RESOLUTION NO. 2011-347
Adopted by the Sacramento City Council

June 14. 2011

a
L

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)

(b)

(c)

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:

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.

On April 26, 2011, the NOI was published in the Sacramento Bulletin, a
newspaper of general circulation, and the NOI was posted in the office of the
Sacramento County Clerk.
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Section 2.

(@)

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
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Adopted by the City of Sacramento City Councii on June 14, 2011 by the following vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers Ashby, Cohn, D Fong, R Fong, McCarty, Pannell, Schenirer,
Sheedy, and Mayor Johnson.

Noes: None.

Abstain: None.

Absent:  None.

- Mayor Kevin Johnson
Attest: ' '

Shirley Conéolino, City Clerk
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Exhibit A
Mitigated Negative Declaration Attachment to Exhibit A
Comment Letter from S_acramento Area Sewer District

The following text was added to Pége 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 boundaries 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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SACRAMENTO AREA
' SEWER DISTRICT

SERVING YOU 24817

Hoardl of Direclors
flepresenting:

County of Sacremento
Clty of Citrus Heights
Clty of Elk-Grove

City of Folsom

City of Rancho Cordova
City of Spcramento

Stan R. Dean
[igivict Spafnees

Christoph Dobson
. Dimgine of Qperatinns

Prabhakar Somavarapu
Uioslor of Policy fmd Pimunhg

100560 Goathe Road
Sacramento, CA 85B27-3553
Tel 216.076.6000
Fax 91B.876.6160

. Wl sacsovIer.Com
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May 24, 2011
£225.000
Jennifer Flageman '

City of Sacramento, Community Dey relopment Department
Environmental Plamning Division

309 Richards Boulevard, 3" Floor

Sacramento, CA 95811

Subject: Notice of A\cfnlablhry!inh.n( ‘to Approve the Draft Mitigated
- Negative Declaration for 14" Avenuc Extension Project

Dear Ms. Hageman:

The Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD) has reviewed the Notice of
Availability/Intent to Approve the Drafl Mitigated Negative Declaration for the
subject project and has the following comments. The Sucramento Regional
County Sanftation District (SRCSD) has sert their comments in a separate
letter,

It is noted that this preject is proposing improvements 1o 2,800 linear feet of
14" Avenue between Power Inn Road and the current end of the road, just east

of g2 Street, and to extend the road 2,250 lincar feet from the eurrent end to

Florin Perkins Road. The project site is within the Urban Services Boundary,
SASD/SRCSD boundaries and the City of Sactamento boundary.

SASD has public sewer at the intersection of 14th Avenue and Power Inn
Road, as well as approximately 1,000 feet of public gravity sewer in (4™
Avenue east of 82" Street, Depending on development needs, SASD
anticipates construction of additional public sewer within the 14" Avenue
right-uf-way may be required. No offsite sewer infrastructure is expected to be

Tequired.

Since, the project is subject to currently cstablished policies, ordinances, fees,
and conditions of approval, mitigation measures should adequately address the
sewage aspeets of the project. We anticipate a less than significant tmpacl to
the sewage tacilities due to this development.

It you have any questions regarding these comments, please call me al 876-
6296.

Sim:emiy, _
2 : ///
Dl ——
Amdndeep Singh, P.E.

Sacramento Arm Sewer District
Development Services

AS: ms
ce: File

. Policy and Planning -Sarenna Deeble
Hageman 05241 L

JUulie 194, 2u i1



Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring Program

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code requires reporting on, monitoring 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 monitozing of mitigation adopted for the 700 Block of K Street 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. Each mitigation 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 EIR, 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 prior 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.

Verification of Compliance. Provides an area for verification of compliance.

n
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Exhibit A

ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING
SERVICES'
916:808-5538

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
14TH AVENUE EXTENSION PROJECT

‘The:City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation, does hereby prepare, declare, and publish this, Final Proposed Mitignied
Negative Declaration.for'the. following described project:

The 14% Avenué Extension Project is located on 14" Avénue, béetween Power Inn Roéd and Florn Peikins Road.

The project would improve 2;800 linear feet of 14% Avenue between Power Inn Road and the current end of ‘the road, ]ubl‘ edst of §2
Street, and exrend the road 2,250 linear feet from the current end to Florin Perkins Road.

Both the improvement.of the existing portion of theroad 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
-roads and widening: Figure M2A of the General Pl:m Mobility Element shows the dasslﬁcatmn of the road (arterial)"while l*sgu.tc M3A
shows: the number of lanes (four).

Mitigation was. included to protect biological and cultural tesources and to mitigate for potentially significant changes in- traffic .and
circulation:

‘The Lead Agency is:the City of Sacramento, Community Devélopment Dep:u:l:menr The Department reviewed the ptoposed project and,

on the basis 6f the whole record before it, deteimined that the proposed project is consistent with the land usé designation for the project

site as:set forth in the 2030 General Plan. This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects-the Lead Agency’s independeént judginent

_ and analysis. An Environmental Impact Repott is not required pursuant to the Environmental Quaht\r Act of 1970 (Sections 21000, et
seq., Public Rcbcmrccs Code of the State of California).

This proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared pursuant 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 Regulatons (Resolution 91-892) adopted by the City of Sacéamento, and the Sacramento City Code. A copy of this
document and all supportive documentaton may be teviewed -or obtained at the City -of Sacramento, Community Development
Dépactment, 300 Richards Boulevard, 3 Floor, Sactamento, CA. The public counter is open from 9:00.am to 4:00 pin; 1 ’\«Iond'uy through
Friday. The cowiter is closed the first Friday of each-month.

Environmental Services Marager, City of Sacramento,
Californiaa municipal.corporation ’
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Initial Study

Initial Study

14" Avenue Extension Project

Antlcmpated Subs(.quent Projéct
Under the 2030 Ge neral Plan Mastcr EIR

This Tnitial Studyi was preparcd by the City of Sacamento, Community Dévelopment Déparument; 300
_ Richards Boulevard, Third Floot, Sacramento, CA 95811, pursuant to the Californin Environmental Quality
Act {Public Resources Code Sections 21000 &f sez.}. CLU-\ Guidelires {Title 14, Section 15000 & jég: of the
California Code of Repubmom; and the Sactamento Local an:mnmenlnl Repulations (Resolution: 91—892}
adopted by the City of Sacramento.

The City of Sacramento, Community Development Departivent, reviewed the ptoposed projéct and,on the
basis of the whole recoid before it, detesmined that the proposed projéct is an anlicipated subsequent project
identified and -desctibed in the 2030 Generil Plan Msster EIR (SCH 2007072024) and is-consistent with the
land use designation and the pe:rnn-.slbl{. deitsities and intensities of use for the project site-as-set forth i the
2030:Genegal Plan. See CEQA Guidelines Section. 15176 1) and (d).

The City prepazed thic atached Iumal Studir to (/) review the discussions of cumuladve impacis, growth
‘inducing itmpacts; and itreversible. stgmﬁcqnt ‘effects in the 2030 General Plan Master: BEIR to determine: their
adequacy for the; pm]cct (see CEQA Guidelines Section 151 ?8Lb},(€> ard () ro identify any- potentidl néw: or
additional project-specific sighificant environmental effects thatwvere.not nm]y/cd in the Master EIR and any
rifigation mcasvires oralternatives that may avoid or mitigate the ideatified effects to a. lewd oF insignificance,
if any:

As part of the Muster EIR process, the City is required to incorporate all feasible mitigation measures or
feasible altérnatives appropriate to the project as sét forth in the Master EIR (CFQ;\ Guidelines Section
15177(). The Master EIR mitigadon measures that are applicable to the proposed prO]CCE age 3¢t forth it
the appli cable technical sections below.

Thik analysis incorporates by reference the general discussion pottions of the 2030 General Plan Master EIR.

{CEQA Guidelines Section 15150()). The Muster EIR is availaible for public review at the City of
Sacramento, Community Dev elopment Depaitment, 300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor, Ssucm-*neum CA,

and on the City’s web:site at

N cityofsactamento.org/dsd/planning / efvironmental- reviesw/eirs/

15



_4‘5’ Avengie S tension
f\JJ:gafd‘d ngmx.—f Dsmmrm-

Initind Seudy

1. Air Quality,

| : 2 u ; C o e 3 ; Giiai Effect can be No additional '
Impaits 2o air quadity may be considered significant i constrmtion | Effect will be No additional

ancl oy ipplemientation of ihe propared project wounldl yegult in the | studied in-an mlz‘s%at::ﬁw éns\'lfl%:f;lt:iﬂl
jc: loswing impacts that remain-sigifican! after implesesiation of EIR significant effect
Senerd Pf'zfr' poliiés or ‘mitigation fromy 1h¢ Generad Pign T )
Mastei BIR:
A Rc!;u[l in constiuction emissions ofNOy above D
85 pounds»pe:. day
B. Resulrin gferitional emissions of NO; o1 <
ROG above 65 pounds per day '
€. Violate any air quslity staridird ot contribute _
subcnntnll} to an existing cr projected air X
qualipy viglation
D. Ifproject-emissions of NOx and ROG dre
below the emission thresh oldq. itis assumed =

that the emissions of PM;g are below the

threshold az well,

Resulein CO concentrations that exceed tlie 1-

hour State ambient ait quality standazd ii.e., <

20.0 ppm) or the 8-hour -State ambient

standard {.¢:,.9.0 ppuoi)

F. Resultin exposure of sensifive receptors to X
substantal pollutant concentrations i

G. Resultin TAC emissions that could adversély
affect sensitive receptors

>

This scctionis tieted from the Master-EIR for the City's General Plan, in particular Ghapter 6.1, Air-Quality.
All citpwide air quality impacts and mitigation measures identified for theendre Geneial Plan Policy Arca
apply to ‘the quldge andw ay Community Plan Area anid, El:er(.farl.., this afea would. wot gcncml.e
additional impacts to-aiz thw than the atea coveted by the General Plan {Page.6. 1-23 of the Master EIR):
Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply o the Project

No.mitigation measures related to the protection of air quality were adopted as a patt of the Master EIR.
Answers to Checklist Questions

A. Nitrous oxides (NOx) arc emitted by diesel- fucled equipment as a.part of the fuel-combustion process.
The estimated emissions of NOx due to the construction of the proposcd project was: détérmined using the
model tecommended by the Sacramento Metropolitan Air ‘Quality Management District. (SMAQMD) for

foad construction projeces (see Appendix A).

As shown u1 I:f-'alz;lé.' 1, the anticipated emissions of NOx'generated by the project duting construciion of the

7.2
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roadwayare well below the the shold of stgmtxmnce, therefore m.mg‘mon of NOx n:nhssmns is‘not: requucd
Hovrever, the bMﬁQND has adcopted: Rules thar are qpphcable to- varipus actlvmes, mcludmg constnction.
Al contractors must comply with these rules during all pbases of construction-of the: roachway.

For these reasons, the proposed project weuld net result in an additional significant enviranmental effect that
was not addeessed or considered in the Master EIR. The impact is Jess than significant.

Table 1
Anticipated Consteuction Emissions (hs /day)
ROG NOx, PM;o (PMz:;3)
‘Construction 5.7 44.7 1. 2871 (7.7)
Significance Threshold s 85 ‘85 -
Excéed Threshold? - No. No

Source: ‘Roail Cai':!r.‘fi:;._f{pﬂ-ﬁ.‘g:i::’aﬁa.‘r.’r’.‘kfodé.{ Weisian 6.3.2, rani Apul'l 8; 2011 I:'Sl.e.'-\ppcud'lx L'ﬁ}_; ’

B. When combined in the amwsph ere, reactive Organic gascs (ROG) ind NOx emissions are considered the
ptimary-ozene precursor emissions. These pollufants would be gencrated dutmg project opevition from the
motor vehide teaffic’ ua-ulu.ng from the pw]u:L Because this:proposed project was identified ia dhic Geéneral
Plan as a subsequent projeet, the analyses in the Master EIR for the General Plan’ assumed -the ROG and
NOx emissions thatavould be gen srated by vehicles on the road.

Fot this teason, theproposed project would not resule in an additdonal significant environmental cffect that
was not addressed or consicered in the Master ETR. The impact is Jess than significant.

