists of improving roadway and pedestrian amenities in an existing right-
of-way at the intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/State Route 49 in the City of Sonora. 
 

Discussion:  
 

a – c) No Impact:  
 

The proposed project would not induce population growth in the City directly with new homes or 
businesses or indirectly through the extension of roads or infrastructure that were not already 
addressed in the General Plan. Displacement of existing housing or persons would not occur since 
there are no houses within the right-of-way. The proposed project is located within an already 
established road network and would have no impact on population or housing. 
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N.  Public Services –  

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES: 

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

  

 

 

 

 

 

i).Fire protection?    X 

ii). Police protection?    X 

iii). Schools?    X 

iv). Parks?    X 

v). Other public facilities?    X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

The project site is currently within the jurisdiction of the Sonora Fire Department, which has 
primary responsibility for fire prevention, inspection and protection. The closest fire station to the 
project site is approximately 0.4 miles southwest, located at 201 South Shepard Street. Police 
protection is the responsibility of the City of Sonora Police Department. The police station is 
located 0.3 miles west of the project site at 100 South Green Street. The City of Sonora’s average 
response time for emergency calls approximately three minutes and non-emergency calls are 
responded to in approximately 15-20 minutes. 
 
The Sonora School District governs elementary and middle schools in the City of Sonora. The 
Sonora Union High School District also governs nursery, middle, and adult schools within the City 
of Sonora. The closest school to the project site is Sonora Elementary School, 0.3 miles north of 
the project site. Additionally, the City of Sonora owns and operates six public park facilities.  

 
Discussion:  
 

 i, ii, iii, iv, v) No Impact:  
 

During construction activities of the proposed project, traffic flow in the area would be managed 
through a traffic management plan that would ensure traffic flow in both directions is maintained. 
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The two lanes on Snell Street and Washington Street would be utilized to maintain traffic and 
emergency response access. Therefore, there is no impact to emergency services. Additionally, 
the project would be roadway improvement project and does not involve the creation of new 
housing. Therefore, there would be no impact on schools, parks or other public facilities.   

 
O.  Recreation –  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XIV. RECREATION -- 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial 

physical deterioration of the facility would occur 

or be accelerated? 

 

 

 

 

 
 

X 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities 

or require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an 

adverse physical effect on the environment? 

 

 

 

 

 
 

X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
 

There are several parks, recreation trails, and public use facilities in the City of Sonora. They range 
from children’s playgrounds to historical mining equipment. The proposed project consists of 
installing landscaping, replacing an existing sidewalk and improving pedestrian amenities on an 
existing right-of-way at the intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/State Route 49.  
 

Discussion: 
 

a – b) No Impact:  
 

The project would not impact the use of existing neighborhood or regional parks and thus would 
not cause physical deterioration of these facilities or require the construction of new facilities.  
There would be no impact on recreational facilities. 
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P.  Tribal Cultural Resources –  

 
a - b) No Impact  

Consistent with Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21080.3.1 (d) and per AB-52, the City of 
Sonora provided formal notification of the Washington Street / Red Church Intersection project 
and the opportunity to consult on it to the designated contacts of the Tribes that had requested 
notification on September 11, 2017. No further response was received. There are not resources 
within the project area that are listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 
Resources that would be considered significant to a California Native American Tribe. No other 
resources, other than the ones previously discussed in the Cultural Resources section, were 
determined to be significant pursuant to the Public Resources Code  
  

Would the project cause a substantial adverse 

change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 

21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural 

landscape that is geographically defined in terms of 

the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or 

object with cultural value to a California Native 

American tribe, and that is: 

Significant 

and 

Unavoidable 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

with 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No 

Impact 

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California 

Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register 

of historical resources as defined in Public 

Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or 

   X 

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its 

discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to 

be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 

subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 

5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in 

subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the 

significance of the resource to a California Native 

American tribe. 

   X 
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Q. Transportation/Traffic - 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project: 

a) Cause an increase in traffic which is 
substantial in relation to the existing traffic load 
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a 
substantial increase in either the number of 
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on 
roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

 
 

 
 

 

 X 

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a 
level of service standard established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

 
 

 
 

 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

X 

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

  X  

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?   X  

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?   X  

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs supporting alternative transportation 
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

 
 

 

 
 

X  

 
Existing Conditions:  

The proposed project would provide improvements to an existing the intersection of Snell Street 
and N. Washington/State Route 49. Currently, the City has experienced delays due to the skewed 
configuration of the Snell Street and N. Washington geometry and the location of the pedestrian 
crosswalks. With the traffic flow on State Route 49, there are delays during the peak hours. This 
intersection has a mix of vehicular and pedestrian traffic that utilize the facilities. Conflicts exist 
due to the current configuration and limited sight distances on some of the legs of the 
intersection. This intersection has been targeted by the City of Sonora for improvements for both 
aesthetic and safety reasons.  
 
