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ERRATA 
FOR THE 

SACRAMENTO 2030 GENERAL PLAN PROJECT (#M04-031) 
FINAL MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

SCH#2007072024 
 
The following changes have been made to the discussion on pages 2-1 through 2-3 in 
the Final MEIR under the heading “General Plan Policy Changes Consistent with 
Proposed Mitigation Measures.”  This text is being added directly to the Final MEIR to 
demonstrate additional text revisions that are not shown in the Final MEIR.  To show the 
revisions included in this errata any text to be deleted is reflected in strikethrough and 
new text to be added is shown in double underline. 
 
General Plan Policy Changes Consistent with Proposed 
Mitigation Measures 
In some instances, City staff has revised proposed 2030 General Plan policies to be 
consistent with proposed policy revisions included in Draft MEIR mitigation measures.  
Changes to the following policies affect the significance conclusions of impacts in the 
Draft MEIR: ER 2.1.5, ER 2.1.6, ER 2.1.10, and ER 6.1.8.  In addition, new policies have 
been added to address specific mitigation measures identified in the Draft MEIR; these 
new policies have not yet been assigned an alphanumeric number.  As a result of the 
policy revisions and the addition of new policies and implementation programs, the 
following impacts have been reduced to less than significant after 2030 General Plan 
implementation: 

Impact # Impact Description 

Air Quality 

6.1-6 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan would result in TAC 
emissions that could adversely affect sensitive receptors. (Revised Policy 
ER 6.1.8 and Revised Implementation Program 13 have been added to 
the 2030 General Plan and reduce this impact to a less-than-significant 
level.) 

Revised Policy ER 6.1.8 

Development near TAC Sources. The City shall ensure that new development 
with sensitive uses located adjacent to toxic air contaminant sources, as 
identified by the California Air Resources Board (CARB), reduces potential health 
risks. In its review of these projects, the City shall consider current guidance 
provided by and consult with the CARB and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air 
Quality Management District. 

Revised Implementation Program 13 
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Sacramento 2030 General Plan 2 November 5, 2008 

The City shall require new development with sensitive uses located adjacent to 
mobile and stationary toxic air contaminants (TAC) be designed with 
consideration of site and building orientation, location of trees, and incorporation 
of appropriate technology for improved air quality (i.e., ventilation and filtration) to 
lessen any potential health risks. In addition, the City shall require preparation of 
a health risk assessment, if recommended by Sacramento Air Quality 
Management District, to identify health issues, reduce exposure to sensitive 
receptors, and/or to implement alternative approaches to development that 
reduce exposure to TAC sources. 

6.1-11 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan, in conjunction with 
other development in the SVAB, would generate TAC emissions that 
could adversely affect sensitive receptors. (Revised Policy ER 6.1.8 and 
Revised Implementation Program 13 have been added to the 2030 
General Plan and reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level.) 

Biological Resources 

6.3-13 Implementation of the City’s 2030 General Plan and regional buildout 
assumed in the Sacramento Valley could result in a regional loss of 
special-status plant or wildlife species or their habitat. (Revised Policy ER 
2.1.10 has been added to the 2030 General Plan which reduces this 
impact to a less-than-significant level.) 

Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 

Habitat Assessments.  The City shall consider the potential impact on sensitive 
plants for each project requiring discretionary approval and shall require 
preconstruction surveys and/or habitat assessments for sensitive plant and 
wildlife species.  If the preconstruction survey and/or habitat assessment 
determines that suitable habitat for sensitive plant and/or wildlife species is 
present, then either (1) protocol-level or industry-recognized (if no protocol has 
been established) surveys shall be conducted; or (2) presence of the species 
shall be assumed to occur in suitable habitat on the project site.  Survey Reports 
shall be prepared and submitted to the City and the CDFG or USFWS 
(depending on the species) for further consultation and development of 
avoidance and/or mitigation measures consistent with state and federal law. 

6.3-14 Implementation of the City’s 2030 General Plan and regional buildout 
assumed in the Central Valley could contribute to the cumulative loss of 
sensitive natural communities including wetlands and riparian habitat in 
the region. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 has been added to the 2030 
General Plan which reduces this impact to a less-than-significant level.) 
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Hydrology and Water Quality 

6.7-3 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could increase 
exposure of people and/or property to risk of injury and damage from a 
localized 100-year flood. (Added new policy (No Net Increase) to ER 1 
(Water Resources) to the 2030 General Policy which reduces this impact 
to a less-than-significant level.) 

New policy (No Net Increase) 

No Net Increase. The City shall require all new development to contribute no net 
increase in stormwater runoff peak flows over existing conditions associated with 
a 100-year storm event. 

6.7-6 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan, in addition to other projects in 
the watershed, could result in increased numbers of residents and 
structures exposed to a localized 100-year flood event. (Added new policy 
(No Net Increase) to ER 1 (Water Resources) to the 2030 General Policy 
which reduces this impact to a less-than-significant level.) 

Noise and Vibration 

6.8-5 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan could permit adjacent 
residential and commercial areas to be exposed to vibration peak particle 
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to highway traffic and 
rail operations. (Added new policy (Vibration Screening Distances) to EC 
3 (Noise) to the 2030 General Policy which reduces this impact to a less-
than-significant level.) 

New policy (Vibration Screening Distances) 

Vibration Screening Distances. The City shall require new residential and 
commercial projects located adjacent to major freeways, rail lines or light rail 
lines to follow the FTA screening distance criteria. 

6.8-6 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan could permit historic buildings 
and archaeological sites to be exposed to vibration-peak-particle 
velocities greater than 0.25 inches per second due to project construction, 
highway traffic, and rail operations.  (Added new policy (Vibration) to EC 3 
(Noise) to the 2030 General Policy which reduces this impact to a less-
than-significant level.) 

New policy (Vibration) 

Vibration. The City shall require an assessment of the damage potential of 
vibration-induced construction activities, highways, and rail lines in close 
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proximity to historic buildings and archeological sites and require all feasible 
mitigation measures be implemented to ensure no damage would occur. 

6.8-10 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan could result in cumulative 
impacts on adjacent residential and commercial areas exposed to 
vibration peak particle velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due 
to highway traffic and rail operations. (Added new policy (Vibration 
Screening Distances) to EC 3 (Noise) to the 2030 General Policy which 
reduces this impact to a less-than-significant level.) 

6.12-1 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in roadway 
segments located within the Policy Area that do not meet the City’s current 
LOS C standard or the proposed LOS D-E goal. 

6.12-8 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in a 
cumulative increase in traffic that would adversely impact the existing 
LOS for city roadways. 

 
The following impacts will remain significant and unavoidable even with new policies and 
revised policies included within the 2030 General Plan 

Biological Resources 

6.3-2 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could adversely affect 
special-status plant species due to the substantial degradation of the 
quality of the environment or reduction of population or habitat below self-
sustaining levels. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 has been added to the 2030 
General Plan; however the impact remains significant and unavoidable.) 

Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 

Habitat Assessments.  The City shall consider the potential impact on sensitive 
plants for each project requiring discretionary approval and shall require 
preconstruction surveys and/or habitat assessments for sensitive plant and 
wildlife species.  If the preconstruction survey and/or habitat assessment 
determines that suitable habitat for sensitive plant and/or wildlife species is 
present, then either (1) protocol-level or industry-recognized (if no protocol has 
been established) surveys shall be conducted; or (2) presence of the species 
shall be assumed to occur in suitable habitat on the project site.  Survey Reports 
shall be prepared and submitted to the City and the CDFG or USFWS 
(depending on the species) for further consultation and development of 
avoidance and/or mitigation measures consistent with state and federal law. 

6.3-3 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in 
substantial degradation of the quality of the environment or reduction of 
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habitat or population below self-sustaining levels of special-status 
invertebrates. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 has been added to the 2030 
General Plan; however the impact remains significant and unavoidable.) 

6.3-4 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in 
substantial degradation of the quality of the environment or reduction of 
habitat or population below self-sustaining levels of special-status birds, 
through the loss of both nesting and foraging habitat. (Revised Policy ER 
2.1.10 has been added to the 2030 General Plan; however the impact 
remains significant and unavoidable.) 

6.3-5 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in 
substantial degradation of the quality of the environment or reduction of 
habitat or population below self-sustaining levels of special-status 
amphibians and reptiles. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 has been added to 
the 2030 General Plan; however the impact remains significant and 
unavoidable.) 

6.3-6 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in 
substantial degradation of the quality of the environment or reduction of 
habitat or population below self-sustaining levels of special-status 
mammals. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 has been added to the 2030 
General Plan; however the impact remains significant and unavoidable.) 

6.3-8 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in the 
loss or modification of riparian habitat, resulting in a substantial adverse 
effect. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.5 has been added to the 2030 General 
Plan; however the impact remains significant and unavoidable.) 

Revised Policy ER 2.1.5 

Riparian Habitat Integrity. The City shall preserve the ecological integrity of 
creek corridors, canals, and drainage ditches that support riparian resources by 
preserving native plants and removing invasive, non-native plants.  If not feasible 
adverse impacts on riparian habitat shall be mitigated by the preservation and/or 
restoration of this habitat at a 1:1 ratio, in perpetuity. 

6.3-9 Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in a 
substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands and/or 
waters of the United States through direct removal, filling, or hydrological 
interruption. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.6 has been added to the 2030 
General Plan; however the impact remains significant and unavoidable.) 

Revised Policy ER 2.1.6 
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Wetland Protection.  The City shall preserve and protect wetland resources 
including creeks, rivers, ponds, marshes, vernal pools, and other seasonal 
wetlands. If not feasible, the mitigation of all adverse impacts on wetland 
resources shall be required in compliance with State and Federal regulations 
protecting wetland resources, and if applicable, threatened or endangered 
species.  Additionally, the City shall require either on- or offsite permanent 
preservation of an equivalent amount of wetland habitat to ensure no-net-loss of 
value and/or function. 

6.3-10 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan could result in the loss of CDFG 
defined sensitive natural communities such as elderberry savanna, 
northern claypan vernal pool and northern hardpan vernal pool resulting 
in a substantial adverse effect. (Revised Policy ER 2.1.10 has been 
added to the 2030 General Plan; however the impact remains significant 
and unavoidable.) 

Noise and Vibration 

6.8-4 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan could permit existing and/or 
planned residential and commercial areas to be exposed to vibration-
peak-particle velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to project 
construction. (Added new policy (Interior Vibration Standards) to EC 3 
(Noise) to the 2030 General Policy; however the impact remains 
significant and unavoidable.) 

New policy (Interior Vibration Standards) 

Interior Vibration Standards. The City shall require construction projects 
anticipated to generate a significant amount of vibration to ensure acceptable 
interior vibration levels at nearby residential and commercial uses based on the 
current City or FTA criteria. 

6.8-9 Implementation of the 2030 General Plan could result in cumulative 
construction vibration levels that exceed the vibration-peak-particle 
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second. (Added new policy (Interior 
Vibration Standards) to EC 3 (Noise) to the 2030 General Policy; however 
the impact remains significant and unavoidable.) 

New policy (Interior Vibration Standards) 

Interior Vibration Standards. The City shall require construction projects 
anticipated to generate a significant amount of vibration to ensure acceptable 
interior vibration levels at nearby residential and commercial uses based on the 
current City or FTA criteria. 
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The following changes have been made to Impact 6.12-1 on pages 6.12-76 through 
6.12-84 in the Draft MEIR.  These text changes are being added directly to the Final 
MEIR in Chapter 2, Changes to the Draft MEIR to demonstrate additional text revisions 
that are not shown in the Final MEIR.  To show the revisions included in this errata any 
text to be deleted is reflected in strikethrough and new text to be added is shown in 
double underline. 
 
Impact 
6.12-1 

Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in roadway 
segments located within the Policy Area that do not meet the City’s current 
LOS C standard or the proposed LOS D-E goal. 

