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June 14, 2011

Honorable Mayor and Members of the City Council
Honorable Chair and Members of the Redevelopment Agency

Title: 14th Avenue Extension Project

Location/Council District: 14" Avenue between Power Inn Road and Florin Perkins
Road; Army Depot Redevelopment Project Area; District 6.

Recommendation: Adopt: 1) a City Council Resolution a) amending the 14" Avenue
Master Plan Capital Improvement Project (T15098600) for additional scope items,
including but not limited to, final design, federal environmental clearance and
construction work; b) amending the 2010/11 Capital Improvement Program by
appropriating $3,500,000 in Army Depot Tax Increment, Tax Exempt and Taxable Bond
funds to the 14" Avenue Extension Project (T15098600); ¢) amending the 2010/11
Capital Improvement Program by fransferring $200,000 from the Major Street
improvements Program (T15098000) to the 14" Avenue Extension Project
(T15098600); d) resetting the Interim City Manager's administrative authority for the
Major Street Improvement Project (T15098000); e) authorizing the Interim City
Manager, or his designee, to amend the Individual Project Agreement with the
Redevelopment Agency to accept $3,500,000 in Army Depot Tax Increment, Tax
Exempt and Taxable Bond funds, and carry out the Project; f) approving the preliminary
design; and g) making related findings; 2} a City Council Resolution adopting the
Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigated Monitoring Program for the 14"
Avenue Project; and 3) a Redevelopment Agency Resolution a) amending the 2011
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency budget to defund $88,099 from Army
Depot Tax Exempt Elder Creek Road Feasibility Project funds, $1,381,854 from Army
Depot Development Assistance Taxable Bond funds and $2,030,047 from Army Depot
Development Assistance Tax Increment funds and appropriate $3,500,000 to the 141
Avenue Extension Project; b} authorizing the Executive Director, or her designee, to
amend the Individual Project Agreement for additional scope items and funding in the
amount not to exceed $3,500,000 with the City of Sacramento to carry out the Project;
and ¢} making related findings.

Contact: Chris Pahule, Assistant Director, 440-1350, Celia Yniguez, Redevelopment
Manager, 449-6255; Ryan Moore, Supervising Engineer, 808-8279

Presenters: None
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Department: Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency; Department of
Transportation

Description/Analysis

Issue: 14th Avenue is a major east-west collector/arterial with an incomplete one
mile segment between Power Inn Road and Florin Perkins Road (see
Attachment 1 — Map). The eastern half is a substandard two lane roadway and
the other is an open field. The partially developed segment provides access to
large vacant parcels, several vacant commercial buildings, and dilapidated
residential homes. The street lacks basic curb, gutter, sidewalk and bike lanes,
and the pavement is in need of major repair. The area also suffers from
extensive illegal dumping. The combination of illegal dumping and inadequate
infrastructure results in physical and economic blight, and an incomplete roadway
network which impacts adjacent businesses and property and business owners
in the surrounding area. The area has limited development due to the significant
infrastructure costs, and commercial rent rates are significantly lower than the
areas surrounding Power Inn Road/Folsom Boulevard and Power Inn
Road/Fruitridge Road. Many properties in the area are poorly maintained, and
the lack of access results in higher traffic volumes on other streets; both of which
negatively impact industrial, retail and commercial businesses in the area (see
Attachment 2 - Background).

In 2009, the Agency provided funds to the Department of Transportation to
analyze the feasibility and costs to widen and extend 14" Avenue between
Power Inn Road and Florin Perkins Road. This study was complete in December
2010 and determined a City Standard two lane or four |lane road is feasible with
an estimated cost of $7 million to $9.2 million. Currently, the City and Agency do
not have resources to complete the project. In order to be competitive for other
funding sources, the next steps are to complete the design, federal
environmental review, right of way acquisition and fund partial construction. The
funding amount for construction would serve as the required local match.
Therefore, an allocation of $3,500,000 in Army Depot Tax Increment, Tax
Exempt and Taxable Bond funds and $200,000 in local transportation funds is
recommended for this project.

Policy Considerations: The proposed project is consistent with the goals in the
Army Depot Redevelopment Plan to: 1) eliminate and prevent the spread of
blight and deterioration in accordance with the General Plan, applicable Plans
and local codes and ordinances; 2) eliminate or ameliorate public improvements,
facilities and utility deficiencies; preplan, redesign and develop underdeveloped
or poorly developed areas that are underutilized; and 3) promote private
investment and strengthen the area’s economic base. [tis in the 2009-2014
Army Depot Implementation Plan’s Redevelopment Program and is consistent
with the City of Sacramento’s 2030 General Plan Section 2 — Mobility Element,
Goal M.1 Barrier Removal (page 2-165) and Goal M 4.2 Complete Streets,
Figure M3A (page 2-193), the Southeast Area Transportation Study Report
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(SEAT Study) approved in 1999, and is ranked 12" in the 2010 Transportation
Programming Guide; and this action requested herein is consistent with the
Sacramento City Code Title 3 and with the City of Sacramento Strategic Plan
goals of improving and expanding public safety and enhancing livability.

Environmental Considerations:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA): City Findings - In
accordance with the State Guidelines for implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City’s Environmental Planning
Services Department has reviewed the proposed Project and determined
that with mitigation measures from the Master EIR for the 2030 General
Plan, the project will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment. A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) was prepared. and
made available for a 30-day public review period from April 26, 2011,
through May 25, 2011, in accordance with applicable CEQA Guidelines.
One comment letter was received in response to the Notice of intent to
adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration. The comment letter and City
response are included as an attachment to the MND. The Mitigated
Negative Declaration reflects the City’s independent judgment and analysis.

Redevelopment Agency Findings - As required by State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15096(f), the Redevelopment Agency has considered
the environmental effects of the proposed project as shown in the MND
prepared and adopted by the City. Because there is neither any new
information of substantial importance nor any substantial changes with
respect to the circumstances under which the project will be undertaken
that would require preparation of supplemental environmental
documentation, the recommended actions do not require further
environmental review per State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162 or
15163.

Sustainability Considerations: The activities included in this report have
been reviewed for consistency with the goals, policies, and targets of the
Sustainability Master Plan and the 2030 General Plan. [f approved, the
contents of this report will advance the following goals, policies, and
targets: street and infrastructure improvements aligns with goal number
five — Public Health and Nutrition, item 3 — Create Healthy Urban
Environments through Restorative Redevelopment.

Other: There is no federal funding associated with this action; therefore,
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) does not apply. NEPA
clearance required for use of federal transportation funds will be
completed prior to any choice limiting actions.
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Committee/Commission Action: At its meeting of April 28, 2011, the Army
Depot Redevelopment Advisory Committee reviewed the staff recommendation
for this item. They approved a motion to recommend allocation of all available
Army Depot Redevelopment Project Area funds. The vote was as follows:

AYES: Barney, Coburn, O'Brien, Narayan, Pinkston, Portillo, Stein,
Higgins, Gilliam
NOES: None

ABSENT: Mayberry

At its meeting on May 18, 2011, the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment
Commission considered the staff recommendation for this item. The votes were

as follows:

AYES: Burruss, Chan, Fowler, Gore, Johnson, Morgan, Morton,
Rosa, Shah, Stivers

NOES: none

ABSENT:  Alcalay

Rationale for Recommendation: The proposed 14" Avenue Extension Project
{Project) will widen and improve the existing substandard road to four lanes and
extend it through City right-of-way to Florin Perkins Road. The estimated project
costs range from $7 million to $9.2 million which includes design, additional right-
of-way acquisition to construct a two or four lane road, a landscaped center
median, bike lanes, vertical curb, gutter, sidewalk, landscaped planters, street
lighting, and drainage improvements. Final design documents and NEPA
environmental review will take approximately 16 months. This will prepare the
project to be competitive for state and federal funding opportunities in 2012 and
2013. The community has expressed strong support for the proposed Project.
Completion of the proposed Project will eliminate inadequate public
infrastructure, relieve traffic congestion in the area, specifically, the heavily used
Power Inn Road/Fruitridge Road area, and increase mobility for vehicles,
bicyclists, and pedestrians through the industrial/commercial land and
neighborhoods. It will facilitate private investment to address depreciated and
stagnant property values, high business vacancies, and low lease rates. It will
also assist in the creation of a transportation system which better links the City
and encourages redevelopment and economic development.
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Financial Considerations: This report recommends defunding and reallocating
$88,099 from Army Depot Tax Exempt Elder Creek Road Feasibility Project funds,
$1,381,854 from Army Depot Development Assistance Taxable Bond funds and
$2,030,047 from Army Depot Development Assistance Tax increment funds for a total
of $3,500,000, and transferring $200,000 in local transportation funds. There are
insufficient City of Sacramento funds readily available to complete the proposed Project.

M/WBE Considerations: The activities recommended in this staff report do not involve
federal funding; therefore, there are no M/WBE requirements.

Emerging and Small Business Development (ESBD): There are no goods or
services procured by the City with this action. If any are required, it will be made in
accordance with the ESBD program requirements. Small Business Enterprise program
requirements will be applied to the extent required by Agency policy.

Respectfully Submitted by

Recommendation Approved:

ChssarsiatS @/‘m

i, WILLIAM H EDGAR ©

Interim City Manager Agency{CounseI
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Background

Existing Conditions

14th Avenue is a major east-west collector/arterial roadway that has two to four
travel lanes west of Power Inn Road to Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard and two
travel lanes east of Power Inn Road, which ends at a field approximately one half
mile east of Power Inn Road. City right-of-way extends east for one half mile from
the end of the roadway to Florin Perkins Road. The substandard two lane
segment is mainly used by commercial and heavy industrial vehicles and lacks
basic curb, gutter, sidewalk, and bike lanes. The pavement requires major
repairs and the roadway drains into roadside ditches. The intersection at 14th
Avenue and Power Inn Road is signalized and has a Pacific Gas & Electric
substation at the northeast corner. There are power poles on both sides of the
street but no streetlights. The surrounding area is a mixture of business parks,
industrial facilities, vacant lots, singie family residential homes, and park land.
Granite Regional Park is on the north side which slopes down at a steep angle
and is not accessible from 14th Avenue.

Several large buildings near 14" Avenue are vacant or have high vacancy. This
includes the Graphic Center at 3925 Power Inn Road and the commercial office
building at 8425 Belvedere Avenue. A large warehouse at 8301 Belvedere
Avenue has been empty for a few years. Jackson Properties, which owns
several commercial buildings in the immediate and surrounding area, reports that
these properties are difficult to sell or lease due to the lack of access and
connectivity. Many businesses perceive that 14™ Avenue has higher rates of
illegal dumping, crime, and poor property maintenance. Based on Jackson
Properties’ rates, their commercial lease rates are approximately 61% lower in
this area than similar properties along Fruitridge Road and Folsom Boulevard.
The area has limited food services to support the employment base and a local
restaurant located at 8166 14™ Avenue, Suite A has changed ownership multiple
times in the last few years from lack of regular visibility. Also, a few dilapidated
houses on 14" Avenue and 82" Street have several inoperable vehicles and an
extensive amount of debris creating a blighting influence.

The street dead ends and lacks regular traffic, and it is a magnet for illegal
dumping, especially into the open ditches. The Power Inn Alliance (PlA), a
Property and Business Improvement District, employs clean-up crews that
annually remove nearly two tons of illegally dumped debris and hazardous waste
from the 14" Avenue/82™ Street area and at the dead end. They also discovered
evidence of homeless encampments in the vicinity. The Sacramento Police
Department occasionally finds abandoned and stolen cars at the end of 14th and
in the immediate area.
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The PIA and its members fully support the proposed Project as they consider
transportation to be a critical part of their program for transforming the area into a
premiere industrial district in the City of Sacramento.

Feasibility Study

In 2008, the Agency commissioned the 14" Avenue Feasibility Study (Study) to
analyze the potential of the road extension and widening, determine ultimate
roadway cross section, identify potential interim projects for construction phasing,
and assess the traffic impacts of each alternative, and preliminary cost estimates.
The Study was completed in 2010.

The following three design alternatives were developed and analyzed:

Alternative 1 — Full Roadway Improvements (Standard City Cross Section)

= The ultimate improvements built in accordance with City standards and
consistent with the City of Sacramento 2030 General Plan. Typical
cross section includes two travel lanes in each direction, a landscaped
center median, bike lanes, vertical curb and gutter, landscaped
planters, and sidewalk.

» Estimated Right of Way to acquire: 120,000 SF
= Estimated Total Project Cost: $9,219,000

Alternative 2 — Interim Roadway Improvements (4 Lanes)

= Typical cross section includes two travel lanes and a bike lane in each
direction and frontage improvements on the south side of 14" Avenue,
including vertical curb and gutter, a landscaped planter, and sidewalk,
to be built in the ultimate location.

= Estimated Right of Way to acquire: 55,000 SF
= Estimated Total Project Cost: $7,687,000

Alternative 3 — Interim Roadway Improvements (2 Lanes)

» Typical cross section includes one travel lane and a bike lane in each
direction and frontage improvements on the south side of 14" Avenue,
including vertical curb and gutter, a landscaped planter, and sidewalk,
to be built in the ultimate location.

» Estimated Right of Way to acquire: 54,000 SF
= Estimated Total Project Cost: $7,070,000

in January 2011, representatives from the Agency and Department of
Transportation (DOT) held two community meetings, one at the Power Inn
Alliance and one at an Army Depot Redevelopment Advisory Committee
meeting, to review and comment on the three alternatives. The Study was well-
received and there was a consensus to proceed with preparing design
documents and completing California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
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clearance for DOTs recommended Alternative. DOT believes that
implementation of Alternative 1 (full roadway improvements) is feasible in a
reasonable time frame due to the available redevelopment funds which will be
used to complete final design/construction documents, National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) clearance and fund a portion of construction. This will prepare
the project to be competitive for state and federal grant funding opportunities.

Adoption of the Mitigated Negative Declaration is required in order to comply with
the California Environmental Quality Act and will allow staff to move forward with

completion of the design.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011 -
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Adopted by the Sacramento City Council

on date of

APPROVAL OF 14™ AVENUE EXTENSION PROJECT (T15098600) INDIVIDUAL
PROJECT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT AND AMENDMENT OF THE CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM TO AMEND THE SCOPE OF THE 14" AVENUE
PROJECT AND APPROPRIATE ADDITIONAL FUNDING

BACKGROUND

A. The Army Depot Redevelopment Project Area (Project Area) is located in the
City of Sacramento.

B. The 14" Avenue Extension Project (Project) is consistent with the 2030 General
Plan, is a component of the Southeast Area Transportation Study Report (SEAT
Study) approved in 1999 and is ranked 12" in the 2010 Transportation
Programming Guide.

C. Council has determined that insufficient funding sources are available to
complete this Project.

D. In accordance with the State Guidelines for implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, the City’s Environmental Planning
Services Department prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the
Project, which was adopted by a separate resolution. There is no federal funding
associated with this action; therefore, the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) does not apply.

BASED ON THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE BACKGROUND, THE CITY COUNCIL
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  All evidence presented having been duly considered, the findings, as
stated above, are approved.

Section 2. The FY 2010/11 Capital Improvement Program is amended by
appropriating $3,500,000 from Army Depot Redevelopment Project Area
Tax Increment, Tax Exempt and Taxable Bond funds to the 14" Avenue
Extension Project (T15098600).

10
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Section 3.

Section 4

Section 5.

Section 6.

Section 7.

Section 8.

The FY 2011/12 Capital Improvement Program is amended by transferring
$200,000 from the Major Street Improvement Project (T15098000) (Fund
2007) to the 14™ Avenue Extension Project (T15098600).