Currently, there are on-street parking spaces along N. Washington on the west side of the road. 
There are no dedicated bike lanes along this portion of the roadway. 
 
There are no airports in the immediate vicinity of this project. 
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Discussion: 
 

a – c) No Impact:  
 

The proposed project is designed specifically to improve pedestrian and vehicular safety at the 
intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/State Route 49 at the Red Church. Consequently, 
the proposed project would implement, rather than conflict with plans that establish roadway 
performance standards with improved crosswalk geometry. The proposed project would not 
increase the capacity of the travel lanes for vehicles, but the improved intersection may slightly 
improve the flow of traffic thereby improving the level of service in the immediate area. The 
proposed project would not have an adverse effect on existing air traffic patterns, nor would it be 
located in the flight path of arriving and departing planes. 

 
d-g)Less than Significant:  
 

As previously discussed in Section M Public Services, the proposed project is intended to improve 
conditions at the intersection of Snell Street and N. Washington/State Route 49 in the City of 
Sonora. Therefore, the design features of the project create a beneficial impact to traffic 
conditions. During construction activities, emergency access would not be impacted because the 
existing two lane intersection would remain accessible during construction through the traffic 
management plan. Additionally, the proposed project would have a beneficial impact on 
pedestrian and bicycle safety along the road through the improved geometry of the intersection. 
Parking would be impacted through the removal of a few spaces during the reconfiguration of the 
intersection. The conceptual plan would allow for the parking spaces to be relocated to another 
portion of the roadway thereby maintaining the same level of parking  
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R.  Utilities and Service Systems – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve 
the project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

 
Existing Environmental Conditions:  
  

Water quality within Sonora is regulated by the State Regional Water Quality Control Board’s 
Central Valley Region 5. The City’s primary water source is public water supplied by the Tuolumne 
Utilities District (TUD). TUD maintains three water storage facilities within or adjacent to the city 
limits. TUD also provides public sewer service to the majority of the city.  Additionally, solid waste 
collection for the City of Sonora is provided by Cal-Sierra, which operates a transfer station and 
Material Recovery Facility located at 19309 Industrial Drive. Non-recyclable materials are hauled 
to the Forward Landfill near Stockton, California.  
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Discussion: 
 

a-g) No Impact:  
 

The proposed project would not result in increased demand to the Tuolumne Utilities District 
sanitary sewer system. Therefore, the proposed project would not exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board. The proposed project does 
not include uses that require wastewater or water service connections or that would generate 
solid waste during operations. There are existing water and sanitary sewer lines in the right-of 
way of Snell Road and Washington Street. Coordination between the City of Sonora and TUD 
during the design and ground-disturbance activities regarding these existing lines would occur to 
ensure service continuity. Solid waste generated by construction would be disposed properly in 
accordance with applicable local, state and federal laws as required by FHWA construction 
standards.  
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S.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE –  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

 
XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- 

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

 
 

X  
 

 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, 
and the effects of probable future projects)? 

 
 

 
 

 

 

X 
 

 

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

 
 

 
 

X 
 

 

 
Discussion 
 

a) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: 
 
As discussed in the Air Quality, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, 
and Noise sections of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND), the project 
would result in potentially significant temporary impacts as a result of construction that would 
have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment. However, adoption and 
implementation of mitigation measures described in this IS/MND would reduce these individual 
impacts to less than significant levels.  

 
b)  Less than Significant Impact: 

 
The project is consistent with the City’s General Plan to provide adequate infrastructure for 
growth and would not create any impacts that would be cumulatively considerable.  All project 
impacts have been reduced by adherence to basic regulatory requirements incorporated into the 
project. 
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c) Less than Significant Impact: 
 
The proposed project would not have any direct or indirect adverse impacts on humans because 
construction effects would be temporary and have been reduced or eliminated by incorporating 
mitigation measures into the project. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

 

The proposed project is located in the City of Sonora, in central Tuolumne County (Figure 1).  It is in 

the NE ¼ of Section 36, Township 2 North, Range 14 East, MDBM, on North Washington Street at the 

intersection with Snell Street and Elkin Street (Figure 2). 