C. The Sacramento Valley is considered as a non-attainment arén for ozone and PM10.  The analysis
specifically addressed the emissions of ROG, NOx, and particulate matter (PM) u.sull:mg from the proposed
project 'md determined that the project wou]d not result in substantial emissions. of thése pullut'mfs of
concern for the: Air District (see Appendix A). Sacramento County s’ considered in attainment for-the other
pollutants of concers: The pmpmcd pmmrl i§ subjéct fo District fules and regilations in éffect ic the time
of construction:

The pm]ca is' 4 subscquent project and does not include uses that-would geaceate or result in substaatial
_‘emissiors-of otheét pollutinty bfconcern:

For these teasons, the project would not violate any-air quality standavd ‘or contiibute substantially to an
existing or projected -air-quality violation not considered in the Master EIR: The impact would be less than
significant

D. PMis s,uwmu.d during constructicn primarily dering grading acuvities, which involve :.lmnng and
leveling the site using heavy equipment. Demolition also results in the genezation of PM. PN emissions also
occur- during 2 lesser extent during other phases of construction. As dl_vlu.rmlm.d. in B, above, the Andeipated
emissions of ROG, during operation of the proposed project, and NOx, during construction and operation
of the project, are below the thresholds of significance. Therefore, it is assumed that the emissions of PMare
also-below the threshold,
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Begiuse the proposed project \wauld not exceed: l.]’l(. thicghold, project-specific mitigation. is not required.
Howwc:., the Si\'L\Q\-fD hias '\dcpted Rules o the: l:educ'rlowof PM that are applicable to vatious 'u:m'mt_:.,
incleding constivction. Nl contgactors:must-comply with thieserules during;demolition.and construction..

l‘or this xcason, the proposed project: would not resultin dp additional aiqﬁ'i_ﬂcalll environmental, ¢fféct that
swasnotaddtessed.of considered in the Master FIR. The i impact would be less dinn significan

E. Moltor vehicles: are: (he pr?m.\r? source of cathon monaxide (CO} emissions, witli the Higfu.:.t aribiedt
concentrations near ongestecl intetséctions. Development of the pmposed project weuld-add traffic to, and,
chang{. teaffic flows, on the Cii ity’s:road network. Tﬂc:c:mng tiaffic- volumes and lower[ns levels of scevice at
Busy .intersections would tend to increase CO levels. However, the results of the' traflic anf.l-.ms for the:
pr opq&.cd project determinedt chat the proposed project would not substantially tncrease the amount of traffic
on the local roads and would not result in significant reductions in levels of service atintersections.

Forthermore, existing CO levels in Sacramento are relatively low (see Table 6.1-1, Page 6.1-4 of the Master
EIR) and the CO- emission rates from vehicles are expected to decline substantially fromo the present average.
values.! '

For these reasons, the proposcd project is.not anticipated to result in CO concentrations thatexceed the State
standards. The pmposed prc]cct would not result in an ‘idditional gignificant environmental effect that wis
not addressed or considered in the Master TIR. The impact would be Jess<than significant.

F., G. Dicsel particulate matter is considered a toxic air contaminant {TAC) by the SMAQMD: The prdject
site’is-not located ithin 300-feet of a roadwaj with an avecage teallic volime of 100,000 vehicles per dav.

According to the téaffic study prepaced for thié proposed project, approximately 13,300 averige daily tdps
would occur on the-segment of 14 Avenue berween Power InnRoad and 828 Suem 2 The segment cast-of
-82+4 Strece to Florin Perkins Road is andcipatced to generate approximately 5,600 average daily tips. ¥ Neitlicr
of these segments is close to the 100,000 averige rra ffic volume that is considered to generate TAC in
amounts that could be hartifal to human health.

For this reason, the proposed project would not result jn an additional sigrificant environmentsl effect that
was not-addressed ot considered jn the Master EIR. The impact would be /less than significant.

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

lmplemcntauou of the General Plan was determined to result in. Sigmﬁcmt and umavoidable impacts due to,
significant emissions of NOx duiing; constraction activities, c:pemtmnal emissions of NOx and ROG (vzone
_precursors) during: l.mplementauor. of the Plan, and emiSsions of particulate matter during construction
activities.. The CiLv Council adopted a Statcment of Ovcmd.mg, Ce'lsxdcmuons for these. meacts
Implemenration of the Genérdl Plan wias deteemined.to have a less than Sngﬁcant impact die-to conflicts ot
obstructions of implementation: of rcgmmll air qu'tlm plans, cmissicns of CO, and emissions of TAC:
’S:mllarl) the camulative effects of development in accordance with the Generdl Plan were detérmined to
result in mgmfcnnt and unwuidahle impacts due to the entissions of NOx, ROG, and particulaté malter,

! ity of Sacramento, Sawimento 2030 Gentraf Fioy Master Errsupertol Tuspeses Rapart (20093, Page 6.1-17.
& City. of Sactamento, Traffie Inpact Sisy 14 Apenus E tension; Sacranento, Catéfornin, November 2010, Table 3, Page14.
¥ City-6F-Sacramento, Tryffie Trgpat S7uy, | 14" Avenu Toxisnsion, Sacranieito, Clifonnia, Noveinber 2010, Table 5, Pagi14.
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which also wete overridden.by the City Council. The emissions of CO and TAC wege determined to be less
than significant at the cumulative level.

The proposed project is identified as a subsequent project that identified in the General Plan arid the Master

EIR for the General Plan: The pw}ect does not propose construction methods or- openttons that would

tesult in a grcater lewel of air emissions thad previously anayzed; and therefore; would not fesult iri an
individually mino, but collectively significant projectimpacts.

The. protection: of air qu'ﬂﬂ:v durmg construction and m‘lplcnuntumn «of the ijc.cr \w:u]r] not. result in
grovithinduging impicts.

Finding

The project would have no additional substantial projéct-specific environtnental cffects relating o air qualiry.
No further analysis is necessary.

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Discussion

As part of its action in approving the 2030 General Plan, the City Council certified the Master Environigental
Impact: Report (Master BIR) that evaluared the environmental cffects of development that is teasonably
anticipated under the new general plan. The Master EIR includes extensive discussion of the potential effects
‘of greenliouse pas émissions. The Master EIR discussions regarding climate change arc incogpotated here by
teference. See:

®  Dmft EIR: 6.1 Aic Quality ’P.xge 6.1-1)
e Final EIX: City Climate Change Master Response O.’agc 4-1)
o Eémma No. 2: Climate 'C_:laang:_c (Page 12)

These documents are available at wwavicityofsacramento.org/dsd/ pL'mnmg, t.nvuonm..uml-xc'nm*;' cirs/ and
at the offices of the Ctmum'.mr} 'Dew,lopmcnr Dt.p.y.rlmr:nt at 300 Richards Br}ul(.v'u.d Thzrd Floor.
Sacramefito, Califérnia.

The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan designation for the project site (CBD); therefore,
‘the greenhouse gas emission discussion in the General Plan Master EIR addressed the potentizl emissions
from the propesed project site. Because the amount of critted COz can be caleulatec (61 a specific pr ojcct
on the site, the project’s greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions (construction and operauonal} are discussed
below.

Durinig ‘construction of the project GHG emissions woulil be emitted from ‘the (J]Jt:t'lt].()n of censtruction

equipment and from worker and building supply vendor vehicles. “The total CO2 emissions generated by the
construction of the project would beapproximately 493.9 metric tons pm gear for construction of thé project.
These emissions would equate to. appmxtmatcl\- 0:6010 petcent of the: estimated GHG emissions. for all
sources in Califéinia (483 million micric tons).

4 See AppendixA (oethe modeliiig cesulss for COx,
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As prc\-'iousl; noted, the pzopm-cd }_..najccl. was identified in the General Plan for the City. Therefore, the
-long term upmatmaal emnissions associated with the use of the road were consideéred during the.| pwpamnon

‘of the Master FIR.

-Ongoing: Activilies for the Reduction of GHG Emissions.in the City

The 2030 General Plac: included direction: to staff to prepare a Climate Action Plan for the City. Staff has
continued work on this plan since .idop tion of the 2030 General Plan. The Climate Action Plin will provide
additioml guidance for: the- City’s ongoing efforts to reduce GHG emissions. "The tendative completion date
for di¢ Climire Action Plan is ‘December 2011, "This Plan’s-purpose:is to réduce the City's. operausnal
emissions.

fkct(cm mnun.ues at fh:. Qtatc 'md fecleml lem.l trJ l:omh'\t chm-ilt ch'mge tn ljccem'bet 2"[‘]‘@9 tlu:
Thc 'I"P:\ action cnuld wenhm]iy mmlt in |eguhllom {}mi “ould have 1‘; thejr pur[rmc the. reducrmn UF :‘uch
emissions.

The Mastei: BIR concluded that GHG emissions:that could be emitted by dévelopment that is copsistent with
the 2030 General Plan would be cumulatively considerable and unavoidable (Ermata No. 2, Page 12). The
Master EIR: includes 4 full analysis of GHG Etn'lS‘;lOnS.‘lnd. climate change, and adeguately addresses these
issues.

The pm;ecr is consistent with the City’s goals as set forth in the 2030 General Plan and Master EIR relating
to reduction of GHG emissions. The project would not impede the City’s efforts o comply with AB 32
requitements. The project would not have any significant addirional environmental effects relating ro GHG
emissions-or climate change.
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2. Biological Resources

Effect can be:

No additional

Impasts o biological' yeiosrves mnay s considered Sjgificans: i Effe‘:‘t;"f"_-bc iitipated to -slgnifiocant
isinyciion dndj.er tnplessentation. of the pnrpa: e ,mm-’rf ..Ararr}z. 5““11];-- Jamvan less than chivironimeaital
| rsalt iw the ;’o‘fam‘ﬁg impacls that ‘renain sy J.z.m' afier EIR significing T effeet
' rmpt'awcrmm:m of Genpial Pe'(:r' poliges or .w:!f‘gwmx: Jrome the o
General Plan Master EIR
A, Creare a potendal health hazard, or use,
production or disposal of materials that would <

pose a hazakd to plant or animal populations in
the area affected

B. Resule in substandal degradation of the quality
‘of the. environment, reduction of the habieat, .
reduction of population beldw self-sustaining .4
levels of threatened or endangered species of
plant ot animil

C. Affect other species of special concern to
agencies or natural resource organizations X
(such as regulatorywatersiand Wetlands}

This section is tiered from the Master EIR for the Gity’s General Plan, particulasly from Ghaprer 6.3,
Biological Resouirces.

All ¢ity wide impaces and mitigation measures for biological resources idediified for the entire General Plan
Policy Area apply to the Fruittidge Broadway Community Plan Arca and, therefore, this.area would not
génerate acditional impacts ro biological resonrces than the area covered by the General Plan {Page 6.3-34 of
the Mascer EIR.

A biological resource analysis was conducted for: the proposed project-in March 20115, The iaformation in
this section is based on information from that analysis.

The existing roadway drains into vegetared and disjointed driinage ditchies. Common lnmlm.'lping shrubs and
trees lie adjacent.

‘The field 1}'Jng between the ead. of the existing paving and Flogin Peckins Road-is piecdominately non-native
grass specits. The field appears to.be regularly dicked and/or mowed One lge teee,: with a citcumférence
of* appxotunatc}) 105 inches, Jies ~within the proposed foad alignment near Flotin Perking Road' and swould
requite removal as part of thlt.. project.

Two'seasonal pools are located within the project site.

s Ascent Bovironmental, Resuits of u Biviggizal Resosree Avalfyis for the 147 Avenne Road Exsencion Project, City of Sacramento,
March 28, 2011,

~3

==1
"
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Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

No mitiga ton measutes relatéd to the protection of biological resources were adopred as a part.of the Master
EIR:

Answers to Checklist:Questions
A, B. The project.iovclves the impravement.of an eXisting roadway and the constriction: of a few:toad.

The two seasonal pools on the pivject site conld support listed vernal pool branchiopods. Vemal poo) f‘rm'y
shrimp and vetnal pool tadpole shiunp are known to occur within one mile of the pto]tct site. ‘The scasonal
pools, qlthuugh degraded due to adjacent land uses and dominance by nonnative vegetition, appear to have
sufficient hydtology and other habitat requitements to support these species. Impacts. to listed veenal pool
b:anchmp ods would be 2 potentially ugmﬁcnnl. impact.

Seven elderbeery shrubs are growingimmediately adjacent to the project sité. The shrubs have multiple:stems
greater than one inch in diameter and conld provide habirat for' the v*IILy clderberry Ianghm.n beetle. Six of
these shrubs are located only the buildings adjacent to the project site on the smlth and onc is north of the
" fence between the project site and Granite Regional Park. These shrubs-are not within the: project footprint:
for ground disturbance, but could be indircery affected through damage to the shrubs’ toot systeims (om
compaction ot distarbing of soils. Therefore, this is a potentially significant impact.

Construction of the project would require the removal of one wee and several shrubs. The: shiubs could
support nesting loggerhead shrtke.  The teee is unlikély t6 support nesting raptéis becauseé the branch
steacture does not appear to provide adequate. support fora l-uy:: sfick nest: However, the open ren ngrth
of. thee project sire contains many teces: thit could suppoit nesting special-status iaptors, such 2§ Swainson’s
h'mk white-tailed kite, and-others.