The City Manager’s administrative authority for the Major Street
Improvements Program (T15098000) is reset.

The 14™ Avenue Master Plan Capital Improvement Project (T15098600)
scope is amended to add additional scope of work, including but not
limited to, final design, environmental clearance, right-of-way acquisition
and construction work.

The City Manager or his designee is authorized to execute an amended
Individual Project Agreement for additional scope items to implement the
14" Avenue Extension Project (T15098600) with the Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Sacramento to accept Army Depot Redevelopment
Project Area Tax Increment, Tax Exempt and Taxable Bond funds in the
amount of $3,500,000.

The preliminary design plan for the Project is approved.

in accordance with California Redevelopment Law Section 33445, the City
Council further finds and determines that:

(a) The 14" Avenue Extension Project will benefit the Army Depot
Redevelopment Project Area by alleviating congestion, improving
public safety, removing costly impediments to development and
upgrading infrastructure to contemporary standards to stimulate
private development.

(b) No other reasonable means of financing the Project is available to the
commuhnity.

(c) The Project is consistent with the Army Depot Project Area
Implementation Plan (2009-2014) to create a transportation system
which better links the City and encourages private investment and will
eliminate physical and economic blighting conditions that include
inadequate and undersized infrastructure, and addresses depreciated
and stagnant property values, high business vacancies and low lease
rates inside and outside of the Project Area.

11
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011-
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Adopted by the Sacramento City Council

On date of

ADOPTING THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND MITIGATION
MONITORING PROGRAM FOR THE 14TH AVENUE EXTENSION PROJECT

BACKGROUND

A. On June 14, 2011 the City Council considered evidence concerning the 14%
Avenue Extension Project and the proposed adoption of a Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Project.

BASED ON THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE BACKGROUND, THE CITY COUNCIL
RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. The City Council finds as follows:

(a)  The Project initial study determined, based on substantial evidence, that
the Project is an anticipated subsequent project identified and described in
the 2030 General Plan Master EIR; that the discussions of cumulative
impacts, growth inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effects in the
Master EIR are adequate for the Project; and that the Project would not
have additional potentially significant environmental effects not previously
examined in the Master EIR. Mitigation measures from the Master EIR
were applied to the Project as appropriate to avoid or reduce the
potentially significant effects to a less than significant level and the
proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study were released for
public review. The City’s Environmental Planning Services Department
concluded that there was no substantial evidence that the Project as
conditioned may have a significant effect on the environment. A Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) for the Project was then completed, noticed
and circulated in accordance with the requirements of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines and the
Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures as follows:

(b)  On April 26, 2011 a Notice of Intent to Adopt the MND (NOI) was
circulated for public comment for 30 days. The NOI was sent to those
public agencies that have jurisdiction by law with respect to the proposed
project and to other interested parties and agencies, including property
owners within 500 feet of the boundaries of the proposed project. The
comments of such persons and agencies were sought.

{c) On April 26, 2011, the NO1 was published in the Sacramento Bulletin, a
newspaper of general circulation, and the NOI was posted in the office of
the Sacramento County Clerk.

12
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Section 2.

(a)

Section 3.

Section 4.

Section 5.

Section 6.

Section 7.

Findings

The City Council has reviewed and considered the information

contained in the MND, including the initial study, the mitigation measures
incorporated into the Project, and the comments received during the public
review process and the public meeting on the Project. The City Council
has determined that the MND constitutes an adequate, accurate,
objective, and complete review of the environmental effects of the
proposed project.

Based on its review of the MND and on the basis of the whole

record, the City Council finds that the MND reflects the City Council's
independent judgment and analysis and that there is no substantial
evidence that the Project will have a significant effect on the environment.

The City Council adopts the MND for the Project which is attached as
Exhibit A.

Pursuant to CEQA section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines section 15074,
and in support of its approval of the Project, the City Council adopts a
Mitigation Monitoring Program which is attached as Exhibit B to require all
reasonably feasible mitigation measures, including mitigation measures
from the Master EIR as appropriate, be implemented by means of Project
conditions, agreements, or other measures, as set forth in the Mitigation
Monitoring Program.

Upon approval of the Project, the City’s Environmental Planning Services
staff shall file or cause to be filed a Notice of Determination with the
Sacramento County Clerk and, if the project requires a discretionary
approval from any state agency, with the State Office of Planning and
Research, pursuant to section 21152(a) of the Public Resources Code and
section 15075 of the State EIR Guidelines adopted pursuant thereto.

Pursuant to Guidelines section 15091(e), the documents and other
materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which the City
Council has based its decision are located in and may be obtained from,
the Office of the City Clerk at 915 | Street, Sacramento, California. The
City Clerk is the custodian of records for all matters before the City
Council.

Table of Contents:

Exhibit A: Mitigated Negative Declaration and comment letter
Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring Program

13
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Exhibit A

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING
DEPARTMENT SERVICES
916-808-5538

PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
4T AVENUE EXTENSION PROJECT

The City of Sactamento, California, 2 municipal corporation, does hereby prepate, declare, and publish this Final Proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration for the following desctibed project:

The 14 Avenue Extension Project is located on 14% Avenue, between Power Inn Road and Florin Perkins Road.

The project would improve 2,800 lineat feet of 14% Avenue between Power Inn Road and the current end of the road, just east of 82
Street, and extend the road 2,250 linear feet from the current end to Flotin Perkins Road.

Both the improvement of the existing pottion of the road and the extension were identified in the 2030 General Plan. The project is listed
in Table 6.12-6 (Page 6.12-59) of the Master EIR for the General Plan, which shows the roadways evaluated in the General Plan for new
toads and widening. Figure M2A of the General Plan Mobility Element shows the classification of the road (artedal) while Figure M3A
shows the number of lanes (four).

Mitigation was included to protect biological and cultural resources and to itigate for potentially significant changes in traffic and
citculation.

The Lead Agency is the City of Sacramento, Community Development Department. ‘The Department reviewed the proposed project and,
on the basis of the whole record before it, determined that the proposed project is consistent with the land use designation for the project
site as set forth in the 2030 Genegal Plan. This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the Lead Apency’s independent judgment

_ and analysis. An Envitonmental Impact Repott is not required pursuant to the Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (Sections 21000, et
seq., Public Resources Code of the State of Californiz).

This proposed Mitigated Negative Declatation was prepared putsuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code
Sections 21000 et seq.), CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, Sections 15000 et seq. of the California Code of Regulations), the Sacramento Local
Environmental Regulatdons (Resoluton 91-892) adopted by the City of Sacramento, and the Sacramento City Code. A copy of this
document and all supportive documentation may be reviewed or obtained at the City of Sactamento, Comununity Development
Department, 300 Richards Boulevard, 3" Floor, Saceamento, CA. ‘The public counter is open from 9:00 am to 4:90 pm; Monday through
Friday. 'The counter is closed the first Friday of each month.

Eavironmental Services Manager, City of Sacramento,
Californiaa municipal corporation g

14
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Initial Study

14" Avenue Extension Project

Anticipated Subscquent Project
Linder the 2030 General Plan Master EIR

This Initial Snxly was prepated by the City of Sacrmnento, Community Development Deparlivent, 300
Richardds Buulcwxd Thir< Flooz, Sactaments, CA 95811, pursuant to the Californis Bovitonmental Qualicy
Act (Public Resoneces Code Sections 20000 & seq}, CE O A Guidelines {Tide L4, Seciion 15000 ¢ g of the
Californiz Code of Regulations) and the Sacramento Local hiwuonmmml Repulations (Resoludon 91-892)
adopted by the City of Sacramento,

The City of Sacramento, Comimunity Development Department, reviewed the propuosed project and, on the
basis of the whole record before it, determined that the proposed project is an anticipated subsequent project
identified and descriled in the 2030 General Plan Master 2IR (SCH 2007072024) and is consistent with the
land use designation and the permissible densities and intensities of use for the project site as set forth in the
2030 General Plan, See CEQA Guidelines Secton 15176 (1) and {d).

The City prepared the attached Trival Study w0 (@) review the discussions of cumulative impacts, growth
inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effecrs in the 2030 General Plan Master BIR 1o determine their
rdequacy for the project {see CEQA Guidclines Section 151 78(b},(c), and ()} to idcnuf)- any potential new or
additional project-specific significant environmental effects that were not analyzed in the Master EIR and any
miligation measures of alternatives that may avoid or mitigate the identified cffects to a level of insignilicance,
if anmy,

As part of the Maswr EIR process, the LLtj is required to incotporate all feasible mifigation measures or
feasible alternatives appmpmt& to the project as set forth in the Master HIR (CEQA Guidelines Section
15177(d). The Master FIR mitigation measures that are applicable to the proposed project dre set forth in
the applicable technical sections below.

‘Uhis analysis incorporares by relesence the general discussion portions of the 2030 General Plan Master BIR,
(CHEQA Guidelines Section 15150{),  The Master BETR is available for public review at the City of
Sacrumento, Commuaity Development Department, 300 Richards Boulevard, Thisd Floot, Sacramento, CA,
and on the City's web site ar:

www.cityolsacramento.org/dsd/ plronin a/ environmental-review/ eivs /

15
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below the emission theeshokls, it is assumed e
that the emissions of PM:o are helow the
threshold as well,

E. Result in CO eoncentrations that exceed the -
hour State ambient air quality standard ie., ¥
2000 ppmy) or the 8-hour State ambicnt
standard {i.e., 9.0 ppm’

I, Result in exposure of sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations

G. Result in TAC emissions that could adverscly %
affect sensitive receprars

b{(.

This section s tiered from the Master LR for the Gity’s General Plan, in particular Chapter 6.1, Air Quality.
All city wide air quality impacts and mitgation measures identified for the entive General Plan Palicy Axea
apply © the ruibidge Broadway Communily Plan Area and, therefore, this aren would not generate
additional impacts (o ab: quality than the arca covered by the General Plan (Page 6.1-23 of the Master IR},
Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

No tnitigation measures related 1o the protection of air quality were adopied as a part of the Master I3R.
Aunswers ta Checklist Questions

A. Nilrous oxides (NOx) are emitted by dicsel-fueled equipment as a part of the fuel-combustion process.
The estimated emissions of NOx due to the constiuction of the propased project was deteimined using the
model recommended by the Sactamento Metropolian Air Quality Management District SMAQMD) for

road constaction projects {sce Appendix A3,

Az shown it Table 1, the anticipated emissions of NOx gencrated by the project during construcsion of the
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roadway ate well below the threshold of significance; therefore, tmugmon of NOx emissions is tiot rcqu.u"ed
However, the ‘*‘iIVIAQMD has sidopted Rules that are applicable to various activities, incuding construction.
All contfactors must comply with these rules duting all phases of constiuction of the roadway,

Flor these reasons, the proposed project would riot result in an additiona) significant environmental effect that
was not addressed or considered it the Master EIR. The impact is Jess than sigrificant.

Table 1
Anticipated Construction Erissions (lbs/day)
ROG NOx PM, (PM35)
Constinction 5.7 44.7 2851 (1.1
Significance Threshold i B5 ‘85
Exceed “Thieghiold? — Na No

Sousce: Road Constraction Busissions Modet, Vecsion 6.3.2, ven Apsil 18, 2011 (See Appendix Aj.

B. When combined in the atmnsphem reactive organic gases ROG) and NOx enuasmns are considered the
ptithary azohe precussor einissions. These pollutants would be generated dunng pm}cct opemﬂon from the
motor vehicle traffic rl,sultmg from the ptoleci Because this proposed project was identified in the General
Plan as'a subsequcm; project, the analyses in the Master BIR for the General Plan assumed the ROG and
NOx emissions that would be geneiated by vehicles on the road.

Fot: this teason, the proposed project would not result in an additional significant environmental effect that
wag not addresmd ot congideted in the Master EIR. The impactis less than sipnificant.

C. The Sacramento Vﬂlley is congidered a5 4 non-attaifiment avea for ozone and PM10. The analysis
specifically addzessed the emissiops of ROG NOx, and pameulate matier (PM) Lesultm.g from the proposed
project and determined that the project would not result in substantial emissions of these pollutants of
conceen for the Air Disirict (see Appendix A). Saceamento County is considered in attainment for the other
pollutairte of coticetn. The proposed project is subject to Distdet rules and tepulations in effect at the tdme
of construction.

‘The project is a subsequent project and does not include vses that would generate ot result in substantial
emissiois of other pollutants of concetn.

Fior these reasons, the project would not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
e*ﬂstmg or pm]ected air quality violation not considered in the Master EIR, The impact would be fess than
significant.

D. P s genetatcd during constraction prmarily durihg gmding activities, which Involve x:leaﬁng and
leveling the site using heavy equipment, Demolition also results in the generation of PM, PM emissions also
occur duting a lesser extent during other phases of consiruction, As determined in B, above, the anﬁmpated
cmissions of ROG, during operation of the proposed project, and N(Dx, during construction and operation
of the project, ate below the thresholds of significance. Therefore, it iy assumed that the emissions of PM are
also below the threshold.

‘l-d
Cad
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Because the proposed project would not exceed the threshekd, project-specific mitigation is not required.
However, the SMAQMD bas adopted Tudes for the reduction of PM that are appiiublc, to valous activites,
mdudmg constrction. All contractors must comply with these rules during demolition and construction.

For this reason, the proposed pm]ccl would not result in an additional sipnificant envitenmental e(Tect that
was hot addressed or considered in the Master BIR. The impact would be less than s{gnificant.

E. Molor vehicles aie the primary source of carbon moenoside (CO) emissions, with the highest ambient
concentrations near congested intersections.  Development of the proposed project would add teaffic to, and
chanpe traffic flows, on the City’s road netwozk, Increasing traffic volumnes and loweting levels of service at
busy intersections would tend 10 increase CO levels, However, the results of the imfiic analysis for the
proposed project deterrnined that the proposed project would not substandally increase the amoun of vl
on the local roads and would not sesult in significant reductions in levels of setvice af intersections.

Furthermore, exisnng CO levels in Sacramento are relatively low (see Table 6.1-1, Page 6.1-4 of 1he Master
EIR) and the CO emission rates from vehicles ave expected to decline substantiadly from the present average
valucs.!

l'or these reasons, the proposed project is not anticipared to result in GO concentrations (har exceed the Stare
standards. The proposed project would not vesull in an additional sipnificant environmental effect that was
not addressed or congidered in the Master EIR. The impact would be less than sigrificant,

F., G Dicsel pasticulate matter is considered a toxie air contaminant {TAC) by the SMAQMD. “Lhe project
site is not loeated within SO0 feet of a roadway wilh an average walfic volume of 00,000 vehicles per day.

According to the traffic study prepared for the proposed project, approximately 15,300 average daily trips
would ocenr on the segment of 14% Avenue between Power Inn Road and 82+ Strect.? The segment. east: of
824 Street to Flokin Perkins Road is anticipated (o genetate nppm'{imqlcly 5,600 avetuge daily 1eips. > Neither
of these sepments s close to the 100,000 average teaffic volume that is considered to ;;,enentc TAC in
antounts that conld be hammful to humﬂn health.

