
RESOLUTION NO. 2012-054 

Adopted by the Sacramento City Council 

March 6, 2012 

ADOPTING THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND THE MITIGATION 
MONITORING PROGRAM FOR THE EAST DRAINAGE CANAL BIKE TRAIL PROJECT 

(K19006000) 

BACKGROUND 

On March 6, 2012, the City Council conducted a public hearing, for which notice was given 
pursuant Sacramento City Code Section 17.200.010(C)(1) and received and considered 
evidence concerning the East Drainage Canal Bike Trail. 

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

Section 1. The City Council finds as follows: 

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 Project is consistent with the 2030 General Plan land use designation and the 
permissible densities and intensities of use for the project site; that the discussions of 
cumulative impacts, growth inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effects in the Master 
EIR are adequate for the Project; and that the Project would 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, and revisions to 
the Project made by or agreed to by the Project applicant before the proposed mitigated 
negative declaration and initial study were released for public review were determined by 
City's Environmental Planning Services to avoid or reduce the potentially significant effects to 
a less than significant level, and, therefore, there was no substantial evidence that the Project 
as revised and 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: 

1. On October 17, 2011, a Notice of Intent to Adopt the MND (N01) dated October 
17, 2011 was circulated for public comments 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. 

2. On October 17, 2011, the NO1 was published in the Daily Recorder, a 
newspaper of general circulation, and the NOI was posted in the office of the 
Sacramento County Clerk. 
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Section 2. 	The City Council has reviewed and considered the information contained in the 
MND, including the initial study, the revisions and conditions incorporated into 
the Project, and the comments received during the public review process and 
the hearing 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. 

Section 3. 	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. 

Section 4. The City Council adopts the MND for the Project. 

Section 5. 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 
Reporting Program 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. 

Section 6. Upon approval of the Project, the City's Environmental Planning Services 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. 

Section 10. 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 I Street, Sacramento, California. The City Clerk is the custodian of 
records for all matters before the City Council. 

Table of Contents: 
Exhibit A: Mitigation Negative Declaration 
Exhibit B: Comment Letter 
Exhibit C: Mitigation Reporting Program 
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Noes: 	None. 

Abstain: 	None. 

Absent: 	None. 

Attest: 

4A&Puil  
Shirley Con olino, City Clerk 

Mayor Kevin Johnson 

Adopted by the City of Sacramento City Council on March 6, 2012 by the following vote: 

Ayes: 	Councilmembers Ashby, Cohn, D Fong, R Fong, McCarty, Pannell, Schenirer, 
Sheedy, and Mayor Johnson. 
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cComxr .luurrY ricY. EIPPME..7 
DEPARTMENT  

134%'lltONMENTAL PLMNII■:10 .  
SERVICES 

CITY OF SACRAMENTO 
CALIFORNIA 	--- 

TI10 Firor 
Saciiiiento CA 9581I 

,M1TfdATED NEGATIVEDECLARATION 

The City of Sacramento, California; a municipal corporation; does hereby prepare; declare; and 
publish this Mitigated Negative Declaration for the:following described project: 
- 
East Drainage' Canal Bike Trail .(K19006000)  = This project is located in the North Natomas area 
,between the end Of the end of the existing East Drainage Canal Bike Trail (near the intersection of Truxel 
Road and Natornas Crossing . Drive) and Airport Road. A portion of the proposed bike trail would be 
constructed on land that is currently Vadant. The other portion Of the proposed bike trail would utilize the 
existing concrete, maintenance road at Sump No 16, which is adjacent to Tanzanite Park. The objective of 
this project is to provide a Class I bike facility that will improve the connectivity of the bikeways in the North
Natomas area,'In.adoOrdande With the 2010 Bikeway Master Plan. The proposed improvements consist of 
constructing approximately 4,475 feet of asphalt concrete (AC) bike trail. In addition to the new bike trail 
segments, signing and striping would be installed,,aS.vvell-as:modifying_the gate at the maintenance road 
access at Airport ROad to improve•adcestibility.: 

The Lead Agency is the City of SaCramento. The City of Sacramento, Community Development 
Department,' has reviewed the proposed project and, on the basis of the whole record before it, has 
determined that there is no substantial evidence that the project, with mitigation measures as identified 
in the attached Initial .Study,- will have a significant affect on the environment. This Mitigated Negative 
Declaration reflects the lead agency's independent Judgment and andlysie. An Environmental Impact 
Report, is not required. 

This Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality Act (Public Resources Code Sections 21000,0 seq.), CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, Sections 
15000 et seq of the California Cede of Regulations), the .Sacramento Local Environmental 
Regulations (Resolution 91 -892), and the Sacramento City Code. 

A copy of this document and all supportive documentation may be reviewed or obtained at the City of 
Sacramento, Community Development Department, 30.0 Richards Boulevard e'Olbor:  Sacramento, 
CA 65,811 from 900 a.rn. to 400 p.m. (or 800 a MA° 500 p.rn. With prior arrangement) 

Environmental Services Ma ager, City of Sacramento, - 	- ratio 
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City Of Sacramento 

EAST DRAINAGE CANAL BIKE 
(K19006000) ,  

INITIAL STUDY/ MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR ANTICIPATED SUBSEQUENT , 
PROJECTS UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER EIR 

This Initial Study''has. been :Prepared by the City of Sacramento, Community Development 
Department, 300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811, pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act . (Public Resources. Code Sections 21000 et seq.), CEQA 
Guidelines (Title 14, Section 15000 et seq of the California Code of Regulations) and the 
Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 91-892) adopted by the City of 
Sacramento:: 

ORGANIZATION OF Tlei,1441:1,141.,STUDY 

This Initial Study Is organized into the following Sections: 

SECTION1 BACKGROUND: Provides .summary background information - about the , project 
'name, location sponsor, and the date this Initial Study was COMPleted, 

SECTION II PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Includes a detailed description of the proposed 
project. 