The- project site does not Pr_owrlr.‘ suitable foraging habitat for raptors. The western portion is mt..atl) paved
and the casteen parfion i in ai approximately 100-foot widé area bétween a fence and esisting industrial
development, compesed mosrlv of weedy grassland. This azen does not provide suitable Swainson'’s hawk
fotaging habitat because of Jack of vlslblhtv from a potential nésting tree, the site’s proximity to noisy
industrial develapment, and the abundance of higher quality open geassland in the adjacent open areas to the
north of the projece site, .

If ai active rapror or lopgerhead shirike nest is present duting vepetation xemoval and other ground-disturbing
activitics, the project could resulf in the discurbance of nesting birds. This would be a potentially significant

impact:

Implementation of the to]lo\wng m.!l:lg:!l‘loﬂ measures would veduce impacts to prorected biological resourees.
"The-tesulting impacts: after implementation would be less than significant.

Mitigation Meastie 1

Lor-treay.of 'k !"rbztrz.l Jor vernid pool; branikispads. thal. wowld be: civasied drrisg project: Qo hction, a:
fam M{' o chall be r!.wn.rb..,z' arotnd the. pe _,mtcr o vérrdl. pools an: d secisonind wetiands: tat frovide
switaiile babitat for lisied verial ! poal branchigpods, as- delsimined by & qualificd biologist. “Fhie buffer aveas
shail b clearsy iden tLified withy staking or f’q_gg._rg dird no projest actizity sbail Giustrwithin the markd are.

7-8
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1 complese avoidance of virnal poo! branchiopod babitas & rot feasivle, eonsmliation with the US Fish and:
Wildife Servies is réguired aad an .rrm.':'en'm’ take perizil may be-vequired. During the oiiswltation, an
appropeinte métisaltion plaw shalt be dieveioned and upproved by the US Fish and Wildsfe Servies.

Arvas of Fabitat that cannet. be argiced vhati by raitigated Hirmough acombination of creasion and préservaiion
of vernal peoi branchiopsd iabitat. Of’}m witigation. in a US Fish and Wil Yife Ser ei-utirevid
writigation bark requires @ rato-of 2:1 brissryatior acreqge to inguctad-aprsuge, plasia ratio of 1:1: ‘erealian
asreage for inipasksd asriage o a total of 3:1 wiitigation aores fo impacied aure.

Mitigation Measure 2

A miinizayon sezhack of 20 fost from the didiing ofeuch z’.d'ﬂ'r'my p;’m.-r M!fr ks greater than one ingl in
diametsr at. grond ovel ﬂ':r:’f be maintained.. The bugler area shall be ‘G'.r,m’ s bigh visibiity
CORSIyHition JRHcing prior {o-copinvenierient of aritiid-disiet bw,g activities anil miatituined. ﬁr the dirition, of
consirneiion. acliyities At the.aria:

Signs shall be poited a-maximu of 50 feet in the biugfer avsa with the following infarmation:

This area &5 habizat of the vatiey e,dmun;' longhors beetie, a threatened specizs, and must noi. be
desturbeed. This pecies iv protésted by te Endangerid. S *m,mf]u of 1973, as amesded. Vidlators
are sugject to prosesudion, _,l‘:,.u, and imprisonmei.

The-signs shall be cleariy readable from: a distares of 20 j}': and must be wainieinsd dgrz:;q ihe duration -w
conitrialing.

Wk eraivs. shalf be insfriccted abait the statis of the beelie and the need.ia profect iy eldeibaryy babiiat.
Mitigation Measure 3

I caistisidion. autiitly 4s ‘sihodyien fo vty dring the, Swaingon’s baiv& nesting searofr (Febrnary 15 fo
.Br.'rsfrmbrt 15), ihe contiactor shall rotain a guialificd .)'ofa,gfrr to condset preconstruchion: SHTVLYS and to
iden il active hests i all publicaliy aceessitile areas withi Q.25 miijés of the prifect site. The srigpexs Soail bo
coudycted Srior to-the approval of, g'dﬂ’ll‘g andf or mpm"ew it pians and wo less than 14 diays: andd o niors
than 30 days bejare the begiriing of constyusiion jor alf proiect phaves. If no wests gvs_fyiid, o fusther
witigation it regstired

If astéve nesis are forend, @ bujler of 0.25 mites for Swainson’s hewls and 500 fect.for vther raptors shull be
extaliished and io project detivity shatf commeies within the :'ng;:r At @ gl j;srf biglggist confimis tial,
any young bus fledged asd the nest is so tosgar active, Thy size of the !m*?crr nay be adiustud by a quaiified
biokgist and the Ci af; in comeiliation wirh whe Deparismers of. h-b and Cm,"». X:Iamfmmg of Ve nesi By a
gualified § Jm;n'gm dstving and f..f_r.r constrrction activities will be regucired f [ the astivity bas the boveniial o
adversely affect the pest

Mitigation Mcasure 4
The City Avborist sbiif desermidsie if m large-freé near the insersection of 14 Awinie w;.fu Elosin P&‘rﬁ'zr.r

Road g;'au_;m as @ beritage trve, .f{ the tise i deteviminsd fo, e & *enfqge e, r.mma,:ah kil be
implenpented as-dirested:by fhe City Arborist. If the.trve iv-nota betitags tyee, o mitzation is-nécesiary,
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‘€. Extension of 14 Avenue-wouid 1cquu.c improvement to; rhc perimeter fun-off and stérm diainape system
and would require: modification of existing drainage chapnels. There are a seties of drain age ditches along
both §idés of the road, some of which suppott hydrophytic vegetation and all of them support an ordinacy.
‘high water mark.

Two seasonal pools ate loeated within the project Iwundar\' ‘1 he first is located just east of the-end of the
pavement on 140 Avenue in the uddevelopcd field and supports an obligate wétland 5pt.cl , Cartei’s
butgcrcu_p. The pool contains wedand plnts-and soils. Extension of the roadway would require dnk.mg and
paving thiat would alter the hydrology s and function of the feature.

The othzr-is located in a vacant atea notth of 143 Avenue, at the intersection with Power Tnn Road. This
pool was- inaccessible due to fencing, but has clc*\fly definied. edges from acrial photos and several- hpdropln,uc
plants sere visible. The road widening would require activitics: that would alter the hyd:ology and function of
the feature.

Waters and other wetlinds must meet technical and fegulatory critefia if theré arc to be considered
jurisdictional featutes: by the Army Corps of Enguuers under Section- 404 of the ‘Clean, Water Act. The
‘potential wetand features on, and 1d|accnr to, the project site are not connected togel:hcr and in azeas it
‘appears that thete may be gaps<dn connectivity to waters of the Unired" States. I-Iowe\re:, it ds pomhle that
dl.u.mg extreme storm gvents, water from all of these features drains west to the storm draing in Power.Inn
Road, and from there, to-a water of the United States. Thercfoic, itis possible that the wetlands could meet
the ceitetia under Section 404. Tsolated waters are chu.ﬂatcd by thic Regional Water: thw Control Board for
the purposes of witer quility zs “waters of the Stute” and the featares on the project site are anticipated to
meet the State cuiteiia:

Grading and other construction activities could result in fill material being placed into wetlands and other |

water subject to regulation. Although a formal wetland delineadon has not been canducted, reconnaissance-
levél mapping indicates that approximately 1,200 linear féet of drainapes and approximately’ one~l-m]F acte of

seasonal pools would be directed filled. Additional acreage of seasonal wedands could be-indirectly affected if
the project activitics alter the hydrology of wedand features adjacent to the project site.

For these reasons, the project’s impact would be potentially significant for wetlinds and other regulaory
Waters.

Priot to approval of the grading and i unpzovcmcm plans-and before any jgrading, the City would e required
to have ‘a ;utl:.dicttonal wetland delinedticn conducted by a qualified wedand specialist. The preliminaty
delincation would be ssubmitted to the Army Corps of !_ngncers for verification. ‘No, grading or other
ground:disturbing, activitiés would ‘be allow wd until, all cequired permits, regulatoty :\pprova'|- andl permit
conditions for ctfects on wetland habitats arc sccured. .

If the wetlands are determined to be subject. to the juxisdicdon of the Army Corps of Engi}aecrs, the City
would be required fo replace, restore, or enhance on a “no net lpss” basis the acreage of all witlarids and
other waters of the United States that would be removed, lost; or degraded duting project construction. The
wetlands may also be subject to cegulation under the Stere’s Porter Goldgne Water Quality Control Actand
r-:'glll‘\t‘(.d by the Regional Water Quality Control Board... Wetland babitat would e restozed, enhanced,
and,/or u.piacul at an acreage, lacation, and methed agreeable t6 either the Army Corps or the Wates: Quality
Control Boatd, dependling on agency jurisdiction and as detetimined during the permitting process.

Compliance with the federal and State laws related to the protection of jurisdictional waters would ensure.that
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there would be:a no net loss of such features; and therefore, the: unpact is less than significant,

Summary of Analysis under-the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, Including ‘Cumulative Impacts-and
Grovth Inducing: Imp'lcts

Imp]emmlﬂuon .of the Geteral Plan was détérmined to-restlt in- algmﬂcam: and unavoidablg impacts due o
the cieation of Patenu.d liazar stanis and .mu‘nnls, re(lucuoh of the qnahl} :)f habitat or reduction of
population below sclf-sustaining, levels of special statis specics, loss of & npﬂrlan habitat; loss 'of wetlinds ot
other waters of the United States, and the loss of sensitive natural communitics. The Ci City Council ad@pl:cd a
Statement of Overriding Conisideritions for these impacts. Implementation 6f the Geneidl Plhn was
determined to have a less than significant impact due to potential violations of the- City Coile related, to the'
protiction of-trees, in particular Heritage reées. Fhe cumulative effects of ‘development i accotdaiice with:
the'General Plan wete determited o tesult.inless-than-significant impacts te binlogical resources.

The project does not proposc construction methods or operations chat would result in greater nnpac;s ©
biolégical resources than prcwnu-.i" analyzed; and therefore, would not résult in an individually minor, buat
collectively significant project impacts.

The protection of biological resources would-not zesult in growth inducing impacts.

Find’ii:g-
“Fhe proposed project would have no additional projccr-apcmftc envitonmental cffects related to biological
resources. than examinéd-in the Masger EIR and’the issue coesnot néed 6 beaddrgssed furtlier.
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3. Cultaral Resources
o G ‘Effcctcan’be | No additional
Impacts to sdltural vecowrees gy be corsidersd gy Effcce willbe m-it'igm-ed_"ﬂ. significant
consiruigiion airdf or snpicmentation of vhé proposed pmjs;f iirarr?a’- studiedinthe |~ 2 o anvitoninental:
vesiit i the .‘b.}aw-’m impacls that remain sigifant after EIR 's'ign'iﬁ-c'an"t " affecte.
impleneeiiation of Ce;mr! Plast policiés or niitigation_frim the N '
General Plan Mastir FIR
A: Ciusea substantial adverse change i the,

51gmﬁcancc of a historicel ox axch.lcologlml %

fesource as defined in ‘Séction 13064:5 of the

Cl:.Q A Guidelines

Thiis seczion is deved pacticulacly from Chapter 6.4, Cultural Resources, of the Master EIR. For the putposes
of thi§ diseussion, the term ‘cultural resources’ includes both alchcclug}.c'tl and listoric resources.

See Section 4, Gebdlogy, Soils, and Minceal Resources, of this Initial Study for 4 discussior -of potentidl
impacts to-palecntological resources. :

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

Noimitigation measures relited to the protection of cultural resources were adopted as a part of the Master

Answets to.Checklist Question

A. Accorclm[, fo Fi igure 6:4-2, of the Master EIR the project area does not have protected histdfic resources.
No structures wculd be.removed o disturhed as a result of the: project:

According to l'i;f,nre 6.4-1, of the Waster BIR, the project site is not within eithet an atea of high or moderate
archeological sensitivity. These areas are known to have, or are adjacent to, recoided archacological
fesources. A portion of the proposed pmp:cu site was previously disturbed due to the. consteuction of the
existing roadway. The remaining poition is not developed; however, the field appears to be regulary disked
and/or mowed. Flowever, carthwork assoclated with the prnpoaccl project could result in distuibance of
previously unknown archeological resoutces. due to the excavation and earthwork necessary to construct- lhc
road and associated improvements.

Tmplemeniation of the proposed project would include ground disturbing activites such. as excavations for
development and trenching for new uility connections. Tt is possible for buried resoutces to be uncovered
duting any snbsurface constructidn activity, and snch respurces and theitr immediate surrounding matfix could
be damaged if not adequately protécted; thereby resulting-in aporenisally Hongiicant impact.