 

The project will add landscaped pedestrian bulb-outs and replace sidewalk and curb ramps along 

Washington Street.  It will improve the Snell Street leg geometrically to provide a perpendicular 

approach.  It will incorporate pedestrian amenities, including benches, trash receptacles, and an 

informational kiosk, into a pocket park located within a bulb-out. Other than what is necessary to 

accommodate the new improvements, demolition will be limited to the existing sidewalk and areas of 

the roadway to be replaced with bulb-outs, with a small additional amount for pavement conformation 

work. The majority of the road will remain in place, and the existing two lanes of traffic will be 

maintained throughout construction.   

 

The proposed project is located within the Sonora Historic District boundary and is subject to design 

review according to Chapter 17.32 (Design Review/Historic zone) of the City of Sonora Zoning 

Ordinance, to “ensure the compatibility of the intended use with the uses traditionally conducted within 

the area” and being capable of coexisting in harmony with other uses within the area so as to insure the 

continuance of the historical significance of the area” (17.32.060 C).   

 

In August 2017, Foothill Resources, Ltd., Murphys, was contracted by Development Impact, Inc., Elk 

Grove, to prepare a Historical Resources Evaluation Report for the proposed project. Field survey and 

research were conducted in August and September 2017.  The report was prepared under the 

Guidelines of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) as they pertain to Cultural Resources. 

 

A visual inspection of the APE (Figure 3), resulted in the identification of nine buildings or structures, 

six of which had previously been evaluated as eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic 

Places (NRHP) and California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) as contributors to a potential 

Sonora Historic District (Marvin, Brejla, and Hinton 2016).   

 

The proposed Red Church Intersection Pedestrian and Traffic Improvement Project, as designed, 

should not constitute an adverse effect to the Sonora Historic District, as none of the identified historic 

resources will be directly affected, and the indirect effects will be positive.  However, as the Red 

Church at the head of North Washington Street is a California Historical Landmark and the iconic view 

of Sonora, it is recommended that any vegetation plantings be designed so that they don’t impact the 

views of the building from lower Washington Street (Figure 3).   

 

As the Project, as proposed, will have no adverse effects upon the historic character of Sonora, no 

mitigation measures are proposed.  As noted in 15126.4 (3) of the CEQA Guidelines regarding 

Mitigation Measures, “Mitigation measures are not required for effects which are not found to be 

significant.”  

 

 

 

 



Foothill Resources, Ltd.  iii 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS ........................................................................................................... ii 

I.    PROJECT DESCRIPTION ........................................................................................................ 1 
II.   SOURCES CONSULTED ......................................................................................................... 1 
III.  FIELD METHODS ................................................................................................................... 1 
IV.  HISTORICAL OVERVIEW ..................................................................................................... 1 

 Tuolumne County ................................................................................................................ 1 

 Sonora  ................................................................................................................................ 2 

V.    REGULATORY CONTEXT ................................................................................................... 3 

V1.  PROJECT IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ............................................................ 4 

VII. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS ......................................................................................... 4 
 A. Findings .......................................................................................................................... 4 
 B. Conclusions..................................................................................................................... 5 
VIII. BIBLIOGRAPHY ................................................................................................................... 6 
 Publications and Archival Sources ...................................................................................... 6 

 Maps .................................................................................................................................... 8 

 Preparer Qualifications ........................................................................................................ 9 

 

Figures 

1. Vicinity map ...................................................................................................................... 10 

2. Location map ..................................................................................................................... 11 

3. APE map ........................................................................................................................... 12 

4. Sonora Historic District ..................................................................................................... 13 

5. Washington Street, 1860s, view north towards St. James Church .................................... 14 

 

APPENDIX 

A. PHOTOGRAPHS OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES 

 

 



 

Foothill Resources, Ltd.   1 

I. PROJECT DESCRIPTION  

The proposed project is located in the City of Sonora, in central Tuolumne County (Figure 1).  It is in 

the NE ¼ of Section 36, Township 2 North, Range 14 East, MDBM, on North Washington Street at the 

intersection with Snell Street and Elkin Street (Figure 2). 