Applicable Regulations None 
Significance Before Mitigation Significant 
Mitigation Included in the SGP Policies M 1.2.2, M 1.3.1, M 1.3.2, M 1.3.3, M 1.3.4, 

M 1.3.5, M 1.4.1, and M 1.4.2 
Significance after Mitigation 
Included in the SGP Significant 
Additional Mitigation Mitigation Measure 6.12-1 None available 
Residual Significance Significant and Unavoidable 
 

As discussed above, approximately 60 percent of the roadways evaluated within the city 
of Sacramento would operate at LOS C or better with the 2030 General Plan.  Significant 
project impacts would occur for 30 of the road segments for the 2030 General Plan, as 
shown in Table 6.12-9.  Table 6.12-9 shows that 23 of the 30 road segments would 
operate at LOS D, E or F conditions under the 2030 No Project scenario.  The remaining 
7 road segments would operate at LOS C conditions.  As shown in Table 6.12-12, a total 
of 25 roads along with Tower Bridge and I Street Bridge would need to be widened to 
operate at LOS C.  Widening of these roadways and bridges would not be feasible 
because it would require the purchase and removal of businesses and residences to 
accommodate wider roads or modifications to historic structures that may not be feasible 
due to the structural limitations.  However, the 2030 General Plan will add a new 
Implementation Program in Part 4 of the 2030 General Plan to address potential future 
river crossings.  That Implementation Program reads, “The City shall conduct additional 
studies to identify the location of future river crossings and shall amend the Street 
Classification Diagram to include new bridge locations." 

 

TABLE 6.12-12 
 

NUMBER OF THROUGH LANES REQUIRED TO MITIGATE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS 
BASED ON CURRENT SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS FOR ROADWAYS 

Roadway Impact Limits 

Existing 
# of 

Lanes 
2030 # of 

Lanes 

# of 
Lanes for 

LOS C 

# of 
Lanes for 
LOS D-E 

12TH STREET F to L Streets 3 3 5 4 
15TH STREET Broadway to J Street 3 3 4 4 
16TH STREET Broadway to G Street 3 3 5 5 
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TABLE 6.12-12 
 

NUMBER OF THROUGH LANES REQUIRED TO MITIGATE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS 
BASED ON CURRENT SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS FOR ROADWAYS 

Roadway Impact Limits 

Existing 
# of 

Lanes 
2030 # of 

Lanes 

# of 
Lanes for 

LOS C 

# of 
Lanes for 
LOS D-E 

29TH STREET J to Q Streets 3 3 5 4 
30TH STREET J to Q Streets 3 3 4 - 

Del Paso to Royal Oaks 4 4 6 - ARDEN WAY Capital City Fwy to Ethan Way 8 8 10 10 
BANNON ST Bercut to 5th Street 2 4 5 - 
BROADWAY 15th St to Franklin Blvd 4 4 6 6 
BROADWAY 58th to 65th Streets 2 2 4 4 
COLLEGE TOWN DRIVE La Riviera to Hornet 4 4 6 - 
COMMERCE PKWY New Market to Del Paso 6 6 8 - 
DEL PASO ROAD I-5 to Truxel 4 6 8 - 
ELKHORN BL SR 99 to E. Commerce 2 6 8 8 
EXPOSITION BL SR 160 to Tribute 4 4 6 - 
FLORIN ROAD 24th St to Franklin Blvd 4 4 8 6 
FOLSOM BL UPRR to Howe Ave 2 4 6 6 
HORNET DRIVE College Town to US 50 4 4 6 - 

3rd to 16th Streets 4 4 6 5 
I STREET 16th to 30th Streets 2 2 4 3 
I STREET BRIDGE 3rd to 3rd Streets 2 2 6 6 

3rd to 16th Streets 3 3 4 4 J STREET 
16th to 30th Streets 3 3 4 4 

L STREET 3rd to 16th Streets 3 3 4 4 
NATOMAS BLVD Del Paso Rd to N. Bend Dr 6 6 8 6 
RICHARDS BL Bercut to 5th Street 4 4 5 - 
ROSEVILLE ROAD Marconi Ave to I-80 2 4 6 6 
ROYAL OAKS DRIVE SR 160 to Arden Way 2 2 4 4 
SAN JUAN ROAD El Centro to Orchard 2 2 4 - 
TOWER BRIDGE 3rd to 3rd Streets 4 4 8 6 
TRUXEL ROAD I-80 to Gateway Park 8 8 14 10 
Notes: 
“-“ in “# of Lanes for LOS D-E” column indicates that no mitigations are required to provide LOS D-E conditions. 
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2007. 
 

A total of 47 roadway segments as well as the Tower Bridge and I Street Bridge would 
fail to achieve LOS D-E or better conditions under the 2030 General Plan, as shown in 
Table 6.12-13.  Proposed General Plan Policy M 4.1.5 states that the City shall continue 
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TABLE 6.12-13 
 

NUMBER OF THROUGH LANES REQUIRED TO ACHIEVE PROPOSED ROADWAY LEVEL 
OF SERVICE (LOS) D-E CONDITIONS 

Roadway Impact Limits 

Existing 
# of 

Lanes 

2030 
# of 

Lanes 

# of Lanes 
for 

LOS D-E 

Feasible to 
Provide Lanes for 

LOS D-E? 
12th Street F to L Streets 3 3 4 No 
12th/14th Av SR 99 to 36th Street 2 2 4 No 
16th Street Broadway to G Street 3 3 5 No 
29th Street J to Q Streets 3 3 4 No 
65th Street Folsom Blvd to 14th Ave 4 4 6 No 
Alhambra Bl Folsom Blvd to P Street 2 2 4 No 
Arcade Bl Marysville to Del Paso Blvd 2 2 4 No 
Arden Way Capital City Fwy to Ethan Wy 8 8 10 No 
Blair Av S. Land Park to Freeport Blvd 2 2 4 No 
Broadway 15th St to Franklin Blvd 4 4 6 No 
Broadway 58th to 65th Streets 2 2 4 No 
El Camino Av Stonecreek Dr to Marysville Blvd 2 2 4 No 
El Camino Av Capital City Fwy to Howe Av 4 4 6 No 
El Camino Av Northgate Blvd to American 2 2 4 No 
Elder Creek 65th St to Power Inn Rd 2 4 6 No 
Elkhorn Bl SR 99 to E. Commerce Pkwy 2 6 8 Yes 
Florin Perkins 14th Av to Elder Creek Rd 4 4 6 No 
Florin Rd Greenhaven Dr to I-5 4 4 6 No 
Florin Rd 24th St to Franklin Blvd 4 4 6 No 
Folsom Bl Howe Av to Watt Av 4 4 8 No 
Folsom Bl UPRR to Howe Av 2 4 6 No 
Freeport Bl Broadway to Seamas Av 4 4 6 No 
Fruitridge Rd Franklin Blvd to SR 99 4 4 6 No 
Fruitridge Rd 44th St to Ethel 4 4 6 No 
H St Alhambra Blvd to Carlson Dr 2 2 4 No 
Howe Av American River to US 50 4 6 8 No 
Howe Av US 50 to Folsom Blvd 4 6 8 No 
I St 3rd to 16th Streets 4 4 5 No 
I St 16th to 30th Streets 2 2 3 No 
I St Bridge 3rd to 3rd Streets 2 2 6 No 
J St 3rd to 16th Streets 3 3 4 No 
J St 16th to 30th Streets 3 3 4 No 
L St 3rd to 16th Streets 3 3 4 No 
Mack Rd Meadowview Rd to Franklin Blvd 4 4 6 No 
Mack Rd Tangerine to Center Pkwy 4 4 6 No 
Mack Rd Center Pkwy to Stockton Blvd 4 4 6 No 
Martin Luther King 
Jr. Bl Broadway to 12th Ave 2 2 4 No 
Marysville Bl I-80 to Arcade Blvd 2 4 6 No 
Northgate Bl Del Paso Rd to N. Market Blvd 4 4 6 No 
Northgate Bl I-80 to W. El Camino Av 4 4 6 No 
Raley Bl Bell Av to I-80 4 4 6 No 
Rio Linda Bl Main St to Bell Av 2 2 4 Yes 
Roseville Rd Marconi Av to I-80 2 4 6 No 
Royal Oaks Dr SR 160 to Arden Wy 2 2 4 No 
Silver Eagle Northgate Blvd to Norwood Av 2 2 4 Yes 
Tower Bridge 3rd to 3rd Streets 4 4 6 No 
Truxel Road I-80 to Gateway Park 8 8 10 No 
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2008. 
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to work with adjacent jurisdictions to help fund, evaluate, plan, design, construct, and 
maintain new river crossings. However, in order to achieve LOS D-E roadways and the 
two bridges would need to be widened to accommodate more lanes or new bridges 
would need to be constructed.  Additional roadway, transit, bicycle and pedestrian 
capacity is needed across the rivers to support the land use plan and to link the Central 
City with adjacent neighborhoods and jurisdictions.  The widening of existing roadways 
or bridges would require right-of-way acquisitions that would not be feasible on all of 
these roadways (or bridges) with the exception of three roadways (indicated in the table) 
because widening would require the purchase and removal of homes or businesses or 
modifications to historic structures. All but seven of those roadway segments would also 
fail to achieve LOS D-E or better conditions under the 2030 No Project scenario.  An 
assessment of the 47 roadway segments yielded a conclusion that modifying the Street 
Classification diagram to show added future lanes is feasible for three segments: 
Elkhorn Boulevard from SR 99 to E. Commerce Parkway (from 6 to 8 lanes), Rio Linda 
Boulevard from Grand Avenue to the north city limits (from 2 to 4 lanes), and Silver 
Eagle Road from Northgate Boulevard to Norwood Avenue (from 2 to 4 lanes).  
Implementation of road widenings for the remaining roadway segments would require 
right-of-way acquisitions and/or streetscape modifications that would result in significant 
impacts on adjacent businesses and residences as well as pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities.  The City will amend the Street Classification diagram to identify additional 
future lanes for these three roadways.  The City could instead modify the proposed Level 
of Service (LOS) policy to exempt the roadways from the proposed LOS D-E goal; 
however, instead of amending the LOS policy, the City has chosen to modify the Street 
Classification diagram to show an increased number of through lanes for those three 
specific roadway segments.  For the remaining roadway segments, the City is amending 
Policy M 1.2.2 in the Mobility section to exempt them from the proposed LOS D-E goal.  
The City is adding the following text bullets under Policy M 1.2.2: 

a. Core Area Level of Service Exemption- LOS F conditions are acceptable 
during peak hours in the Core Area bounded by C Street, the Sacramento River, 
30th Street, and X Street.  If a Traffic Study is prepared and identifies a LOS 
impact that would otherwise be considered significant to a roadway or 
intersection that is in the Core Area as described above, the project would not be 
required in that particular instance to provide further vehicular capacity-
enhancing improvements to that road segment or intersection in order for the City 
to find project conformance with the General Plan.  Instead, General Plan 
conformance could still be found if the project provides improvements to other 
parts of the city wide transportation system in order to improve transportation-
system-wide roadway capacity or to enhance non-auto travel modes in 
furtherance of the General Plan goals.  The improvements would be required 
within the project site vicinity or within the area affected by the project’s vehicular 
traffic impacts.  With the provision of such other transportation infrastructure 
improvements, the project would not be required to provide any mitigation for 
vehicular traffic impacts to road segments or intersections in order to conform to 
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the General Plan.  This exemption does not affect the implementation of 
previously approved roadway and intersection improvements identified for the 
Railyards or River District planning areas. 

b. Level of Service Standard for Multi-Modal Districts- The City shall seek to 
maintain the following standards in multi-modal districts that are characterized by 
frequent transit service, enhanced pedestrian and bicycle systems, a mix of uses, 
and higher density development. This shall include areas within ½ mile walking 
distance of light rail stations outside the Core Area and mixed-use corridors as 
designated by the City. 

Maintain operations on all roadways and intersections at Level of Service E or 
better at all times, including peak travel times, unless maintaining this LOS 
would, in the City’s judgment, be infeasible and/or conflict with the achievement 
of other goals.  Congestion in excess of Level of Service E may be acceptable, 
provided that provisions are made to improve the overall system and/or promote 
non-vehicular transportation as part of a development project or a City-initiated 
project. 

c. Base Level of Service Standard- The City shall seek to maintain the following 
standards for all areas outside of multi-modal districts. 