SECTION III , - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION: Reviews proposed project 
and states whether the project would have additional significant environmental effects (project-
speclfic. effects) that were not evaluated in the Master PR .  for the 2030 General Plan. 

SECTION IV - ENVIRONMENTAL 'FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Identifies which 
environmental factors were determined to have additional significant environmental effects. 

SECTION V - 'DETERMINATION: State' - Whether enViroriMental effeCtS aSsociated with 
development of the proposed project are significant, and what, if any,. added 'environmental 
documentation - may . be required. 

REFERENCES CITED: IdentifieS,sourceinateriala that hive beeriCOnSulted in` the preparatkin 
of 	initial Study. 



East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 

City of Sacramento  • 	_ 

6gcnohl BAcKGROUND 

Project.Name:and File Number,: East Drainage. Canal Bike Trail (K19096090). 

Project Location : North Natomas Community Plan Area, between the end of the existing East , 
Drainage Canal bike trail :(near the intersection of Trukel Road and Neternaa Crossing Drive) and 
Airport Road 

	

ProjeCtApplicant: 	Cecilyri Foote, Associate-CivilEngineer , 	. 	 _ 
Department of Transportation, 
City of Sacramento 
,915 I Street, 2"1 Floor 
Sacramento, CA 95813 
(916) 806=0843 

Environmental matinee 
, • Dana Allen, Attodiate Planner 

,Community Development Department 
.300 Richards Blird., 3"1 FlOor 
.Sacramento, CA 95811 
(916) 806-2702, 

Date Initial StUdyCOMpleted: 	 .0ctobef 11, 2011 

This Initial Study Was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) (Public Resources Code Sections 1660 et seq.). The Lead Agency is the City of 
Sacramento., 

, 	. 	 . 	 , 
The City of Sacramento, .Community Development 'Department, has reviewed the prOpOted, 
project and, on the !peals of the whole record before it, has determined that the proposed project 
is an anticipated subsequent project identified and described in the 2030 General Plan Master 
EIR and is consistent Withlheland Use designation and the permissible densities and intensities 
of use for the project site as set forth in the 2030 General Plan. See CEQA .Guidelines Section 
15176(b) and (d). 

, 	 . 
The City has Prepared the attached Initial Study to (a) reVitiv the discussions of cumulative 
impacts, growth inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effects in the 2030 General Plan ,  
Matter EIR to determine their adequacy for the project . , (See CEQA Guidelines Section 
15178(b),(C)) and (b), 'identify any potential new or additional project-specific significant 
environmental effects that were not analyzed in the Master Elli : and any mitigation measures Or 
alternatives that may avoid or mitigate the identified effects' to a level of insignificance, if any. 

As part of the Master EIR process, the City is required tdjncorporate all feasible Mitigation 
measures or feasible alternatives appropriate to the project as set forth in the Master EIR 
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City  of Sacramento 

iCkiAguidetinets Section;loi7,7i4j. :The , IVIaSter EIR Mitigation Measures t‘ at ..-areicientifieci as 
appropriate are set forth in the applicable technical sections beloW. 

This 'analysis incvrporates by reference the general diScuision portiohi, 'Of :the 2030',General 
Plan Master .EIR. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15‘150(a)). The 2030 .General Plan and Master 
EIR are available for public review at the City of Sacramento, Community Development 
Department, 300 Richards Boulevard ;  Third Floor, Secramento, CA 95311., and on the City's 
web site 'it; 
www 	 org . 	, 

, 
The City is soliciting views of interested 'persons and agencies on the content of the 
environmental information :Presented irilhis doCument, Due to the time limits mandated by state 
law, your response must be sent at the earliest possible date, but no later than the 30-day 
review period ending .November 15, 2011. 

Please 'Send Written response's ,  to: 

Dana Allen, Associate. Planner 
'Community Development Departinent, 

City of-SacramentO 
300 RichardS Blvd, 3' Floor 

Sacramento, CA 95511 
didleh@cityofsacrarnehto.org , 
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SECTION II - PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

PROJECT VI:cm-1°N 

This Object is located in the NOrth NatOrnas area between the end of the end of the eXistirid 
East Drainage, Canal Bike Trail (near the intersection of Truxel Road and Natornas Crossing 
Drive) and :AirPOrt ,  Road (see Exhibit 1 Location Map), A portion of the proposed bike trail 
would be constructed on land that is currently vacant The other portion of the proposed bike 
trail would utilize the existing concrete maintenance toad at Sump No 16, Which is adjacent to 
TanzanitePark(See Attachment 2— Site Map and•Attachrnept -3 — Cross Sections), 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The objective of this project is to provide a Class I bike facility that will improve the connectivity 
of the :bikeways in the North Natornas area in accordance with the 2010 Bikeway Master Plan. 
The proposed improvements :consist Of constructing approximately 4,475 feet of asphalt 
concrete (AC) bike trail. The bike trail would be 12' wide with 2 shoulders on each side, 
consisting of 6 AC over 12° aggregate base (AB) with.geotextile fabric, requiring excavation of 
about 18". The shoulders would be 12" AB. 