 

The project will add landscaped pedestrian bulb-outs and replace sidewalk and curb ramps along 

Washington Street.  It will improve the Snell Street leg geometrically to provide a perpendicular 

approach.  It will incorporate pedestrian amenities, including benches, trash receptacles, and an 

informational kiosk, into a pocket park located within a bulb-out. The west-side project limits begin at 

Snell Street, approximately 100 feet north of its intersection with North Washington Street (State Route 

49), south along the west side of North Washington Street to appoint approximately 230 feet south of 

Elkin Street.  The east side project limits begin at Elkin Street and run south to appoint approximately 

170 feet south of Elkin Street. Other than what is necessary to accommodate the new improvements, 

demolition will be limited to the existing sidewalk and areas of the roadway to be replaced with bulb-

outs, with a small additional amount for pavement conformation work. The majority of the road will 

remain in place, and the existing two lanes of traffic will be maintained throughout construction.   

 

The proposed project is located within the Sonora Historic District boundary and is subject to design 

review according to Chapter 17.32 (Design Review/Historic zone) of the City of Sonora Zoning 

Ordinance, to “ensure the compatibility of the intended use with the uses traditionally conducted within 

the area” and being capable of coexisting in harmony with other uses within the area so as to insure the 

continuance of the historical significance of the area” (17.32.060 C).   

 

 

II. SOURCES CONSULTED  

Background research was conducted to identify previously recorded cultural resources and studies 

within and adjacent to the APE.  The background research consisted of a literature and map review, 

archival research, and review of the Final Phase Sonora Historic Resources Inventory (Marvin, Brejla, 

and Hinton 2016). 

 

Primary historical themes within the APE focus on transportation, settlement, and architecture.   

 

 

III. FIELD METHODS 

An architectural field survey was conducted on 22 August 2017 by architectural historian Judith 

Marvin.  Historical research was conducted in August and September 2017.  Construction dates and 

architectural histories were obtained from Marvin, Brejla, and Hinton (2016). 

 

 

IV.  HISTORICAL OVERVIEW  

Tuolumne County.  The gold discovery precipitated a worldwide rush of peoples to the Sierra Nevada 

foothills. Virtually overnight, Native Americans were displaced as the land was populated with gold-

seekers from the Atlantic seaboard, the Midwest, Mexico, Central and South America, Europe, and 

Asia. Gold was located in Tuolumne County along the banks of Woods Creek, Sullivan Creek, Sonora 

Creek, Curtis Creek, and the Stanislaus and Tuolumne rivers. Towns such as Sonora and Jamestown 

quickly sprang up around the major strikes.  When California became a state in 1850, Tuolumne 

County was established as one of its original 27 counties, with Sonora always the county seat (for 
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additional information on Tuolumne County, the reader is referred to Davis-King and Marvin 1994, as 

well as to the popular histories of the county).     

 

Sonora (for a more definitive history of Sonora, see Marvin, Brejla, and Hinton 2016:17) 

The history of Sonora is typical of many other towns in the California foothills, with its booms and 

busts, colorful characters, and almost century-long dependence on mining.  The prosperity of the area 

had first been based upon the placer diggings in Woods and Sonora creeks. Before long, however, 

before Sonora had become a trading center for the neighboring mines.   

 

Following the discovery of gold in California on the South Fork American River on January 24, 1848, 

by early summer news of the newly discovered auriferous placers along the Stanislaus River and its 

tributaries diverted the gold seekers to that area.  Among those drawn to the new placers were 

discharged veterans of the recently ended Mexican War, others who had accompanied them during the 

conflict, as well as native Californians and other longtime residents. There were also a number of 

Mexicans from the State of Sonora who would play an important role in the founding of the gold camp 

that became today’s City of Sonora. The immense deposits of placer gold uncovered there in the 

following spring by Sonora miners gave birth to the camp of Sonora which would soon become one of 

the largest and liveliest diggings in the Southern Mines.   

 

In the spring and summer of 1849 thousands of other eager gold seekers made their way to the new 

diggings discovered by the Sonoranians. Like the former, accompanying them were merchants dealing 

in the wide variety of supplies and tools that they would require. There were also butchers and bakers, 

mule packers, and teamsters as well as some planning on opening restaurants and lodging houses. The 

new camp also attracted more than it needed of others anxious to share in the golden harvest: liquor 

dealers, gamblers, “black legs” (swindlers and cheats), and speculators who were not particular about 

how they acquired their gold. 

 

By the early summer of 1849 Sonora had become the major trading center of the Stanislaus and 

Tuolumne River diggings. Its population was steadily augmented by new arrivals from the East Coast 

and Europe who soon found that paying placer ground was becoming difficult to find. Incorporated in 

1851, by early 1852 the City of Sonora had assumed a cosmopolitan appearance, with the variety of its 

architecture reflecting the tastes of its American, European, and New World Hispanics far more than 

most of the other mining camps.  