For this yeason, the proposed project would not vesult i an additional significant environmental effect that
was nob addressed or considered in the Master EIR. The fmpact would be Jess than significant,

Summary of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Muaster EIR, Inclwding Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was deternined ¢o result in sipnificant and npavoidable impacts due to
sigodlicant emissions of NOx during construction activities, operational emissions of NOx and ROG (vzone
precursors) during implementation. of the Plan, and emissions of particulate matter during construction
activities.  ‘The Cily Counwcil adopted a Smtement of Oveniding Cossiderations for these impacts.
Implemeniadon of the General Plan was derermoined to bave a less than significant impact due o confliets ot
obstiuctions of implementation of regional aiv quality plans, emissions of CO, and emissions of TAC
Similatly the comuladve effects of development in accordance with the General Plan were detcemined to
result in significznt and unavoidable impacts due to the emissions of NOx, ROG, and particulate mafiet,

b Clty of Saerameni, Sacraweote 2030 Caeariad o Marter Bimivenme vial Togpaid Repoiy (2009, Vg 6,117,

1 - I T - . - . - i g4 - T3]

© City of Eacramente, Traflie Duspas Stwedy, 14 Apsnae Fiaclension, Sasrmments, © affforety, Movember 2010, Table 5, Page 14.
City of Sacramento, Trafie Inpart Stady, 14° Avensee Ertersion, Sacramente, Califernia, November 2010, Table 5, Page 14,

7.4
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which also were overridden by the City Council. ‘The emissions of CO and TAT wese deteemined to be less
than sipnificint av the camulative level,

The proposed projéct is identifled as 2 subsequeii projeci that identified in the Genéeal Plan dnd the Master
EIR for the General Plan, The pro]cct does not propose construction methods or operations that would
result in a preater level of air emissions than previously analyzed; and thetefore, would not result i an
individvally minox, but collectively significant project impacts.

The protection of air quality during construction and implementation of the project would not eesult in
growth inducing impacts,

Finding

The project would Liave no additional substantial project-specific envitonmental effects velating to air quﬂht}r
No further analysis is necessary.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Discussion

As part of its action in approving the 2030 General Plan, the City Council cestified the Master Environmental
Tmpact Report (Master EIR) that evaluated the environmental effects of development that is reasonably
anticipated under the new gcneral plan. The Master EIR includes extensive discussion of the potential effects
of greenhouse gas emissions. The Master EIR discussions regarding climate change ate incorpotated here by
veference. See:

e Draft BIR: 6.1 Air Quality (Page 6.1-1)
#  Final BIR: City Climate Change Master Response (Page 4-1)
e Tarata No. 2: Climate Change (Page 12)

‘These documents ate available at www.cityofsacramento.osp/dsd/planbing /environmenrtal-review/eirs/ and
at the offices of the Comsmunity Development Department at 300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor,
Sacramenito, California.

The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan designation. for the pioject site (CBD); therefore,
the greenhouse gas emission discussion in the General Plan Master TIR addressed the potemtial emissions
from tlie proposed project sité. Bécause the amount of emitted CO; can be ealeulated for 4 specific project
on the site, the profect’s greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions (consituction and operational) ate dizcussed
below.

t-term Cotist

During construction of the project GHG emissions would be emitted from the opctatmn of construction
equipment and from wotker and building supply vendot vebicles. The total CO; emissions generated by the
consttuction of the project would he approximately 493.2 metric tons per year for construction of the project.
These emissions would equate to approximately 0.0010 percent of the estimated GHG emissions for all
sources in California (483 million metric tons).d :

% Bee Appendix A far the modeliig sesults for COs.

7.5
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Long=term Operational missions
As previously noted, the proposed project was identified in the General Plan for the City.  Therefore, the
long term operational emissions associated with the vse of the road wese considered during ihe preparation

ol the Master FIR.

Ongoing Activitics for the Redwction of GHG Bmissions in the City

The 2030 General Plan included direction to staff to peepare a Climate Action Plan for the City. Staff has
continued work on this plan since adoption of the 2030 Goeneral Plan. The Climate Action Pl wiil provide
addivsonal guidance for the City's ongoing cffous o reduce GLIG emissions, The tentative completion date
for fhe Climate Action Plan is December 2011, This Plan’s purpose is o reduce the City's operational
emissions.

Action continues at the State and federal level to combat climale change.  Tn December 2009 the
Linvironmental Piotection Agency listed gteenhouse gases as harmfud emissions under the Clean Adr Act,
'The BPA actdon could eventually result in repulations that would have as their purpose the reduction of such
errgsions.

The Master BIR concluded thay GG emissions that could be emitted by development that is consistenc with
the 2030 General Plan would be enmulatively considerable and unavoidable (Errata No. 2, Page 12). The
Master HIR includes a full analysis of GG emissions and climate chaoge, and ztdcqu'llcly addresses these
issues,

The project is consistent with the Clty’s gml-s as set forth in the 2030 General Plan and Master EIR relaring
to reduction 0( GHG emissions. The project would nor impede the City’s efforrs w comply with AB 32
fequifrements. The project would not have any significant additional environmental effects relating to GHG
emissions or climate change.

-6
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2. Biological Resources
pacts to biviagical ‘vesonrees may br considered significant f | Effcct will be Emiﬂ‘:;;a'::g 1::: T\:} ;:;;;::::al
conitpucsion andf or indlashtation of the proposed profect woufd | studied in an less than environmental
reniit i the ﬁf:a:e:fmg impacls That vewain significant aer EIR significant effect
implimentation of Generaf Plan policies or mitigation froni the
Gensra! Plan Master EIR
A, Create a poteniial health hazard, or use,
production ot dispasal of materials that would X
pose # hazird to plant of animal populations in
the area affected
B, Resulrin substantial degradation of the quality
of the environment, reducton of the habitat,
teduction 6f population below sélf—s,q&t:ﬂ_iiﬁu'g X
levels of threatened or endangered spedies of
plant or animal
C. Affect other species of special concern to
apencies or tiatural resource organizatlons x
{such as regulatory waters and wetlands)

This section is tlered ftom the Master EIR for the City’s General Plan, particularly from Chapter 6.3,
Biological Resources.

All city wide impacts and mitigation measores for bisloical resources identified for the entive General Plan
Pnhc;r Area apply to the F’mltndge B1ondway C ommunity Plan Area and, therefore, this area would not
generate additonsl impacts 1o biological resources than thie azea covered by 1hc Genetal Plan (Page 6.3-54 of
the Master EIR).

A biological rescutce snalysis was conducted for the proposed project in Match 20115 The infotmation in
this section is based on jnformaticn from that analysis.

The existing roadway drains into vegetated and disjointed drainage dirthes, Cominon landseaping shiubs and
trees li¢ adjacent.

The field ]ying between the end of the existing paving and Florin Petldns Road is predominately non-native
ptass species. The field appears to be tegularly disked and/ot mewed, One latge tee, with a citcumference
of appmmmte}y 105 inches, Jies within the proposed road alignment near Florin Perkins Road and would
requite removal as patt of the project.

Two seasonal pools ate located within the project site.

S Ascent Bnvironmenual, Resels of o Biofpgizerd Resowrve #Anadysts for the 147 Avense Road Esctension Project, City of Saceamento,
Mageh 28, 2011, '

77
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Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

No miligation mensures related to the protection of biclogical resousces weré adoptes] as a patt of the Master
EIR.

Answets to Checklist Questions
A., B. The project involves the improvement of an existing foadway and the constiuction of & new toad.

The two seasonal pools oni the project site could support listed vernal pocl branchiopods. Vernal pool fairy
sheimp dnd vernal pool tadpole sheimp are known to occur within one mile of the p;.o;ect site. ‘The seasonal
pools although degmded due 1o adjacent land uses and dominatice by nonnattve vegetation, appeat to have
sufficient hydrology and other habitat sequirements o support these species. Imipacts to listed versal pool
branchiopods would be 2 potenm]ly significant Impact.

Seven eldetberty shrubs are growing immediately adjacent to the project site. The shrubs heve multiple stems
greater than one inch in diameter and could provide habitat for the val]e}r elderberry longhmn beetle. Six of
‘these shtibs ate located only the buildings adjacent to the project site on the south and vne is north of the
" fence between the project site and CGianite Regional Patk. These shrubs ate pot within the project fomprmt
for gmund distorbance, but could he indisectly ﬂffected througli &amﬂgc to the shrubs® foot systems from
compaction or disturbing of soils. Therefore, this i is a potentially significant impact.

Construction of the pm]ect would require the removal of one treg and several shrubs. The shiubs could
support nesting loggerhead shrike, ‘The irec is unlikely to suppott nesting eaptors beeavse the beanch
structure does not appear 1o provide adequate support for a large stick nest. However, the open area notth
of the project site contains many trees that could support nesting special-statis raprors, sich 2 Swainson’s
hawk, white-tailed kite, and othets.

The project site does hot provide suitable foraping habitat for raptoss. The westcrn portion is mcsll}: paved
and the esteen portion fs in an approximately 100-foot wide area between a Fence and existing industrial
devclc)pment composed mostly of weedy grasstand, This arez does hot provide suitable Swainson’s hawk
foraging habitat because of lack ‘of visibility from a potential nesting tree, the site’s proximity to ficisy
industrial development, and the abundance of highet quality open grassland in the adjacent open areas to the
nopth of the project site,

If an active raptof o loggerhead shrike nest is present dusing vegetation removil and other ground-disnurbing
activities, the project could result in the distusbmnce of nesting birds, This would be potentially significant
1mpact

Implementation of the following rmtlgat!on measures would reduce impacts to protected biological resources.
The resuliing fapacts afier implementation would be Jess than significant,

Mitigation Measute 1

Loy areas of haliial for vernal pool brauchispods. that would be avoided dheving project sonsiructivn, a 250-

Joor buffer shall be estabiished drawnd the perimeter of vernal pools and secronal wetlandy yhat provids
sustably babiial for fisied mevnaf poot bmmbwpadr as defersmined by a guutified bigigist. "The buffer areas
sholl be cleardy idsitified with staking or flapping and uo projet wetivity.shatl veony wirkin the marked arear.
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I complet avoidagiv of wrual poo! branchivped babiiat & no¥ feasibly, conssilivtion wigh the US Vit anid
Wildlife Service is reguredt and an -insigental lake perniit may be neg'mm! szrmg #he vonswitetion, a5
appraprisie miiigation plan shat! be deseioped and approved by vhe US Fish and Wz’d;’ﬁ Service.

Araas of habitut that sannat be aswided shall e mitigared thiough o vombivation of srvation and preservation
of verwal ool é*m::cbz@aa’ babitar,  Offsite mitigation e a US Fisk and Wildiise Seriico-approved
pittigativn banf reguizes @ raiio of 229 proservation aoreage 10 dmpastid aireage, plos u viatis of 1:1 erentia
acreage for upacied acveage for a foral of 3:1 mitization aeres to impated acre.

Mitigation Measuze 2

A minggonm sethack of 20 feet fros the diiplive of éach elderberyy plamt aiih ssms griater than one inch in
digmater af ground Jewsd Shall be waintained.. The buffer area shail b Jonced with bigh visitilesy
constvrction Jencing prior o iommivencement of gronid-disturbing aviivities and madntuined for the dutitivs of
contivicion ayivitins in e area.

Signs stud b posted a masimr of 5 0 seet in the buffer aren with the ﬁl;’b‘zﬂ:}g informaison:

This aren i babitat of the vally cldeberyy longhorn betlty o threodened speces, qisd romst ot be
distrbed. “This species is protectad by vhe Endangeréd Spesies At of 1973, ar anésided, Vinlarois
are .mfg.lé; o zlr'a.remfwﬂ, f ined, mid I pm DMRHERL.

The vipes shall be veariy readabie from a diskance of 20 feet and snsi be waaintained during ihe duration of
seHsticHan.

Work crems shali be instracted about the status gf the bietle wnd the need fo piotet 5t ldoeborry babitat.
Mitigation Measute 3

I construciion aisivily & reheduled ¥o ovnr during the Sweimson’s bawk herting season (Febrieary 15" o
$ opiember 15 ), the condracior shall retain a A ed Finlowist to condugt preconsivnction swrogys and 1o
idenvify active neity in.ol] publically aceersibl arvas within 0.2 rrites of the prgiect site. The siivigys shatl be
sondiucted prior to the approval of grading andf oy improvemment Plans and #o less than 14 days: it 110 wars
than 30 d@J beors the bagining of vonstruction for all project phases, If o wests gre fowsd, v fiirther
wiitigaltion 15 regiived,

If active nests are found, a tuffer of .25 miter for Swatnson’s hawke and 500 foit for otber vaprors shall b
prtabiishid aid no project autivily shall vonimenes within ibe !ﬁﬁgﬂ'ﬁ uniil a gualfed bisliist cotfirms that
any.yorrg havé fedged and the wesi i no douger aitive, T size of the .@wﬁr iy be adinsted by a quatified
bivlggist and the G?'EJ’, i convuttaiin with the Deparimert of Fish and Coama I\Imzfarmg of the nest by a
qitalified biolegiel duving avd afier sonstricion activities wifl be r“gzﬁred if the actinity bas the ﬁarmkaf F)
aelpersedy affect the pést.

Mitigation Measure 4
The City Arborisi shall desermine if e large tree neay by futersesiton of 14% Avenue with Florin Perkin

Road qualifior ar a beitage tree. I e tree i devarmined 10 be a haritage 1ove, mt.!zgga[zw sball be
fmplensented ar divecied &y the City Avborist, If the.trve is nol u bervlage fice, na mitigation is pevessary.
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C. Extension of 145 Avenve would require improvement to the perimeter tun-off and storm drainage system
and would require modification of existing drainage channels. There ate a series of drainage ditches along
both sides of the road, some of which suppors hydrophytic vepetation and all of them support an ot<linary
high water mark,

Two seasonal paols ate lncated within the project boundary. The first is located just east of the end of the
pavement o L4 Avenue in the ondeveloped fiedd and supports an oblipate wetland species, Carter's
buttercup, The pool contalas wetlnd plaus and soils. Extension of the roadway would require disking and
paving that would alier the hvdrolopy and function of the [eatore,

The othor s located in a vacant area novth. of 149 Avenue, at the inersection with Power fnn Road, This
pool was inaccessible due ta fencing, but has cleasly defined edges from acrial photos and several hydrophytic
plants were visible, The road widening would require activities thar would alie the hydrology and funetion of
the leahure.

Waters and ather wetlands must meet technicel and regulatory criterin if there are ta be considered
jurisdictonal features by the Asmy Coips of Hngineers under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The
potereial wedand fealures on, snd adjzcent (o, the project site e not connected topether and in aseas it
appears that there may be gaps in connectivity o waters of the United States, However, it is possible that
during exireme storm events, water from all of these features dralns west to the sterm drains in Power Tnn
Road, and from there, to a wates of the United Sttes, Therefore, it is possible that the wethods conld meet
the criletia under Seerion 404, Tsolated waters are regulated by the Regional Water Quality Contiol Board for
the purposes of water quality &s “waters of the State” and the fearates on the project site are anticipated to
meet the State criteria,

Geading and other construction activities could result in fill material being placed into wetlands and other
water subjeet o regmlation. Althouph a formal wetland delineation has not been conducted, teconuaissance-
level mapping indicates that approximately 1,200 binear feet of drainages and approzimately onc-half acre of
seasonal pools would be directed [iled. Additdonal acreage of sensonal wetlainds could be indivectly affecied if
the projeet activilics alter the hvdrology of wetland features acdjacent to the project site,

For these reasons, the projects impack would be potentially significant for wetlands and other repulatory
walers,

Prioe ta approval of the grading and improvement plans and before any grading, the City would Le required
to have a jutisdicional wetland delineation conducted by a qualified wettand specialist,.  The preliminary
delineation would be submitted to the Army Corps of Ergineves for verification,  No grading or other
ground-distubing aclivives woukl be allowed uotil all requiced permits, regulatory approvals, and penmit
conditions For effeets on wetland habitats are secured.