The remainder of the bike trail would be _a shared use with Department of 'Utilities' existing , 	 „ 
concrete Maintenance toad (adjacent to Tanzanite Park) between Sump No 16 and Airport 
Road. The existing road is 12' Wide. Approximately 300 feet of the Concrete road would be 
repaired. The project proposes a section Of 6" concrete over 12" AB with either welded wire 
fabric:cr  rebar toprevent Crackirig:in the future. 

In: addition to the new bike: trail segments; signing and striping 'would be installed, as well as 
modifying the gate at the maintenance road access at Airport Road to improve accessibility. 
.Access to the bike trail Would be provided from existing bike ,trail . segments and city, rights-of-
:way. No work would be required in the roadway to construct. the proposed improvements. 
tonstruction is anticipated:to be Completed by summer 2012. 

Attachments 

Attachment 1 — Road Construction Emissions Report 

Attachment 2 — Biological Resources Report 
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•4E004 	E,01RoOmkiittAt, cliEcnistoopiscusic* 
LAND USE, POPULATIDN,AND`jiOUSING;AGRICULTURALRESOURCES AND'ENERGY 

IntroduCtiOn 

The California Environmental .Quality Act (CEQA) requires the 'Lead Agency to examine the 
effects of a project on the physical Conditions that exist within the area that would be affected by 
the project. CEQA also requires a discussion of any inconsistency between the proposed 
project and applicable general plans and regional plans. 

An inconsistency between the proposed project and an adopted 	land-USe-deVelopment . 	 . 	, 
in a community would not constitute a Physical change in the environment When a project 
diverges from an adopted Plan,. however, it may affect planning in the community 'regarding 
Infrastructure and services, and the new demands generated by the project may result in later 
physical changes in response to the project. 

In the same manner, the fad that a project brings new -people or demand :far ,housing to 
community .  does not, by itself, change the physical conditions. An increase in population may; 
however;  generate changes in retail demand or demand for governmental services, and the 
demand for housing may generate new activity in residential deVelOpMent. Physical 
environmental impacts that could result from implementing the proposed project are discussed 
In the appropriate technical sections. 

This Section of the initial study identifies the applicable land use designatiOns, plans and 
policies, and permissible densities and intensities of 'use, and discusses any inconsistencies 
between these plans and the propo sed project : This 'section also discusses agricultural 
resources and the effect of the project on these resources: 

Discussion 

Land Use 

Theproject Site has been designated as Parks and Recreation in-the 2030 Geheral-Plen, and is 
zoned Flood for the section north of Tanzanite Ave., and 'zoned Agriculture in the Tanzanite 
Park section. 

The project site is located In an urbanized . portion of the. community. The:bike' trail. has been 
designated as propbsedClasS 1 bike trail in the 2010 Bikeway Master Plan. It is located in the 

	

_ 	 . 	 . 
North Natomas Community Plan Area (See Bikeway Master Plan excerprbelow). Portions of the 
bike trail have been developed already. Construction of the bike trail as .proposed would not 
alter the existing landsCaPe, because it Would be placed onlOriof an existing service road. 
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Ajritiiituia1ReSOLirces 

The Master EIR discussed the potential impact of development under the 2030 General:Plan - on , 
agricultural .resOuites. See Master EIR, Chapter..6.2:, In addition to evaluating the effect of the 
general 'plan on sites within the City,, the . Master-,EI R. noted that to thioe*ile.  extent 	2030:-9 
Plan accommodates future growth withinCity liMits,..the;:comrrS h farmland i ci.utsid%nea  the 
City limits minimiZed. (Master' IFt, page 	13) .  The Matr..'. Rconcluded .  that the impacto 
the 2030 General Plan on .agricUltural resources within the City was less than significant 

The project site does notcontaih.soils designated as Important Farmland 	 Farmland, 
Unique :Farmland or Farmland of Statewide IMPortance)..,(NRCS 2010)..kObrtiOn of the.,:project-
site is located inan area zoned. for .agricultural .  uses; however:  that zoning is applicable to the 
existing Tanzanite :.Park, which iS . a developed park No existing agricultural or timber-harvest 
uses are Iodated orvor=in the Vicinity of the - project .site. Development of the site would result in 
no impacts on agricultural resources

Energi 

There are no structures proposed as part dike project It is anticipatedthat Construction Of the 
bike trail would :enable residents and employees; who :live and work Within .North Natornas to 
:Conserve energy by -facilitatingthe. use of bicycles as an alternative mode of transportation. . 	. 

Construction of the bike trail is consistent with General"Plan.goale which promote projects that . 	 , 	- 
reduce demands on non-renewable energy resources See, e,g, Goal U 6:1 - Adequate . Level of 
Service (Provide for the energy needs of the city and decrease dependence on nonrenewable 
energy Sources .  through energy 'cOnservation, effiCiency, and renewable resource strategies) 
See also , Goal M 1.2.1 -. Multimodal 	 city..shall promote development of an 
integrated multi-modal transportation system that offers attractive choices among :Modes 
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ffect will be 
studied in the 
EIR- 

Effect can be 
mitigated •to 
less than 
significant - 

No edditional 
significant 
environmental 
'effect 

•issues: 

1.  AIR QUALITY  
Would the proposal: 

A), 	ReStiltin conetrUctiOei emissions Of Rok.aboye 
85 pounds per day? 