General Plan Policy HCR 2.1.15 requires comph'mc-, with protocols’ that protect cr mitignte impacts o
archeological resources, including pichistofic:fesolirces. Foi-the purposcs of this Initial Study, the- fullowmg
mmgnnon applies to any p'xlcontolr«glcal resounrces that may be discovered duting development of the project
site. Such tesoutées may be presént in fossil-béaring soils: and rock formations bélow thé giound surface.
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Although the City is not hic,h[" sensitive for such resousces, some. discoveries have ‘been made in. |:he pasté.
As'with. mchaco]cgltal resources, palcontological resources are generally considered to! bé histotical resourecs;
as defined in Section 15064, S(a) (3} (1) of the CEQA Guidelines.

ﬁvﬂ,lﬁg—adml 1 outlines a plan to test the proposed project area prior to eéxeavation or o:lh_cr gouud—tﬁstuﬁhlﬂg
activitics, and to addzess any uncovered archeological resources, While unforeseen archeological-resources or
Native Ametican resources may still be found durding any ground distucbing activites, the mi'ﬁ'gmim\ will
significantly reduce potential impacts ro resources by ensuring that constructicn. is haited immediately upon
discovery and the resources are- appmpm.uely handled. Thercfore, with mitigation, this impace is. considered
less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 5
Tl following shilt apphito imy grovad disturbing 4 acliivies assosiated with devsigoprent af the prvsec,

e Prﬂr "ﬂ .wgz x.\'n"mﬂrm, gmd::zg ar. oifm m.m‘m.f.rm M ﬁ’a- pm.\n’ rm-, au{." an mn":/ m’;oﬂ w;f.-‘- ..'\;mzﬂc

. Pmmv‘mm. Dmc!or T .ﬂ.g it :.rmvﬂlﬂ.;r .mﬂ.’: it N!az.- wz."f 'bsn .:m:.: by flm awaf m’
arvbaco -"qgm, whowidl | propars-a repor! on fludings, and ar-eselaation ¢f those finciings, Sivum thiase losis and'prevent tiat
wpent to the Ciyls Rrassrvation Dirsetor: Shoiid any findings e nsidereid as potuitially significant, fiurtiv:
anliaeologial ifivestigations. shall enssit as dpproped by dhe Preservaiib Director, by the qualified archacologist, cuid the
aqumfogf:r rzm!#' prepare. reporis oi those investigutions and spaiuations relative fo cligibility of the findings io. he
Sacramento, Califernia or Nationai Ropisiers of *Flistoris Places and subwit that rpont fo tiik Gity's Preservativy
Dirvetar, State Firtorie Preserogtion Dﬁn'e. arel r{,ﬂf)mﬁlml" Nitive American Triba! representative] ¢ if applicabl,
wiliy recammendations for ivzubuen:, dzm‘w.an, or rehuriais of significant findings. as apprepriate. Ao, at ihe
conetusion of ibe pre-consirustion ferting, evaligiion and mporss and seommendations, a decision will be made by the
City’s-Preservation Direetor, beved wpon the jin m’u.{g: of the reporss, ar to whether on-site monitoriey during apy project:
w.mm’ xceavetian ¢r ghornd-disteriing activitiéy iy a "uqﬁ,;.m’ aretuepiygict will be viguired.

b. Discorerées rw*:r;g construction: In tie exzat fhat apy bistoric or prebistaric swbswfazs archaological feaiseres
or depostis, including focally durbesed soil (“rzidden’), thar sonld conesal sulisral deposits, aninal bone, obsidian

arm',’w mortars are discoveied diiFisig consiviction-refaled eavth-maying aclivites, afl ﬁur& wrfém 50 sueters of the
PitTvos shailbe, haitsd, and o guat] m! rfrr.?sn.;.q-.rf will e consulted to dssess the:s o gritficdniee of fhe fand. A r:s:’ném!
seit exwarations chiall b condsied b; a-qusztified. archeologist fo-aid in dietermiining. '}-: netfure aud dtegrity of the fiad:

Tite fr il is determiied to be ;rzmﬁ.rm.f by the qua; _,wr.l archeolozist, ropresentatives qf 1he-City; .u.c&‘zdmg the- City's-
Pmemafm' Directir, a Wt d-:ammv the-gpgrapriats aires of-asiion: A‘."f
sigity fam- crittiiral analysis apid: prgm.omi wattiensyy euvation; or
vebsirial in.aecondanen with “Tvibat comsulbations g’ fﬂ,q-mwrr' A reont, shall b prepaved by The: :;:r-n{mmmr')&m.iamﬂ
mwm’n*g fo current: pro; Tosigial :'m:r":m’s

& 1F°a Native Amerscan sits & discoversd, fhe eogtuation process shail inglide consultation izl 1be appropeiate
Native Amerian represezdatins.

d. Ir Nativi Ameriean. dvchenlpgical, sibmagraphbic, or Sfintial resenss are invehed, alf’ m’a.'m jicating and
dreatnent r)ia‘ﬁ' fe condiicied by guadilivd archeslogisis, whe ars cridfied by the Sodiety of Pm*mmm:’/!rﬁw.agﬂ\
(SOPA) and]sr reeet the federal stardards os siated.in e Code of { Foedrad Regnletions {36 CFR 61), aid Native
Americas representatives, who are approved by the locd Netiv Americitis conissiisity as sébiolars of the cdsses!
raditians, ' -

® Gity of Sacrumcito, Saiamento, 2036-Genvia! Plas Master Evoeoivgeutal lspad Rapond (2009), Prje ¢.5-25,

7443
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] 20T, A ity af the ;.frd
-"f."f the Cﬂ.!f"gl Com .r‘, r.lm'if f‘:,'}.f !’mmfran D.fr"fﬂr wa'? éz' ol !af:f'd mrmedmfeiy f y h}z.' semaing arg
Aetermiined to by Native Amerisan, the Corvner shall noli ﬁ Hie Native American: Fie m.’qs\' C wmiission; wh. shalf
cotify thie person wase fikily: bulisosd te be o desssndami, The giost-f - dleseitaan wrells thir conireslor 16
ol a progri for FRiF Rt ol tié ittt 1niais and. dily assodided ars "Em’.r .N'.'J caddl tiiail dvark:is i fide
Dlaee witliihe ilie mamediale - biciity of the find sentil the idoniiied appropriate. astions have Ia'l&ﬁ? aldce. Woik eali
ontinuge on ofbar parts of the drofect site- whifs the wtiigeie aredeaiogival resonree mitigetivn takes placs.

Summary of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts.and
Growth Inducing Iimpacts

Implementation of the Genenl Phn was determined 16 result in significant and unavoidable impacts o
cultaral resoutces. The City Council adopte:cl a Statement of Ovcu.tdmg Considerations for these meacts.
The- cuimulative effects of de.«.lopmult in accoidance with the General Plan were determined to result in
significant and unavoidable 1mp1ct5 to cultural resovices. The City Council adopled a Statement of
Overriding Considérations for these impacts.

§e constructisn méthods of operalions that would result i in gred _'r'-'mp‘tcts to

The pioject does not prop: £
‘z.cd and thecefore, would not result in an ID(II\'Idua“} minar, bt

.cultural resources han pre tously anily
colleervely significant projcet fimpacts,

The protection of cultural resources would not result in growth inducing impacts.
Finding

The propesed project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects related to cu.ltur’ll
resources than examined in the Master IR and the issue does not feed to be addressed further.

714
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4. Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources

Dinpasls o s'*’a.qg.rm!juﬂrwr Yoils ondstions; or mincial
resources mizy-be m:m.:mef sigriicantif-constryeticn undf or

Effcctwill be

‘studied in the

Effcct canbe
mitigared:to

No additional I

significant

less thani

environmental
significant

o, .-m:e-':.mfan !? "f-’t? m "ﬁﬁ ?‘(”&‘f JMKI .":?.F‘.‘EJ .fh "'Jl. EIR
: effect
e

fw’.ﬁwﬂp fmpais that rr.w il .ﬁ' nfibant ditr 1!5,9181?#:::::’:0:? a,f
“Geseral Plan poiteisi of mrrzurraﬁ fon féf:' General Plas:
Master EIR
A, Would the project allow a project to be built
that will eitherintroduce gcolf‘glc or' seismic
hazards by 11!owmg the consteuction. of the project X
on such.a site"wi Lhout prple{.uon :tg'_linbt those
hazards
B. Direcdy orindirécily destroy 4 uriicué
paleontological resource

This section is tieced from the Master BIR for the City’s Gieneral Plan patticularly from Chapter 6.5, Geology,
Soils, and Mineral Resources, of the Master EIR. o

All ity wide impacts and mitigation measures for geological features ot soil conditions identified for the
catire General Plan Policy Area apply to the F uumdgt. Broddway Community Plan Adea and, therefore, ‘this,
arca would not generate addidonal impacts to airquality than the area covered by -the General Plan (Prge6.5-
28 of the Master EIR].

As shown on Figure 6.5-3; of the Master EIR, the. proposed project site is’ within Minetal Resource Zone 3,
which “indicates areas that contdin mineral resnuxccs, although the °-15nlﬁcmcc cannot be evaluated from
Available das. Geadiite chlonal Park is located adjacenc to the project site on the notth and'was previously
mined for aggregate; hawever mining.operations have-ceased.

Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that-Apply to the Project
No.mitigation measuces eelated to geological or soil conditions were adopted as a part of the Master EIR.
Answers to Checklist Questions

A. As nored on Page 6.5-20 of che Master EIR, although the propoac(l project area‘is relatively distant-from
known C'II!'}.'IC]LI.:I[\(. faults, the proposed road improvements and associared facilities could he subject to the
cffeers of ground shaking caused by seismic evenss located in other areas. ‘The proposed project would be
required to comply with C.h-lptcr 16, Suuctural Design Requirements, of the California Building Cede (CBC),
which would teduce the priary and sccondary risks associated with seismically induced. gmund hhakmg

A Foundatien Repott was pcrformc.d for the proposed 14ih Avenue ch:]ccr The purpose of the.report was
t6, explore and evaliate the sutface and subsuiface ¢onditions at’the site and to develop gmtechmmi
information‘and design-critetia for the-proposed project.”

T Youngdahl. Crmsulnng Group, Inc.; Forndation Report f for 14 Alpeais E. xiension Profesi; . Sazrumentn; Cudif ormia, P w;u:rl‘-.'
F10051:000, June 2010.
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A Foundation Report was pecfotmed for the proposed 148 Avenue project. The purpose of the report.was
to explore and evaluate the surfice and subisurface :.om.hnonc at the site and to develop gcntechmc'lt
information and design eriteria for the propased projeet.”

Groundwater was not encountered duting the subsurface exolorations. A seview of Department o_'f“'_l_(-‘.’ﬁte::
Resources’ well data supgests that the average groundwater Jevels historically fluctuate in the tegion betwéen
ibout 40 .to 70 feet below the cxisting ground sutface.

“The Report concluded that due to the site conditions the potential ‘damage due to site li(;nnlt'm:‘tioﬂ, sucface
fault rupture, séismic sertlementand slope instability are considered very low.?

Compliance with the. regulatory frimework thac addresses geologic 4nd seishiic issues and dnactineit of the
recommendations in the: Foundation Report swould ensure. protection : against such hazacds: Therefore, the
proposed ])LO}CCE would not result ia an additional significant chivironméncal efféct that was not addeéssed or
considered in the Master EIR: 'Ihmm[:iact would be Tess fhian srﬂ:u_d' Tt

B. The City of Sacramento is not highly sensitive: for p'ﬂcnntologic.ll resources, although some-discoveries
have béen made il the past. Grouid-disturbing activities in Fossil- -bearing soils-and rock foumiations Have. the
poteuml Lo r.hmage or destroy pdeuntnlogical sésoutces. that may be present below the ground surface:
Although. the potenual is very low, darth dlsmrbmg dctivites associated with the prepoqed project could
affect the lntcgut" of a p'l]mnmlrgmai site, causing a algmﬁmnr change in the 51gn1ﬁcancc of the resource
(see Page 6.5-25 of the Master BIRj.

Thesc tesources are considered to be histoical resources, as defined in Section 13064.5(a) (3) (D) of the
CEQA Guidelines. As such, a project that may cause a substantial advense change in the <ignificance of a

paleontological vescurce is considered a project that may have a significant effect on the chwvivonment. For’

this teason, chis 1ssue is addressed in Section 3, Cultural Resources, of this-Initial Study.