Maintain operations on all roadways and intersections at Level of Service D or 
better at all times, including peak travel times, unless maintaining this LOS 
would, in the City’s judgment, be infeasible and/or conflict with the achievement 
of other goals.  Congestion in excess of Level of Service D may be acceptable, 
provided that provisions are made to improve the overall system and/or promote 
non-vehicular transportation as part of a development project or a City-initiated 
project. 

d. Roadways Exempt from Level of Service Standard- The above LOS 
standards shall apply to all roads, intersections or interchanges within the City 
except as specified below.  If a Traffic Study is prepared and identifies a 
significant LOS impact to a roadway or intersection that is located within one of 
the roadway corridors described below, the project would not be required in that 
particular instance to provide further vehicular capacity-enhancing improvements 
to that roadway or intersection in order for the City to find project conformance 
with the General Plan.  Instead, General Plan conformance could still be found if 
the project provides improvements to other parts of the city wide transportation 
system in order to improve transportation-system-wide roadway capacity or to 
enhance non-auto travel modes in furtherance of the General Plan goals.  The 
improvements would be required within the project site vicinity or within the area 
affected by the project’s vehicular traffic impacts.  With the provision of such 
other transportation infrastructure improvements, the project would not be 
required to provide any mitigation for vehicular traffic impacts to the listed road 
segment or intersection in order to conform to the General Plan. 
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• 12th/14th Avenue: State Route 99 to 36th Street 
• 65th Street: Folsom Boulevard to 14th Avenue 
• Alhambra Boulevard: Folsom Boulevard to P Street 
• Arcade Boulevard: Marysville Boulevard to Del Paso Boulevard 
• Arden Way: Capital City Freeway to Ethan Way 
• Blair Avenue/47th Avenue: S. Land Park Drive to Freeport Boulevard  
• Broadway: 15th Street to Franklin Boulevard 
• Broadway: 58th to 65th Streets 
• El Camino Avenue: Stonecreek Drive to Marysville Boulevard 
• El Camino Avenue: Capitol City Freeway to Howe Avenue 
• Elder Creek Road: 65th Street to Power Inn Road 
• Florin Perkins Road: 14th Avenue to Elder Creek Road 
• Florin Road: Greenhaven Drive to I-5; 24th Street to Franklin Boulevard 
• Folsom Boulevard:65th Street to Watt Avenue 
• Freeport Boulevard: Broadway to Seamas Avenue 
• Fruitridge Road: Franklin Boulevard to SR 99 
• Howe Avenue: American River Drive to Folsom Boulevard 
• Mack Road: Meadowview Road to Stockton Boulevard 
• Martin Luther King Boulevard: Broadway to 12th Avenue 
• Marysville Boulevard: I-80 to Arcade Boulevard 
• Northgate Boulevard: Del Paso Road to SR 160 
• Raley Boulevard: Bell Avenue to I-80 
• Roseville Road: Marconi Avenue to I-80 
• Royal Oaks Drive: SR 160 to Arden Way 
• Truxel Road: I-80 to Gateway Park 

In addition, there are five special study segments that do not meet the proposed LOS D-
E goal.  These special study segments include 24th Street, Capitol Mall, Folsom 
Boulevard, Garden Highway, and J Street.  The City is revising Policy M 1.2.2 to exempt 
five special study segments that would not meet the proposed LOS D-E goal for the 
2030 horizon year.  The City is adding the following text bullet under Policy M 1.2.2: 

e.  Modify LOS Policies for Five Special Study Segments- The City shall exempt 
the following five special study segments, in the event that the Street 
Classification diagram is modified to reduce the number of lanes on those 
segments from four lanes to two lanes. 

• 24th Street: Meadowview Road to Cosumnes River Boulevard 
• Capitol Mall: 3rd Street to 5th Street 
• Folsom Boulevard: 34th Street to 47th Street and 59th Street to 65th Street 
• Garden Highway: Truxel Road to Northgate Boulevard 
• J Street: 43rd Street to 56th Street 

Although significant revisions have been made to Policy M 1.2.2. and the Street 
Classification diagram, these revisions would not be able to reduce the significance of 
the impact; therefore, the impact would be a potentially significant impact. 

Because a number of roadways would fail to meet the City’s current LOS C standard of 
significance, this is considered a potentially significant impact. 
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Mitigation Measures 

Implementation of the above policy language and changes to the Street Classification 
diagram would not improve traffic flow, but would be required to provide policy 
consistency within the 2030 General Plan.  This would be accomplished by eliminating 
the identified inconsistencies with applicable LOS policies by revising those policies to 
match LOS projections.  Implementation of the 2030 General Plan changes summarized 
above would not be able to reduce the significance of the impact; therefore, the impact 
would be significant and unavoidable. In addition future crossings of the Sacramento 
and American rivers would have potential localized impacts including traffic, biological, 
cultural, and noise.  These impacts would be significant and unavoidable. 

None available. 

Forty-seven (47) roadway segments and two bridges (Tower Bridge and I Street Bridge) 
would not meet the proposed LOS D-E goal.  Three mitigation measures are provided 
for city roadways, as summarized below.  

Mitigation Measure 6.12-1(a) addresses the two bridges that do not meet the 
proposed LOS D-E goal.  It involves conducting studies to identify the location of 
new river connections, amending the Street Classification diagram as locations 
are identified, and constructing new crossings of the Sacramento and American 
rivers. 

Mitigation Measure 6.12-1(b) and (c) addresses the forty-seven (47) roadway 
segments that do not meet the proposed LOS D-E goal.  An assessment of the 
47 roadway segments yielded a conclusion that modifying the Street 
Classification diagram to show added future lanes is feasible for three segments: 
Elkhorn Boulevard from SR 99 to E. Commerce Parkway (from 6 to 8 lanes), Rio 
Linda Boulevard from Grand Avenue to the north city limits (from 2 to 4 lanes), 
and Silver Eagle Road from Northgate Boulevard to Norwood Avenue (from 2 to 
4 lanes).  Implementation of road widenings for the remaining roadway segments 
would require right-of-way acquisitions and/or streetscape modifications that 
would result in significant impacts on adjacent businesses and residences as well 
as pedestrian and bicycle facilities.  The City shall amend the Street 
Classification diagram to identify additional future lanes for these three roadways 
OR modify the proposed Level of Service (LOS) policy to exempt the roadways 
from the proposed LOS D-E goal.  For the remaining roadway segments, the City 
shall amend the LOS policy to exempt them from the proposed LOS D-E goal.  

Mitigation Measure 6.12-1(d) addresses the five special study segments that 
do not meet the proposed LOS D-E goal.  It involves modifying the proposed 
Level of Service policy to exempt five special study segments that would not 
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meet the proposed LOS D-E goal for the 2030 horizon year, in the event that the 
Street Classification diagram is modified to reduce the number of lanes on those 
segments from four lanes to two lanes.  These special study segments that 
would be exempted from the LOS policy include 24th Street, Capitol Mall, Folsom 
Boulevard, Garden Highway, and J Street. 

Implementation of one or a combination of the mitigation measures detailed below and 
summarized above, would not be able to reduce the significance of the impact; 
therefore, the impact would be significant and unavoidable. In addition future 
crossings of the Sacramento and American rivers would have potential localized impacts 
including traffic, biological, cultural, and noise.  These impacts would be significant and 
unavoidable. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures 6.12-1(b) through 6.12-1(d) would not improve 
traffic flow, but would be required to provide policy consistency within the 2030 General 
Plan.  This would be accomplished by eliminating the identified inconsistencies with 
applicable LOS policies by revising those policies to match LOS projections. 

6.12-1 a)  The City of Sacramento shall include the following new policy in the 
Mobility section of the 2030 General Plan: 

Provide New River Connections. The City shall conduct additional 
studies to identify the location of future river crossings and shall amend 
the Street Classification diagram to include new bridge locations. 

 b) The City of Sacramento shall revise the Street Classification diagram to 
increase the number of through lanes on the following roadways in order 
to meet the LOS D-E threshold. 

• Elkhorn Boulevard (SR 99 to E. Commerce Parkway): 6 to 8 lanes 

• Rio Linda Boulevard (Grand Avenue to north city limits): 2 to 4 lanes 

• Silver Eagle Road (Northgate Boulevard to Norwood Avenue): 2 to 4 
lanes 

OR 

The City of Sacramento shall revise Policy M.1.2.2 in the Mobility section 
to read as follows: 

c.  Revise the LOS Policy for Three Roadway Segments- The City 
shall exempt the following roadways from the proposed LOS D-E 
goal.   
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• Elkhorn Boulevard (SR 99 to E. Commerce Parkway): 6 to 8 
lanes 

• Rio Linda Boulevard (Grand Avenue to north city limits): 2 to 4 
lanes 

• Silver Eagle Road (Northgate Boulevard to Norwood Avenue): 
2 to 4 lanes 

c) The City shall modify the LOS policies in the Mobility Element to exempt 
roadways that would not meet the proposed LOS D-E goal for the 2030 
horizon year.   

The City of Sacramento shall revise Policy M1.2.2 in the Mobility section 
to read as follows: 

a. Core Area Level of Service Exemption- LOS F conditions are 
acceptable during peak hours in the Core Area bounded by 
C Street, the Sacramento River, 30th Street, and X Street.  If a 
Traffic Study is prepared and identifies a LOS impact that 
would otherwise be considered significant to a roadway or 
intersection that is in the Core Area as described above, the 
project would not be required in that particular instance to 
provide further vehicular capacity-enhancing improvements to 
that road segment or intersection in order for the City to find 
project conformance with the General Plan.  Instead, General 
Plan conformance could still be found if the project provides 
improvements to other parts of the city wide transportation 
system in order to improve transportation-system-wide roadway 
capacity or to enhance non-auto travel modes in furtherance of 
the General Plan goals.  The improvements would be required 
within the project site vicinity or within the area affected by the 
project’s vehicular traffic impacts.  With the provision of such 
other transportation infrastructure improvements, the project 
would not be required to provide any mitigation for vehicular 
traffic impacts to road segments or intersections in order to 
conform to the General Plan.  This exemption does not affect 
the implementation of previously approved roadway and 
intersection improvements identified for the Railyards or River 
District planning areas. 

b. Level of Service Standard for Multi-Modal Districts- The City 
shall seek to maintain the following standards in multi-modal 
districts that are characterized by frequent transit service, 
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enhanced pedestrian and bicycle systems, a mix of uses, and 
higher density development. This shall include the Central 
Business District, areas within ½ mile walking distance of light rail 
stations outside the Core Area and mixed-use corridors as 
designated by the City. 

• Maintain operations on all roadways and intersections at Level 
of Service E or better at all times, including peak travel times, 
unless maintaining this LOS would, in the City’s judgment, be 
infeasible and/or conflict with the achievement of other goals.  
Congestion in excess of Level of Service E may be 
acceptable, provided that provisions are made to improve the 
overall system and/or promote non-vehicular transportation as 
part of a development project or a City-initiated project. 

c. Base Level of Service Standard- The City shall seek to maintain 
the following standards for all areas outside of multi-modal 
districts.  

• Maintain operations on all roadways and intersections at Level 
of Service D or better at all times, including peak travel times, 
unless maintaining this LOS would, in the City’s judgment, be 
infeasible and/or conflict with the achievement of other goals.  
Congestion in excess of Level of Service D may be 
acceptable, provided that provisions are made to improve the 
overall system and/or promote non-vehicular transportation as 
part of a development project or a City-initiated project.  

d. Roadways Exempt from Level of Service Standard- The above 
LOS standards shall apply to all roads, intersections or 
interchanges within the City except as specified below.  If a 
Traffic Study is prepared and identifies a significant LOS 
impact to a roadway or intersection that is located within one of 
the roadway corridors described below, the project would not 
be required in that particular instance to provide further 
vehicular capacity-enhancing improvements to that roadway or 
intersection in order for the City to find project conformance 
with the General Plan.  Instead, General Plan conformance 
could still be found if the project provides improvements to 
other parts of the city wide transportation system in order to 
improve transportation-system-wide roadway capacity or to 
enhance non-auto travel modes in furtherance of the General 
Plan goals.  The improvements would be required within the 
project site vicinity or within the area affected by the project’s 
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vehicular traffic impacts.  With the provision of such other 
transportation infrastructure improvements, the project would 
not be required to provide any mitigation for vehicular traffic 
impacts to the listed road segment or intersection in order to 
conform to the General Plan.  

• 12th/14th Avenue: State Route 99 to 36th Street 

• 65th Street: Folsom Boulevard to 14th Avenue 

• Alhambra Boulevard: Folsom Boulevard to P Street 

• Arcade Boulevard: Marysville Boulevard to Del Paso 
Boulevard 

• Arden Way: Capital City Freeway to Ethan Way 

• Blair Avenue/47th Avenue: S. Land Park Drive to Freeport 
Boulevard  

• Broadway: 15th Street to Franklin Boulevard 

• Broadway: 58th to 65th Streets 

• El Camino Avenue: Stonecreek Drive to Marysville Boulevard 

• El Camino Avenue: Capitol City Freeway to Howe Avenue 

• Elder Creek Road: 65th Street to Power Inn Road 

• Elkhorn Boulevard: SR 99 to Commerce Parkway 

• Florin Perkins Road: 14th Avenue to Elder Creek Road 

• Florin Road: Greenhaven Drive to I-5; 24th Street to Franklin 
Boulevard 

• Folsom Boulevard:65th Street to Watt Avenue 

• Freeport Boulevard: Broadway to Seamas Avenue 

• Fruitridge Road: Franklin Boulevard to SR 99 

• Howe Avenue: American River Drive to Folsom Boulevard 

• Mack Road: Meadowview Road to Stockton Boulevard 

• Martin Luther King Boulevard: Broadway to 12th Avenue 

• Marysville Boulevard: I-80 to Arcade Boulevard 

• Northgate Boulevard: Del Paso Road to SR 160 

• Raley Boulevard: Bell Avenue to I-80 
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• Rio Linda Boulevard: Grand Avenue to North City Limits 

• Roseville Road: Marconi Avenue to I-80 

• Royal Oaks Drive: SR 160 to Arden Way 

• Silver Eagle Road: Northgate Boulevard to Norwood Avenue 

• Truxel Road: I-80 to Gateway Park 

d) The City of Sacramento shall revise Policy M.1.2.2 in the Mobility section 
to read as follows: 

e.  Modify LOS Policies for Five Special Study Segments- The 
City shall exempt the following five special study segments, in the 
event that the Street Classification diagram is modified to reduce 
the number of lanes on those segments from four lanes to two 
lanes.   