IF the werands are determined o be subject o the jurisdiction of the Armmy Corps of Bngineers, the Cily
would be required to replace, testore, or enhance on o “no net loss” basis the acreape of all wetlands and
other waters of the United States that would be removed, lost, or degraded during project constiuction. The
wetlands may also be subject to vegulation vnder the State™s Poster Cologne Water Qualite Control Aoy znd
regulated by the Repional Water Quality Control Board...  Wetland lnbitar would be rvestored, enhanced,
and/or replaced at an acreage, location, and method apreeable to either the Army Corps or the Wazer Quality
Conteol Board, depending on agency purisdiction and as detenmined dosing the pesmitbog process.

Compliance with the federal and State laows relared to the proteclion of jurisdictional waters would ensure that

710
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there would be a no net Joss of such featates; and therefore, the impact is Jess than significant,

Summaty of Analysis undet the 2030 Genetal Plan Master EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implcmentanon of the General Plan was determined to result in significant and unavoidable impacts due 1o
the creation of potential hazards o planis and animals, reduction of the quahty of habitat or reduction of
population below self-sustaining levels of special seatus species, loss of t:lp':nan habitat, loss of wetlands or
othet waters of the United States, and the loss of sensitive natural communities. Thie City Couneil adopted a
Statemeni of Ovetriding Considerations for these impacts. Implementation of the Genetal Plan was
determined to have a less than significant iropact due to potential violations of the Ciry Code telated ro the
piotection of trees, in partcular Heritage teces. The cumulative effects of dure}opmem in accordance with
the General Plan were detetmined to result in less-than-significant impacts to biological resources.

The project does not propose construction methods o operations that would result in greater impacts to
biological zesonsces than previously analyzed; and therefore, would not result in an individually minor, but
collectively significant project impacts.

The protection of biological resources would not result in growth inducing impacis.

Finding

The proposed project woukd have no additional project-specific environmental effects related to biological
resoutces than examined ini the Masper BEIR and the Issue does not need to be addressed further.

7-11
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3. Cultural Resources

- e , ) : Effect canbe { No additional
Impasts 10 oulfural vesonyies may be considoed significant i Effectwill be mitigated to significant

constyidition and] ov dppleseantation of te propassd project would studied in the less than | eivitonimental

rerult in e jaffwmg impacts thal rerain sipuiffcan! after EIR significant effect
iiplepseniativis of General Plan poliies or mtgatw:s Jrom the '
Greneral Pian Marger BIR
A, Cause a substantial adverse change i the.
szgnii’ cance of a historical or ﬂrc}meblogical X
resonrce as defied in Section 15064.5 of the
CEQA Guidelines

This section is tiered particularly from Chapter 6.4, Cultural Resources, of the Master EIR. For the purposes
of this discussion, the term ‘cultuial resources’ includes both archeological and histofic tesources.

See Section 4, Geology, Soils, and Minerl Resources, of this Initial Study for a discussion of potendal
impacts to paleuntglogical PESQULCES,

Mitigation Measures from the 2030 Genetal Plan Mastetr EIR thar Apply to the Project

Neo mitigation measures zelated to the protection of cultutal resources weze adopted as o pact of the Mastes
EIR.

Answers 1o Checklist Question

A. According to Figure 6.4-2, of the Master EIR the projeet area does not have protected historie resources.
No structares would be removed or distuibed as a result of the pitoject,

According to Figm:e 6.4-1, of the Master EIR; the project site is not withia éithet an atea of high or moderate
atcheological se;mxm'lt:r These areas ate known to have, or are ad]accnt 1o, recotded acchacolopical
resources. A portion of. the pi‘o[msad pio]ect site was previously distushed due to the consiruction of the
existing foadway, The remaining poition is not developed; however, the field appeats to be tegulatly disked
and/or mowed However, eatthwork associaied with ihe pmpmsed project could result in distutbance of
previously unknown archeological resources due to the exeavation and earthwork necessary to constrict the
road and associated improvements.

Implemetitation of the proposed project would include ground disturbing activitics such a8 excavations for
development and trenching for new \mlity connections. 1t is possible for buried sesotrces 10 be uncovered
dutitig any subsurface construction sctivity, and such resoutces and their immediate surrounding matkix could
be damaged if not adequately protected; thereby vesalting in a pofentiafly siprgficant impact.

Genetal Plan Policy HCR 2.1.15 requires complisnce with protocels that protect ot mitigate impacts to
ndmological resourees, Including prehistotic resources, For the purposes of this Tnitial Study, the fﬂllowng
mitigation applies to any paleontological resources that may be discovered duting development of the project
site. Such resources may be present in fossil-beating solls and rock formations below the ground surface,

712

26



14 vz Visdensio
Mitivartod Newatfve Decloaraiion
Inieial Sendy

Althouglh the City is not hiphly sensitive for such resources, some discoverles have been made in the pasi®
As with archaealogical resources, paleontolopical resources are generally considered to be histotical resourees,

as deftned inn Secdon 15064.5(a; (3) (D) of the CIEQA Guidelines,

Mitigation 1 outlines @ plan to west the preposed projece avea prior to excavadon or othet ground-distuching
activitics, and {o addiesy any uncovered archeclogical resources. While unforeseen archeolopical resources or
Native Ametrican resources may sill he found during any ground distarbing activities, the mitigatden will
significantly reduce potential impacts to resources by eisuring that construction is halted immediately wpon
discovery and the resources are appropriately handled. Therefore, with mitigation, this inpact is considered
lvss than sipnificant,

Mitigation Mecasure 5
Vi pollbmsing shetl apply fo cny grovnd disterbtyg activitios axvosialod wit dovedgprent of the praied

. Privr Ia gup reccavabion, grading or ofter cnstroction o the project wle, and fn cossafioiion with Naiie
Americar Toiber and the City's Preseroalion Divector: o analified avchaolgis? wilf prepare o Jesting plap far fasting
iy prybassd Jor sxcavation o any otber grousd-disiurting wethties ar part of the profect, which plan chail b
appresed By the Cltys Prasitzation Diswtar, Testing it avewwdance with that plas wifl thon evene by thy qualiffed
archato/ugict, o wifi prepare o vepord ou findfings, gied an sveliaiton of those fidéaus, jiom thoss fecls and present et
sefort Fu fhe Gify's Presevvation Direvor, Should any flwdings b consdersit ar pofvatinlly denifleant, forthar
arvhavolosical ineestiaativns shall ensus as appiowed by the Preservation Divvsicr, by the qialified arihacalanint, and the
ascheavalgist shall propare peseris win thase Pevsctigalions and cunitativis relateve i eS8yl of e firdings fo the
Sectamrontn, Cislifersia or Natianal Raghivers of Historie Places and itwrit that report te the City's Preserafion
Direqte, Stafe Mivovie Proserwation Offieer, aud approprigle Notive Aerican "Vribal sprvsentativel 8 3 applizabl,
with recommsndalions for fealment, dispesilion, ov rebaiale of siyeifizant fudings, o5 abproprinte. Abn, at the
cwielnston of M poeconsirmiion fesfing ewslgwlion and rports asd remmmendufions, & deision well by ssade by the
CAy's Preseroativi Divactor, based apion Ye findiyes of the seports, 2 fo sbetber av-siie siiguitoring shestng any project-
efated sxvavalivn or grannd-disturbing ectivities by o grakfied ariharillit Wil by roquired.

J3 Discorvrivs dbatingg soissraction: Ji by voont thal any bistords or probistonis sicbsurfrs anchenfogival fietures
ar dypasily, Bicktding locally darkened soif (Vamiddden”). that vontd consen! sulturad depoiits, animed bong, obeidian
andfor wartare are diseovired during comstrtction-rolated corth-moming activiies, ol work within SO metsrr of fhe
sesinirs shatl b batied, and a gualifed wechesiogivr witl be oonsudied to assers the significanee of the find, Archootagioad
et excapation: dhall be conucled By a qualified arobealaist to atd fu delerimining thy nettoe aud Intigrity of the flid.
I the find is deivvaived fo be synifieant by Phe quadiied archenlopins, vepresentative of the City, lawlnfing the 0%
Presevpation Dieetor, and the guaified arbeolagist shall coordivate to determine tie appripsate corse of action. AU
stgnificant altural wrateialt vecopered hadl be selfect Yo smnifie avalysis and profesioial meny caration, or
ssburial in accordayee with Ueibed oopsorfiaiions of reguired. A ropord shall e propaved by the quaffifed arcdenigis
aesarding to cierent profesieanad Wendards.

é I @ Natiz #arican sis by davoverid, e soatration progess shall Jecledy cornliation with tie approfirtais
INGttie Asmaricon wpreseitatives,

4. If Natise Arwricen arelyolosiend, sthnapraplls, or sgivilual veswrver o Tumedoed, afl ideniification and
Ireatment il be condected &y qualiffed archeofagisis, wla are vertifed by the Sodvly of Profecsionad Aviheofiginis
(NOPA) qudf ar sweet the federal dandardi ar sibed iw the Code of Vederat Bgondations (36 CFR 67T}, awd MNutive
Arierdaan reproralive, whe are apprevd by the focal Nt oAwerican commntieity as scholars of the cutrridd
Iricltiions,

b iy of Sacranicnto, Sermeite 2030 Geiernd Plan Muster Bairumental Inpasct Repord (20090, Pape 6,5-25,
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) I tie evest thed 110 siels Native Apstican is avatiahle, psroons who. reprsreny dridal gonsrunments andfor
arganizalivgs it the boeth in which Pevoure coretd be affteted shaed by conselted I Bistoriv zrr‘ﬁwfagwu/ Sy arh
ingnlied, @l iiloniified fricipicit 5 o bs cariod ot by gusiefier bistoréeal drthealagisis, i shiadl st either Raglstor of
Pmﬁ.maﬁafﬂnbqugu&r [RPA), or 36 CFR 67 TG FERER]S,

If'a bussan bos or bone of anknown origin i fonnd diving coiftsivition, all work ihall stopin the vicinity of the find,
aitd he Cownty Coroner, and City's Prasernation Directst, shall be congacted dmmediately. I the sematne are
determined fo be Native Amerioan, the Corvner sha¥l notify ihe Native American Heritage Commiission, who sball
notify. the person mosi dikeedy Dilieved to be i dessendaint. The prost Klely descendant shall work 1with the vontractor to
Aevelop @ prograns for reinterument of the butwan rimabis énd ay arsociated artifets. No additional work is o take
iz wilhiy the inniediate sieimsty of fhe fi G winiel the sdeniified appropriate avions have faken plie. Work wmy
ntine on ofber party of the profect site whils #he wirigus arhanlogical resourve miilpasion takes plass.

Summary of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, Inchiding Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Iinpacts

Implementation of the Genetal Plan was determined to result in significant and unavoidable nnpacts to
culturdl resowvrces. The City Council adoptcd a Statement of Overriding Considerations for these i smpacts
The comulative effects of :Ie.-velﬂpment in accordance with the General Plan were delermined to result in
mgnificant and unavoidable meﬂr:ts to cultural rescuices. “The f_,it_)‘ Council adopted a Statement of
Overriding Considerations for these impacts.

The project does not propose construction methods or operations that would result in greater impacts to
cultural resources than ;)teviously analyzed; and thesefore, would not result in an individually miner, but
collectively significant project impacts.

The protection of cultiral resources would not result in growil: inducing impacts.

Finding

The: pLDPOSEd pm}:’.ct would have no additional pra]ec;.—spccxﬁc envlronmental effects related o culiaral
résources than examined in ¢he Master BIR and tie issue does not fieed to be addressed further,
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g, G.eology, Soils, and Mhieta]rillesouréés

Trpacts from geological features, sodls condiitons, or minsrel
resonrier gy be conridersd J'ggny‘imm if construction andf or
smplemmesiaiion gf ibe projposed przyw.f wold resuls in the

Effect will bhe
studied in the
EIR

Effcet ea he
mitigated 10
lesy than
significant

No additional
signifieant
enyvironmental
effect

Joliowing impacis that reteain siguy thcant after fmpleventation of
Getieral Plan poficizs o7 mibigation from the General Play
Master BIR

A. Would the pioject allow a project to be Trilt
that will either introduce peologic or scismic
hazards by allowing the construction of the project X
on such a site without protection against those
hazards .

B. Diteclly or indirectly-destray 4 unique .
paleontologieal resoutce

"This section is tieted fiom the Master KIR for the City’s General Plan particulatly from Chapter 6.5, Geology,
Soils, and Minersl Resources, of the Master EIR, '

All ¢ity wide impacts and mitigation neasures for geolopical featutes or soil conditions identificd for the
entite Geieral Plan Policy Area appl}r to the l'mlmdge Broadway Cominunity Plan Area and, therefore, this
area would not generate additional impacts to air quality than the avea covered by the General Plas (Page 6.5-
28 of the Masle: EIR}.

As shown on Figure 6.5-3, of the Master EIR, the proposed project site is within Minetal Resource Zone 3,
which indicates arezs that contain miinegal fespurces, although the significance cannot be evaluated from
available data. Granite Regional Park is located adjacent to the pidject site on the siorth and was previously
mingd for agprepate; however mining operations have ceased.

Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project:
No mitigation. measuses related to peological ot soil conditions were adopted-as a part of the Master EIR
Anegwers to Checklist Questions

A. As noted on Page 6.53-20 of the Master EIR, akhough the proposed project area-is relatively distant from
lnown earthquake faalts, the proposed road improvernents and associated facilities could be subject to the
effects of ground shaking caused by seistmic even located in other areas. The proposed project would be
sequired to comply with Clmptcr 16, Struetural Design Requireients, of the California Building Code (CBC),
which would reduce the primary-and secondary risks associated with seismically induced pround shaking.

A Foundation Report was performed for the proposed 14% Avenue project. The purpose of the report was
to, explore and evaluate the sutface and subsurface conditions at the site and 1o develop geotechnical
information and design criteria for the proposed project.?

T Youngdahl Consulting Group, Inc., Fasndation R‘;;_bw'f_ for- 14" Avenue Extension Projess, Sacvaminio, California, Project No,
BE10051.000, June 2010,
1
o
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A Foundation Repott was performed for the proposed 14% Avenue project. The purpose of the repott was
to explore and evaluate the surface and subsurface conditions atr the site and to develop geotechnical
information and design criteria for the proposed project.?

Groundwater was not encountered duting the subsusface explorations. A review of Department of Water
Resousces” well data suggests that the average groundwater levels historically fluctuate in. the region between
about 40 to 70 feet below the exisbnp pround sutface.?

The Report concladed that due to the site conditions the potential damape due to site liquefaction, sueface
fault ruptuse, seismic settlement:and slope instability are congidered very low.?

Comphliance with the tegulatocy framework that addresses gcologlr: and aeismlc issues and dnactment of the
recommendations in the Foundation Report would ensute protection against such hazards. Therefore, the
propased project would not résull in an additiona] significant environmiental effect that way not addressed or
considered in the Master BIR. The impact would be Jess than significant

B. The City of Sactamento is not highly sensitive for paleontolopical resources, allhough some discoveries
have been made in the past. Ground-disturbing acfivities in fossil-bearing soils and rock formations have the
potential to damage or destroy palcontological resources that may be present below the ground sutface.
Although the potential iy very low, earth dlsturbmg sctivities aisociated with the propbsed project could
affect the integrity of a paleonmlogmﬂl site, causing a significant change in the significance of the tesource
(sce Page 6,5-25 of the Master EIR).