Implementaton of General Plan Policy HCR 2.1.13 would requite compliance with protocols that protect or
mitigate impacts to"paleontological resources, Mitigation to reduce or eliminate potential mngcant impacts
to such resources appears as D»Ilngal.On Measure 1 in this Inigial Stud1,

Summary of Analysis under the 2030-General Plan Master EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing [mpacts

Implementation of the General Plan was dctcrmmﬂd to result in less-than-significant impacts ‘due to seismic
hazards; unstable soil conditions, and soil eiosion, fo both the project level and cumuiative conditions. No
mitigation was required:

The project does not propose construction methads or operatipns that would result in imp'lcts due o
geologic ot soil hazards. than previously analyzed; and therefore, would aot tesultin an individually minot; but
colleetively -=1gmhmm project impact:

? Youngdahl Consultiag Group, Inc., Fasidatioir Repart for 14° Avennre Etension Project, Saorarento, Califrnia; Project No.
CIGOSI 000, June 2010.

Youngd'lhl Consulting Group, lic., Foundation Rigiort for 14" Areuse Extensisic Project, 5, iraents, Califsriia, Project No.
E10051:000, Juné 2011, Bage 3.
% \ou.ngd ahl Consulmg Group, Inc., Feundation Repcr" ‘jor. 147 Awenwe Exctensicy I’m-ﬁcf Sacramento, Lm?ja.rwa Pioject: -No.
E10051: 000; June 20‘19 Dage:d:
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A- disciission of growth inducemeiit is not necessary for the. andlysis- of ‘porential impacts due geo!oglc and-

qclsmlc conchtlons
Finding.

The: proposed project.would have no-additional project-specific environmental effects related to geology and
soils conditions than_examined in the Master EIR. No futther analysis is necessary.

7437
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5. Hazards and Hazardous Materials
!m,.‘).e:d.: altig o digards aidfor bazerdows wiateials wiay be | Effect-will be. EF{'?_‘“ “""z_-b‘: NQ_ “‘-l;mﬁa"“l
considered sign; ﬁm:rr i constiuciion andf or ingblementating of the:| studied in the 'm]lt_;gith;o gl;glgﬁgani: i
{ proposod project woutd result in-the:faiipi ety that ; EIR i ! st i e
Jropassd projecliwoid vasult in-die B m;g dmpadts gt remaii significant éffect

signfivazt aia'r w{p:am-’.r;rrfmn of Genzral Plan policies or
niitigarion from sos Gensral-Plan Nlasier IR

A. Bxpose pedple.(e.g., residents, pedescrians,
construction workcrs) to- c\nsuug cottaminated X
soil: dm:mg consleuclion dctivifies,

B: BExpose p_ec:[ql;, (eg, __t_."n:md:.n,t:,,_:p edesirians,

construction workers) to-asbestos-containing X

materials or other hazardéus niatedials ' '

Expose people (&g, residents, pedeserians,

construction workers) to existing contaminated X

groundwater during dewatering activities

This section is tered from the Master EIR for the Ciy's General Plan, in pardcular Chapter 6.6, Hazards and
Hazardous Matestals.

All city. wide |mP1ct= and mitigation measurcs 66 hazards and hazardous materials [identified for the entire
‘Geéneral Plan Policy Area apply to the Frmtndgc Bto'ld\my Community Plan Area and, therefore, this area
would not generate additional impacts due ro hazards and hazardous materials than the arca covered by the
General Plan (Page 6:6-28 of the. Master EIR).

Mitigation Measures from. the 2030 General Plan Mastcr EIR that Apply to thé Project

N&:mitigation measures related to protection from hazards and hazardous matetials wexc adoptcd as a partof
the Masrer EIR.

Answers to-Checklist'Questions

As; B: General Plan Policy 3.1.1 would require that thic proposed-project site be-investigated for the presence
of hazardous materials ahd/or Waste contarination prior to development. Appropriate measures to pratect
the health and safety of all possible users and adjacent propertics are required.

Compliance with the rules and repelations {including General Plan policy) would ensure that workers and the
gublic aze protected from hazardéus matekials.  Therefore, the proposed project would not fesult in an
additional significant environmental effect that was not addressed or considered in the Master EIR. The
impact w.gulg_l bu féss than significarit.

€. As noted o the Foundation Report preparcil for the proposed project, gioundwatcr is fssuricd to ‘be
approximatcly 40 to- 70 feet below ground sutface. The pro ject-would install utility lines in trenches; however,

thé depth of disturbance would be (arabove the: anuap.uted level of groundwiter.

AS slated, it is not umup.m.d thiat um-.u‘uuu::n of the proposed project would encounter contaminated
gl.uundwater because of the depth to- the groundwatet and the anticipated chth% of ground distarbance
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during demolition; construction ofi the project. However,.if groundwater-is encountered, complumc with
the tules and regulations would nsure that workers ﬂnd the. public ate protected from. gtoundwatcr
contaminadon and hazardous soil vapors from the contaminated groundwater dusing construction.

For-these reasons, the proposed praject would not result in an additional significant ¢nvironmental effect:that
was not addressed or considesed in thc Master EIR. The impact would'be Jess than-significant.

Summaty of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR,. Including Cumulative Impacts.and
Growth 'I_nducing_ Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was determined. to result in less= tha11-51g1uf cant impacts duc to exposure
of, pmplc to hazards.and hazardons materials, dunng construction .md ‘operation. of ‘the px oject, forboth the
project level and: cumulatve conditions, No mitigation was: LLqLurt.d

The preject does. not . propose construction methods that would tesalt in greater re]mscs/ exposure of
hizards.and hazaréous mategials thar previously analyzed; and thetefore
minor, but collccnvel\' significant pro;ccr impacts.

A discussion of growth inducement is not necessary for the analysis of potenial impacts duc geologic and
seismic conditions.

Finding:

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

projcct-cptuﬁc environmental effects related to hazards and hazardous macerials than examined in she Master |

ETR and the'issue does not need to be: addressed further.

; would not résult in'an ‘individually:
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6. Hydrology and Water Quality

Impasis “to é;rrfmi"é’,gu and water: qum_} may be souridind | oot willbe | Effceteanbe | Noadditional

rzgn\?mrz i coitstiugang and,-‘w iapienentation. of e wuﬁo:ed studiodindles mitigated to Jw:ilg'l_l_iﬁfﬂ",'t
Droject woitid resuls i the ﬁ’f‘awmg impasss that remain:|  EIR !'*-"f*.ﬂ_'.'?“ -eavironmental
: -significant effect

dgnificart aftor iniplementation of Genesid Plan poliiies or
mrr,‘garmx f o dbe Geneval Plan-Master. EIR

A. Substantally dcgr'ldc water quality and violate
any water quiality ebjectives set by the'State
Wiater Resources Control Board, due o
increases in sediments and othér contaminants
generated by construction and/or development
of the project '

B. Substantially increase the exposure of people
and/ox propgity to the sk of injuryand X
damage in the event of.a 100-year flood

This section is ticced from the Master EIR for the: City’s: Géneral Plan, in pacticular, Chaptet &?;_l—ly_‘dwlogy
and:Warer Quality. ' )

All city wide impacts and mitigation measuses: for hydrology and water quality ideniified for the enlire
General Plan Policy Azea apply to the Fruitiidge Broadway Community Plan Ares and, lh{.rel'ore this area
would not generate additional impacts to. hydrology and water quality than the area covered by the General
Plan Page 6.7-36-of the Master EIR).

Groundwater was not encountered ‘during the subsurface explcradons. A review of Department of Water
Resources' well data suggests that the average grounchwater levels historically fluctuate in the tegion betwieen
about 40 to 70 feet below the existing ground surface.

Théte are.no vers, crecks, or otlicr bodies of surface water within, or adjacent to; the projectatca:
Mitigation Measures from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

Ndije‘.-

Answers 1o Checklist Questions

A. “Theproject-area is ¢ssentially ﬂa: Cuerently, the foadway diins.into drainage ditches- fouid on each side
‘of theraad.

The City’s Master Prainage Plan calls for a new extreme-cevent diversion pipe to be placad in 14" Avenue
between dhe e\1st1ng drainage manhole at Power Inn Road to the existing derention basin in Granite Regional
Park. This pipe would be installed .as parr of the propesed project t prevent future disturbance of the new

\oungd.]h] Consulting Group, Inc, Fosundaiton Report for 147 Avenne Exteuiion Project, Sacranients; Caiiforiia, Project No.
E10051.000, June 2010, Page 3.
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road.

Both- the.demolition-and construction necessary fm the project would resulvin land-disturbing acdvities, such
as prading, etcavation; and ur:ncl'-mg The exposure of soils: dunng these activities could result in the
potcnmi for. 501l erosion and scdjmcnhtmn in mno{’f during precipitation, Censtruction cquipmént has the
poterm.u 1o leak fi aels soils, and-other constiiction-rélated hazardous miiterials,: whu;h would pese a threat to
surface or groun dwatm quaht)

Thv::re ate several regulatory meclnmsms that comrcl ‘construction activities to minimize, o the maximum
extent pmcuml “the degmcntmn of watér qu'ih!) The conteactor(s) for the Pproject \VOlllLl be-re qun:ed by tie
Clty to -comply with. the Cig”s Stormwater thty Improvement: Plan. {leP) to. reduce the polliition ¢ camed
by stormwater to water bodtes Because ‘the project site 1 over one acte (1.2 ﬂr_n.b,-, the City would fequire
‘coverage uader the National Pollutant Dischy wge Eliminaton System (NPDES) Permit and mcludc erosion
and sediment control plans. These permits contain limits on allowable concentrations and mass emissions. of
pollutants contained in disch'u.ges Best Management Practices (BMPs) are a wide vatiety of measuzes that
can be taken to reduce-pollutants in stormwater runoft.

In addirion, the City wonld also require the contracior’s(s) erosion and sedimeni control plan to include
BMPs to minimize the potential for, and effects from, spills of hazardous, texic, ot petroleam substances
during construction. [mp]cmenlauon of these' measures would comply w:th Srace and federal water quality
regulaticns and reduce potential impaces to a less-than-siguificant level:! During coustruction the City ivould
inspect the construction arca to venfy that the measures specified in the erosion and sediment coritiol plan
are properly implemented and mainrined.

General Plai Policy ER 1.1.7 cequites that contractors. comply with Section 13:88.of thie City Code {erosion
and sediment control} and City Code Section 13.16 (storiiwater nianagement and dischakpe control).

‘@nice constiuction: 1§ complerc Gerieral Plan' Policy U4.1.4 requires the preparation of drainage plans for
'propmed development-. in order to determine the necessary drainage-improvements to meet City siandards
and to comply with the NPDES permit. See Scction 10 for further discussion of the proposed storm
drainage facilities for the project.

Through the SQIP, new develapment is requited to implement stormwater quality treatment and/or BMPs dn
'projt.cr‘dc‘:ign Post-construction stormwater quaht\t controls require the use of source control runoff
rechuction and trearment control measures set forch in'the Stormmuater Orality Maprua for Sacramenia: asd-South
Piicer Regigns. These measuies includé treatment control, such as swales, filter strips, média filters, and
infileration controls and houvsekeeping practices, such as spill prevention; proper storage, and clean-up
procedures. General Plan Policy ER 1.1.4 requites new development to protect the quality of watet bodiés
through measuces that area consistent with the City's NPDES permit.  Policy 1.1.6 requires control of
stormwater runoff to prevent or reduce downstieamn crosion and to protect riparian habirat,

Lomphancc with, the: sgpulatory fram¢work that addresses warer quality issues would ensure pictection of
water quality, both duting construction .and nﬂplcmenmuﬂn of the proposed project Thercfore, the
‘proposed- project would not tesult in an additional. significant civironmental effect that was not addressed oi
consideted in the Master EIR. The'im pact is Jess than significant.

WEity-of Saciamento, Swmigierito, 2020 Griseal Piin Mastor Eiifmuisental lipzs Rapore (2009), Pige 6.7
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B. Asshown on the Flood Tnsurance Rate Mayp for the. projéct axea, llu. project site i located i in Zone X2,

which is an avea pmtcctcd from a iﬁpcj.chnt chance or grenter ﬂood hazard (i.e. 100-year ﬂood} by levees. )

None of the proposed improvements for the project would-Sccur on et near the levees and; therefore, the
_pLojecl: could net compromiseé the level of flood protection provlded by the levces. For thesc feasoas,. the
pidjcet would not substintially increase the exposure of people and/or property o the risk of injury and
daage in the event of 2 100-year flood. Therefore, the proposed project would riot. result in an: additonal
signilicant environmental effect that was not addressed or considered in the Masver EIR.  The smpace is leés
than significant.

Summaiy of Analysis. under the 2030 General Plan Mastet ' EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was determined to resultin less:than,sigsii ficant: impacts duc to potential
degmdal.u:ln of waler quality duung construclion’ and’ nnplﬂncnt.mun of individual projects withio: the City:
The Gereral Plan also ‘determiaed that the, cumulative.impacts related to development were also le&s than
significant. The potential impacts’ due to exposure of peop]c and propetty to local iind regional 100~yt:11
ﬂoods weredcrermined to'be less than significant. No mitigation was adopted for this issue aréa.