0) 	Result in operational emissions of NO* or 
ROG above 65 pounds per day? . 	. 
• „ 

substantially to an existing or projected air 
Violate any ale quality standard or contribute 

X 
quality Violation? 

D) Result In PPA io  concentrations equal to or 
greater than five percent of the State ambient .  
air quality standard (le:, 50 micrograms/cubic 
Meter for..g4.noiarS) in areas where there is 
evidence of existing or projected violations Of 
this standard? 

E) Result in CO concentrations that exceed' the 
1 -hour state ambient air quality standard 
20.0 ppm) or the 8-hour state ambient 
Standard (i.e. 9.0 porn)? , 

F) ReSultin exposure of sensitive receptors to „ 	 , 
substantial pollutant Concentrations? 

.Gy 	Result in TAC exposures create a risk Of '10.in' 
1 million for stationary sources, .or-
tubstantially increase -  the risk of exposure to 
tAda from rnobilesOurtes? 

H) 	Impede the City or state efforts to rneetA1332 
standards for the reduction of greenhouse gas 
emissions? 

X_ 

X 

X 

X 

East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 
Initial:Shay/Mitigated Negative Declaration 

. 	 -CR  :of:Sacramento  

including pedestrian wayt.. ,, public . tranSportatiOn, eoadways' bikeways tail virateN.rays  and 
eviction and reduces air 'p011ution;and greenhouse gas emissions) 

, 
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'East Drairiatio'Canal ,pii*Traii 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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ENVIRONMENTAL AND'REGULATORY SETTING 

In Deadniber,2006 , the EtiVironmental proteCtion Acien (EPA) revised;the national eMbient-eir, 
quality standard for fine particle: pollution to provide increased protection of -public health and 
welfare. The revised standard is 38 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m) for particles less than 
or equal to 2.5.micrometers in diameter (PM2.4; averaged over 24 hours In December 2008 the 
EPA Administrator identified nOnattainment areas, and in October 2009 confirmed the 
designations. Sacramento County is included on this list, along with portions of surrounding 
counties that contribute to the nonattainment Conditioni. 

GENERAL PLAN POLICIES CONSIDERED IlitiTiGATIPN 

The following General Plan policy, identified asa mitigation rnasure for this project, would avoid 
or lessen environmental impacts as identified in the Master EIR and is considered a mitigation ) 
11:1..f yo for the following project-level and cumulative impacts 

Mitigation Measure AQ41. General:Ptah - Policy ER 6.1.8 -Development Near TAC. SourCeS: 
The City shall ensure, that new development with sensitive Uses located adjacent to toxic air 
contaminant sources, as identified by the California Air Resources Board (CARB), reduces 
potential health risks In its review of these projects, the City Shall consider Current 'guidance  
provided by and consult with the CARB and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District. 

STANDARDS OESIGNI#ICANCE 

Rit.PUtPOSes.olthis•Iriitial 	 impacts maybe dantidered tignificaritirbOnstruCtion , 
andfor implementation of the Proposed Project would result in the following impacts that remain 
significant after Implementation of General Plan policies or mitigation from the General Plan 
MEIR: 

toriatrUCtion erni*sicriS ofNOx ,alOchie 85 poupdi..per day; 
• operational emission's of NO or ROG above 66:pounds.per day .; 
• violation of any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or Projected 

air quality violation; 
• '01V1 10  concentrations equal to or greater 	five percent of the State ambient air quality 

standard (i.e., 50 rnicrOgramskubic Meter for 24 hours) in areas where there is evidence 
of existing or projected violations of this standard. However, if project emissions. of NO 
and ROG are below the emission thresholds given •abeVe. then the project : would not 
result in violations of the PM io.ambient air quality standards 

• CIO -cancOiltraPoPP- that exceed the .1-hour state ambient air quality '2041 
itiOni) or the.:8-hoUr state ambient standard (i.e. ;  9.0 PPM); or 

• exposure .  of sensitive receptors to:substantial,p011utant concentrations 

Ambient air quality standards have not been established for toxic -air contaminants (TAC) TAC 
exposure is deemed to be significant it . 	. 	 „. 

• -OW exposures create a risk of 10 in 1 million for stationary sources, or substantially 
increase me iitk Of exposure to TACs from mobile sources. 

1 
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East Drainage-Canal Bike Trail 
Initial,Stady/IVIitigatecl',NegatiVe Declaration 
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SUMMARY 	
• • 	 • .• 	 . • • „.:„ „.. 	 -• 

OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN IMASTEK- EIR,..INCLUDINGCUMULATIVE- .. 	„. 	 . , 
...,•••• 	 • 	 . 	 • 

IMPACTS,  GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS, AND IRREVERSIBLE  

The Master EIR addressed the potential effects of the 2030 General Plan on ambient air quality . 	 . 	 . 
and  the potential for _exposure of people, especially sensitive receptors such;-as'ahildien Or the 
elq00-,.:lo unhealthful pollutant concentrations. See Master EIR; 'chapter 6.1. 