These resources are considered to be historical resources, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) (3) (D) of the
CEQA Guidelines. As such, a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in ‘the slgmﬂmnce of a
paleontological fesource is considered a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. For
this reason, this issue is addeessed in Section 3, Culeutal Resotirces, of this Initial Study.

TImplementation of General Plan Policy HCR 2.1.15 would requite compliance with protocols that protect or
mitigate impacts to paleontological resources. Mugauon to tedice or eliminate potential significant Impacts
ta such resources appears as Mitlgation Measuie 1 in this Tritial Stﬂdy

Summaty of Analysis under the 2030 General Plin Master EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was detézmined to sesult in Jess-than-significant impacts due to sefsmic
hazardq, unstable g0l conditions, and sail erosion, for boih the project level and cumuldtive: conditions, No
mitigation was required,

The ptoject does not propose constinction methods or operations that would result in impacts due to
geologic or soil hazards than previously analyzed; and therefore, would not result in an individually minot, but
collectively significant project impact,

7 Ymm pcahl Consuitmg Group, Tac., Fadation Repert for 14° Avense Dxctensipn. Profsst, Scievmsnto, Califaraia, Project No.
E‘lﬂDSl {00, June 2010,

¥ Youngdahl Consuling Group, Tnc., Feundation Repert for 14 Aponste Fitesssion Frofst, Savewiante, Culifornia, Pioject No.
E10051,000, Jane 2010, Page 3.
? Youngdah! Consuling Group, Inc., Fesndation Report for 14 Aense Bxctension Project, Sacramenis, Cafforaia, Project No.
E10051.00), June 2010, Page 4.

1146

30



o 14 Aé/&g«e Bisctension
Mirigated Negative Dsvlargtion
' Initial Stody

A discnssion of growth isducemeric is not necessiry for the analysis of polentinl impacts due geologic and
seismic conditions.

Finding

The proposed project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects telated to geology and
soils conditions than examined in the Master EIR. No further analysis is necessary.
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B, Hazatds and Hazardous Materials
Trapiacts dwe 1o bagards andfior bagpovdons waterials sy be | Effect will be Eff“‘ c’ag 1’: No adi‘i‘iit;°“’l
sonsidered signifisant §f wonsivciion andyar impleeniation of ihe | srudied inthe | TiiEAte significant
, Jéss than environmenial
Proposed project wonld tiiafk in the folloing tmpects thar romain EIR significant effect

stguilicant afier implementation of General Plan polides o
sustization from the Generaid Play Master BIR

A, Bxpose people (e.g, residents, pedesteians,
construction workers) to existing contaminated X
s0il during construction actvities

B. Expose people (e, residents, pedestrians,
construction workers) to asbestos-containing X
malesials of other hazardous materials

C. Expose people (e.g,, restdents, pedestdans,
constructon workers) to existing contaminated X
proundwater duting dewateting activities

This section is tiered from the Master BIR for the City’s General Plan, in patticular Chapter 6.6, Hazards and
Haziedons Matgrials,

All city wide impacts and mitigation measutes for hazards and hazardons materfals identified for the entire
General Plan Policy Atea apply to the Fruittidge Broadway Community Plan Area and, therefore, this atea
would not generate additional impacts due 10 hazards and hazardous matetials than the area ccwered by the
Genetal Plan (Page 6.6-28 of the Master BIR).

Mitigation Measurés from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Ap_ply to the Project

No mitigation measutes related to protection from hazards and hazardous materials wete adopted as a4 part of
the Master EIR.

Aaswers 1o Checklist Questions

A., B, General Plan Policy 3.1.1 would quume that the proposed project site be investigated For the presence
of hazardous matetials and/or waste contaminatich prior to developmcnt Appropdate ineasuies to protect
the health and safety of all possible usefs and adjacent properties are required.

Compliance with the rules and repulations (including General Plan policy) would ensure that workets and the
public aie protected from hazatdops materials,. Therefore, the propesed pia}ect would not tesult in an
additional significant environmental effect that was not ﬁddr(:bscd or considered in the Master EIR. The
impact would be Jess than significant.

C. As noted in the Foundation Report prepared for the praposed project, gmundv,ntm is assumed to be
approximately 40 to 70 feet below pround surface. The project would install uuliry lines in renches; howeves,
the depth of disturbance would be far above the anticipated Jevel of groundwilter. '

As stated, it is not anticipated that canstruction of the proposed project would encbinter contaminated
groundwater becavse of the depth to the groundwater and the anticipated dcpths of ground distarbance
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duting demelition/ construction of the project. However, if groundwalet is encountered, compliance with
the rules and regulations would ensure that workers and the public are protected Ez,om groundwater
contamination and hazardous soil vapors from the conlaminated groundwater during construction.

For these reagons, the proposed pm;ect would not result in an additional signlficant envitonmental effect that
was not addrcssed ot considered in the Master BEIR. The impact would be Jess than signiffcant

Summary of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master BER, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Ympacts

Implemesntation of the General Plan was determined to result i less- t'hamsigmﬂcmt iinpacts due to expasute
of people to hazards dnd hazardous materals dusing construction and operadon of the project, for both the
project level and cumulative conditions. Na mitigation was required.

The project does not propose ronstiuction methods that would tesult in greater releases/ exposure of
hazards and hazardous matesials than px:cviousiy analyzed, and thesefore, would not result in an individually

minot, but collectively significant project impacts.

A discussion of growth inducement is not necessary for the analysis of potential dmpacts due geologic and
seismic condidcns,

Pinding
Assumitg compliance with all regulations, rules, and policies, the proposed project would have no additional

pm]ectmspemﬁc envitaritmental effecta telated to huzards and hazardons matenals than examined in the Master
EIR and ¢ issne does hot need to be addressed further.
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6. Hydrology and Water Quality
Inpacis 1o kydralogy and water guality mayy e considersd Eifect will be | CHect gan be No additional
sigmifieant §f sonstraciton andfor implenientation of the pmpased. studied in the | "Mitigated to  significant
Projet would reswlt in the follewing impaaly that rewain " EBIR _iﬁs_ﬂ_;ih:t‘t *’r‘“"i‘f‘?;;_‘m:ﬂ‘“l
sigmiican ellect

signiffany aftar iiplemensation % Genernl Plasi pofivies or
saitigation from the General Plan Master EIR

A, Substantially degrade water quality and violate
any water quality objectives set by the State
Water Resoutces Control Board, due to %
increases in sediments and other contaminants
generated by constraction and/or development
of the project

B. Substantially increase the exposute of people
and/or property to the risk of injury and X
damage in the event of a 100-year flood

This section is tiered from the Master BIR for the City’s General Plan, in pacticalaz, Chapter 6.7, Hydrology
and Water Quality,

Al city wide imp'ncts and mitigation medsures for hydrology and water quality identified for the .entire
General Plag Policy Area apply to the Fruitidge Broadway Community Plan Ares and, thetefore, this area
would not genecate additional impacts to hydrology and water quality than the area covered by the Genéral
Plan (Page 6.7-36 of the Master IR}

G};mmdumter was ot sheauntered durlng the sobsutface explorations. A review of Department of Water
Resources’ well data suppests that the avelage proundwater levels histotically fluctuate in the region between
about 40 to 70 eet below the existing ground sutface,'0

There are no rivers, creeks, or other bodies of surface water within, or adjicent to, the project arca.
Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

Norie,

Answers to Checklist Qiiestions

A. The project avea is essentally flat. Curreridy, the roadway drains into d:amage ditches found on eacl side
of the road,

The City"s Master Dsainage Plan calls fot 2 new extreme-event diversion pipe to be placed in 14% Avenue
between the existing deainage mahhole at Power Inn Road to the existing detention basin in Granite Replonal
Pagk. This pipe would be instlled as part of the proposed project o prevent futute dismrbance of the new

e Youngtiahl Consulting Group, Inc., Faxudation Report for 14 A Exctusion Project, Sacransents, Californa, Project No.
E10051.600, June 2010, Page 3.

720

34



12 Arewne Factensfon
Mitipeted Nygowire Reclaration
Initial Stady

road.

Both the demolition and construcion necessary for the project would resolt in land-dislurbing activitics, such
as grading, excavation, and wenching. The exposure of soils during these activides could result in the
potenta’ for soil erosion and sedimentation in ool daring precipitadon, Construction equipmest has the
potential to leak fuels, oils, and other construction-relased hazardous matesials, which would pose a threat o
surface or groundwarer quality.

‘There are several repulatory mechanisms that control construction activities to minimize, 1o the maximum
extent pracical, the degradation of water quality. The confiactor(s) for the project would be reguired by the
City to comply with the City's Stopmwater Quality Improvement Plan SQIP) to reduce the pollation carried
by stormwatet to water bodies. Becanse the praject site s over one acre (1.2 acres), the City would require
cavernge under ihe Nadonal Pollatant Discharge Elisination System (NPDES) Permit and include erosion
and sediment control plans. These permits coriain limits on allowable conceniratons and mass emissions of
pollutants contained in discharges, Best Manggement Pracrices (3MPs) are a wide waricty of measuges that
can be taken to reduce pollutants in storniwater runaff,

In sddidon, the City would also sequire the conltactors(s”y erosion and sediment control plan to include
BMPs to minimize the potentinl for, and effects from, spills of hnzardous, toxic, o petroleum substances
during constraetion.  {mplementaden of these measures would comply with State and federal water qualicy
repulations and reduce porental dupacts to a less-than-sipnificant Jevel!" During construction the City would
inspect the construction area o verily that the measwres specified in the erosion and sediment confrol plan
ate properly implemented and maintained.

CGeneral Plan Policy [ER 1.1.7 requives thar conteactiers comply with Scction 15.88 of the Ciy Code (erosion
and sediment control) and City Coce Section 13.16 stormwater management and discharge control},

Once construction is complele, Generl Plan Policy U4.1.4 requirves the prepaation of diainage plans for
proposed developments in oider 1o determine the necessary dininage improvemenss to meet City standaeds
and 1o comply with the NPDES permit See Section 10 for forther discossion of the proposed storm
drainage [acilivies for the project.

Through the SQIP, new development is required (o implement stortwater quality treatment and/or BMPs in
project design.  Post-constraciion seormwater quality controls require the use of source control munoff
reduction and treatment conteol teasures set forih in the Stormnuater Owelity Manua? for Secramiants and Sonth
Placer Regisns.  These measures include treatment control, such as swales, [lier strips, medin filtess, and
infiltration controls and housckecping piactices, such as spill prevention, propes siorage, and clean-up
procedures. General Hlan Policy ER 1.1.4 requires new development to protect the gqualiny of watdy bodics
throvgh measures that area covsistent with the City's NPIES jpermit. Policy 1.1.6 reguites control of
stormwater funofl to prevent or redoce downstream crosion and (o protect riparian habitat,

Compliance with the reguluory framework cthat addresses water quality issues would ensute protection of
water: quality, both duting constenction and Implemenation of the proposed project.  Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in an addidenal sigrificant environmental effect that was not addreszed or
considered In the Mastes IR, The impact is Jess than sipnificant.

s City of Sacoamento, Sacriiaie 2030 Conersd Pla Adesior Frrnmmsntal logart Repesrd (2009}, Pape 1.7-25,
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B. As shown on the Floed Insurance Rate Map for the project area, the project site is loeated in Zone X',
which is an area protected from a2 1-percent chance or greater flood hazard (i.c. 100-year food) by levees.
None of the proposed improvements for the project would accur on or near the levees and; therefore, the
plo]f.‘ct could pot comprosnise the level of flood protection provided by the levees. For these. Leasos, the
project would not substantially incrense the exposure of people and/or propety to the tisk of injury and
damage in the event of 1 100year flood. Theésefore, the proposed pm]ect would not result in an additional
significant envigorimental effect that was not addressed ox considered in the Master BIR. The impact i less
than significamt.

Summaty of Analysiz under the 2030 Genetal Plan Master EIR, Including Camulative Impacts and
Grawth Inducing Impacts

Implementition of the General Plan was detenmined o result in less than significant impacts due to potential
depradation of water quality durlng construction and implementation of individual projects within the City.
The General Plan also detexminied that the curnulative impacts related to development were also less than
sipnificant. ‘The potential imipacts dué to exposure of people and propetty to loeal and regional 100-year
floods were determined to be less than significant. No mitigation was adopted for this issue area.

The propobcd project is a bubSCqULnt project identified in the General Plan: The project does not propose
consteuction methads or op::rannns that would result in a preater level of impacts to Hydrology and water
quality than previously analyzed in the Master EIR for the General Plan; and therefore, would not sesut in an
individually minox, bnt collectively significant project impacts.

A discussion of growth inducement is fiol necessary for the analysis of potendal impacts to hydrology and watet
quality.

Finding

The proposed project would have no additional project-specific envirohmental effects selated to hydrology
and water guality than examired in the Master EIR and the issue does not hieed to be addressed further.

12 Tederl Moieggeney Mongement Ageney, flood Ingumocd Rale Map, City of Sacrunento, Sacramento County.
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7. Noise and Vibration

L __ - . . ” _ Effect canbe | No addidonal
Impeaeis die to nudse and vibnaiion pay be wniichred sigiifieant §f | Effect will be mitigated to significant
constrarction andyor buplenrentation of rhe prepor red project sﬂ‘dig:é“ﬂw ' legs than. envitonmental
woudl vainlé i the following tmpacts Hiat reretn signifiant after - significant’ effect
implementation of General Plan pofivies or mitigation Jrom the '
Geeneral Plan Mmter EiR:

A. Resvlt in extedor noise levelsdn the project
area that are above the upper value of the %

normally acceprable caregory for various land
uses due o the project’s noise level increases

B. Resultin residental intetior noise levels of 45 _
dBA Lan or greater caused by noise level : ®
increases due to the project

C. Result in cobstruction noise levels that ¢xceed

the standards in the City of Sacratnento Noise X
Oidinance

D. TPermit existing and/ot planned fesidential and
commercinl aveas to be expnsed 1o vibration- e

peak-particle velocities gieater than 0.5 inches
per second due 0 profject congtruchon

F. Perniy adjacent residéntial and commercial
areas to be exposed to vibiation peak particle %
velogities preater than 0.5 inches per second
due to highway teaffic and rail operations

I, Permit histori¢ buildings and archacological
sitgs to be L‘{Pﬁ)hﬂd ko vibration- -peak-particle
velocities preater than 0.2 inches per second X
due to project construction and highway
traffic

This section iz tered from the Master BIR for the City’s General Plan, in particular Chapter 6.8, Moise and
Vibgation.

All eity wide impacts and mitigation myeasures for noise and vibeation identified for the entire Genetal Plan
PD]LC)? Ateq apply to the F rultﬂdge Broadway Corm'rmn.lty Plan Aven and, therefore, this ares would not

"generats additienal impacts to air quality than the aréa coveted by the Genetal Plan (Page 6.8-51 of the

Master BIR).
Mitigation Measure from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

The foiluw:iug General Plan policy would avoid or lessen environmental impacts as identified in the Master
EIR and is considered a mitgation measure for the following pioject-level and comulative Itnpacts.

General Plan Policy EC 3.1.5 ~ Interlor Vibration Standards: The City shall requice
construclion projects anlicipated to generate a sighificint amount of vibmtion to ensure
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acceptable interior vibration levels at nearby residential and commercial uses based on the
cutrent City or Federal Transit Administration (FTA) criteria,

Answers to Checklist Questions

A., B. Thete ate no existing residential undts adjacent to T4t Avenue within the project limits. There js an
existing tesidence located just south of the area on 82« Street that would be disturbed duting the
construction of the intersection. Iowever, due to the miarlvely low volume of generated traffic, the
proposed project is not anumpatcd to result in significant increases in noise at residential uses.