• 24th Street: Meadowview Road to Cosumnes River Boulevard 

• Capitol Mall: 3rd Street to 5th Street 

• Folsom Boulevard: 34th Street to 47th Street and 59th Street to 
65th Street 

• Garden Highway: Truxel Road to Northgate Boulevard 

• J Street: 43rd Street to 56th Street 

The following changes have been made to Impact 6.12-8 on page 6.12-90 in the Draft 
MEIR.  These text changes are being added directly to the Final MEIR in Chapter 2, 
Changes to the Draft MEIR to demonstrate additional text revisions that are not shown in 
the Final MEIR.  To show the revisions included in this errata any text to be deleted is 
reflected in strikethrough and new text to be added is shown in double underline. 
 
Impact 
6.12-8 

Implementation of the proposed 2030 General Plan could result in a 
cumulative increase in traffic that would adversely impact the existing LOS 
for city roadways. 

Applicable Regulations None 
Significance Before Mitigation Significant 
Mitigation Included in the SGP Policies M 1.2.2, M 1.3.1, M 1.3.2, M 1.3.3, M 1.3.4, 

M 1.3.5, M 1.4.1, and M 1.4.2 
Significance after Mitigation 
Included in the SGP 

 
Significant 

Additional Mitigation Mitigation Measure 6.12-8 None available 
Residual Significance Significant and Unavoidable 
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As discussed above, Table 6.12-9 identifies cumulative impacts on a total of 66 roadway 
segments. Table 6.12-9 identifies all roadways in the city that would experience a 
significant increase in traffic associated with full buildout of the 2030 General Plan that 
would exceed the city’s current LOS C threshold. 

Cumulative development would result in a significant impact and the project’s 
contribution to that impact would be significant resulting in a potentially significant 
cumulative impact. 

Mitigation Measure 
Although the City is making significant revisions to Policy M 1.2.2, adding a new policy to 
address potential future river connections, and amending the Street Classification 
diagram, these revisions would not be able to reduce the significance of the impact.  
Therefore, cumulative impacts on city roadways would be significant and unavoidable. 

None available. 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 6.12-8, which re-imposes Mitigation Measure 
6.12-1 would provide for consistency with the 2030 General Plan, but would not reduce 
impacts to a less-than-significant level.  Therefore, cumulative impacts on city roadways 
would be significant and unavoidable. 

6.12-8 Implement Mitigation Measure 6.12-1. 
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2030 GENERAL PLAN  
 

FINAL MASTER ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
 

SCH No. 2007072024 
 

ERRATA No. 2: February 26, 2009 
 
The Draft Master Environmental Impact Report (Draft MEIR) was released for public review 
during the period July 9, 2008 to August 22, 2008. The Final MEIR has been prepared and 
distributed. The City has provided copies of responses to written comments on the Draft MEIR to 
persons and agencies submitting such comments. The City completed an Errata dated 
November 5, 2008. 
 
The following changes are being made to the Final MEIR as circulated. The discussion below 
identifies the changes and the affected sections of the Final EIR. 
 
1. Noise: Impact 6.8-2 (residential interior noise levels) and General Plan Policy 3.1.4  
 
Impact 6.8-2 identified an impact on residential interior noise levels that could occur as a result of 
development under the 2030 General Plan. These impacts were identified for existing and new 
residential construction. The Draft MEIR concluded that impacts would be significant and 
unavoidable because it is unlikely that existing residences would be renovated, and there is no 
assurance that all new construction would meet needed standards. 
 
Following distribution of the Final MEIR, staff has continued to examine the issue of residential 
interior noise levels as they relate to single-event noise. As described in the Draft MEIR, page 
6.8-2, the SEL is a noise indicator used to characterize the severity of noise events of short 
duration. This could include airplane overflights or noise from trains. The 2030 General Plan 
utilized the SEL standard in Environmental Constraints (EC) Policy 3.1.4: 

EC 3.1.4     Interior Noise Standards for Multiple, Loud Short-Term 
Events. The City may require new development in areas subject to frequent, high-
noise events (such as aircraft over-flights, or train and truck pass-bys) to meet the 
following interior noise standards during exposure to multiple noise events: 50 dBA 
SEL in bedrooms and 55 dBA SEL in other habitable rooms. In areas where high-
noise events are especially frequent (e.g., major commercial airports, mainline 
railroad tracks, and major truck routes or freeways); the City can require more 
stringent SEL standards if the events are especially loud and frequent resulting in 
unacceptable sleep disturbance.  

 
The primary concern raised regarding proposed EC Policy 3.1.4 is that it could result in 
establishing a threshold of significance for subsequent projects, and that such a threshold has 
not been evaluated with respect to its impact on new residential development. The City 
recognizes this as a legitimate concern. The primary focus of the proposed policy was to raise 
the issue of noise exposure and ensure that it is evaluated in the land use decision-making 
process. This can be achieved through a revision to the policy, as follows: 
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E.C. 3.1.4 Interior Noise Review Standards for Multiple, Loud Short-Term 
Events. The City may require  In cases where new development is proposed in 
areas subject to frequent, high-noise events (such as aircraft over-flights, or train 
and truck pass-bys) the City shall evaluate noise impacts on any sensitive 
receptors  from such events when considering whether to approve the 
development proposal, taking into account potential for sleep disturbance, undue 
annoyance, and interruption in conversation, to ensure that the proposed 
development is compatible within the context of its surroundings. to meet the 
following interior noise standards during exposure to multiple noise events: 50 dBA 
SEL in bedrooms and 55 dBA SEL in other habitable rooms. In areas where high-
noise events are especially frequent (e.g., major commercial airports, mainline 
railroad tracks, and major truck routes or freeways); the City can require more 
stringent SEL standards if the events are especially loud and frequent resulting in 
unacceptable sleep disturbance. 

 
The proposed policy would not establish a threshold of significance for single-event noise levels 
for residential construction, but would instead identify a relevant issue for new development. In 
appropriate cases the environmental document for new development would review the potential 
for sleep and conversation interruption, and annoyance, due to such noise events.  The revision 
to Policy EC 3.1.4 does not alter in any manner the analysis of this impact in the DMEIR nor the 
conclusion that the impacts would be significant and unavoidable. 
 
 
2. Transportation and Circulation 
 
Several changes have been made in the Transportation and Circulation section for the purpose 
of clarification. The revisions did not change the impact conclusions set forth in the MEIR.  
 
The Roadway level of Service (LOS) table in the technical appendices (CITE) was revised to 
separate the collector street designations into major collector and minor collector streets, revise 
the existing functional classifications used to determine the existing and General Plan No Project 
LOS values for several roadways, and to correct two street labels in the table. The LOS for minor 
collector streets is based on the capacity identified in Table 6.12-2 in the Draft MEIR, and the 
LOS for major collector streets is based on the capacity identified in Table A of the Street Design 
Guidelines.  
 
The following figures have been revised and are attached: 
 
 Figure 6.12-7  Street Classifications  
 Figure 6.12-8  Street Classifications – Core Area 
 Figure 6.12-9  Number of Lanes 
 Figure 6.12-10 Number of Lanes – Core Area 
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Table 6.12-2 on page 6.12-10 of the Draft MEIR is revised as follows: 
 

TABLE 6.12-2 
 

LEVEL OF SERVICE THRESHOLDS FOR ROAD SEGMENTS 
ADT Level-of-Service Capacity Threshold 

Operational Class 
Number of

Lanes A B C D E 
2 14,000 21,600 30,800 37,200 40,000 
4 28,000 43,200 61,600 74,400 80,000 
6 42,000 64,800 92,400 111,600 120,000 
8 56,000 86,400 123,200 148,800 160,000 

10 70,000 108,000 154,000 186,000 200,000 

Freeway Segments 

12 84,000 129,600 184,800 223,200 240,000 
2 9,000 10,500 12,000 13,500 15,000 
4 18,000 21,000 24,000 27,000 30,000 

Arterial – Low Access Control 
(Low access control roads 
generally have frequent driveways 
and 25-35 mph speeds) 6 27,000 31,500 36,000 40,500 45,000 

2 10,800 12,600 14,400 16,200 18,000 
4 21,600 25,200 28,800 32,400 36,000 

Arterial – Moderate Access 
Control 
(Moderate access roads generally 
have limited driveways and 35-45 
mph speeds) 6 32,000 37,800 43,200 48,600 54,000 

2 12,000 14,000 16,000 18,000 20,000 
4 24,000 28,000 32,000 36,000 40,000 

Arterial – High Access Control 
(High access roads generally have 
no driveways and 45-55 mph 
speeds) 6 36,000 43,000 48,000 54,000 60,000 
Collector Street - Minor 2 5,250 6,125 7,000 7,875 8,750 

4 16,800 19,600 22,400 25,200 28,000 
Collector Street - Major 2 8,400 9,800 11,200 12,600 14,00 
Local 2 3,000 3,500 4,000 4,500 5,000 
Source: City of Sacramento, 1996. 

 
 
Table 6.12-3 on page 6.12-13 of the Draft MEIR is revised to delete the portion of Elder 
Creek Road from Younger Creek to S. Watt; I Street from 21st to 22nd Streets; and Main 
Street between Norwood to Rio Linda as follows: 
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TABLE 6.12-3 
 

ROADWAY SYSTEM – EXISTING (2006-07) CITY ROAD SEGMENTS OPERATING AT LOS D OR 
WORSE 

Roadway Segment Lanes Daily 
Volume 

Existing LOS 

12th Street F to G Streets 3 19,200 D 
12th/14th Avenue 33rd to 34th Streets 2 18,000 F 
43rd Avenue S. Land Park to Holstein 2 7,100 D 
65th Street San Joaquin to 14th Avenue 4 29,500 D 
Alhambra Folsom to N 2 14,300 E 
Arcade Boulevard Marysville to Palmer 2 18,200 F 
Arden Way Harvard to Business 80 4 34,900 E 
Blair Avenue S. Land Park to Freeport 2 8,500 E 
Broadway  58th to 59th Streets 2 15,600 D 
El Camino Avenue Auburn Blvd. to Business 80 4 29,900 D 
El Camino Avenue Business 80 to Howe 4 32,800 E 
El Camino Avenue Rio Linda to Del Paso 2 16,200 D 
Elder Creek Road Stockton to Elk Grove-Florin 2 12,800 F 
Elder Creek Road Younger Creek to S. Watt 2 11,300 F 
Elkhorn Boulevard SR 99 to E. Commerce 2 14,600 D 
Florin Road Greenhaven to I-5 4 38,000 E 
Florin Road UP Rail line to Luther 4 36,700 F 
Florin Perkins Road Fruitridge to Elder Creek 4 30,000 D 
Folsom Boulevard Howe to Bicentennial 4 39,300 F 
Folsom Boulevard UPRR to Jed Smith Drive 2 23,500 F 
Freeport Boulevard 15th to 16th Avenue 4 30,200 F 
Freeport Boulevard Sutterville to Meer 4 29,200 D 
Fruitridge Road SR 99 to Martin Luther King 4 32,500 D 
Fruitridge Road 44th Avenue to Ethel 4 32,000 D 
Fruitridge Road Franklin to SR 99 4 32,600 E 
H Street 39th to 40th Streets 2 16,900 F 
Howe Avenue American River to Swarthmore 4 54,600 F 
Howe Avenue US 50 to Folsom 6 60,200 F 
I Street 5th to 6th Streets 4 25,200 D 
I Street 21st to 22nd Streets 2 10,800 F 
I Street Bridge 3rd to 3rd Streets 2 12,700 D 
J Street 5th to 6th Streets 3 21,900 E 
Mack Road Tangerine to Center Parkway 4 40,700 F 
Main Avenue Norwood to Rio Linda 2 8,400 E 
Martin Luther King 
Blvd. 