- 
Policies. in the  2030 General Plan in Environmental Resources wereidentified as mitigating 
potential effects of development that could .occur under the 2030 General Plan. For example, 
Policy ER 6.1.1 'calls for the City to work with the California Air Resources:  Board and the 
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management. Dittrict.(SMAQMD).to meet state and federal 
air quality standards; Policy ps. 6.1.12. requires the City, to review proposed :development 
:projects to ensure that the projects incorporate feasible measures that reduce- construction and 
operational emissions, Policy ER 6.1.11 calls for coordination of City efforts with SMAQMD; and 
Policy ER 6.1.15 requires the City to give preference to contractors using reduced-emission 
equipment 

1711 -:1■Aaster EIR:  identified exposure to sources Of toxic air contaminants (TAC). as a. potential 
effect. Policies in the 2030 general Plan would reduce the effect to a lest-than-significant level 

The Policies - include ER 6.1.5, requiring consideration of current guidance provided by the Air 
'Resources Board and SMAQMD; requiring development adjacent to stationary or mobile TAC 
sources to be designed with consideration of such exposure in design, landscaping and filters; 
as well as Policies ER.  6.11.1 ,and'ER. 6.11.15, referred to above. 

The Master EIR found that greenhouse gas emissions that would be generated by development 
consistent with the 2030 General Plan would be a significant and unavoidable cumulative . 	. 	 . 	. 	 . impact The discussion of greenhouse gas emissions and climate change in the 2030 General 
Plan Master Elftare:incorporated by reference. in this Initial ,  Study. (CEQA Guidelines Section 
15150): 
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The, MasterEIR. ideritified,numeroOt policies inClUded in the 2030 General plan that addressed .  , 
greenhouse gas emissions and climate change Sea Draft MEIR, Chapter 8, and pages 8-49 et 
see', The Matter EIR is available for review at the offices of Development Services Department 
300 Richards Boulevard 3 P-d  Floor, Sacramento; CA during normal business hours, and is also 
available online at 	. 
litto://www.citvofsacramento:orq/dsd/planninoterivironmental-review/eirs/.  

Policies identified in the 2030 General Plan include directives relating to sustainable 
development patterns and practices, and increasing the viability of pedestrian, bicycle and 
public transit modes. A complete list of policies addressing climate change is included in the 
Master Elk in Table 8-5, pages MO et seq; the Final MEIR included additional discussion of 
greenhouse gas emissions and climate change in response to written comments. See changes 
to Chapter 8 at Final mgik pages 2-19 et seq. See also Letter 2 and response. 

ANSVVERS TO 'CHECKLIST 'QUESTIONS 

QUESTIONS A AND. 13 

Air emissions 4111'419  construction Would occur due to activities cOntittirt9 of grading and 
excavation andthe actual construction of the trail. Construction activities may cause the air ,  
quality to temporarily degrade' during construction due to emissions from construction 
equipment and ,ground disturbing activities. Emissions in the grading and excavation phase Of 
construction are primarily associated with exhaust of equipment and the dug that is generated 
through grading activitiet. Estimated construction emissions resulting from development of the 
4,475 feet of AC' bike trail and 300 feet of concrete bike trail were calculated using the Read. 
Construction Emissions Model, Version 6.3.2 program, and following the guidelines Of the 
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District- (SMAQMD). It is estimated that 
donstructiOn . ;ectivitiee of the entire site Wouid generate up to approximately '37:7 pounds of NOic 
per day (see Attachment 1 .  — Road Construction Emissions MOdel). 

The proposed project vouto not result in construction or operation emissions over the .NOX 
threthOldt, 

.QUESTIONS C.ANb'D 

Sacramento : County is considered 	nOnattainMent area for fine 'particle pollution. The 
SMAOMD has indicated that projects .  that :implement -Basic Construction Emissions Control 
Practices and disfuFlb .  less than 15 acres perday would not exceed the concentration based 
threshold of significance for mita  and, therefore PM2.6. The subject site is well below the 15 
acre Criteria; however, the Basic COristruatiOn Emission Control Practices are included below at 
Mitigation Measures to be implemented during project construction to ensure that PM 10  and 
.PM2.6 emissions Would not be significant. 

QuEiriokt E - 

The use  of the bike OHIO not intended for  vehicles and promotes the use of alternatives modes 
of transportation. DUcir:tc■ the.naturee this project, no impact is expected from CO Or TAC. Nor 
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would the bike ttail OrpOses'OhiWej. 	ters,10...substential-011uterit ConcerittationS Use of the , 	, 	 „, 
hike trail would support the City and 'State's efforts to meet Ai332 standards. 

MITIGATION MEASURES  
. 	 , 

Aq,2-. Waters all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are not 
limited to soil piles, egraded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and access 
r90,* 

freeways or major roadways should be covered 

AQ4 Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible track out mud or dirt onto 
adjacent public roads •at least once a‘day Use of dry power sweeping is prohibited . 	 „ 	• 	. 	_ 

AQ-5. Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 Miles per hour (mp,h),.. 

AQ.;6. All roadways, driveways sidewalks parking lots to be paved should' be completed as 
soon as pOssible. In .addition, building pads Should be laid as .Soon as possible after 
grading unless seeding or soil binders are used 
„ 
Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use Or reducing the 
time of idling to 5 minutes (required by California Code of Regulations, Title 13, sections 
2449(d)(3) and 24851 Provide clear Signage that posts this requirement for Workers at 
the entrances to the site 

AQ-8. Maintain allconstruction equipment in proper-  Working condition according to , 	_ • 	 . 
manufacturer's specifitationa. The 'equiPirent ..must'be checked by a Certified mechanic . 	 . 
and determine to be running In proper condition before it is operated. _ 	. 