 

Sonora began an economic decline in the 1860s with a loss of population due to the exhaustion of the 

vast surface placer gold deposits that had sustained her for many years. During the late 1860s and early 

1870s, thousands of Chinese miners came once they were free to work unmolested in the abandoned 

placers to extract the remaining gold dust deposits which was not remunerative enough for miners of 

most other races.  

 

Close behind the prospectors and miners came the agriculturalists, families from the eastern states and 

Europe who saw opportunities for stock-raising and truck garden operations on the open grasslands.  

Following the decline of placer deposits in the Mother Lode after ca. 1860, ranching became more 

important to the foothill economy.  Settlers established farms in the area where they grew hay, alfalfa, 

and wheat, and planted orchards.  Most families practiced a mixed agricultural economy, raising cattle, 

sheep, hogs, and poultry, which supplied them with a steady supply of foodstuffs augmented by 

vegetable gardens, vineyards, and orchards.  As the mining economy declined, however, farming 

gained importance as a family enterprise which helped to establish more permanence and stability in 

the society. 
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There was intermittent mining activity through the 1860s, and another small boom in the 1870s, but 

little sustained mining industry until the late 1880s “Second Gold Rush,” when advanced mining and 

milling technologies and the availability of foreign capital combined to warrant large-scale 

underground mining.  Although not a consistent employer, the industry experienced several significant 

revivals, particular in the late nineteenth century and again in the early twentieth, and provided the 

lifeblood of the area, with the preeminence of mining ensuring that all other local industries would be 

its auxiliaries.  Transportation, lumbering, water, power generation, and ranching have all been directed 

and influenced by the industry. 

 

Sonora, like the rest of the foothills, has recently experienced growth in its population; the economy is 

presently dependent upon employment by units of government, service industries, manufacturing, 

construction, tourism, and agriculture. Today there are a substantial number of private homes, public 

buildings and religious edifices which represent Sonora’s varied architecture dating back to the 1850s.  

 

 

V. CEQA REGULATORY CONTEXT  

As a result of a proposal to make improvements to the intersection of North Washington, Snell, and 

Elkin streets for the Red Church Pedestrian and Traffic Improvements Project, the City of Sonora 

required the parcel to be surveyed for cultural resources in compliance with the California 

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the California Register of Historical Resources. Guidelines for 

CEQA require identification of project effects on cultural resources (historic and prehistoric 

archaeological sites, buildings, and cultural sites) that are determined to be legally important.  Negative 

impacts to these resources (damage or destruction) must be mitigated; for archaeological resources this 

is generally achieved by recovering and recording the relevant data. Important resources are now 

defined as those determined eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources 

(California Register) (AB 2881, signed into law on September 27, 1992). These guidelines specify the 

criteria under which a property is determined eligible (OHP 1998, Chapter 11.5, Section 4851): 

 

A property must be significant at either the local, state or national level, under one or more of 

the following four criteria: 

 

(1) It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 

the history and cultural heritage of California or the United States; 

(2) It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history; 

(3) It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 

construction, or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values; 

(4) It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or 

history of the local area, California, or the Nation. 

 

The property must also exhibit integrity in relation to location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 

feeling, and association.  

 

Additionally, the resources were evaluated in accordance with Section 15064.5(a)(2)-(3) of the CEQA 

Guidelines, using the criteria outlined in Section 5024.1 of the California Public Resources Code. 
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VI. PROJECT IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS  

 

Architecturally Significant Resources   

 

CEQA Provisions.  California Public Resources Code Section 21083.2, which is part of CEQA, 

requires a Lead Agency to determine if a project may have a significant effect on unique archaeological 

resources.  The CEQA Guidelines expand upon the code in Section 15064.5, which extends the 

determination of significance of cultural resource impacts to historical resources.  “Historical 

resources,” according to this section, include the following:   

 

1) A resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register of 

Historical Resources by the State Historical Resources Commission. 

2) A resource included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in Section 5020.1(k) 

of the Public Resources Code, or identified as significant in a historical resource survey 

meeting the requirements in Section 5024.1(g) of the Public Resources Code shall be presumed 

to be historically or culturally significant.  Public agencies must treat any such resource as 

significant unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates that it is not historically or 

culturally significant. 

3) Any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record or manuscript which a lead agency 

determines to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, 

scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military or cultural annals of 

California may be considered to be a historical resource, provided the lead agency’s 

determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record.  Generally, a 

resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be “historically significant” if the 

resource meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources 

(emphasis added).   