As noted in the Traeffic and Circulation analysis, teaffic gcncratcd by the pxopmcd project would not be
congldérad substantial and would not degrade Jevels of setvice o toadways or intessections to umcceplablc
levels, Beeause the pm]ect would not fesult in sigmﬂcnnt impacts to teaffic flow in the project wiclnity, it is
nat anumpatecl that noise generted from the hew fHps due to development of the project would significantly
increase noise in the project atea.

Fot this reason the proposed project would not result in an additional significant environmental effect that
was not addeessed or considered in the Master EIR, The impact would be tesg than significant.

C. 'There would be sesitive noise receptars near the proposed intersection of 14% Avenue with 82 Street.
Chapter 8.68 of the Cif}' Code exernpts noise due to the steclion, excavation, demoliiion, or aliemtion of
structores as long as the activitles aze limited to between the hours of 7 aum. and 6 pan. Monday through
bam:da} and between the hours of 9 a.m, and 6 p.n1. on Sunday. The Code requires that intetnal combustion
engines be equipped with suitable exhanst and intake silencers that are in good working order in order for the
exernption to bein effect,

The contractor would be requited to comply with City Code regurding the noise from consttuetion
equipment and the constiuction of the rdad would not involve constrnction equipment that is not normally
used. Thetefase, the proposed pm]ecl: would not result in an additiénal sighlficant etwjtonmental effect that
was not addressed o1 considered in the Master EIR. The impact would be Jess than s{gnificans.

D. The proposed pioject would widen -a roadway that is adjacent to e'ustmg commergial vses, Given the
smhupated typé of consituction equipment o construct the proposed project, and as shown in Table 2, the
maximum anticipated vibeation penetated duting constructon would be 0.210 at 25 feet from the edgc of
construction. Sidewalks would be consteacted within, and adjacent to, the nghls of way tines on hoth sides of

14% Avenue; which could result in vibiation that exceeds the thresholds in those areas whese existing
commergial buildings arve clase to the ﬂghl of way. However, the construction contract for the proposed
project would spec;f" that smaller constructon equipment, which gencrates less wbmuan would be required
for all cotistriicion within 25 feet of existing buildings.

For these teasons, the proposed prdject would not result in an additional significant environmental effect that
was ot addressed ot consideted in the Mastet EIR. The impact would be less than sigmificant.
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‘Table 2

Vibration Souice Levels for Construction Equipmeit

Equipment PPV at 25 feet (in/sec)
Vibratory RolBer 0210
Hot Ram B 7 0.089
Large Bulldozes _ 0.089
Loaded Traeks 0.076
Jackhimmer _ 0.035
Small Bulldozer 6.003

Sowe; PBICJFEIR, Raiffyard: Spesific Play Braft Er;wmﬂm il Impm szon; (FCH 2006032053) ARapiis 2007, Page 6,8-23,

B. The pmpmcd project does not result in land uses that would sensitive to vibration, For this reagon, the
proposed pm;ec:L would not result in an additional n;gmﬁcam cavironmental effeer that was not addressed ot
consideted i the Mester RIR. The impact is Jess than significant.

F. There are no historic or known archeological resturces within the project aren. Therefore, the proposed
project would not result in an additional sipnificaiit envitonmental cffect that was not addressed ot
considered in the Master BEIR. The impact is fess than significant.

Summaty of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR; Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

The proposed preject is consistent with the General Plan and zoning designations assumed for the site in the

Mastet EIR. The project would include constfuction methods, building designs, and operational méthods
that would redvce the potential noise and vibtaiion impacts to less-than-significant project levels.

The project would not resilt in gréater levels of noise or vibration than previously analyzed in the Master
BEIR; and therefore, would not result in an individuelly mines; but collectively signiificans, project impacts.

A discussion of growth inducement is not necessary for the analysis of potential impacts due to increased noise
and vibtation,

Finding

Constrction of the proposed project-would result in less-than-sigtilficant impacts due to noise and vibratior;
thierefore, no further analysis is necessary.
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8. Parks and Open Space
Trapacks to parks and open shace miay be considsred significant if Effect will bé Effect can be H‘J. 'gd_.d'i_ti_unal
constretion andy or implementation of the, Pratosed Project ;ﬂaﬁrfd studied in the mmgalcd to significant

o less than eirvitohmental
resuts i the following impactr that remain significant after EIR significant effct
iplementation of Geseral Play policier or privigation jront the ' ‘ o
Géneral Plan Mavter EIR:

A. Result ih increased use of existing parks of
recreational facilities such that substaitial b
physical deterioration of these facilities could
occuy:

B. Create a need fot construction or expansion of _
receeational facilitics beyond what was X
antmp'lted ini the 2030 Genéral Plsm

This section is tieved from the Master EIR for the City’s Genetal Plan, in partdculay Chapter 6.9, Parks and
Open Space.

Al city wide imprcts and mitigrtion measures for parks and open space identified for the entite General Plan
Pohcy Area apply to. the mezdgc Broadwsy Community Plan Area and, therefore, tlifs atea would not
genetate additional impacts 1o air cluahty thar the atea covered by the Genetal Plan (Pagc 6.9-23 of the
Master BIR),

Mitigation Measures from 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

No mitigation measurcs related 10 the protection of paik facilides and open space were adopred as part of the
Master BIR.

Angwets to Checklist Questions

A, B. The project does not propose new residential of commercial development, so therefore, would not
populauon that requites additional park land and récreationial facilities.

Approximately 29,655 squace feet of additional right of way would be required from the area of the Granite
Regional Park in order o constuct the full width of the roadway. However, this area of the pEJ.k is on a
descending slope due to the past mining activities on the Granite Patk site. This loss of this area of the park
for a road right of way would not result in a matesial loss of Jand for recreational putposes, ot ptevent the
Park ﬂom developing p]anned facilities.

The project would not result in the need for new parks not the increased use of existing patks. For these
reasons, the project would have 4 less-than-significant impact on patks and open space.

Summary ol Analysis under the 2030 Genéral Plan Master EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was determined to result in less than significant impaczs relared fo
increased wse of cxisting patks or recréational facilities and the nged for constructon or expansion of
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recreationsdl facilides, beyond thae anticipated in the General Plan,
The proposed project is a subsequent project identified in the General Plan and analyzed in tlie Master EIR,
The project does not propose development that would result in a greater level of impacts to park and
recreational facilities than previously atialyzed; and therefore, would not result in an individually mindr, but
collectively sipnificant project impact.
The provision of park and recreational facilities ace not considered growth inducing.
Finding

The project would have no additional substantial project-specific envitonmental effects related to park and
tecreational Facilities. No further analysis fs necessary.
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g, Public Services

Effect can he ™o additional

Lmporcir 1 paebife sormiver sy be consiclered sipntlivans if Effect will be o L
T T R, oo . g mitigated 1o significant
conlistion andf or mpleprsataiion of the Propased Project studied in the ess the hor i

i veesedt 7 the foliswing impacts thut romatn sosificant EIR css than environmenta
swonid vesedt it fodlowing inspacty Harl rensatn wgniftca sigaificant effcct

after topdmsentation of Gevesal Plar polisies or mitigation fresy
he Crenoral Plan Mavter EIR
A, Waould the project require, or result in, the
constiuction of new, ot the expanston of ¥
existing, Faclities relaied to the provision of
police and fire piolection and schools

This section is tered from the Master FIR for the City’s Gencral Plan, particalarly from Chapier 6.10, Tulkc
Services,

Al city wide impacts and mitigation measures for public services Idemified for the entire Geaeral Plan Policy
Area apply 1o the Fruinidge Beoadway Community Plin Area and, therefore, this area would not generate
additional impacts to aiz quality than the area covered by the General Plan (Pages 6.10-13, 6.10-24, and 6.10-
46 of the Master EIR).

Mitigation Measares from 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply o the Project
No mitigation weasures related to the provision of public services were adopted as part of the Master HIR,
Answeis o Checklist Question

A, The preject does ot propose new oc expanded lud vges, For this reason, the proposal would not eesult
ity an dncresse in the need (or public services. No additional significant enviconmental effeer to public services
wonld tesult from (he construction and eperation of the proposed projeet, The impact would be fess than
sigrificant,

Summary of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, Including Cumuvlative Impacis and
Growth Inducing Impaces

Tmplementation of the General Plan was determined w result in less-than-significant impacts to the provision
of palice and fire pretection, a3 well as schools, Although Tuil boildous of the General Plan would result in
the need for expandeid and new facilitics for all three public services, it was determined thut compliance with
General Plan policies regarding the provision of police and fire pratection, and payment of the developer
impact Fees would ensare that adequate protection would be provided 1o serve the anficipated increase in
demand. Payment of the fees per Senate Bill 50 is considered complete mitigation for the putposes of
CHEQA,  Similady, the cumulative effects of development in accordance with the General Plan were
determined 1o resuli in Jess than significant impacts to the provision of police and fire proteciion and the
provision of sehools for the sbove rensons.

The proposed project i consistent with the General Plan Mobility Ulement and is 2 subsequent project
idennfied in the Masrer BIR for the Generat Plan, The project does not propose development dhat would
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resnlr in more gignificant impacts to public services than previously analyzed; and therefore, wonld not result
in an individually minor, but collectively significant project impacts,

The proposed project would not comstruck new or expanded facilities for the City’s Police and Dite
Departments, nor would it dedicate n new siie for such faclities. Therefore, the projeat v not considered
growih {nducing from the standpoit of public services.

Finding

The proposed project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects related to the provision
ol public services than cxamined in the Master EIR and the issue does nor need m be addressed further.
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10, Public Utilities

Tnipacts o public atilities may be considered wigngeant of | Biffect will be Effectcan be | No additional

cotestywition andf or impletnentation of ¥ the Propased Projest okl | stodied in ap | TitgLed 1o significant
o less than egvitonmental

resilt dn the Joliowing fmpacts that vemain sioyiftume after EIR sienificant effect

inplemenintion of Genersl Plan polises wr mbgation from the

General Plan Master EIR:

A. Resultin the detérmination that-adequate
capacity is not available to serve the project’s X

demiand in addition to existing commitments

B. Require or result in ¢ither the construction of
new utilides ot the expansmn of existing ¥
utilitjes, the construction of which could cause
slonificant envitonmental impacts

This section is tiered form the Masgter BIR for the City's General Plan, in particular Chapter 6,11, Public
Utilities,

All city wide impacts and mitigation measures for public udlities identified for the entite Crenernl Plan Policy
Aren apply to the Fruitridge Broadway Community Plan Ared and, thesedore, this ares would not generare
additional impacts to air quality than the atea covered by the C‘cnerﬂl Plan (Pages 6.11-40, -63, -69 of the
Master EIR).

Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to Project
No mitigation measnees that would apply to the proposed project were adopted as patt of the Magter EIR,
Answers to Checklist Questions

A. "The pxo;cct docs not propose new or expanded land wses, For this reason, the proposal would not result
i an-dncrease in the need [of pub]ii; utilities. No additional significant envitohmental effect to public utilities
would result from the constriction and opetation of the prepesed project.

Thetefore, the proposed project would not tesult in an additional significant envitonmental effect that was
not addiedsed or considered in the Master TIR, “The jmpact wwould be Jfess than srgmﬁnnm

B. As part of the proposed project, a 24-inch water main would be installed in 14% Avenue. The City’s Water
Master Plan shows thig future line, The water line would be installed as patt of the ptoject to prevent the furure
need to distuth the street at the time the water ling is warranted, The énvitorrbental dmipacts associated with the
installation of the water main are addgessed in the vagous sections of this Initial Study becavse the action Is part
of the proposed project.

Similuly, the Ciry’s Dralnage Maiter Plan calls for a new extreme event diversion pipe 1o be place in 145
Avenue; between an existing manhole at the Power Inn Road and 14% Avenue intersecton and the detention
basin in Granite Regional Park, As with the water ling, this dmin pipe would be installed as part of the project
to prevent the future need to distorb the street. The environmental impacts associated with the installation of
the draiiape pipe are addressed in the various sections of this Initial Study becavse the acdon i part of the
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proposed project.

The Pm;ect area is within the boundaries of the Sacramento Area’ Sewer District (SASD), which has facilities at
the intersection of 14% Avenue and Power Inn Road and in 14% Avenne east of 82 Streer. The Distrlet
indicated that in ihe future additional facilitles may be needed in 14t Avenue. Any future extensions of SASD
facilities are outside of the scope of thiis project,

Thetefore, the proposed project wwould not tesult in an additional significant environmencal effect that was
not addsessed or considered in the Master BEIR. The impact would be Jess than signiffcant.

Summary of Analyzis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, Inc]udiug Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implemeritation of the General Plan was deteemined to vesult in less than significant impacts, both at the project
and cummulative levels, (o facilities for solid waste; energy, and telecommunications, The increased demand for
potable water was determined to be in excess of the City's existing diversion and freatment capacity and;
therefore, could requite the constmiction of hew watet suppl y facilities. This impact was determined 1o be
_slgmﬁcsnt and ubavcidable and was overridden by tlie City Council. Similasly, the 1;_1:&‘&1\5!:;1 demand for
wastewater treatment-would tequire new ireatment facilities, construction of which would result in a significant
and unavoidable impact. Theé City Council sdopted a Statement of Overtiding Conisiderations for this impact.
The comulative impacts related to water treatment and wastewater treatment were determined to be sipnificant
and unavoidable. Again, the City Council adopted Statements of Overriding Considerations.

The ptopased project I consistent with the General Plan and zoning deésignations assumed for the site in the
Master EIR. The project does nol propose development that would result in move significant impacts o
public sérvices' than previously analyzed; and thérefore, would not resolt in an individually minot, but
collectively stgnificant project irepact.

‘The proposed project would not upsize pipe sizes, extend pipes to previously unserved areas or make other
improvements to utility aystems that could induce hiew growth. Therefore, the project is not considered prowth
inducing, ‘

Finding

"The proposed project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects related to the provision
of public ntilittes tha examined in the Master BIR and the issue does not need to be addressed forther.
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11. Transpottation and Circulation

Tapurcts stsulting froin i guﬁmea‘ed by the project or shanges in Effect will be Effect canbe | No additional
cirawdation arv onsidered  significant i consiriction andfor | o died in an | TUBATed to significant
impleeniatioy of th: Propesed Project bowld ressitt én the EIR less than environmental
Jollowing tpacts that. remain significant dfier implementation of significant effect
Guneral Plan polisies or ‘mitigation from the Generad Plan
Master EIR:
A. Ropdway segments: degrade peak petiod Level
of Service (LOS) from A, B, C ot D (without the
project) to E ot F (wnh project) OR the LOS 5
{without project} is E or I, and project
generated traffic incredses  the Volume to
Capacity Ratio {V/C ratio) by 0.02 of more
B. Intecsections: deprade peak period level of
setvicg from A, B, Cor D (wlthr)ut project) to B
ot F (with project) ot the LOS (w:thout project) 3
is E or F, and project gmerated teaffic increases
the peak petiod aveiage vehicle delay by five
seconds of more
C. Freewny facilities: off-earnps with vehicle queues
that extend into the ramp’s deceleration area or
onto the freeway, project traffic incieases that
cause Ay ramp's m_el:gs:f diverge level of service
to be watse than the fresseay’s level of service; X
project traffic increases that cause the freeway
level of seivice to deteriorate beyond level of
service threshold defined in the Calirans Route
Coneept Report for the facility; or the expected
ramip guene is preater than the storape capacity
D. Transic adversely affect  public  transit
operations ot Fail to adequately provide for
Access to public
E. Bicyde facilities: adversely affect bieycle travel, '
bicycle paths or fall 1o adequately provide For X
access by bicycle
F. Pédestrinii: adversely affect pedesitian tmavel,
pedestrian paths of fail 1o adequately provide for X
accesy by pedestdans

24

This section is tiered from the Master EIR for the Cig’s General Plan, in particular Chapter 612,
Transpottation and Circulation.