Broadway to 6th 2 9,300 F 

Meadowview Road Freeport to Mack 4 35,200 E 
Northgate 
Boulevard 

I-80 to W. El Camino 4 33,600 D 

Power Inn Road 14th Avenue to Belvedere 4 36,800 F 
Rio Linda Boulevard Main to Bell 2 7,900 E 
Roseville Road Connie to I-80 2 14,800 D 
W. El Camino 
Avenue 

Northgate to American 2 15,200 D 

Source: City of Sacramento and Fehr & Peers, 2008. 
 

386



  
5

Ta
bl

e 
6.

12
-9

 o
n 

pa
ge

 6
.1

2-
67

 o
f t

he
 D

ra
ft 

M
E

IR
 is

 re
vi

se
d 

to
 p

ro
vi

de
 u

pd
at

ed
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n 
fo

r s
om

e 
ro

ad
w

ay
 s

eg
m

en
ts

. 
 

TA
B

LE
 6

.1
2-

95 

 
20

30
 C

IT
Y 

R
O

A
D

W
A

Y 
IM

PA
C

TS
 –

 S
EG

M
EN

TS
 O

PE
R

A
TI

N
G

 A
T 

LO
S 

D
, E

, O
R

 F
 C

O
N

D
IT

IO
N

S 

20
30

 C
on

di
tio

ns
 

N
o 

Pr
oj

ec
t 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 

R
oa

dw
ay

 
Fr

om
 

To
 

C
ur

re
n

t 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s 

C
ur

re
nt

 
LO

S 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s
LO S 

V/
C

 
LO

S 
V/

C
 

Significant 
Project Impact

1 

Does Not Meet 
Old LOS C Goal

2 

Does Not Meet 
New LOS D/E 
Goal

3 

Cumulative 
Impact

4 

12
TH

 S
T 

F 
S

T 
G

 S
T 

3 
D

 
3 

F 
1.

20
 

F 
1.

34
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

12
TH

/1
4TH

 A
V

 
33

R
D

 ST
 

34
TH

 S
T 

2 
E 

2 
F 

1.
28

 
F 

1.
29

 
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
15

TH
 S

T 
J 

S
T 

K
 S

T 
3 

C
 

3 
C

 
0.

78
 

E
 

0.
93

 
√ 

√ 
 

√ 
16

TH
 S

T 
R

 S
T 

S
 S

T 
3 

C
 

3 
F 

1.
23

 
F 

1.
36

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 
29

TH
 S

T 
J 

S
T 

K
 S

T 
3 

C
 

3 
F 

1.
08

 
F 

1.
28

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 
30

TH
 S

T 
J 

S
T 

K
 S

T 
3 

A
 

3 
D

 
0.

80
 

D
 

0.
85

 
√ 

√ 
 

√ 
43

R
D
 A

V
 

S
. L

A
N

D
 P

A
R

K
 

H
O

LS
TE

IN
 

2 
D

 
2 

D
 

0.
88

 
D

 
0.

81
 

 
√ 

 
 

65
TH

 S
T 

S
A

N
 J

O
A

Q
U

IN
 

14
TH

 A
V

E
 

4 
D

 
4 

F 
1.

08
 

F 
1.

08
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

A
LH

A
M

B
R

A
 B

L 
FO

LS
O

M
 

N
  

2 
E

 
2 

E
 

0.
95

 
E

 
0.

95
 

 
√ 

√ 
 

A
R

C
A

D
E

 B
L 

M
A

R
Y

S
V

IL
LE

 
P

A
LM

E
R

 
2 

F 
2 

F 
3.

18
 

F 
2.

71
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

A
R

D
E

N
 W

Y
 

D
E

L 
P

A
S

O
 

R
O

Y
A

L 
O

A
K

S
 

4 
B

 
4 

D
 

0.
88

 
E

 
0.

91
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

A
R

D
E

N
 W

Y
 

P
O

IN
T 

W
E

S
T 

H
E

R
IT

A
G

E
 

8 
B

 
8 

D
 

0.
84

 
E

 
0.

94
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

B
A

N
N

O
N

 S
T 

B
E

R
C

U
T 

5TH
 

2 
A 

4 
B 

0.
70

 
E 

0.
91

 
√ 

√ 
 

√ 
B

LA
IR

 A
V

/4
3R

D
 

A
V

 
S

. L
A

N
D

 P
A

R
K

 
FR

E
E

P
O

R
T 

2 
E

 
2 

F 
1.

11
 

F 
1.

02
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

B
R

O
A

D
W

A
Y

 
16

TH
 

17
TH

 
4 

C
 

4 
F 

1.
04

 
F 

1.
15

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 
B

R
O

A
D

W
A

Y
 

58
TH

 
59

TH
 

2 
D

 
2 

F 
1.

09
 

F 
1.

17
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

C
O

LL
E

G
E

 
TO

W
N

 D
R

 
LA

 R
IV

IE
R

A
 

H
O

R
N

E
T 

4 
B

 
4 

D
 

0.
81

 
D

 
0.

86
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

C
O

M
M

E
R

C
E

 P
K

 
N

E
W

 M
A

R
K

E
T 

D
E

L 
P

A
S

O
 

4 
A

 
6 

C
 

0.
74

 
D

 
0.

89
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

D
E

L 
P

A
S

O
 R

D
 

I-5
 

TR
U

XE
L 

6 
A

 
6 

C
 

0.
74

 
E

 
0.

97
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

E
L 

C
A

M
IN

O
 A

V
 

R
IO

 L
IN

D
A

 
D

E
L 

P
A

S
O

 
2 

D
 

2 
F 

1.
23

 
F 

1.
24

 
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
E

L 
C

A
M

IN
O

 A
V

 
A

U
B

U
R

N
 B

L 
B

-8
0 

4 
D

 
4 

E
 

0.
91

 
D

 
0.

86
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

E
L 

C
A

M
IN

O
 A

V
 

B
-8

0 
H

O
W

E
 

4 
E

 
4 

E
 

0.
98

 
E

 
0.

99
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

E
LD

E
R

 C
R

E
E

K
 

R
D

 
S

TO
C

K
TO

N
 

E
LK

 G
R

O
V

E
-

FL
O

R
IN

 
2 

F 
D

 
4 

F 
1.

05
 

D
 

0.
85

 
 

√ 
 

 

E
LD

E
R

 C
R

E
E

K
 

R
D

 
65

TH
 S

T 
B

IB
B

 
4 

B
 

4 
E

 
0.

98
 

E
 

0.
90

 
 

√ 
√ 

√ 

E
LD

E
R

 C
R

E
E

K
 

R
D

 
Y

O
U

N
G

E
R

 
C

R
E

E
K

 
S

 W
A

TT
 A

V
E

 
2 

F 
C

 
4 

E 
1.

00
 

D
 

0.
80

 
 

√ 
 

 

387



  
6

TA
B

LE
 6

.1
2-

95 

 
20

30
 C

IT
Y 

R
O

A
D

W
A

Y 
IM

PA
C

TS
 –

 S
EG

M
EN

TS
 O

PE
R

A
TI

N
G

 A
T 

LO
S 

D
, E

, O
R

 F
 C

O
N

D
IT

IO
N

S 

20
30

 C
on

di
tio

ns
 

N
o 

Pr
oj

ec
t 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 

R
oa

dw
ay

 
Fr

om
 

To
 

C
ur

re
n

t 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s 

C
ur

re
nt

 
LO

S 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s
LO S 

V/
C

 
LO

S 
V/

C
 

Significant 
Project Impact

1 

Does Not Meet 
Old LOS C Goal

2 

Does Not Meet 
New LOS D/E 
Goal

3 

Cumulative 
Impact

4 

EL
KH

O
R

N
 B

L 
SR

-9
9 

E
 

C
O

M
M

E
R

C
E

 
2 

D
 

6 
E

 
0.

91
 

E
 

0.
93

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 

E
X

P
O

S
IT

IO
N

 B
L 

S
R

 1
60

 
TR

IB
U

TE
 

4 
A

 
4 

C
 

0.
78

 
D

 
0.

82
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

FL
O

R
IN

 
P

E
R

K
IN

S
 

E
LD

E
R

 C
R

E
E

K
 

FL
O

R
IN

 
4 

B
 

4 
E

 
0.

91
 

D
 

0.
81

 
 

√ 
 

√ 

FL
O

R
IN

 
P

E
R

K
IN

S
 

FR
U

IT
R

ID
G

E
 

EL
D

ER
 

C
R

E
E

K
 

4 
D

 
4 

F 
1.

21
 

F 
1.

08
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

FL
O

R
IN

 R
D

 
G

R
E

E
N

H
A

V
E

N
 

I-5
 

4 
E

 
4 

F 
1.

08
 

F 
1.

07
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

FL
O

R
IN

 R
D

 
U

P
 R

A
IL

 L
IN

E
 

LU
TH

E
R

 
4 

F 
4 

F 
1.

21
 

F 
1.

36
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

FO
LS

O
M

 B
L 

H
O

W
E

 
B

IC
E

N
TE

N
N

IA
L 

4 
F 

4 
F 

1.
63

 
F 

1.
58

 
 

√ 
√ 

√ 

FO
LS

O
M

 B
L 

U
P

R
R

  
JE

D
 S

M
IT

H
 

D
R

IV
E 

2 
F 

4 
E 

0.
94

 
F 

1.
02

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 

FR
E

E
P

O
R

T 
B

L 
S

U
TT

E
R

V
IL

LE
 

M
E

E
R

 
4 

D
 

4 
E

 
0.

96
 

D
 

0.
87

 
 

√ 
 

√ 
FR

E
E

P
O

R
T 

B
L 

15
TH

 A
V

 
16

TH
 A

V 
4 

F 
4 

F 
1.

10
 

F 
1.

06
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

FR
U

IT
R

ID
G

E
 R

D
 

FR
A

N
K

LI
N

 
S

R
 9

9 
4 

E
 

4 
E

 
0.

98
 

E
 

0.
91

 
 

√ 
√ 

 

FR
U

IT
R

ID
G

E
 R

D
 

S
R

 9
9 

M
A

R
TI

N
 

LU
TH

E
R

 K
IN

G
 

BL
 

4 
D

 
4 

D
 

0.
89

 
D

 
0.

87
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

FR
U

IT
R

ID
G

E
 R

D
 

44
TH

 S
T 

E
TH

E
L 

4 
D

 
4 

E
 

0.
99

 
E

 
0.

97
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

FR
U

IT
R

ID
G

E
 R

D
 

W
A

LL
A

C
E

 
FL

O
R

IN
-

PE
R

KI
N

S 
4 

A 
4 

D
 

0.
90

 
D

 
0.

84
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

H
 S

T 
39

TH
 

40
TH

 
2 

F 
2 

F 
1.

93
 

F 
1.

93
 

 
√ 

√ 
 

H
O

R
N

E
T 

D
R

 
C

O
LL

E
G

E
 

TO
W

N
 

W
B

 5
0 

O
N

-
R

AM
P 

4 
B 

4 
C

 
0.

79
 

E 
0.

96
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

H
O

W
E

 A
V

 
A

M
E

R
IC

A
N

 
R

IV
E

R
 

S
W

A
R

TH
M

O
R

E 
4 

F 
6 

F 
1.

12
 

F 
1.

11
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

H
O

W
E

 A
V

 
U

S
 5

0 
FO

LS
O

M
 

6 
F 

6 
F 

1.
25

 
F 

1.
24

 
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
I S

T 
5TH

 
6TH

  
4 

D
 

4 
F 

1.
06

 
F 

1.
27

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 

I S
T 

21
S

T  
22

N
D
 

2 
F 

A
 

2 
F 

B
1.

39
 

O
.6

8 
F 

1.
61

 
1.

01
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

I S
TR

E
E

T 
B

R
ID

G
E

 
3R

D
 

3R
D
 

2 
D

 
2 

F 
1.

95
 

F 
2.