The. preposcd project is a subsequent project identified i the General Plan: The: project does not ptoposc
construction methods or operatdons that would result in a greaces Tevel of impacts to hiydrology and watér
quality than. prev iously analyzed:in the Master EIR for- the General Plan;.and thesefore, would rot result in-an
mdw.idua]l_y minor, but collectiv ely significant project impacts:

Adiscussion of growth inducemeit is notnecessary for: the andlysis of potential impacts to hydralogy and warer
quality.

Finding.

The proposed project would have no additional projece-specific environmental effects related to hydrology
and water quality than.cxamined in theMaster EIR and the‘issue tdloes not-need to be addresseéd further.

12 Federl Bmergency Management Agency, Pl Insurance Rate Map, City of Szeramenin, Sacramenty County:.
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| 7. Noise and Vibration

Imgacts st 0 00i3& died vidnintions rugy becotsidersd. .r{g;_ri{.{é;‘r_a:f;g}f
constristion zmz! !or: .r.fr.jpkﬁm tatioir, of the. ropesed project’
sondd reiilf in the firlowing iFipaits thit Femain.sid giseffcetit aftér
implemsniction: of General Pian. poficies or. miligalion from the.
Gereral Plan.i U:.‘.;!e?r EIR:

Effectwill be
studicd.in the
EIR-

Bffect can be

witigated tg
less than.
significant

Noadditional
sxgmficant
emnronm(:nul
effect

A Resultin exterior noisc levelstin the projest
area thatare above the upper value of the
normally-acceptable eategory for vations land
usés due to the project’s noise level increases

B. Resultin residential inteior noise levels of 45
dBA Lus orgreater caused by noise level
increases due o the project

C. Result in construction neise levels that cxceced
the standards in the Cigy of Sacramento Noise
Ordinance

D. Permit existing and/or planned tesidental and
commetcial areas to be exposed to vibration-
peak- -particle velocities grearet than 0.5 inclies
per second.due to projecs.constraction

E. Perniitadjacent résidential and commercial
areas (o be exposed to vibration peak particle
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second
due to highway teaffic and zil operations

E.  Perniit bistoric buildings and archacological
sites to be exposed to vibration-peak-pasticle
velocities greater than- 0.2 inches per second
due to project construction and highway
waffic -

X

This section is tiered from the Master EIR for the City’s General Plan, in particular Chapter 6.8, Noise-and

Vibeation.

All city wide impacts and mitigation mcasures for noise and vibradon identified for the entire- Genetal Plan
Policy Area apply to the Fruicridae Broadway Community Plan Arca and, therctore, this aren ‘vould not

Master EIR).

" pencrate additional lmpacts to air.quality than the area covered by the General Plan fPﬂge 6:8-51 of the

'Mi_ﬂgation Mcnsu_te‘ﬁ_‘:om‘-mé 2030:General Plan Master EIR that Apply to the Project

The following f.rCncnl Plan policy would avoid or lessen cnvnronmcnnl :mpacn as identified in the Master
GIR andis concidcred a mitigation measure for the following projeci-level and.comulative impacts.

Geuneral Plan Policy EC 3.1.5 - Interior Vibration Sl.andiu-dsz

7-23

The City shall require
construction projects anticipated to generate a sigrificant amount of vibration to ensure
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acceptable interior vibration levels at nezby residential and commetcial uses based .on the
current, City or Federal Transit Administeatdon {FTA) criteria,

Answers to Checklist Questions

A., B. Thete are.na t:‘m.tmg Tesidental units acdjacent o 4™ Avenuc within the-project linits:. Thére is!an
existing residence. Jocated just sonth of the area on B2 Strect that would be disturbed duting the
constiuction of he intérsectden. However, due to the rélatively low violume of gencrated traffic, the
proponed projectismot ant:c!patt.d to.resultin slgnlfmm increases in noise at residential uses.

As noted in ‘the Traffic and Circulation analysis, waffic generaced by the proposed project would not: be
considéred subsmntal and would not d(‘gfadc Jevels-of - qcrwcc on ‘roadways or intersections to.ufiace cpnble
levels. Beeause the; pLOJeCt would not result in- sigmﬁmnt impacts to waffic fow in the project: wctm_t',r, itis
0ot anu:':pmd that noise generated. from the new tnp» due 16 development of the project would dignificantly
increasenoise in the-project.area.

For this reason the proposed project would not tesult in an additional significant environmental effect that
tims'not addressed or considered in the Master EIR. ‘The impace would be less'than significant.

C. There would be scnsitive noise receprors neat the proposed interscction of 14% Avénue with 324 Street.
Chapter 8.68 of the City Code exempls noise duc to the erection, excavation, demolition; ot altetation of
structures as long as the activities arc limited to berween the hours of 7 am. and 6 p.m. Monday through
Salurrh} and bebween the hours of 9 2.m. and 6 pan. on Sunday: The Code requites that intexnal Lombusuon
engines be eqmpped with suitable exhaust and intake silencers rhat are in gocd workidp order in order fot the
¢xemption to-bein effect.

The contractor would be required to comply with City Code regmdmg the noise from consteuction
cquipment ahd the-construction of £ thiciroad would not involve copstruetion. équipcaent that is not:normally
used. Therefore, ‘the pmposr:d ptojccl would not resultin'an additiohal significant énvironmental cffect that
was-not addeessed o cousideredin the Master EIR. The impact would be less than significant.

D. The proposed project would widen a roadway that is adjacent to existing cormercial uses. Given the

anticipated type of construction equipment to consteuct the proposed project, and as shown in Table 2, the

maximuin anticipated vibration generated during construction would be 0.210 at 25 feet from the cdge of
construction. Sidewalks would be construcied within, and adjacent to, the ughts of way lines-éir-both sides of

14 Avenue, which could result in vibration that exceeds the thresholds in thosc areas whete exisnng
commercial buildings are close to the nghr of way. However, the constriction contract for the proposcd
project would spcaf" that smaller construction equipment, which-generates less vibration, would be-required
for all-construction within 25 fect of existing buildings.

For these reasons, the proposed project would not result in anaddirional sigrilicant environmental effect that
was not addressed: or considered in the Master IIR. The.impact would be Jess than significant.

7-24
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Table 2

Vibration Source Levels for Construction, Euipment

Equipment PPV at 25 fect (in/sec).
Vibratory- Roller : {;_'.2__.1_0
Hoe Ram (089
Laige Bulldoger ' 0.089
Loaded Trucks 0.076
Jackbaminci 0.035
Small Bulldozer 0.003

Soure: PBSSJ/EIR, Railjats Speciié Pii Drift Ensivoireiial lispait Rejors, (SCEL 2006032058).Awgzist 2007, Page :8-23.

E. The pmposml prgject does hot fesult in land uses that would sensitive (o vibiation. For this: feason, the'
proposed project svould notresult in an additional significant environ nental effect that was bot addressed or
consideted in the Maste EIR. The meacr is dess‘than significant:

F. There are no historic o knovin :udwolog:cal resonrces -within the project-atea. Therefore, the proposcd
project would not result in an additional xlgm[i(.mt envifonmental effect that was not addressed ‘or
considered in. the Master EIR. The unp_a_qt.ls.fcsp_& than Signuficant.

Summacy of Analysis under the 2030 General Plan Master EIR, Including Cumulative Iimpacts and
Growth Inducmg Impacts

The proposed project is consistent wilh the General Plan and zoning designations assumed for l.ht, site in the
Master BIR. The ptoject would include consttuction methods, building designs, and operational tethods

that would reduce the _PoLt.au';l noise and vibeilioa impacts e less- {h.;.n-tzigmﬁcmt project. levels.

The project would not resolt i greater levels of noise or ¥ibration than preyiously inalyzed fo the Master
EIR; and therefore; would not resul: in-an individually minor; but collectively significant, project impacts.

A-discussion of growth inducement:is not necessary for the analysis of potential impacts due'to increased noise
and’ wibiation,

Finding

Construction of the prupmed project-would result in less-rhan-signiificarit impacts due to noise and Vibrdtion;
therefore, no further analysis is-necessacy.
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8. Patks and @pen Space
Trpacts.fo paries and-open. shace niay be considered: fzf-‘mjr..aﬁ. ¥ | Effect willbe Effectcanbe’ | No‘additional
eonsfyction andy or ipicientation of ti Proposid Praject wasild studic ::i the mitigated.to significant
sressdtein the !bn’a,:-u,g i pais that remain:rignificant.a aﬁ'er EIR il i
implengiitativis of Geseral Plan:poliiier or mitigatian from the sgnificane effeat
Gesieral Plan M'::_r!e: EIR:
A, Résulr in intreased use oFexistingparks or
recreational facilitics such thae substantial %
physical: déterioration of these facilities ¢ould
occur
B. Create aneed for construction or expansion of .
reereational facilities beyond what was 4
anticipated in the 2030 General Plan

This scetion s tered from the Master EIR for the City’s General Plan, in pacticular Chaptei 6.9, Paiks and
Open Space.

All city wide impacts and mitigation measutes:for patks and open space identificd-for the entire General Plan
Policy Area apply to: the Frultndgc Bréadway Community Plan Area and, thercfore, this area would not
:generate additional- impacts to. dir tht} than the area covered by the ("cncml Rlan (Page 6:9-23 of the
Master EIR).

Mitigation Mcasires:from 2030'Gencral Plan: Master EIR that Apply to the Project

No mitigation measures rclated. 1o the protection. of pack facilities and open space were adopted as. part of the
Master EIR,

-Answers to Checldist Questions

A., B. The project does not propose new residential or commercial development, so thercfore, would not
population that requires additianidl park land and recreational facilities.

Approximarely 29,655 squate feet of additional right of way would be required from the azea of the Granite
Regional Park in order to construct the full widih of the roadway. However, this area of the parl\ is on a
descending slope due torthe past mining. activities on the Granite Park site. This loss of this aren of the. park
for a road sight of way, weuld not esule in a mateigl loss' of land for rect eational PULPOSEs, 1Hor prévent. the
ParL from: devclopmg r]annccl lau:lmn:s

The: pm]e(.l svould not result-in the deed for new prarks nor the increased. use of existing p'u.i.s For these
reasons, the project would have a dess-than-significant imipact o parks and open space.

Summary of Analysis undet the 2030-General Plan Mastcr EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Implementation of the General Plan was determined to result in less than significant impacts rélared to
increased use of cxisting parks or recrcational Facilitics and the need for eonstmction or expansion of

7-26

40



14 Aveiiis Exctension
Mitigated Nigative Declaraiion.
Initial Study :

rccrc:zi_r.i.‘o'lml facilities, Bevond thar anticipated in the General Plan.

The proposed pro]f.ct is a subsequent project idendfied in the Genesral Plan and analyzed in. the Master EIR.
The project does not prepose development that would result in a greater level of lmpﬂctb to. p«Lk and
fecreational facilities than previously analyzed; and therefore, would not fesult in, an individually miner, but
collectiv cly mgmf icant project 1mp11:t

The provision:of park and recreational Tacilities. are not considered growth inducing.

Findi ng

‘The’ pm;r.'cl would haye no additional substantial: project- specil'c environmental effects relatéd:io park and
recreational facilities: No Further.analysis is necessary.

41



14 Apenire. Extension,

Mitigatod Negutive Declavadion
Initial Study
9. Public Services
fm,w;f.r ‘0, f.n‘)i.; soruices. may. be considered . .r{gm Geant if Effect willbe Tbﬁ"e:c l:_=c:'13'1"n:_ an_a_d_‘cll__l.uhn..ﬂ.
sonstrits domandfor impiemeniation 9 [ the "mpc,wfi Piggaes studicd in the m;:sg'lt: i Sight "?:!'“::.I
] s-than environmenti
i/ /4 '-Iil nn Nt H ] e EIR a NPt ° 2
woridvesult in the }‘b lowing impails the! remrain sigigficeinid significast aftet

aftér ampiomentalion of Genera! Plan policies or ristizaticn jrom
thesGenerai Plan Mster EIR
A, Would thie project réGuire, 6 résult in, the
construction of new, et the: r..\pamtm of B
- existing, facilities relared to the provision of '
pelice and fire protector: and schools

This section is tered from the Master EIR for the Cigy’s Genleral Plan, particulatly from Chapteér-6.10, Rublic
Services.

Allcity wide impacts.and mitigation measures for public servicesidentified for-the entire Genersl Plan Policy
Arca apply to' thé Fruitridae Broatwiy Comimunity Plin Arcd and, thetefore, this arca would not, gencntc'
additional impacits 1o qir: qnaiu). than tlie area covered by the General Plan (Pages 6.10- 13, 6.10-24, and 6:10-
46 of the Master IETR).