All city wide impacts and mitigation measutes for teaffic aud circulation identified for the entire Genetal Plan
Poln,} Avea apply w the l‘rmtﬂdge Broadway Comnminity Plan Area and, therefore, this area would not
generate additional impacts to air quality than the area covered by the Geneml Plan (Page 6.12-95 of the
Master SIR),

=
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Bxtending 14" Aveaue as a tour-lane asterial yord is consisient with the Cin's 2030 General Plan and s
considered the ultimate roadway design.

The proposed projeet is also @ component of the Sootheast Area Transportation Study (SEATS) approved in
1999, The SEAT study devetoped and evaluated improvements 1o reduce congestion in the vicinity of the
Power Tnn Road/Folsom Bonlevard iniersection and address the long-temm transportation needs in the
sautheast pottion of the Ciey.

The roadway extension would slso include Class 1T on-steeer bike lanes in each diveciion and sidewalks on
both sides of the road.

Mitigation Measures for the 2030 General Plan Master EXR that Apply to the Project
None.
Answers to Checklisi Questions

Ay Bo As shown in Tuble 3 ench sludy intersection ander Fyisting conditions currently operates ab Level of
Service (LOS) D or better, except for the 14% Avenue and Power lun Road intersection, which operates at
LOS E daring the PM peak hour, "Phe acceptable LOS within the project study ares is LOS D,

As showa in Table 4, each study roadway segiment currendy operates at LOS 1D or betrer. The project would
result in increased in daily volwmes on each of the study roadways. The proposed project would result in
TOS C o better opemtions in the cumulative plus project conditions.

The project waukd increase the daily traffic volome on each of the smdy roadway segments between the
Existing conditions and Ixisting plus Project conditions, except For the segments of Florin Pesking Road
south af the new 142 Avenue and Florin Perkins Road intersection.

As stated on Pape 22 of the Traffic Impact Study, the peoposed project woulkd not cavse signifieant impacis
under Fxisting plus Project conditions at any analyzed intersection or roadvwey sepment,

Flowever, under the Cumulative plus Project condifions, the intersection of 140 Avenue and 8204 Street
wauld result in a degradation of interseetion operations from LOS B Lo LOS P duving the AM peak hour.
This 3s a parentiadly dgnificant impact, Tmplementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the
impact to a Jess-than-significant Jevel through rthe inswmliation of signalized wallic control.  With
sipnalization the {ntersection would operate at LOS C during the AM peak hour

Mitigation Mecasure 6
The City shadl dnstadd sipnalized traffie sontpsd, tws sasibound swawed janes, a loit-tuen fskel, aue twa trawd

feenrgs ine ihe westboand divection, and @ sigge dravel lane in the vorthbonnd divection at the interieciion of
T4 Asere and §29% Strees, "Viily signat shatl be dncsailed af sl e as e signad navvant i sotisfed.

-~
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Table 3
Intersection Operations ~ Existing and Cumulative Conditions
. _ Peak o Existing + | Cumulative | Cumulative
Intersection Traffic Control Hous Exitlng Project Neo Praject + Project

14 Awe and 737 St Side-street stop AM A A A A
PM A A A A

148 Ave and o

Power Inn Rd Signal AM D D F E
M B D i B

h c sl

;:tp Ave and 82 Side-street stop AM A A B ¥
B A A A C

Flotis Perkins Rd ‘ T

and Jackson Rd Elpnal B AM IJ. D B b0
P c ¥ F I

Florin Perkins Rd _

and Belveders Ave Signal AW A A B A
P B A B A

Floda Perldng Ret . . . . ‘

and 25° Ave AM A A A A
M A A A A

Flosin Feskins R :

and Fiuitridge Rd Signal AM D D R E
BN D D 2} ol

Ploda Perklns Rd ; Py

and 14 Ave Signal AM " B ) ¢
PM - B L C

Somrie: City of Saceamento, Trafle Inpad Shuly = 190 Az Bxtension, Sacamente, CA, November 2014; Table 4.and Table 6. Sce

Appendiz 1,
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Table 4
L.OS For Sindy Roadway Segments — Existing and Cumulative Conditions
A Tuisting + lative — Anlatiy
Roadway Segment Existing Fulstmgh Cumu ative Cuou ntive
_ Project No Project + Projeet
14% Ave — 7304 81 to Power Ton R 13 C A A
Bt Ave - Power Inn Rd o 820 5t A A A I
14% Ave — 529 81 to Floskn Perkins R4 N/A A MNiA A
Flosin Peckins Rel - Jackson R i 149 Ave A A B C
Faorin Perkins R4 — 14% Ave vo Belvedore Ave A A B A
Flogin Perkins Ré - 24% Ave to Froitridge Rd A A A A
Sowice: City of Saeramente, Trafi J‘af{;;u;‘fmfy iy .»i!wﬁ.u;Ew’#n.rr’nn;.?'m;; wrsenten, (A, Novembeor 2000, Table 5 and "Fable 7. S
Appendix T

Therefore, traffic penerated by the project would not be considered substantial and would not degrade Level
of Sexvice on roadways, intersections ov any freeway facilities to vhacceptable levels. The existing streets in
the viclnity of the project sice would have adequate capscity to accommodate the projece penerated traffic
volumes without any significant tealfe related impacts. The intersection and roadway Lacility inspacts ace fess
than significan.

C. As determingd by the City's Traffic Bogineering Division, the project would not impact frceway
operations.  The extension of 14% Aveoue primacily affecrs Tocal aceess, with linle effect on vegional travel.
The change in volumes due to the extension resulis in linde effect on travel times on other roadways. For
this renson, the impact on freeways swould be fess Hian significant.

D, The praject proposes to widen 140 Avenue and extead it to Flovin Perkins Road, an artevial rondway.
Although there is cartently no transit provided on the road, the proposed widening of the roacway o its
ultimate widih would allow future tansll opetations on the road. For this reason, the impact sould be foss
than significant.

E. The project proposes Class 11 bike lanes on borh the exiating and the new section of 14% Avenve, Theee
are currenitly no bike lanes on the toad. The project would improve the conditions for bicyclists in the area
and the impact wonld be fess than significant,

F. The project proposes sidewalks on both sides of the road. The corners at the NW, NIZ and SE corners at
Power Tun Road, the W and SP corpers at 820 Sireet and the NW ané SW corners at [orvin Pecking Road
would be upgraded with Ameticans with Disabilivies Act (ADA} compliant curb mmps, For these reasons

i3 - o - 2 ‘ . YR . i
Cliy oof Sseramento, Troffe Tugpet Sinido— 144 vesie Bactrinion, Sovraments, CA, Neoverabe 2000, Pape 9,

730
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the project would provide both new and improved pedestrian facililies and the impact would be less than
sfgnificant.

Summaty of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was determined to result in significant and ynavoidable impects to vatious
roadwiy segmienits and freeway segiments that would not meet Levels of Setvice standatds, The City Council
adopted a Stateinent of Qveniding Considerations for thése impacts. Implementation. of the Generzl Plan was
determined to have less than significant impact to imnsn, bicyele, pedestrian, abd parking facilitles, Sirilatly, the
cumulative impacts related to Levels of Service on vatious roadways and ﬁcuways were determined to resuli in
s1gmﬁca11t and unavoidable impacts. The City Coumcil also overrode these impacts. The cumulative impact on
tanisit facilities was detetmined to be less than significant,

Both the improvement of the existing portion of the road and the extension ate consistent with the 2030
General Plan. The poject Is listed in Table 6.12-6 (Page 6.12-5%) of the Master EIR for the General Plan,
which shows the roadways evaluated in the General Plan for new roads and widening.

The proposed project is also 2 component of the Southeast Area Transportation St‘udj {SEA'LE) appwved in
1999, The SEAT s:udy developed and evaluated improvements to reduce congeston in the vicinity of the
Power Inn Road/Holsom Boulevard inversection and address the long-term lransportation needs in the
soutligast portion of the Ciiy.

The pmpo:;f:d project would provide a new east-west cotmection between Power Inn Road and Florin Perking
Road, as specificd in the City's 2030 General Plan. ‘This would-facilitate future planned development in the arca.
The ptowth induging uuphc’mons were previously addressed it the General Plap, The 1oad would [edlitate the
planned developtnent in the area, For this reason, the proposed project would not result in previously
unconsidered giowth.

Finding
Unider the project plus cumulative conditions a potentially significant impact would oceur; however, the
proposed mitigation measure would reduce the impact to a Jess-than-significant level, The proposed project

would have no additional project-specific envitonmental éffects relured o taffic and dtenlaton than
examined in the Master EIR and the issue does not need to be addressed futther.

7-36
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12. Utban Design and Visual Resources
Tnpacts 15 urban derign or visin! resenrees wray be onsidered | Bffect will be Effect “’:“:: be | Ne "‘d,‘.if,i,ﬁ"“”l
significant 1f constietion a;;dj a;*:zﬂ"pfemsﬁrm‘m of the Proposed | studied in an '“;‘i iﬂtil‘: mm ch'E::::z:’:tal
}%‘?;m JHig pisult n the folloming Purpacts thal vemain EIR significant | effect
sigrtifiaiint aftsy implaproniasion of Gentral Plan padisiss o ' '
ystigation. from the Gisteral Plan Master BIR:
A, Create a source of plare that would eavse a ' e
public hazatd of annepance '
B. Créate a new source of light that would be cast e
onto oncoming traffic or residental vses

Thjs, section 1s tieied from the Master TR for the Ci ﬂys Gcnetal Plan, in patticular Clmptez 6,13, Urban
Design anid Visual Resoutces,

Al city wide impacts and mitigation measuges for urban. design and visual sesources identified for (he entire
General Plan Policy Area app!v to the Fruitridpe Broadway Community Plai Area and, therefote, this area
would not geneeate additional impacts to wrban design and visual resources than the area covered by the
Gévieral Plin (Page 6.13-30 of the Master EIR),

Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project
Nofe.
Answers 10 the Checldist Questions

A, B. The proposed project would install street ights, These lights would oot result in a souice of plate.
Streethghtw ate designed such that they do not create light that would be cast onto oﬂcommg traffle. There
ate no residential wses adjacent to road alignment. The proposed project would not tesult in an addiifohal
sipnificant environmental effect that was not addressed or considered in the Master EIR, The impact would
be less than significant.

Summacy of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Masier EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was determined to result in less than significant impacts due to
additional light resulting from new development in the City. Mitigation was adopted to ensure that glare
associated with new development would be reduced to less-than-significant levels, Similary, the cumulative
effects of development in accordince with the General Plan were detesmined to result in less than significant
impacts,

The proposed pm]ecl is consistent with the General Plan, The project does not ptopose development that
would result in miore irapacts due to light and glare than previously analyzed; and therefore, would not result
in an individually imdnot, but collectively significant project impact.

The issues of utban desigi and visual tesources do not tesult in growth inducing impacts.

7.37
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Finding

The proposed project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects related to visual
resousces than examined in the Master EIR and the issue does not need to be'addressed further.

7-38
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13, Mandatory Findings of Significance Yes or No

A Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substasdally reduce the habitar of a fish or wildlife specics, canse a fish or wildlife
population to drap below selCsustaining levels, thresten Lo eliminate a plant or Nou
animal communily, reduce the number of restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal ot eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or preliistory? _

B. Does the project have impacts that ave individually limited, bur comulatively

considerable? (“Camulatively considerable” menrns that the incremental effects of 7 |

project are considesabic when viewed in conneclion witly the eifects of past No

projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of prabable future

projects.) ‘ —
C. Does the projeet have enviconmental efleers which will cause substantial No

adverse effects on human beings, cither divectly or indirectiy?

Answets (o Checlddist Questions

A, C. As noted in the analyses, impacts to cabiaeal and biological rexources would be notentizlly significant
without mitipadon,  Implementation of miligation measures would reduce all impacts 1o 8 Jess-than-
significaat level,

B, As aoted for each of the issue areas in this Initial Study, the project i3 consistent with the General Plan;
and therefore, would not result in a level of development ihat exceeds what was assumed in the comulative
analyses for the various fssue areas in the Master IR, The environmental analyses for the proposed project
were tered from the Master BIR and can depend on the cumulaiive analyses associated with full buildout of
the Genesal Plan,

C. As indicated in the analyses in this Tnigal Study, the project worlkd aot resull in eithet direct or indirect
substantinl adverse effects on human beings.
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The environmental factor checked below would potentially be affected by this project.

Alr Quality Noise and Vibraiton

Biological Resousces Pazks and Open Space

Coltural Resources Public Services

Geolopy, Sails, and Mineral Resources Public Uilities

Fazards and Hazerdouns Materials Trangportation and Clrctlaion

Hydrolopy and Water Quality Urban Design and Visual Resources

Oun the basis of the Tnitial Srudy:

B | find that {a) the proposed project is an anucipated subsequent: project identified ane
described in the 20530 General Plan Master EIR; (b) the proposed project is consistent
with the 2030 General Plan land use designation and the permissible densities and
intensities of use for the project site; (¢) that the discussions of cumulative impaets,
growth inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effects in the Master BIR are
adeqguate for the proposed project; and (d) the proposed project will have additional
signifieant environmenen] effects not previously examined in the Masver EIR. A Midgated
Negative Declatation will be prepared, Mitigation measures from the Mastes EIR will be
applied to the project as appropriate, and additional feasible mitipation measures ancd
alternatives will be incorporated to revise the proposed project before the nepative
declaration is circulated for public review, to avold or mitigate the identified effects to a
level of insignificance. {CEQA Guidclines Section 15178(b))

ey

flennifee T Hzeman - Date  F

40
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Attachment to Exhibit A
Comment Letter from Sacramento Area Sewer District

The following text was added to Page 7-31 of the Initial Study in response to receipt of this comment
on the Draft MND. The new text does not change or revise the environmental determination for
potential impacts to Public Utilities.

The project area is within the boundatries of the Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD), which has facilities at the

intersection of 14" Avenue and Power Inn Road and in 14" Avenue east of 82™ Street. The District indicated that
in the future additional facilities may be needed in 14" Avenue., Any future extensions of SASD facilities are outside

of the scope of this project.

See next page for letter.
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Nepresenting:
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Gity ol Folsam
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City of Sacramento
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Prabhahar Somavarapu
Didesczton of Policy amd Plaritkigl

10060 Goatise Raad

Sacramzanlo, UA 9AB27-35683

Tel H6.078.6000
Fax DI5.6/D.HHK
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14" Avenue Extension Project

NCT

2417

May 24, 201§
£3225.000
Jennifer Hagemm

City af Sacramento, Cammnmity Development Department
Tanvironmental Planning Division

100 Richards Boulevard, 3 Floor

Sactamento, CA 95811

Subjeei: Natice of Availability/Intent to Approve the Draft Mitigated

Negative Declaration for 14™ Avenue Extension Project

Pear Ms. Hageman:

The Sacramento Aven Sewer Districl (SASD) hag reviewed the Notice of
Availobility/Intent to Approve the Drafl Milipaled Negative Declaration for the
subgect projeel and has the following comments. The Sacramento Regional
Coanly Sanitation Disteict (SRCSDY has sent their comments in a separale
letier,

it is noted that this project is proposing improveinents lo 2,800 linear feel of
4™ Avenue between Power [nn Road and the curret end of he road, just east
of 827 Siveet, and to extend the road 2,250 linear feet from the current end to
Frorin Perkins Road. The project site is within the Urban Services Bouudary,
SASIY/SROSD boundaries and the City of Sacramenio haundary.