17
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

388



  
7

TA
B

LE
 6

.1
2-

95 

 
20

30
 C

IT
Y 

R
O

A
D

W
A

Y 
IM

PA
C

TS
 –

 S
EG

M
EN

TS
 O

PE
R

A
TI

N
G

 A
T 

LO
S 

D
, E

, O
R

 F
 C

O
N

D
IT

IO
N

S 

20
30

 C
on

di
tio

ns
 

N
o 

Pr
oj

ec
t 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 

R
oa

dw
ay

 
Fr

om
 

To
 

C
ur

re
n

t 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s 

C
ur

re
nt

 
LO

S 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s
LO S 

V/
C

 
LO

S 
V/

C
 

Significant 
Project Impact

1 

Does Not Meet 
Old LOS C Goal

2 

Does Not Meet 
New LOS D/E 
Goal

3 

Cumulative 
Impact

4 

J 
S

T 
5TH

 
6TH

 
3 

E 
3 

E 
0.

97
 

F 
1.

04
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

J 
S

T 
28

TH
 

29
TH

 
3 

C
 

3 
D

 
0.

81
 

F 
1.

01
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

JA
C

K
S

O
N

 R
D

 
S

O
U

TH
 O

F 
 

FO
LS

O
M

 
2 

C
 

4 
E

 
0.

94
 

D
 

0.
86

 
 

√ 
 

√ 
L 

ST
 

5TH
 

6TH
 

3 
B 

3 
C

 
0.

80
 

F 
1.

04
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

M
A

C
K

 R
D

 
M

E
A

D
O

W
V

IE
W

 
FR

A
N

K
LI

N
 

4 
C

 
4 

E
 

0.
93

 
E

 
0.

91
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

M
A

C
K

 R
D

 
TA

N
G

E
R

IN
E

 
C

EN
TE

R
 

PK
W

Y 
4 

F 
4 

F 
1.

20
 

F 
1.

16
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

M
A

C
K

 R
D

 
C

E
N

TE
R

 P
K

W
Y

 
S

TO
C

K
TO

N
 

4 
C

 
4 

F 
1.

35
 

F 
1.

27
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

M
A

R
TI

N
 

LU
TH

E
R

 K
IN

G
 

B
L 

B
R

O
A

D
W

A
Y

 
6TH

 A
V 

2 
F 

2 
F 

1.
27

 
F 

1.
22

 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

M
A

R
Y

S
V

IL
LE

 B
L 

N
O

R
TH

 
G

R
A

N
D

 
4 

C
 

4 
F 

1.
12

 
E

 
0.

99
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

M
E

A
D

O
W

V
IE

W
 

R
D

 
FR

E
E

P
O

R
T 

M
A

C
K

 
4 

E
 

4 
F 

1.
10

 
E

 
0.

98
 

 
√ 

 
 

N
A

TO
M

A
S

 B
L 

N
. B

E
N

D
 D

R
IV

E
 

D
EL

 P
AS

O
 

6 
A 

6 
C

 
0.

77
 

D
 

0.
83

 
√ 

√ 
 

√ 

N
O

R
TH

G
A

TE
 B

L 
D

E
L 

P
A

S
O

 
N

O
R

TH
 

M
AR

KE
T 

4 
C

 
4 

F 
1.

15
 

F 
1.

11
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

N
O

R
TH

G
A

TE
 B

L 
N

O
R

TH
 

M
A

R
K

E
T 

I-8
0 

6 
B

 
6 

E
 

0.
91

 
D

 
0.

83
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

N
O

R
TH

G
A

TE
 B

L 
I-8

0 
W

 E
L 

C
AM

IN
O

4 
D

 
4 

F 
1.

17
 

F 
1.

09
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

N
O

R
TH

G
A

TE
 B

L 
H

A
R

D
IN

G
 

G
A

R
D

E
N

 H
Y 

4 
A 

4 
D

 
0.

81
 

D
 

0.
82

 
 

√ 
 

√ 
N

O
R

W
O

O
D

 A
V

 
LA

S
 P

A
LM

A
S

 
E

LE
A

N
O

R
 

2 
B

 
2 

E
 

0.
98

 
D

 
0.

85
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

R
A

LE
Y

 B
L 

C
IT

Y
 L

IM
IT

S
 

B
E

LL
 

2 
C

 
4 

E
 

0.
99

 
D

 
0.

82
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

R
AL

EY
 B

L 
BE

LL
 

I-8
0 

4 
C

 
4 

F 
1.

44
 

F 
1.

14
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

R
IC

H
A

R
D

S
 B

L 
B

E
R

C
U

T 
5TH

 
4 

A 
4 

B 
0.

70
 

E 
0.

91
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

R
IO

 L
IN

D
A

 B
L 

M
A

IN
 

B
E

LL
 

2 
E 

A
 

2 
F 

E
1.

55
 

0.
91

 
F 

1.
39

 
 

√ 
√ 

√ 

R
O

S
E

V
IL

LE
 R

D
 

C
O

N
N

IE
 

I-8
0 

2 
D

 
4 

D
 

0.
90

 
E 

0.
93

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 
R

O
Y

A
L 

O
A

K
S

 
D

R
 

S
R

 1
60

 
S

O
U

TH
G

A
TE

 
2 

C
 

2 
F 

1.
76

 
1.

10
 

F 
1.

90
 

1.
19

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 

S
A

N
 J

U
A

N
 R

D
 

E
L 

C
E

N
TR

O
 

O
R

C
H

A
R

D
 

2 
A

 
2 

D
 

0.
86

 
D

 
0.

89
 

√ 
√ 

 
√ 

S
A

N
 J

U
A

N
 R

D
 

TR
U

X
E

L 
R

O
C

K
H

A
M

P
T

4 
B

 
4 

D
 

0.
85

 
D

 
0.

83
 

 
√ 

 
√ 

389



  
8

TA
B

LE
 6

.1
2-

95 

 
20

30
 C

IT
Y 

R
O

A
D

W
A

Y 
IM

PA
C

TS
 –

 S
EG

M
EN

TS
 O

PE
R

A
TI

N
G

 A
T 

LO
S 

D
, E

, O
R

 F
 C

O
N

D
IT

IO
N

S 

20
30

 C
on

di
tio

ns
 

N
o 

Pr
oj

ec
t 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 

R
oa

dw
ay

 
Fr

om
 

To
 

C
ur

re
n

t 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s 

C
ur

re
nt

 
LO

S 
# 

of
 

La
ne

s
LO S 

V/
C

 
LO

S 
V/

C
 

Significant 
Project Impact

1 

Does Not Meet 
Old LOS C Goal

2 

Does Not Meet 
New LOS D/E 
Goal

3 

Cumulative 
Impact

4 

O
N

 
S

IL
V

E
R

 E
A

G
LE

 
R

D
 

N
O

R
TH

G
A

TE
 

N
O

R
W

O
O

D
 

2 
C

 
2 

F 
1.

18
 

E 
F 

0.
94

 
1.

21
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

TO
W

E
R

 B
R

ID
G

E 
3R

D
 

3R
D

 
4 

A 
4 

F 
1.

13
 

F 
1.

23
 

√ 
√ 

√ 
√ 

TR
U

XE
L 

R
D

 
G

A
TE

W
A

Y
 

PA
R

K 
I-8

0 
8 

C
 

8 
F 

1.
08

 
F 

1.
22

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

√ 

VA
LL

EY
 H

I D
R

 
C

EN
TE

R
 

FR
AN

KL
IN

 
2 

C
 

2 
D

 
0.

89
 

D
 

0.
86

 
 

√ 
 

√ 
W

E
S

T 
E

L 
C

A
M

IN
O

 A
V

 
N

O
R

TH
G

A
TE

 
A

M
E

R
IC

AN
 

2 
D

 
2 

F 
1.

33
 

F 
1.

31
 

 
√ 

√ 
√ 

N
ot

es
: 

1.
 

Si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
 P

ro
je

ct
 Im

pa
ct

 –
 2

03
0 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 
cr

ea
te

s 
a 

si
gn

ifi
ca

nt
 im

pa
ct

, b
as

ed
 o

n 
le

ve
l o

f s
er

vi
ce

 a
nd

 v
/c

 th
re

sh
ol

ds
, w

he
n 

co
m

pa
re

d 
to

 th
e 

20
30

 N
o 

Pr
oj

ec
t. 

2.
 

D
oe

s 
N

ot
e 

M
ee

t L
O

S 
C

 G
oa

l –
 2

03
0 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 
do

es
 n

ot
 m

ee
t t

he
 L

O
S 

C
 g

oa
l i

n 
th

e 
ol

d 
ve

rs
io

n 
of

 th
e 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n.
 

3.
 

D
oe

s 
no

t M
ee

t L
O

S 
D

/E
 G

oa
l –

 2
03

0 
G

en
er

al
 P

la
n 

do
es

 n
ot

 m
ee

t t
he

 L
O

S 
D

/E
 g

oa
l i

n 
th

e 
ne

w
 2

03
0 

G
en

er
al

 P
la

n.
 

4.
 

C
um

ul
at

iv
e 

Im
pa

ct
 –

 a
 s

ig
ni

fic
an

t c
um

ul
at

iv
e 

im
pa

ct
 o

cc
ur

s,
 b

as
ed

 o
n 

le
ve

l o
f s

er
vi

ce
 a

nd
 v

/c
 th

re
sh

ol
ds

, w
he

n 
co

m
pa

rin
g 

th
e 

20
30

 G
en

er
al

 P
la

n 
to

 e
xi

st
in

g 
co

nd
iti

on
s.

 
5.

 
Se

gm
en

ts
 th

at
 w

ou
ld

 o
pe

ra
te

 a
t L

O
S 

A,
 B

 o
r C

 u
nd

er
 th

e 
20

30
 G

en
er

al
 P

la
n 

ar
e 

no
t l

is
te

d 
in

 th
is

 ta
bl

e,
 b

ut
 a

re
 s

ho
w

n 
in

 F
ig

ur
e 

6.
12

-1
4.

 
LO

S 
= 

Le
ve

l o
f S

er
vi

ce
; V

/C
 =

 V
ol

um
e/

ca
pa

ci
ty

 ra
tio

.  
So

ur
ce

 –
 F

eh
r &

 P
ee

rs
, 2

00
8.

 

 

390



 

 9

The second to last sentence at the end of the first paragraph on page 6.12-71 is revised 
as follows: 
 

This portion of Elvas Avenue would operate at LOS B conditions if the planned number of 
through lanes were reduced to two lanes with a median. A reduction in the number of 
planned lanes, to two through lanes, is not projected to result in a diversion of traffic to 
parallel routes. 

 
Table 6.12-12 on page 6.12-77 is revised as follows: 
 

TABLE 6.12-12 
 

NUMBER OF THROUGH LANES REQUIRED TO MITIGATE SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS 
BASED ON CURRENT SIGNIFICANCE THRESHOLDS FOR ROADWAYS 

Roadway Impact Limits 

Existing 
# of 

Lanes 
2030 # of 

Lanes 

# of 
Lanes for 

LOS C 

# of 
Lanes for 
LOS D-E 

12TH STREET F to L Streets 3 3 5 4 
15TH STREET Broadway to J Street 3 3 4 4 
16TH STREET Broadway to G Street 3 3 5 5 
29TH STREET J to Q Streets 3 3 5 4 
30TH STREET J to Q Streets 3 3 4 - 

Del Paso to Royal Oaks 4 4 6 - ARDEN WAY 
Capital City Fwy to Ethan Way 8 8 10 10 

BANNON ST Bercut to 5th Street 2 4 5 - 
BROADWAY 15th St to Franklin Blvd 4 4 6 6 
BROADWAY 58th to 65th Streets 2 2 4 4 
COLLEGE TOWN DRIVE La Riviera to Hornet 4 4 6 - 
COMMERCE PKWY New Market to Del Paso 6 6 8 - 
DEL PASO ROAD I-5 to Truxel 4 6 8 - 
ELKHORN BL SR 99 to E. Commerce 2 6 8 8 
EXPOSITION BL SR 160 to Tribute 4 4 6 - 
FLORIN ROAD 24th St to Franklin Blvd 4 4 8 6 
FOLSOM BL UPRR to Howe Ave 2 4 6 6 
HORNET DRIVE College Town to US 50 4 4 6 - 

3rd to 16th Streets 4 4 6 5 
I STREET 16th to 30th Streets 2 2 4 3 
I STREET BRIDGE 3rd to 3rd Streets 2 2 6 6 

3rd to 16th Streets 3 3 4 4 J STREET 
16th to 30th Streets 3 3 4 4 

L STREET 3rd to 16th Streets 3 3 4 4 
NATOMAS BLVD Del Paso Rd to N. Bend Dr 6 6 8 6 
RICHARDS BL Bercut to 5th Street 4 4 5 - 
ROSEVILLE ROAD Marconi Ave to I-80 2 4 6 6 
ROYAL OAKS DRIVE SR 160 to Arden Way 2 2 4 4 
SAN JUAN ROAD El Centro to Orchard 2 2 4 - 
SILVER EAGLE ROAD Northgate to Norwood 2 2 4 4 
TOWER BRIDGE 3rd to 3rd Streets 4 4 8 6 
TRUXEL ROAD I-80 to Gateway Park 8 8 14 10 
Notes: 
“-“ in “# of Lanes for LOS D-E” column indicates that no mitigations are required to provide LOS D-E conditions. 
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2007. 
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Mitigation Measure 6.12-1 is revised to read as follows: 
 