Findings 

All additional significant , eoirotimoot41.. 00c* ,,of .1110 project relating to Air Quality - can ,a‘.0. 
Otigatecl -titi,a less-than--significant level 

AQ=3. Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on. haul trucks transporting soil, . 	 . 	. 	, 
sand, or other loose material on the site Any haul trucks that would be traveling along' , 	 . .., 
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2.  BIOLOGICAL. FiEsbukbES  
Woutd the pr000*: 

A)
• 	 . 

Create a potential health hazard, or use, 
production or disposal of materials that 
Would pose a hazard to !Mint or animal 
populations in the area affected 

B). 	.Result insubstantial degradation of the 
quality of the environment, reduction of the 
habitat reduction' Of population below self-
sustaining levels of threatened or 

. endangered species ofsplaht anirrial  
C) 	Affect other species of special Concern to 

agencies or natural resource organizations 
.(StiCh as regulatory waters and wetlands)? , 

'X. 
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,ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The proposed project is located within the Natomas .basin, a low-lying region in the Sacramento 
Valley, located east of the Sacramento River and north of the American River. The NatornaS 
Basin contains incorporated and unincorporated areas Within the 'jurisdictions Of the City of 
Sacramento, Sacramento County, and Sutter CountY. Historically the basin Was ,primarily in 

.agricultural production ,. The existing water conveyance systems within the Natomas Basin were 

.created for Water Conveyance and drainage. They provide nesting; feeding, and migration 
Corridor habitat for a variety of species in the basin. 

The Natomas Basin contains a variety Of habitat types, open water :aquatic habitat' -(Including 
ditches and drains), emergent Marsh; riparian forest, riparian scrub-shrub, grassland, vernal 
pools, and agric.utture. A number of special-status species eind.plant),.aS 'determined by 
the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG), or the U.Sj. Fief!, and Wildlife Service 
(USPiA), inhabit or forage Within the Natomas Basin. 

The Natothas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (NBHCP) , 
The 1994 North Natomas .  Community' Plan required the development and implementation of a 
.Habitat conservation. Plan as mitigation for 'development in North Natomas. in 1907, the WO 
was apprOved byttiiieity of Satramento,14SFWS, and CDFG. 

The NBHCP is a conservation plan supporting application for incidental take pertrtts (IT.12  s) under 
'Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act and under Section 2081 of the California Fish 
and Game Code. The purpose of the.NBHCP is to promote biological conservation while allowing 
urban development and continuation of agriculture within .  the ,Natomas Basin. The NBHCP 
:establishes atirmiti=species conservation program to mitigate the -expected loss of habitat )values 
and incidental take, of protected species that would result from urban development, operation of 
Irrigation and drainage systems and rice farming The goal Of the NBHCP is to preserve, restore, 
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arid erihtiriCeliabitat Vekrea rfoUnd in the Natornas Basin: 

GENERAL,PLAN:POLICIEO . CONSibgREo , IVIrrtOOON, 
, 

The following General :Plan policies., identified as mitigation measures for this project, would 
avoid or lessen environmental impacts as identified in the Master EIR and are considered 
rnitigation_rneasures for the following project-level and cumulative impacts. 

.B10-1- General Plan Policy ER 2.1.10 -` Habitat Assessments: The City shall consider the . 	, 
potential impact on 'sensitive plants and for each project requiring discretionary approval and 
shall require preconstruCtion.surveys.'and/or habitat assessments for sensitive plant and wildlife 
species. If the preconstruction survey and/or habitat assessment determines that suitable 
-habitat for sensitive plant and/or wildlife 'species is present, then either .(1) Protocol-level or 
industry recognized (if no protocol has been established) surveys shall be conducted; or (2) 
.presence of the species shall be assumed to occur in suitable habitat On the project site Survey 
Reports shall be prepared and submitted to the City and the CDFG or USFVVS (depending on 
the species) for further consultation and development of avoidance and/or mitigation measures 
consistent with state and federal law. 

General Plan Policy ER 2 1 5 - Riparian Habitat Integrity: The City shall preserve the 
ecological integrity of creek corridors, Canals, and drainage ditches that support riparian 
resources by preserving native plants and, to the extent feasible, removing invasive, non-native 
plants. If not feasible, adverse impacts on npanan habitat shall be mitigated by the preservation 
and/or restoration of thishabitat at a 1:1 ratio, in perpetuity. 