Mitigation Méasutes from 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to ‘the. Project
No niitigation measutes related to the provision of public seivices were adopted as.pact of the Master TIR.
Answers to Checklist Question

A. The prmert does not propose new or expanded land uses. For this reasoa, the proposal would not result
in an increase in the need for pu blic-services. No additional significant environmental effect to. public services
would result fiom thé-construction and operation of the proposed project. Thedimpact would be fess-than
significant.

Summary of Analysis under-the 2030 Genesal Plan Master EIR, Including: Cumulauvc Impacts and
Growth Inducing Impacts

Impkmcnt‘ltlen of the General Blan' was detérmined to resultin lesssthua- significant i impacis’ o -the proyision
of -police.and fite protection, as \»ell as schools. Although full buildout of the General Plan- would resilt.in
the need forexpanded and néw facilities forall three public-secvices, it was determined. thit compliance with
General Plas policies rcg'ttdmg the provision of policé and fite protection; and payment of the dc-.rclopcr
impact fees would egsure that adequate protection would be provided. to ‘sewve the ariticipated, ftictedse in
demand. Payment of the fees per Senate Bill 30 is considered complete mitigation for the purposes of
CHEQA. Similatly, the cumulativi effects of development in accordance with. the General Plan were
detérmined 1o result in less than significant impacts to the provision of police and fire protection and ‘the
provision of schools for the above reasons. .

The proposed pioject is consistent with the General Plan Mobility Elernent and i§ a subsequent pm]cr:t
identificd in the Master EIR for the General Plan. The projéct does not propose development that would
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result e moTe :gnlttc'mt impacts 10; pubhc sevvices than pu:wousl; andlyzed;and therefore, would not sesult
in-an individuallyminoy, but collectively signi ificant. project: impacts:

The ptopo‘ted proje:cl would nat cm):‘t_rm.t new. o .expanded: facilities for the City’s l’thc and Fire:
Departnneuta not would it dedicate a riew site For such facilities. Theiéfore, the praject.is, not considered
growth inducing from the standpomt of public services.

Finding :

The pioposed projectawould bave no-additional projeci-specific environmental effects. felated to.the provision.
of public services than ékamined in the Masrer IR and the fssue does not' need to be addréssed further:
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10. Public Utilities

Effect-can be

No additional

Tongacts b pulidic widities ity be comsidrzd i 1 Effectwill be bt ¢

wr:'.’mf rion.andy or ;mp;maw!af Gou-0f i Pwpam{ Pm.re.x wouid | swudied’in an ml.lt!gat!q;l-m _s!_gn_lﬁf’?l!‘_]

ressilt ¢ the foll bonsing impacis that remata qgrr&'..z'n :q’ o7 EIR oy than ¢RYgonmenta
significant cffect

impiensentation of Generdl Plan poiis
Geieral Plasi Master EIR:

A Reésultin the determination that adequaté’
capacity is not availible toiserve the f_:urfjec't”s X
demand:in.addition to existing cominitments.

B. Require or result in cither the construction of
new ulilities. or the expansion. of existing
utlities, the construction of which could cause

___ggl_nﬁmnt envifonmentil impacts

[0 6 nipaion

This section is tiered form the Master EIR for the City’s General Plan, in pqmculm Chapter 6.11, Public
Utilities.

All city wide impaces and mitigation measures for public utilities identified for the entire General Plan Policy
Area apply to the Fruitridge Bioadway Community Plin Area and, thesefore, this area would not. generate
additional itopacts o air quality than the area covered: by the General Plan (Pages 6.1 1-40, -63, -69 of the
Master EIR].

Mitigation Mcasutes from the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to Project
'ﬂ'o‘-qﬁﬁgﬂﬁon measures that-would apply to the proposed prciject were i;dc;p‘ted. as part of thic Master EIR.
Answers:to Checkdist Questions

A. The pm]cct docs ot propose new or expanded land uses. For this reason, the proposal would not result
in an-incrense in the heed: for public utiliies. No.addivonal significant erivironmental effect to'public utlities
would resule from the construction and operation of the pzoposed project.

“Thesefore, the proposed project would net result in an addidonal significant enviconmental effect thar was
notaddressed ot considered in the Master EIR. The impact would be fcss thian significant.

B. As pactof the proposed project; a 24-inchi warer main would be'installed in 14% Avenue. The City’s Water
Master Plan shows this future line: The water line would be insialled.as part of the project o prevenit-the funire
niced to disturb the strect at the time the warer line i3 warranted. The envivontental impacts associdted vith the
installation of the water main are addressediin the various sections of this Tnitial Study because the.action is pact
af the ptoposed project. '

Similaily, the: City’s Drainage Mastér Plan ¢alls for a new extierne event ducmon pspc 1o be place in 14h
Avenue, between an existing manhole at the Power Inir Road and 14% Avenue intersection and the detention
basin in Granite' Regional Park, Aswith thie'Water line, thi$ drain. pipe would be installed as par‘rnuf the project
to.prevent the faturenced to distarh the street. The: envitonmental i impacts associated with the-installation of
thic diainage pipe are addiessed in the vartous sections of this Initial Study because the action i§ part of the
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proposed project.

The: pro;er.t areq is within the boundaries of the Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD), which has facilides at
the intersection of 14 Avenuc and Péwer Inh Road and in 149 Avcoue east of 82 Strect  The District
indicated that in the fufuee additional facilities may be needed ia 14 Avenue. Any fature extensions of SASD
facilities-are outside of the scope of this project. '

Thérefore, the proposed project would not result in an additional significant environmengl -¢fféee that was
notaddressed or considered m the Master IE1IR. The impact would be fess than significant.

Summary of Analysis:under the:2030: General Plan Master EIR, Including Cumulative Impacts‘and
‘Growth Tnducing Invpacts

Implementation. of the' General Plin was:detcimined o result in-less- than significant impacts, bothet the: project
and comulative Jevels; fo facilities for solid-wastc; energy, and ielecommunications. The increased demand for
‘potable watek was déréemified to be in excess of the “City’s existing diversion and. treatinent: capacity anid;
therefore, could require the constucdon of new water supp]v facilitics. “This impact was determined to be
significant and unavoidable and was overtiddén by the City Council Similarly, the ibcreascd demand fot
wastewater treatment would require new treatment facilities, construction: of which would resultin a significant
ang unavéidable impact. The City Council adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for this impact.
The cumulative impacts related to water weatment and wastevater treacment were determined to be significant
and unavoidable. Again, the City Council:adopzed Sratements-of Overriding Considerations.

The proposed projéct is consistent with the Gederal Plan and zoning designations assumed for the site-in the
Master EIR. ‘L'he project does not propose development that would zesult in more significant impacts. to
public services than previously analyzed; and therefore, would not resvit in an individually mibor, but
collcctively significant project impact.

The proposed project wouild not upsize pipe sizes, extend pipes to previously unserved areas or make other
‘imptrovements to ul tility-systems ‘that could induce new growth. I'hel.efon, the praject is not considered. growth
inducing. - X
Finding

The proposcd project svould have no additional pru]cct—&pccl ific environmental effects related tcu the provision
of public utilities than examined in the Master ETR and the issue does not need to be addressed further.
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11 'Iitgnspo:tati'on. and-Circulation

Tipasks raniditing from ivafiic geverated by the projéet 5v f.'i«‘w:;gm in
citeniation are considervid 33 ignifieant. §f construcsion  dni &l or
:mpa’:'mc'::‘:maﬂ of the Pmpfwu Prcyc'n wosld rssnit in the

.ﬁam»b{g Hr:,mb .1‘:5(.-! remain-signifivant. r.:ﬁar Wp t‘?)ﬂ‘!’f’!bﬂ'?‘fjf
Giseral Phiie piiciée. o mitigiion: frone the General Plan
Master Z1R:

i
|
Efféct will be

EIR

studied:in an.

Effect caribe
mitigated to,
less than
significant.

No additional

-uwxmmnental

sxgmﬁcant

efl'm;l:

A. Roadway segments: déegrade pcak petiod Level
of Service (LLOS) from A, B, C or D {without the
project) to E or F {with project) OR the LOS
(without projecty 15 E or F, and project
geneeated  téaffic increases the Volume to
Capacity Ratio {V/C ratio} by 0.02-or imore

B. Intersections: degrade peak perod level of
service from A, B; C or 12 (without project) to T
or F {with pr njer;t) or: the L(DS {without project).

is B or F, and project gencrat-.d traffic increases
the pedk. p(:n.Jd sverage vehicle delay by five
seconds or more

that extend into the rampls: deceleration: atea o
otto the fregway; project #affic increases that
cause any ramp’s merge/diverge level of sefvice
o be worse than the freeway’s level of service
project traffic increases that cause the freeway
level of service to deteriorate beyond level of
service threshold defined in the Calttans Route
Concept Report for the facility; ot the expected
Amp queue is preater than thesrorge capacity

C. Frécway fucilities: off-mrnps with vebicle guetes |

D Transit  adiersely  affect  public  transit
operations or fail o adequately provide for
access to public

“

bicycle paths; ai fiil to adéquately provide for
-access. by ‘bicyele

E. Bicycle facilitics: adversely affect bicycle travel,

F, Pedestiian: adversely affect pedestrian teavel,
pedesttian paths or fail to-adequately orovide:for
access by pedestrans

This section is tiered fiom the Master EIR for the
Transportation and Ciccilation.

City’s: General Plan, in patticular Chapter 6.12,

All cn‘y wide.1 IMpPaces. 7 and nung&mun measures for watfic and.circulation. jdenofied for the entivé Gereral Plan
Policy Area apply to the Fruitridge Broadway Community Plan Avea and, thetefore, this area <woald nof
gencrate additicnal impacts to ir quality than the area covered by the General Plan (Page 6.12-95 of ‘the

Master: BIR).
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Extending, 14 Avenpue as 2 four-lane arterial road is consistent with the City’s 2030 Gencral Plan and is
congidered the ulumite roadway design.

“The proposed prc\lect i$ alsora component of the Southeast Arca Transportation Study (\l:.&l 5) sppioved in
1999, The SEAT study developed: and cvalmted improvements to edice congesu 1in the wvicihi pf the
Potver Ton Road/ Folsom Boulevard -intefsecrion’ and address thic longtermi transportation néeds i) the
southeast: sportion of the.City:

The roadway extension would.also include: Class . on-steeet bike lanes in each dircction and sidewalks on
bothsides of the fodd.

Mitigation Measuites for the 2030 General Plan Master EIR that Apply to theProject
Noie.

Angwers 10 ChecklistQuestions )
A., B. As shown in Table 3 éach study intersection under Existing conditions currendy operates at Level of
Service LO:\) D or better, except for the 14 Avenue and Power Inn Road intersection, which operates at
LOSE durmg the PM peik hour. Theaceeptzble LOS within the project study area is LOS D.

As'shown in Tablc 4,-cach study roadway segment cuctently operates at LOS D o better. The project would
result in incrcased-in ‘daily volumes on mch of the study LDﬂd\V’!)’S The P!.’Opl’.}!:t.d project would result in
LOS C or betteropéragons in the cumuilative: plus.preject conditions.

The. project would incerse the daily waffic volume o each of thie study roadwway segments between die
Existing conditions and Existing Plu'; Project conditions, except for the segments of Flotin Perkins Road
south-of the new 140 Avenue and Florin Peikins: Road intersection.

As stated on Page 22 of the Traffic Impact Study, the prcposcd project would hot cause significant- impa.cts
under Existing plusProject ¢ conditions at any analyzed.intersection or.roadway segment.