 

Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines further defines a significant effect as one that may cause a 

substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.  A “substantial adverse change” 

means physical demolition, destruction, relocation or alteration of the resource or its immediate 

surroundings such that the significance of a historical resource is materially impaired.  The Lead 

Agency shall identify potentially feasible mitigation measures to mitigate significant adverse changes 

in the significance of a historical resource.   

 

 

VII. FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

A. Findings 

A visual inspection of the APE, located at the intersection of North Washington Street, Snell Street, 

and Elkin Street (Figure 3), resulted in the identification of nine buildings or structures, six of which 

had previously been evaluated as eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places 

(NRHP) and California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) as contributors to a potential Sonora 

Historic District.  The three ineligible modern properties include the City of Sonora Parking Structure, 

the Sonora Fire Museum and Parking Lot at 125 North Washington Street, and the commercial building 

(Ray Suess Insurance) at 144 North Washington Street.  Please see Marvin, Brejla, and Hinton 2016 for 

additional information.   

 

The following is a description of the eligible resources:   

 



Historic Resources Evaluation Report  

  Red Church Intersection Project, Sonora, California 

Foothill Resources, Ltd.   5 

1. St. James Episcopal Church (Red Church), 42 Snell Street (APN 001-092-02).  The Gothic 

Revival St. James Church was built in 1859-60, and is reportedly the oldest Episcopal Church 

in California.  The most iconic building in Sonora, it is a California Historical Landmark and 

individually eligible for listing on the NRHP and the CRHR.   

2. Rowan and Edna Hardin Home, 147 North Washington Street (APN 001-093-09).  Built in 

1910 and remodeled in 1924, this high-style Craftsman residence appears eligible for the 

CRHR. 

3. Street-Morgan Mansion, 23 Snell Street (APN 001-080-37).  This grand Queen Anne 

residence was built in 1896 for Frank and Ada Street, and appears eligible for listing on the 

CRHR. 

4. Street Brothers Store, 132/134 North Washington Street (APN 001-182-04). Built in the 

1850s as a one-story stone store, it was remodeled in the 1910s as the Bret Hart (sic Harte) 

Apartments, and appears eligible for the CRHR.  

5. Hall and Sutton Home, 124 North Washington Street, (APN 001-182-05).  Built in 1899, 

this Queen Anne Duplex appears eligible for the CRHR. 

6. Charles and Caroline Burden Home, 84 North Washington Street (APN 001-182-09).  The 

Burden house was built in 1878 and has been owned by the Burden and Segerstrom families 

until the present day.  It appears eligible for listing on the CRHR.  

 

B. Conclusions 

The proposed Red Church Intersection Pedestrian and Traffic Improvement Project, as designed, 

should not constitute an adverse effect to the Sonora Historic District, as none of the identified historic 

resources will be directly affected, and the indirect affects will be positive.  However, as the Red 

Church at the head of North Washington Street is the iconic view of Sonora, it is recommended that 

any vegetation plantings be designed so that they avoid any impact to the views of the building from 

lower Washington Street (Figure 5).   

 

Mitigation Recommendations.  As the Project, as proposed will have no adverse effects upon the 

historic character of Sonora, no mitigation measures are proposed.  As noted in 15126.4 (3) of the 

CEQA Guidelines regarding Mitigation Measures, “Mitigation measures are not required for effects 

which are not found to be significant.”  
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Figure 1.  Project Vicinity.  Sonora. 
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Figure 2.  Project Location.  (Base map: USGS Sonora, Calif. 7.5’, 1987).  Township 2 North, 

Range 14 East, a portion of Section 36. 
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Figure 3. Map of Area of Potential Effects. 
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Figure 4.  Sonora Historic Resources Inventory survey boundaries, 2016, showing concentration 
 



Historic Resources Evaluation Report  

  Red Church Intersection Project, Sonora, California 

 

 
Figure 5.  Washington Street, 1860s, view north towards St. James Church
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No. 1.  St. James Episcopal Church (Red Church), 42 Snell Street 
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No. 2.  Hardin Home, 147 N. Washington Street 

 

 

 

 
 

No. 3.  Street-Morgan Mansion, 23 Snell Street 
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No. 4.  Street Brothers Store/Bret Hart Apartments,  

132/134 North Washington Street 

 

 
 

No. 5.  Sutton Hall Duplex, 124 N. Washington Street 
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No. 6.  Burden/Segerstrom Home, 84 N. Washington Street 
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