B10.0. General Plan Policy ER 2.1.6 Wetland Protection : The City'shalt preserve and 
protect wetland resources including creeks,  rivers, ponds, marshes, vernal pools, and other 
seasonal Wetland, to the extent feasible. If not feasible, the mitigation of all adverse impacts On 
wetland resources shall be required In compliance with State and Federal regulations protecting
Wetland resources, and if applicable, threatened at endangered species. Additionally, the City 
may require either on- or off-site permanent ,preservation of an equivalent amount of wetland 

	

, 	, 
'habitat to ensure no-net-toss of value and/or function, 

.S DANOARy,10. - cr SIGNIFICANCE 

For purposes Of this environmental doCUment an impact ;.Wotild be eignifiCarit if any 'Of the . 	. 
following conditions or potential thereof, would result with implementation of the proposed project 

•

, 	. 	 . 	 , 	 „ 

Creation of a potential health hazard, or use, production or disposal of materials that 
would 'pose '0.-haaard- to plant or animal ,Populations in the area affected; 

• SUbatantial.  degradation Of the quality' of the enVironment, reduction Of the habitat . 	 , 	 , 	 . 
reduction of population below self-sustaining levels of threatened or endangered. species 
Of plant Or aniMalor 

• .Affect.  other species of special concern to agencies or natural resource organizations , 	 , 	 , 
(such as regulatory waters and :wetlands): 

For the 'purposes of this document .  '-'Special -Status had been defined to include those .species ,  
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which are 

• Listed as endangered or threatened iindenr.the  federal Eridangeiad, Species.  Act a ii  
formally proposed for; or candidates far, st. g) , 

• Listed as endangered or threatened under the California Endangered Species Act (or 
proposed for listing); 

• Designated as endangered or rare; pursuant to California Fish and Game. Code (Section 
1901); .  

• ' 

	

	Designated as fully protected, pursuant to California. Fish and Game Cade (Section 3511, 
4700, Or 5050);  

• Designated as species of concern by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), or as 
species of special concern to California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG); 

• Plants or animals  that meet :  the definition of rare or endangered under the talifOrnia 
Environmental Quality Act,(CEO.A). 

- 
SUMMARY' OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER EIR, INCLUDING CumuLATivg 
IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

Chapter .. 6.3 of the Master EIR.evalUated the effects of the 2030 General Plan' on biolOgical. 
resources within the general plan policy area. The Master EIR. identified potential impacts in . 	 . 	. 
terms of .degradation of the quality of the environment or reduction • of habitat Or Population 
below self-sustaining levels of special-status birds ;  through the loss of both nesting and foraging 
habitat. 

. 	 . 	. 	 , 
Policies in the 2030 General Plan were identified as Mitigating the effects, of development that 
could 'occur ,under..thes:..prOvisions of the 2030 General -. Plan.. Policys.2.1:6- calls for the City to 
preserve the ecological l integrity of creek corridors and other riparian :resources ; Policy. ER, 
2:-1 .10, requires the city to consider the potential impact On.Sensitive.plantefor each project and 
to require pre-construction surveys when appropriate; - and ...Policy 2:1.11, _requires the City to 
coordinate its actions With' those of the California • Department Fish and Game, U.S. ''Fish and 
Wildlife Service, and other agencies in the protection of resources 

The Master E1. 13' .concluded that the - cumulative effects of development that could occur Under 
the 2030 General ;Plan - , would be significant and unavoidable as they related to effects on -
special-status plant .; species (Impact reduction of habitat .:for sPecial-statusinVertebratee. 
(Impact 6.37.3);loss, of habitat for special-status . birds (Impact 6:3-4) lass of habitat for Special-
Status- amphibians and reptiles .. (Impact: 6.375), lass of habitat for special-status -mammals 
(Impact.  :6.6-6), special-status .fish (Impact .6:3-7):,. and, in :general, toSS of riparian.. habitat 
Wetlands and Sensitive natural 'communities such as elderberry savannah .(Impacts 6.3,8 
through 10): 

MITIGATION MEASURES 	2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER EIR THAT APPLY TO THE  

Bi0-4: General •Plan •Policy ER-2.1.10 Atiiitsrlien#: The City shall consider , . „. .the 
potential: impact on :Sensitive. planta - . -and-fOr eacti.:projaci :requiring - discretionary approval and 
Shall require preConStrUation surveys and/or habitit .:assesSMentS ,.for sensitive plant and wildlife 
SPeCies. :If the precoristruCtion :surveY.,:and/Or habitat assessment deterinines. 1-that...suitabie 
habitat for Sensitive plant and/or wildlife ,species..is.,present, then either -(1). protocol-level or 
industry recognized (if no protoO.ol .  his been established) . surveys Shall be conducted, or (2) %  
.presence of the speciesehal[te assumedtDoddur:in suitable. habitat on the project site Survey • .„ 	 , 
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Reports shall be 'prepared and submitted to the City and the CDFG or USFWS, (depending on 
the species) for further consultation and development of Avoidance and/or mitigation measures 

-Cenaistent with state andiedera law. 

ANSwERS TO:CtiEcKuST-QuESTiONs 

'Met:Wit -A 

No ',hazards or hazardous itateriala would. be generated -as parf Of the construction or epee -then of 
the - proposed project No hazardous materials are used at the site The City of Sacramento has 
obtained a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit from the State Water 
Resources . Control .  Beard under the -requirements of Environmental Protection Agency and 
Section 402 of the 'Clean Water Act The goal of the permit is to reduce pollute* found in urban 
storm runoff. The general permit requires the permittee to employ ''Best Management Practices7 
(BMPs) before, during, and after censtruCtion. The primary objective of the BMPa it to reduce 
non-point source pollution into Waterways: These practices include structural and source Centel 
measures for residential, and commercial areaa, and BMPs for construction sites., BMF's 
implement mechanisms to minimize erosion and sedimentation and prevent, pollutants such as oil . 	 . 
and grease from - entering the storm water drains: BMPsare approved by Department Of .Utilities 
prior to cOnstruCtiOn. BMPS Will be employed during construction in order to avoid hazardous . 	 . 	. 	 . 	 . 
,materials from entering the drainage canal Any impact is less than significant 

	

, 	. 	, 	 „ 	, 	. 	. 