Fowever, under the Cumulative plus ij{:c.r conditions, the intersection of 14% Avenue and 82" Street
wiould tésult in a ccgnchtton of intersection opuﬂnons from LOS B to LOS F during the AM péak hour.
This is 2 potentially significant impact. Tmplementation of the following mitigation measure would redace the

impact to a less- rﬁan-srgmf Gearit Jevel through the installation of signalized teaffic control.  With

signalization the intersection would operate at LOS C during the AM peak hour,

Mitigation Measure 6
The City rﬁn’f?’im.’:‘:iﬂr"ga:r&{-'fi tretffic coniiol, fwo- castbound travel fancs, a lgi-turn povkes; and two travel

.'irzﬁe; i the wéstbound divectivi, and a gingls iraiel lare in the tiorshbosind a’;m‘umf af the interseciion of
145 Afignue:Girid 829 Styvet: This signal shall Beinrtalied at.sush. Jimse as:the .Pgm.a‘ mavarl s st fied.
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Table 3
Intersection Operations — Existing and Cumulative Conditions
2 i il S o Peak iy Existing + | Cwmulative | Cumulative
Intersection Traffic Control $reiies Exiting Project Ko Prujice + Bagjecs
14 Ave and 739 St Side-street stop AM A A A A
PM A A A A
14% Aveand s s .
PowerIna Rd Signal AM D D F E
PR E B E E
l e LT 3 ? d y
;‘:” Aveand 32 Side-streetsiop AN A A B3 'F
Pl A A A [§:
Flosin Pérking Rd : : ;
- 2 . AN 13 : =
und Jackson Rd Signal AM D b R
PM C D F "
Florin Perkins Rd _
and Belvedere Ave Signal AM A A B A
Piv B A B A
'Flodn Perkins Rd . ) _
AN A ¥ A \
and 23 Ave AM & ¢ =L,
P A 1N A A
Flodn Perking Rd i s : . 6,
e i : AM D B E
and Fruitcidge Rd Soaidl - B
Flodin Perkins Rd s i _
y : S AM. - - C
and 14% Ave lgnal o B
DM " B - C
Soueces City of Stl:.'ﬂll‘lml'llﬂ,?f‘.r.]f?i Lvied Stiily — 1454 Avenwes Exctenstor, Sacremento, CA, November 2010, Table 4 and "Libile 6. Sce
Appendis 1.
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Initial Stisdy
Table 4
LOS For Study Roadway: Segmentq - Existing and Cumulative Conditions
Existing + | Comulative~ | Cumulative
Roadtvay St umuraty
SRdvhy Sciment Existing Pioject No Project " + Project
14 Avé — 734 St to Powier Inn Rd B C A A
148 Ave — Power lnn Rd 1o §2i8 St A A A B
14% Ave— 82 St to Florin Perkins Rd N/A A NFA A
Flonn Perkins Rd —Jackson Rd o 14M-Ave CA A B G
Flotin Perkins Rd—14" Ave 1o Belvedere:Ave A ) A B iy 7
Florin Perkins Rd— 24" Ave to Fruitddge Rd A A A A
iSource: Gty of Sacismenivo, Trglfic Lpar Sty — 190 A i Exsension, Saeromsento; CA, Noveniber 20107136l S.and-1able 7. See
Appeadik 1.

Therefore, matfic generated by the-preject would not be considered substantial and would not degtade Level
of Service on roadways, intetsections or any freeway facilities to unacceptable levels. “T'he existing streets in
the vicitiity. of the project site would have adequate capzcity to accommodate the project gc.nc.rated traffic
-volumes wichout any significant tratfic related impacts. The intessection and rosdway facility impacts are less
than significant.

C. As determined by the City's Traffic Enginccding Division, the project would not impact fudeway
‘opemtions. The extension of 14% Avenue primarily atfects local access, with litde effect on regional tav el.
"The.change in volumes due to the extension resules in litde effect on travel times 6n othér toadways:'® For
this reason; the impact on freeways would be dess than significant.

D. The project proposes.to widen 14" Avenue and extend it o Flogin Perkins Road, an arterial IO?(IW:!)»

Although' there'is cutrently no tiansit provided-on the xoad, the proposed wxdenmg of thie roAcGWiY to, its
ultimate. wideh would allow future fransit .operations on the.toad: For this reason, the impact would be Jess
than sigriificant.

E: The project proposes Class II bike lanes on. both the existing and the new section of 14 Avenue. Thicre
afe currendy no bike lanes-on the road. The project would improve the conditions for bicyclists.in the area
and thedmpact would be less than significant.

F. The project proposes sidlewalks on bath sicles of the road. The corners at the NW, NE ancd SE coghers at
Power Inn Road, the S\Wand SE corners at 827 Streer and che NW. and S\ coriners at Florin Perkins Road
would be upgraded with Americans with Disabililes Act (ADA) compliant curh mmps. For these reasons

? Gty of-Saceamento, Trae Iisdait Study — 147 Averne Excteasion, Seavrgreeis, C-A, November 201C, Pigi 9,
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the project would provide both new zad improved-pedeswian facilities and the impact would be less than
significant.

Summary.of Analysw under-the 2030 Genéral Plan Master EIR, including Cumulative Impacts and
Growth Inducing/Tmpacts

'Implcmenl-luon of the General Plan was deteymined to result-in significanic and unavoidable i LMPACES to vagious
roadwiy segments. and fw&ww segmetts that would not-meet Levéls of Service stindasds. “The City Coungil
adopred aStatement of Ovemdmg Conmderauom for these impacts. Implémentation of the Generzl Plan was
determined ) ‘to have hﬂ than significancis cmp":ct to teansit, bicycle, pedestrian,anid parking facilities. m'u]ml\r, r.lu.
camulagve mupacts related to Levels of Service on vatious roadways and h.ccumys were eccrmined o result i in
significant and unavoidable inipacts. The City Council also overrode thesc i 1mpf|Clb Thé cumulative impact on
transit facilitics was detcumncd to be'less than significant.

Both the improvement of the existing portion of the road and the extension are canisistent wlth the 2030
Geneinl Plan. The project is listed in Table 6.12-6 (Page 6.12-59) of the Mastér EIR for the Geneial Plan,
‘which skows the roadways evaluated in the General Plan for new roads and widening;

The proposed project is also a component of the Southeast Area Transportation Qtu(]t.f (SEATS) approved in
1999. The SEAT study developed and eviliated imptovements to reducé congéstion in the vicinity. of ‘the
Power Tnn Road/Folsom Boulevard intersection and address the longsterm transpoctation ieeds in the
southéast poton of the City.

‘The ptopoesed pwJecr would provide a new east-west connection between Power Inti Road. and Flofin Peckins
Road; as specified in the Cigy’s 2030 General Plan. This would facilitate futuge planncd-development in the-area:
The gowth inducing: unphcatlans were previously addressed in the Géneril Plan. "Ihe road would facilitate- the
planded development ih the area. For this reason, the proposed project would not result in previously
unconsidered growth.

Finding

‘Under the project plus cumulative conditions a potentially significant impact would occur; however, the
proposed mitigaion measure would reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level. The proposed project
would have no additional project- apcuuc environmenal effects related to waffic and circulation. than
exarnined in the Mastee EIR and the issue-does not need to be addressec furcher.

50



s a2 "nf." Krsg_.lfm
fnmsﬂ' Smd_,'.

12, Urbah Design and Viswil Resoutces,
Imp.n{.r to wrban Hﬂ{g.r e sl Ao ma; be aiwm-rm Effect will be Effectcan be | No additional |
. s studiedin ot nuugatcd o sighificant
o B S lessthan envitonmental |
“ u;gn_il’ic.mt «ffece.
onto oncom.lng«m fﬁc or rcfldcnml uses —

his section is tiered ftom the Master BIR for I.hl. (‘m: General Plan, in particilac Chaptet 6.13, Urbar
De-;:gn :and Visual Resources.

All city wide impaces and” mitigation measures for-urban design and visual resources identified fot- thesentire
Genernl Plan Policy Aren qpplv fo. ke Fruitiicige Broadway Community Plan Areh snd, therefore, ‘this. e
would.not generate additional i impacts 1o, mbm design and vieual tesources than the aren covered by the
Geneeal Pl (Page 6.13-30-6F thie Maseer HIRY.

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

Noné.

Answers to the Chécklist Questions

AuB. The propoied project Would install gricet lights. These lights waoald nor resule in a source of glare,
Streer]]ghrh' are design ¢d' such that rhc“ do not.creare hg'hr, that would” be-cast onto r}m.ommg traffic, There
are (o esidential uses adjacent to #63d aligniment: The proposed Froject would: nor £esult in a6 ‘additiosial

stgmruutl envimninen t:ﬂ eflect thatwas notaddiessed of considered inthe Master TIR. The ampact would
be fess chan significant.

Summary of Analysis under the 2030 General Plap Mastce EIK, Inchuding Cumulative
‘Growth Inducing Impacts

Impacts dnd

Tmplgnn{_nmunu af the General Plan was determined 1o resule in less than ~-Igl'l..l.["_lcxln" unpﬂcts due to
addiional light resulting From aeww development in the City. Mitigation was adopred 0 ensure that glare
agsociated with new dev relopment would be reduced 1o less-thanssignificant levels. Similarly, the comulative
«effects of: dévelopment o accordance with the General Plan witre deteimined to zesult, Ip.}esb than significant
dmpacts.

The pitoposed project is. consistént with the General Plans  The, jproject does notpropose. developnient that
would result in mote-fmpacts-due 16 light 2nd glare thari prevmush analyzed; and therefore, would not result
inan mdw,dml}y minot;, but cal]eut:vdy sf.thcant project impact. -

i growth indocing impacts.

Thedssues of uebancdesignzwiid visual sisousces ‘cltji-h'bt- rosult
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Finding.

The: proposed project would hive no. addifional project-specific: environmental effects pelz
fesmitees thian éxamingd in:the MasterBIR and the'1iine

¢ does notneed to e adedressed: Turies

ted" 10 visunl
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¢ Enclension
M {gﬂftd \‘q;a"r-e Declaraiion

Initial Studyv
A3 M‘lndﬁmw« Fuldlngs of: Slgmﬁt.ancc | ‘Yeégor No.
popuhuon to dmp bduw sdf-mstammg leviels, tl reaten, to chrmnal:c a pl'ml or | No.
anitnal connunity; recuce the number ot restrice the range of a-tare ot endhngered
plagt or ariimial of elimindié important examples of the mijor pediods of Califoriia
‘history or pechistary? _
B. Does the pioject have inmipaces that are individually limited; but. cum.ul—mvcl)
considerable? a“Cumu]atwd‘. considerable™ means that the incremental effeces Of a :
'pm;c«.L are an_n_iclemb ‘3-\3’-1‘,‘-“ vievied in connection with the. cﬂ'_(.c._i,.\___u_!' past ] No,
projects, the effects.of other cusrent projects, and thie cffects of probable future
Projeces.)
C. Dacs the: pro]-:cL hav c=c:».wrﬁnmmml effects which will cause bubslantm] No
5adve|::~.:: effects.on huiman bigings, éither du‘eci]v orindirectly? '

A, C. Asnioted i the analyses, impacts to Cultiral dnd biologital. fegources would bé poténtially significant
u.fith__cut mitigation. 'Tmp}emumuna of rrutlgauon mneasuzes would educe all impacts. to A lesseihan:
significant level.

B. Asaated for each:of the isSue areas-in this Tritial Study, the projectis consiseént with, the General Plan;
and therefore, would notresultin 2 level of development that exceeds what was assumed. in-the:comulztive
analyses for-the varions issue aréasiin the Master EIR.  The envitonmental andlyses: fai the praposéd projéct
were tiered from the Master BIR and can depend on the cumulacive andlyses associated with full buildout of
the Gewetal Plan.

€. As indicated in the analiscs in this Initial Seady, the project would not result in @itber diréet or indifect
substantial adveise ¢ffects on human bein 3
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" Apine Exlinizan
1'&.-’3.%"9’? Nfg« g Dm’avafrm
I nma! Sm.:{v

Theenvironmental factor checked below would potentally be affected by this project.

il Air Qlin]]:t}f- ' | | Noiscand Vibration
’ B;;I‘qgilc_al Resources . PE:\ﬂ_:g ande pen Space!
Ciliural Resourees | Pablic Services
Gedlogy, Soils, and Miveral Resources | PublicUdlities
Fiazards and - Hazardous Matuials Transpostafion.and Circulation:
.H}:d’t:o'lbgf-:ii.id Wiates:Quality | Gibian Désignand Visual Resoirees.

Onrihe basis of the Initia) Siudy:

I find that la‘- the proposed project is.an anticipated subsequent project: identified and
described in the 2030 General Plan Master ETR; (b) the proposed project is coasistent
with the 2030 General Plan land use designation and the pegmissible densitiés-and
intensities of use for the pm]u.t site; (€) that thie discussions of cuulative indpacs,
growth mducmg impacts; and irrev eisible ‘-lgﬂtﬂ{.dﬂt effects in the Master TR are
adequate for the p:.l::pmed project; and (d) the preposed pm;ccs will have additional.
significant enviroimenral cffects not previously examined i the Mastet EIR. A Mitigated
Ncgattvc Deglaration will be pmparcd Mitigation measutes from the Masres EIR will be
applied tor the: ijccms 1pptoprmte,,. and additionalfeasible mitigation measuies and
alternatives will'be; m::orpmmed to fevisé the'proposed project ‘before thie fiegative
declaration is circulated for public teview, to avoid or mitgate the identified effects to
level nf:nmgmﬁumce. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15178(b))

H&H Q‘?; ‘Q'o!i

ffer L. I-.I.';ﬂgcman'

Date

1-40

54