6.12-1 The City of Sacramento shall revise Policy M1.2.2 in the Mobility section to read 
as follows:  
 
The City shall allow for flexible Level of Service (LOS) standards, which will permit increased 
densities and mix of uses to increase transit ridership, biking, and walking, which decreases 
auto travel, thereby reducing air pollution, energy consumption, and greenhouse gas 
emissions. 
a.  Core Area Level of Service Exemption—LOS F conditions are acceptable during peak hours 

in the Core Area bounded by C Street, the Sacramento River, 30th Street, and X Street. If a 
Traffic Study is prepared and identifies a LOS impact that would otherwise be considered 
significant to a roadway or intersection that is in the Core Area as described above, the project 
would not be required in that particular instance to widen roadways in order for the City to find 
project conformance with the General Plan. Instead, General Plan conformance could still be 
found if the project provides improvements to other parts of the citywide transportation system 
in order to improve transportation-system-wide roadway capacity, to make intersection 
improvements, or to enhance non-auto travel modes in furtherance of the General Plan goals. 
The improvements would be required within the project site vicinity or within the area affected 
by the project’s vehicular traffic impacts. With the provision of such other transportation 
infrastructure improvements, the project would not be required to provide any mitigation for 
vehicular traffic impacts to road segments in order to conform to the General Plan. This 
exemption does not affect the implementation of previously approved roadway and 
intersection improvements identified for the Railyards or River District planning areas. 

b. Level of Service Standard for Multi-Modal Districts—The City shall seek to maintain the 
following standards in the Central Business District, in areas within ½ mile walking distance of 
light rail stations, and in areas designated for urban scale development (Urban Centers, Urban 
Corridors, and Urban Neighborhoods as designated in the Land Use and Urban Form 
Diagram). These areas are characterized by frequent transit service, enhanced pedestrian 
and bicycle systems, a mix of uses, and higher-density development. 

■ Maintain operations on all roadways and intersections at LOS A-E at all times, including 
peak travel times, unless maintaining this LOS would, in the City’s judgment, be infeasible 
and/or conflict with the achievement of other goals. LOS F conditions may be acceptable, 
provided that provisions are made to improve the overall system and/or promote non-
vehicular transportation and transit as part of a development project or a City-initiated 
project. 

c.  Base Level of Service Standard—the City shall seek to maintain the following standards for all 
areas outside of multi-modal districts. 

■ Maintain operations on all roadways and intersections at LOS A-D at all times, including 
peak travel times, unless maintaining this LOS would, in the City’s judgment, be infeasible 
and/or conflict with the achievement of other goals. LOS E or F conditions may be 
accepted, provided that provisions are made to improve the overall system and/or 
promote non-vehicular transportation as part of a development project or a City-initiated 
project.  

d.  Roadways Exempt from Level of Service Standard—The above LOS standards shall apply  to 
all roads, intersections or interchanges within the City except as specified below. If a Traffic 
Study is prepared and identifies a significant LOS impact to a roadway or intersection that is 
located within one of the roadway corridors described below, the project would not be required in 392
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that particular instance to widen roadways in order for the City to find project conformance with 
the General Plan. Instead, General Plan conformance could still be found if the project provides 
improvements to other parts of the city wide transportation system in order to improve 
transportation-system-wide roadway capacity, to make intersection improvements, or to enhance 
non-auto travel modes in furtherance of the General Plan goals. The improvements would be 
required within the project site vicinity or within the area affected by the project’s vehicular traffic 
impacts. With the provision of such other transportation infrastructure improvements, the project 
would not be required to provide any mitigation for vehicular traffic impacts to the listed road 
segment in order to conform to the General Plan. 

 12th/14th Avenue: State Route 99 to 36th Street 
 24th Street: Meadowview Road to Delta Shores Circle 
 65th Street: Folsom Boulevard to 14th Avenue 
 Alhambra Boulevard: Folsom Boulevard to P Street 
 Arcade Boulevard: Marysville Boulevard to Del Paso Boulevard 
 Arden Way: Capital City Freeway to Ethan Way 
 Blair Avenue/47th Avenue: S. Land Park Drive to Freeport Boulevard 
 Broadway: 15th Street to Franklin Boulevard 
 Broadway: 58th to 65th Streets 
 El Camino Avenue: Stonecreek Drive to Marysville Boulevard 
 El Camino Avenue: Capitol City Freeway to Howe Avenue 
 Elder Creek Road: 65th Street to Power Inn Road 
 Florin Perkins Road: 14th Avenue to Elder Creek Road 
 Florin Road: Greenhaven Drive to I-5; 24th Street to Franklin Boulevard 
 Folsom Boulevard: 34th Street to Watt Avenue  
 Freeport Boulevard: Broadway to Seamas Avenue 
 Fruitridge Road: Franklin Boulevard to SR 99 
 Garden Highway: Truxel Road to Northgate Boulevard 
 Howe Avenue: American River Drive to Folsom Boulevard 
 J Street: 43rd Street to 56th Street 
 Mack Road: Meadowview Road to Stockton Boulevard 
 Martin Luther King Boulevard: Broadway to 12th Avenue 
 Marysville Boulevard: I-80 to Arcade Boulevard 
 Northgate Boulevard: Del Paso Road to SR 160 
 Raley Boulevard: Bell Avenue to I-80 
 Roseville Road: Marconi Avenue to I-80 
 Royal Oaks Drive: SR 160 to Arden Way 

 Truxel Road: I-80 to Gateway Park 
 393
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Mitigation Measure 6.12-3 on page 6.12-86 is revised to read as follows: 

 
6.12-3 The City of Sacramento shall include the following policy in the Mobility section of the 

2030 General Plan:  

Provide Fair Share of ITS Improvements. The City of Sacramento shall coordinate with 
Caltrans and provide a fair share of funding to implement ITS improvements on the above the 
following freeway segments upon mutual agreement of terms between the City and Caltrans. 

• Interstate 5 – Arena Boulevard to I-80 
• Interstate 5 – I-80 to West El Camino Avenue 
• State Route 50 – Freeport Boulevard to State Route 99 
• State Route 50 – 59th Street to 65th Street 
• State Route 50 – Howe Avenue to Watt Avenue  
• State Route 51 (Capital City Freeway) – Watt Avenue to I-80 
• State Route 51 (Capital City Freeway) – Arden Way to El Camino Avenue 
• State Route 99 – Broadway to 12th Avenue (FB/IGC) 

 
 
3. Climate Change 
 
During the hearings on the 2030 General Plan and the Master EIR, the State Office of the 
Attorney General, the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD), 
and others urged the City to make a finding of significance on the cumulative impact of 
greenhouse gas emissions on global climate change, based on the information contained in the 
draft and final MEIR, and to strengthen certain 2030 General Plan policies and implementation 
programs related to reducing greenhouse gas emissions.   
 
A determination of significance for greenhouse gas emissions and climate change would provide 
a base for enforceable mitigation under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Based 
on the views presented at the Planning Commission and City Council, the City has determined 
that greenhouse gas emissions that could be generated by development consistent with the 
2030 General Plan would be a cumulatively considerable contribution to climate change, and the 
impact is, therefore, a significant cumulative impact.  
 
In addition, the City has reviewed the various policies and implementation programs in the 2030 
General Plan that could mitigate greenhouse gas emissions, and has determined that a number 
of these policies should be revised. A list of such policies, including the changes that have been 
made to respond to the continuing discussion of climate change, has been included as part of 
the Mitigation Monitoring Plan that implements mitigation identified in the Master EIR.  
 
The 2030 General Plan calls for land use patterns that focus on infill and mixed use development 
that support public transit and increase opportunities for pedestrians and bicycle use; quality 
design guidelines and “complete” neighborhoods and  streets to enhance neighborhood livability 
and the pedestrian experience; “green building” practices including the adoption of a green 
building rating program and ordinance and the use of recycled construction materials and 
alternative energy systems; and adaptation to climate change, such as reducing the impacts 
from the urban heat island effect, managing water use, and increasing flood protection.  Specific 
goals, policies, and programs targeting greenhouse gas reductions commit the City to AB 32 
reduction targets, preparation of a greenhouse gas emissions inventory for existing land uses 

394
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and 2030 General Plan build-out, reductions in greenhouse gas emission from new development, 
and adoption of a climate action and adaptation plan by 2010 with on-going monitoring and 
reporting.   
 
The effects of the 2030 General Plan promote denser urban development within the current City 
territorial limits to accommodate population growth, which will reduce growth pressures and 
sprawl in outlying areas.  While total greenhouse gas emissions within the General Plan policy 
area may increase over time due to growth in population in the region, this increase is less than 
what would have occurred if the 2030 General Plan were not adopted and development of more 
land in outlying areas was permitted under the current 1988 General Plan.  Adoption of the 2030 
General Plan will put these key strategies in place immediately and begin to shape development 
as well as the activities of day-to-day living and  move the City and the region toward a more 
sustainable future.   
 
However, because the actual effectiveness of all the feasible policies and programs included in 
the 2030 General Plan that avoid, minimize, or reduce greenhouse gas emissions is unknown, 
the impact remains a significant and unavoidable cumulative impact. 
 
4.  Camino Norte 
 
The Draft MEIR discusses the environmental review process for projects that are consistent with 
the 2030 General Plan (see page 3-29 et seq.). One of the projects referenced is the annexation 
and development of Camino Norte. 
 
The Camino Norte site, in North Natomas, is designated as “Planned Development” in the 2030 
General Plan (page 2-124). Camino Norte is located outside the City’s sphere of influence, and 
would require approval of a sphere of influence amendment by the Sacramento Local Agency 
Formation Commission prior to annexation by the City and any subsequent entitlement approvals 
by the City. The population and employment estimates attributable to development in the Camino 
Norte area were included as part of the cumulative impact analysis in the Master EIR.  
 
Because the references to the status of the Camino Norte project area could create confusion, 
the reference to Camino Norte in the Draft Master EIR is revised as follows: 
 
Additions are underlined and deletions are struck out. On page 3-40 of the DMEIR, change 
the first paragraph to read: 
 

Future development along R Street in downtown, and sphere of influence 
amendment, annexation and development of Camino Norte located in North 
Natomas, are also potentially subsequent projects as well as future redevelopment 
activities anticipated within the six Focused Opportunity Areas discussed above. 
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5.  Figure 6.3-3: Natomas Basin HCP 
 
Figure 6.3-3 in the Draft MEIR and the revision to the same figure in the Final MEIR identify the 
City’s Permit Area under the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan. The revised figure in the 
Final MEIR is correct except that it includes the land area for the Greenbriar project in the City’s 
Permit Area in error. The Greenbriar project is located at the northwest corner of the intersection 
of Interstate 5 and State Highway 99, and Figure 6.3-3 will be amended to exclude this land area 
from the Permit Area, and Figure 6.3-3 will be further revised to indicate that it depicts the City’s 
Permit Area. 
 
 
6. Recirculation 
 
Errata No. 1, dated November 5, 2008, identified revisions to text in the Final EIR regarding 
General Plan changes. In some cases the revisions to the General Plan text reduced the 
significance conclusion of identified impacts to less than significant, and in other cases the 
impact remained significant and unavoidable. In this Errata No. 2, the policy regarding single 
noise events has been revised, technical changes are made in the Transportation and Circulation 
section, and minor changes in text regarding Camino Norte and the figure identifying the City’s 
Permit Area in the Natomas Basin HCP have been set forth.  
 
This Errata No. 2 also includes a discussion that confirms a significance conclusion regarding 
climate change. The climate change discussion and conclusion is based on the discussion of 
climate change and greenhouse gas emissions in the Draft MEIR and Final MEIR, and does not 
identify any new impact not fully discussed in the previous documents.  
 