SASI has public scwer at the intersection of 14th Avenue and Power i
Road, as well as appnmmnldy 1600 fect of public gravily sewer in 14
Avenue east of 82" Sereef. Depending on developmeni needs, SASD
anticipates consfruction of additional public sewer within he 14" Avenue
right-olf-way may be requived. No offsite sewer infrastructure is expecled to be
recquired.

Since, the project is subject 1o currenlly established policics, ordinances, fecs,
and conditions of approval, mitigation measures should adequately address the
sewage aspeels ol the project, We anticipale a fess than sipnificant impact to
the sewage facilities due to this development.

It you have any questions regarding these comments, pleuse call me at. 876-
6290,

Sincerely,

T
Athiindeep Singh, P.E.
Sacramento Atea Sewer Distriet
Development Services

AS: ms

ce: Fike

Policy and Planning -Sarenma Deeble
Isgemnn 0524010y

June 14, 2011
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Back to Table

sl Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring Program

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code requites reporting on, monitoting of, mitigation measures adopted as part of
the environmental review process. This Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) is designed to aid the City in its implementation
and monitoring of mitigation adopted for the 700 Block of K Strect project.

The mitigation measures are taken from the 700 Block of K Street Draft EIR, as revised in the Final EIR.
The components of the MMP are:
1. Impacts. Each impact is numbered as they appeared in the Draft EIR.

2. Mitigation Measures. Fach mitipation measure is numbered as they appeared in the Draft EIR. Any revisions to
the text of a mitigation measure, as shown in Chapter 2 of this Final FIR, are included in this MMP.

3. Implementing Party. Identifies the entity that will be responsible for implementing the mitigation.

4. Timing. Each action must take place ptior to the time at which a threshold could be exceeded. Implementation of
the action must occur prior to, or during, some part of approval, project design, or construction on an ongoing basis.
The timing for each measure is identified.

5. Verification of Compliance. Provides an area for verification of complance.
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endangered species of
plant or animal

This area is habitat of the vally elderberry longhorn beetl, a threatened species, and niust not be
disturbed. This species is protected by the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended. Violators
are subject fo prosecutton, fines, and inprisonment.

The signs shall be clearly readable from a distance of 20 feet and must be maintarned during the
duration of construction.

Work crews shall be instructed about the status of the beetle and the nosd to protect iis elderberry
habitat.

disturbance

Impact Mitigation Measure Impl;z::;ltmg Timing Végi;:’]i (::::f
e e g ©* 2. Biological Resouftces =
Result in substantial Mitigation Measure 1
degradation of the
quality of the For areas of habitat for vernal pool branchiopods that would be avoided during project construction, a
environment, 250fo0t baffer shall be established aronnd the perimeter of vernal pools and seasonal wetlands that
reduction of the provide suitable babitat for listed vernal pool branchiopods, ar determined by a gualified biokgist. The
habitat, reduction of buffer areas shall be clarly identified with staking or flagging and no project activity shail occur within
population below self- | 282 marked areas.
sustaining levels of
threatened ot If compizte avoidance of vernal pool branchispod habitat is not feasible, consultation with the US Fish Contractor Pdor to ground
endangered species of | and Wildlife Service iv required and an incidental take permit may be required. During the disturbance
plant or animal consulfation, an appropriate mitigation plan shall be developed and approved by the US Fish and
Wildlife Service.
Areas of habitat that canunot be avoided shall be mitigated through a combination of creation and
preservation of vernal pool branchiopod habital. Offvite mitigation in a US Fish and Wildlife Servics-
approved mitigation bank requires a vatio of 2:1 preservation acreage to impacted acreage, plus a ratio
of 1.7 creation acreage for impacted acreage for a total of 3:1 mitigation acres to impacted acre.
Result in substantial Mitigation Measure 2
degradation of the
quality of the A minimmm setback of 20 feet from the dripiine of each elderberry plant with stems greater than one
environment, inch in diaweeter at grosnd level shall be maintained... The buffer area shail be fenced with high
reduction of the wisibility construction fencing prior fo commencement of ground-disturbing activities and maintained for
hahirtat, reduction of the duration of construction activifies in the area.
population below self-
sustaining levels of Stgnr shatl be posted a maximum of 50 feet in the buffer area with the following fnformation:
threatened or Contietss Prior to ground
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Result in substantial
degradation of the
quality of the
envitonment,
reduction of the
habitat, reduction of
population below self-
sustaining levels of

Mitigation Measure 3

If constraction activity is scheduled to ovour during the Swainson’s hawk nesting season (February 15
70 Septeneher 15}, the contractor shall retain a gualified biokygist to conduct preconstruction surveys and
#o identefy active nests in all publically accessible areas within 0.25 miles of the project site. The
surveys shatl be sondusted prior 1o the approval of grading and/ or improversent pians and no less than
14 days and no more than 30 days before the beginning of construction for all profect phases. If no
westy are found, uo further mitigation is required.

Prior to approval of
grading and/or
improvement plans and

I Contractor no less than 14 days and
endangered species of | If active nests are found, a buffer of 0.25 miiles for Swainson’s hawk and 500 feet for other raptors AY piote a0 days
plant or animal shail be established and no project activity shall commence within the buffer until a qualified biologist PHOEKOEaRELR oo
confirms that any young bave fledged and the nest is no longer active. "The size of the buffer may be actvities
adjusted by a gualified biokgist and the City, in consuitation with the Department of Fish and Ganse.
Monitoring of the nest by a gualified biolygist during and after construction activities will be requtred if
the activity bar the potential fo adversely affect the nest.
Result in substantial Mitigation Measure 4
degradation of the
quality of the The City Arborist shall determine if the large tree near the intersection of 14" Avenue with
environment, Florin Perkins Road gualtfies as a beritage tree. If ihe tree is determined to be a heritage
redL_lcnon of t]gc iree; mitigation .rbafl{ be F@/mmz‘ed as directed by the City Arborist. If the tree is not a _ . Priorts remevil of fhe
habitat, reduction of heritage tree, no mitigation i necessary. City Arborist ree
population below self-
sustaining levels of
threatened or
endangered species of
plant or animal
i sln e e - 3..Cultural Resources
Cause a substantial Mitigation Measure 5
adverse change in the
significance of a The following shall apply to any ground disturbing actividies associated with
historical or development of the project.
archaeological resource
as defined mn Section a Frior to any exvavation, grading or other constrastion on the project P
; : : : : : ’ L ter to any ground
15064.5 of the CEQA site, and in comsultation with INative American Tribes and the City’s Contractor e v i
Guidelines Preservation Director: a qualified archasologist will prepare a testing plan jor J

festing areas proposed for excavation or any other ground-disturbing activities as
part of the project, which plar shall be approved by the City's Preservation
Director.  Testing in accordance with that plan will then ensue by the gualified
archasologist, whe will prepare a report on findings, and an evaluation of those

[indings, from those tests and present that report to the Citys Preservation
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Direstor. Should any findings be considered as potentially significant, further
archaeolygival invertigations shall ensue as approved by the Preservation Director,
by the qualified archacologist, and the archavologist shall propare reports on those
inyestigations and evaluations relative to efigibifity of the findings to the
Sacraments, California or Nationa! Registers of Historic Places and submit
that report to the City'’s Preservation Director, State Historic Proservation
Officer, and appropriate Native American Tribal reprosentative/ s if applicabls,
with recommendations for treatwent, disposition, or reburials of significant
Jindings, ar appropriate. Alo, at the conchision of the pre-construction testing,
evalyation and reports and recommendations, a decision will be made by the
Gity's Proservation Director, based upon the findings of the reports, as to whether
on-site monitoring during any projeci-related excapation or grownd-disturiing
activities by a qualified archaeologist will be required.

b Discoreries during construction:  In the event that amy historic or
prebistoric subinrface archeological featnres or deposits, including locally darkeensd
soif ("midden”), that conld conceal cultnral deposits, amimal bonme, obsidian
andf or mortars ave discoversd during constraction-velated earth-moving astivities,
afl work within 50 meters of the resomrces shall be halted, and a qualified
archeclogist will be consulted to assess the significance of the find. _Archeolsgical
test excavations skall be conducted by a qualified archeologist to aid in
determining the nature and infegrity of the find. If the find is determined to be
significant by the qualified archeologist, represeniatives of the Cify, inchuiding the
City’s Preservation Director, and the qualified archeologist shall wordinate to
determine the appropriate course of action. AU significant cnitural materials
recovered shall be subject fo scientific anafysis and professional piuseum curation,
or reburial in accordance with Tribal consultations if required. A report shall be
prepared by the gualified arsheologist according to current professional standards.

7 If a Native Amserican sty is discovered, the evaluation process shafl
fnclude consuitation with the appropriate Native American representaiives.

d If Native American archeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resonrces
are inpolyed, all idemtification and treatwent shall be conducted by gualified
archeologists, who are certified By the Socety of Professional Archeolggisic
(SOPA) and/or meel the federal standards as stated in the Code of Federal
Regulations (36 CFR 67), and Native American representatives, who are
approved by the local Native American commmnity ar seholars of the cultural
traditions.

e Inn 2he event that no such Native American iv available, persons who
represent tribal governments and) or organizations in the locale in which resources
conlg be affected shall be consnited. If bistoric archeolygical sites are involved, all
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identified treatment is 1o be carried out by gualificd bistorical archeologists, who
shall meet either Register of Professional Archeologists (RPA), or 36 CFR 67
requirements.

If a buman bone or bone of unknown origin i found during construction, alf
work shail stop in the vicinity of the find, and the County Coroner, and City’r
Preservation Director, shall be contacted immediately.  If the remains ars
determrined to be Native American, the Coroner shafl wmotify the Native
American Heritage Commission, who shall wotify the person most kkely believed
1o be a descendant., The mrost Fkely descendant shall work with the contractor to
develop a program for re-internment of the human remains and any assocated
artifacts. No additional work is to take place within the fmmediate vicinity of
the find antil the identified appropriate actions have taken place. Work can
continne on other parts of the project site while the unigue archeologieal resource
miitigation takes place.

AL - Transportation and Circulation: o

Intersections: degrade
peak period level of
sexvice from A, B, C or
D {without project) to
E or F (with project)
ot the LOS (without
project) is B oz F, and
project generated traffic
increases the peak
period average vehicle
delay by five seconds or
mote

Mitigaﬂon Measure 6
The Cizy shall dustall signalized traffic control, two eastbonnd travel lanss, a lefi-turn pocket, and two
travel fanes in the westhonnd direction, and a single fravel lane in the northbonnd direction at the

intersection of 14% Avenne and 82" Street. This signal shall be installed at such time as the signal
warrant is satisfied,

City Department
of

Transportation

When signal warrant is
satisfied per City
Department of
Transportation
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RESOLUTION NO. 2011 -
Adopted by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of Sacramento

on date of

ARMY DEPOT REDEVELOPMENT PROJECT AREA: APPROVAL OF 14™ AVENUE
EXTENSION PROJECT INDIVIDUAL PROJECT AGREEMENT AMENDMENT TO
ADD TAX INCREMENT FUNDS FOR PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS; AND RELATED

BUDGET AND ENVIRONMENTAL FINDINGS

BACKGROUND

A. The Army Depot Redevelopment Plan calls for the installation of new or
replacement of existing public improvements, facilities and utilities in areas which
are currently inadequately served.

B. The 14" Avenue Extension Project (Project) meets the Army Depot
Redevelopment Plan goal of preplanning, redesign and development of
underdeveloped or poorly developed areas that are underutilized or improperly
utilized, and the promotion of new private sector investment and strengthening of
the economic base of the Project Area by installation of needed site
improvements.

C. The Project is consistent with the 2009-2014 Army Depot Implementation Plan
and is listed in the Redevelopment Program in which completion of the Project
will eliminate blight and promote economic development.

D. In 2008, $400,000 in Army Deport Tax Increment and Tax Exempt Bond funds
was approved by resolution (2008-048 and 2008-471) for the preparation of a
Feasibility Study to identify infrastructure improvements and cost estimate for a
new arterial street connecting Power Inn Road and Florin Perkins Road, and the
preparation of CEQA clearance documents.

E. The proposed improvements will be publicly owned and are partially located in
the Amy Depot Redevelopment Project Area. The proposed allocation of Army
Depot Redevelopment Project Area funds is consistent with California Health and
Safety Code Section 33445 amended by SB 93, Ch. 555 (effective 1/1/10) which
allows Redevelopment Agencies to pay for improvements that are publicly owned
and partially located in the project area, but extends beyond the project area
boundary, when the required findings are made which include 1) the City of
Sacramento has insufficient funds to pay for the improvements, 2) the
improvements will remove blight and, 3) are consistent with Army Depot 2009-
2014 Implementation Plan. Construction of the Project will significantly improve a
physical and economic blighted area and help stimulate private investment.
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F. The City of Sacramento desires to apply for grant funding for the remaining
Project costs.

G. As required by State California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
Section 15096(f), the Redevelopment Agency has considered the environmental
effects of the proposed project as shown in the Mitigated Negative Declaration
prepared and adopted by the City. Because there is neither any new information
of substantial importance nor any substantial changes with respect to the
circumstances under which the project will be undertaken that would require
preparation of supplemental environmental documentation, the recommended
actions do not require further environmental review per State CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15162 or 15163. There is no federal funding associated with this
action; therefore, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) does not apply.

BASED ON THE FACTS SET FORTH IN THE BACKGROUND, THE
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1.  All evidence presented having been duly considered, the findings,
including environmental findings regarding this action as stated above, are
approved.

Section 2.  The Executive Director, or her designee, is authorized to amend the 2011
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency budget to defund and
reallocate $88,099 from Army Depot Tax Exempt Elder Creek Road
Feasibility Project funds, $1,381,854 from Army Depot Development
Assistance Taxable Bond funds and $2,030,047 from Army Depot
Development Assistance Tax Increment funds in amount not to exceed
$3,500,000 to the 14™ Avenue Extension Project (T15098600).

Section 3.  The Executive Director, or her designee, is authorized to execute an
amended Individual Project Agreement with the City of Sacramento’s
Department of Transportation to implement the 14" Avenue Extension
Project (T15098600).

Section 4.  In accordance with California Redevelopment Law Section 33445, the
Agency further finds and determines that:

(a) The 14" Avenue Extension Project will benefit the Project Area by
alleviating congestion, improving public safety, removing costly
impediments to development and upgrading infrastructure to
contemporary standards to stimulate private development.

(b) No other reasonable means of financing the Projects are available to
the community.
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(c) The payment of the cost for the Project is consistent with the Army
Depot Project Area Implementation Plan (2009-2014) to create a
transportation system which better links the City and encourages
private investment, and will eliminate physical and economic blighting
conditions that include inadequate and undersized infrastructure, and
addresses depreciated and stagnant property values, high business
vacancies and low lease rates inside and outside of the Project Area.

64



	Consent 14-14th Avenue Extension Project

	Table of Contents

	Attachment 1-Location Map

	Attachment 2-Background

	Resolution Approving 14th Avenue Extension Project

	Resolution Adopting Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Monitoring Program 
	Exhibit A-Proposed Mitigataed Negative Declaration

	Exhibit B-Mitigation Monitoring Program 
	Redevelopment Agency Resolution
 Adopting Redevelopment Project Area 