The changes identified in the two Errata do not identify any new impacts or identify any 
substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact that would not be reduced to a 
less-than-significant level through mitigation, nor would the revised mitigation measures result in 
new significant environmental impacts. (CEQA Guidelines, Sections 15088.5(a)(1) and 
15088.5(a)(2).  Instead, the revised mitigation measures clarify and strengthen the effectiveness 
of the mitigation measures to help further reduce or avoid an impact. Because no new 
unmitigated impacts have been identified or created by the revised mitigation, the EIR is not 
changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful opportunity to comment upon a 
substantial adverse environmental effect of the Project (CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5(a)(4)). 
 The revisions to the EIR’s mitigation measures represent improvements to the analysis and 
mitigation of impacts and do not require recirculation of the EIR. 
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ATTACHMENT 6 
Changes to the Land Use and Urban Form Diagram 

 
Staff recommends a number of changes to the Land Use and Urban Form Diagram in order 
to ensure consistency with City codes, regulations and plans; recognize the prevailing 
density and character of existing neighborhoods; or respond to requests from other agencies, 
developers, landowners, or community members.  Staff has provided a brief description for 
each change listed below. Following the descriptions is a citywide map of the Land Use 
Diagram with all changes incorporated (Map 1) and individual maps of each recommended 
change (Maps 2-22). 
 
The following requested changes have been reviewed and are recommended by staff: 
 
• Ben Ali. Due to the existing low-density fabric, access difficulties, and lack of 

infrastructure in the Ben Ali neighborhood, the designation will be lowered from Suburban 
Neighborhood Medium Density to Suburban Neighborhood Low Density. (See Map 2) 

 
• Natomas Crossing. Alleghany Properties LLC, the landowner, requested that the property 

just south of Arco Arena at the corner of Arena Boulevard and Truxel Road be changed 
from Urban Center High to Suburban Center to be more consistent with the existing North 
Natomas Community Plan land use designation and as a more viable and realistic 
designation given existing conditions in the area, while still allowing sufficient density to 
support future light rail service. (See Map 3) 

 
• Natomas Crossing Planned Development. The property owners of 108 acres in the 

Natomas Crossing PUD requested the designation for the site be changed from 
Employment Center Mid Rise to Planned Development. Staff supports this request, 
because a development application for this site is currently under review. As with the 
other Planned Development sites, once a development project is approved by City 
Council, the 2030 General Plan will be amended to reflect the approved land uses. (See 
Map 4) 

 
• Correction of Central Business District Designation. The shape of the CBD designation 

will be extended to include all parcels zoned C-3 as well as key parcels along “I” Street. 
Some parcels that are not part of the CBD, such as a portion of the Railyards and certain 
parks and public uses, will be changed to reflect their appropriate designations. (See Map 
5) 

 
• Planned Development Areas: Railyards, Greenbriar, and Delta Shores. The General Plan 

requires that locations designated Planned Development be given new designations 
when underlying development projects are approved. This has occurred in the Railyards, 
Greenbriar, and Delta Shores. These areas will be given new designations as appropriate 
based on their plans approved by Council. (See Maps 6 – 8) 

 
• Northeast Line Light Rail Stations. Transit Village areas along the Northeast Light Rail 

Line, including Globe, Arden/Del Paso, Royal Oaks, Swanston, and Marconi Stations, 
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were examined based on existing conditions and the previous Transit for Livable 
Communities recommendations. In some cases the densities were lowered to provide 
more realistic development expectations, with the provision that the stations will be 
considered for more intense development when they are ready. (See Maps 9 – 11) 

 
• 47th Avenue Light Rail Station. Staff recommends changing the land use designation to 

the west of the station from Traditional Center to Employment Center Low Rise for 
consistency with existing viable industrial businesses. Policy language has been added to 
support a future transition to mixed use urban development when appropriate 
infrastructure and market conditions are in place. (See Map 12) 

 
• Regional Transit Maintenance Facility (Block between Capitol Ave, N St, 28th  St, and 29th 

St). RT intends to move their maintenance facility to a new location. Staff recommends 
that the land use designation of the existing facility be changed from Urban Corridor Low 
to Urban Corridor High for consistency with the adjacent Sutter General Hospital site and 
to encourage urban infill development in areas well served by transit. (See Map 13) 

 
• Crystal Creamery. This project, located in the northeast portion of Alkali Flat, was 

approved by City Council on October 28, 2008. It includes a mixture of residential, office, 
live/work spaces, and ground floor retail. To accommodate this recent entitlement, staff 
recommends changing the land use designation from Employment Center Low Rise to 
Urban Neighborhood Low Density. (See Map 14) 

 
• 7th Street Urban Edge (Conditional Recommendation). An owner of property near 7th and 

“F” Streets requested two blocks fronting the east side of 7th Street be changed from the 
Traditional Neighborhood Medium designation to Urban Corridor High and Urban Corridor 
Low. The purpose of this request is to create a transition zone between the Railyards and 
the Alkali Flat neighborhood.  Based on discussion at the October 16, 2008 Planning 
Commission meeting, staff proposed two modifications: 1) land use change to Urban 
Corridor Low only; and 2) staff support is contingent upon receiving a letter of support for 
this change from the Alkali Flat Neighborhood Association. This letter of support was 
submitted on October 30, 2008; therefore, staff now supports the change. (See Map 15) 

 
• 65th Street and Fruitridge. On December 2, 2008, Council requested that key parcels on 

the corner of 65th Street and Fruitridge Boulevard change from Traditional Neighborhood 
Low Density to Suburban Corridor to encourage commercial development on the site. 
(See Map 16) 

 
• Verizon Site (Administrative Correction). The Verizon office building, located on Freeport 

Blvd just north of Stonecrest Ave, was incorrectly labeled as part of the Delta Shores 
Planned Development area. It falls just outside the proposed area of the Delta Shores 
Specific Plan, therefore staff recommends changing the designation to Employment 
Center Low Rise to be consistent with the existing low-scale office use on the site. (See 
Map 17) 
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• Florin Perkins Site (Administrative Correction). The landowner of the Florin Perkins Site 
requested a land use change from Employment Center Low Rise to Industrial, which is 
not recommended by staff. Staff does, however, recommend an administrative correction 
that will replace Traditional Neighborhood Medium Density designation on the eastern 
portion of the public disposal facility with Employment Center Low Rise. (See Map 18) 

 
• Administrative Fixes for Consistency with Existing Zoning and Community Plans. Long 

Range Planning staff conducted a thorough analysis of the Draft Land Use Diagram and 
identified a number of administrative fixes based on the following criteria: 

o Consistency with existing zoning. 
o Consistency with existing Community Plans. 
o Consistency with recently entitled development projects. 
o In Florin and Meadowview Station areas, consistency with proposed Transit 

Oriented Development (TOD) Concept and Guidelines. 
 
These changes are shown in the Northern, Central, and Southern portions of Sacramento 
on Maps 19-22. 
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Change from Suburban Neighborhood Medium 
Density to Suburban Neighborhood Low Density
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development
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Change from Urban Center 
High to Suburban Center

Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 3
Natomas Crossing
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 4
Natomas Crossing

Change from Employment Center 
Mid Rise to Planned Development
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public
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Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 5
CBD Corrections

Additions to Central Business District

Change from Central Business 
District to Urban Center High 

Change from Central 
Business District to Parks

Change from Central 
Business District to Parks

Change from Central Business 
District to Public/Quasi-Public

Change from Parks to
Central Business District

Capitol Mall Median: Change from CBD to Parks
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 6
Railyards

Translations from plan approved by Council to 
corresponding 2030 General Plan land use designations
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 7
Greenbriar

Translations from plan approved by Council to 
corresponding 2030 General Plan land use designations
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 8
Delta Shores

Translations from plan approved by Council to 
corresponding 2030 General Plan land use designations.

For area outside the adopted boundaries of Delta Shores, 
translations from Planned Development to designations 
corresponding to expected development pattern.

Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space

DRAFT
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space

DRAFT
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Change from Traditional Neighborhood 
High Density to Traditional 
Neighborhood Low Density

Change from Urban Center 
Low to Urban Corridor Low

Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 9
Globe and Arden Del Paso Stations

Change from Urban Center Low to 
Urban Neighborhood Low Density

Change from Urban Center Low to 
Urban Neighborhood Low Density

Globe Station

Arden Del Paso Station

Change from Urban Center Low to 
Traditional Neighborhood Low Density

Change from Suburban Neighborhood 
Mdium Density to Suburban
Neighborhood Low Density
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space

DRAFT
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Change from Urban Neighborhood Medium 
Density to Urban Neighborhood Low Density

Change from Urban Neighborhood 
Medium Density to Urban Corridor Low

Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 10
Royal Oaks and Swanston Stations

Change from Urban Corridor 
High to Urban Corridor Low

Change from Urban Neighborhood 
Medium Density to Urban Corridor Low

Royal Oaks Station

Swan
sto

n S
tat

ion

Change from Traditional Neighborhood Low Density 
to Tranditional Neighborhood Medium Density
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space
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Change from Urban Neighborhood 
Medium Density to Urban Center Low

Change from Urban Neighborhood Medium
Density to Employment Center Low Rise

Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 11
Marconi Station

Change from Urban Neighborhood Medium Density 
to Traditional Neighborhood Medium Density

Change from Urban Corridor Low 
to Employment Center Low Rise

Mar
co

ni 
Stat

ion

Change from Urban Corridor Low to
Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density

Change from Suburban Neighborhood Medium
Density to Suburban Neighborhood Low Density

Change from Urban Corridor Low 
to Suburban Corridor
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 12
47th Avenue LRT

Change from Traditional Center to 
Employment Center Low Rise

Change from Traditional Neighborhood Low
Density to Employment Center Low Rise

Change from Traditional Center 
to Urban Center Low
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 13
RT Facility

Change from Urban Corridor Low to Urban Corridor High
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial
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Planned Development
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Open Space
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 14
Crystal Creamery

Change from Employment Center Low Rise 
to Urban Neighborhood Low Density
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space

DRAFT

7TH
 S

T

D ST

F ST

E ST

8T
H

 S
T

9T
H

 S
T

Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 15
7th Street Urban Edge

Change from Traditional Neighborhood 
Medium Density to Urban Corridor Low

Railyards
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 16

65th and Fruitridge

Change from Traditional Neighborhood
Low Density to Suburban Corridor

Leave Traditional Neighborhood
Low Density in anticipation of
planned parcel splits
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 17
Verizon Site (Administrative Correction)

Change from Planned Development
to Employment Center Low Rise

Delta Shores
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 18
Florin Perkins Site (Administrative Correction)

Florin Perkins Site.  Landowner requested land 
use change to Industrial.  Staff recommendation 
is to leave site Employment Center Low Rise.

Correct from Traditional Neighborhood Medium
Density to Employment Center Low Rise.

Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
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Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 
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Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
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Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)
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Planned Development

Public
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Open Space

DRAFT
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Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 19
Administrative Corrections: North Natomas

Change from Public/Quasi-Public to
Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density

Change from Public/Quasi-Public to 
Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density

Change from Public/Quasi-Public to
Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density

Change from Suburban Neighborhood 
High Density to Public/Quasi-Public 

Greenbriar

Change from Suburban Neighborhood High Density 
to Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density

Change from Suburban Neighborhood Low
Density to Employment Center Mid Rise
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 20
Administrative Corrections: North Sacramento

Suburban Low to Suburban High

Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space

DRAFT

Suburban Low to Parks

Suburban Medium to Suburban High

Suburban Medium to Suburban Corridor

Suburban Center to 
Suburban Low

Suburban Medium to Suburban High

Suburban Medium to 
Suburban High

Traditional Low to Traditional Medium

Suburban Medium to EC Low Rise

EC Low Rise to Suburban Low

Suburban Center to 
Suburban Medium

Suburban Medium to EC Low Rise

Traditional Center to EC Low Rise

Suburban Low to EC Low Rise
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 21

Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor

Urban Corridor Low

Urban Corridor High

Other Districts
Employment Center (Low Rise)

Employment Center (Mid Rise)

Industrial

Special Study Areas

Planned Development

Public

Parks

Open Space

DRAFT

Traditional Low to Traditional Medium
Suburban Low to Suburban Medium

Traditional Low to Traditional Medium
Traditional Low to Traditional Medium

Traditional Low to EC Low Rise

Administrative Corrections: Land Park and Fruitridge/Broadway Areas

Suburban Low to Suburban Medium
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Recommended Land Use Changes: Map 22
Administrative Corrections: Southern Area

Land Use Designations
Rural 

Rural Neighborhood

Suburban
Suburban Neighborhood Low 

Suburban Neighborhood Medium 

Suburban Neighborhood High 

Traditional 
Traditional Neighborhood Low

Traditional Neighborhood Medium 

Traditional Neighborhood High 

Urban
Urban Neighborhood Low 

Urban Neighborhood Medium 

Urban Neighborhood High 

Centers
Suburban Center

Traditional Center

Regional Commercial

Urban Center Low

Urban Center High

Central Business District

Corridors
Suburban Corridor
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