Questions B, C 

May & Associates prepared a Biological Resources Report of the project site, dated August ,. 	 . 	. 	 . 	, 	 . 	. 	 . 
. 	 2011. See Attachment 2 (the report). The discussion below is based on the report and its 

,recommendations. 

Prior to cOnducting the bielogical esseasnient, May & Astediates 'concluded a literature aeateh 
and a California Native Diversity Data 'Base (CNDDB) records .search (CNDDB 2011) May 
Associates created a USFVVS species list .(USFWS 2011) to determine what special-status plant 
and wildlife species could occur in the study area and should be addressed. As a result of the 
literature search and Pre-Survey investigation, a list Of special-status plant and Wildlife species 
with potential to .occur at the proposed -  East .  Drainage Canal :Bike Trail Project area was 
,PrePared. This list was used to focus site assessments on those species with the greatest 
potential to be affected by the proposed przjed. The following NptiCP-protected -wildlife species 
Were determined to;havelpotentiallOoccUr in the Study area SWainSon'ShaWk, white-tailed kite, 
burrowing 'Owl; niColoted blackbird; loggerhead :ahrike: giant gaiter .  snake; and California. tiger 
salamander. NO .1.4BHCP-covered plants Or other special-status plant species were considered 
to have potential to occur at the study .area. (Refer to Biological Report Table 1.54 for 4 
complete list ot plant and Table 1,5b for . a -list Of Wildlife species considered to have potential to 
-occur in Or near proposed study.area;)' 
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Habitats in the project vicin ity 	generally degraded and comprise a Mix of ruderal upland ;  
nonnative annual grassland (closely, mowed), aquatic features and wetlands, existing unpaved 
trail, perk lawn, and other developed features, Adjacent to uplands are the East Drainage Canal 
on the east . and:south aides of the existing unpaved trail, and the pond at .Tanzanite Park on the 
north side of the western end of the proposed trail. This mix of communities provides potential 
habitat for a number of common wildlife species. 

Common wildlife that Could occur at the project Site include Sierran Areefrog . (Pseutlacris. 
sierraformerly;PaaudaentF.Hyla .regilla),„bullfrog:(Rana=tittiobate$ catesbiana), western fence 
lizard - (ScelOpOnis o6cidenIalia); 'gopher snake (pituOphis 'Citenife0, lesser goldfinch (Spinus -
paaltria),:. spotted towhee (Pipila ina.culatua), .red-winged blackbird (Agelaiiis phoenidems) ;  
mourning dove (Zetiaida macitura), house - Mouse (MUs riiirscuids), California.  vole .(Miciptus, 
califorpicat), and coyote (Canis latrans). Domestic house cats,(Felis cat us) and domestic dogs 
(Canis-. farniliaria) are undoubtedly common visitors', and both are considered "non=native 
predators Of locafwildlife. 

Special Status Wildlife 

For the purposes ofthitittettMen , special status has been defined to Include those species 
that are listed as endangered or threatened under the FESA (or formally -proposed for ;  or 
candidates for,-.  listing); listed as 'endangered or threatened 'Under.the'OESA, (or prOposed for 
listing); designated at endangered or rare, pursuant to California Fish and Game. Code (19O1) 
designated.:as-fUlly .protected, .pursuant- to California Fish and Game .COde, (0511; ..'§41 -700i  or 
§5050).detignated.at species of „concern to the CDO;'',Or.dened as rare. or endangered under 
CEQA: 

Table 15 provides a brief summary:of relevant infOrmatiOnon .each Of the. special-status species 
known or potentially occurring - in the -project area based on the nine -quad CNObEttearCh, the 
USFWS species list, and the NEIHCP. Most species in the table are either not .present or. not . 	 . 
likely to be adversely Affected' by,.the.prOposed trail and are not discussed further in this report. 
Further discussion Was deemed appropriate for giant' garter .snake, SwainsOn't haWk,..-white 7  
:tailed kite, tricolored blackbird ;  burrowing owl, loggerhead ,.shrike, and . California, tiger. 
Salamander. Discussion is provided below and follows from information presented in the table; 
status, - scientific name; and basic life.history.-are-found in Table 1.5 and arenotrepeated below. , . ..,..., , , . . . , , . . 

Giant Garter Snake. There are 102 occurrence records for giant garter snakes in the nine-quad 
CNDDF.4;tearch conducte0:for'.this.project-,..0 number of them reported from the East Drainage 
Canal and its intersecting ditches and channels .  both Within and outside Of the project area 
(CNDDEl, 2011). Near the-,projectarea, .giant garter snakes could use the East Drainage Canal 
and the . pond at Tariianita:park They could also be found.in:any Of the uplands of the project 
area but 'WoUld. be expected to :Move  -quickly through any habitat : aquatic:Or upland that did not 
provide cover as protection from  Dense cover is preferred by the sOeCies. f.Since- much 
of the upland habitat within the . .project area provides either :little or no - vegetative cover,, :.giant. 
garter 'snakes : are unlikely ' to use it :Due 10 the **lenity Of the site :0'10010 ,  ciCcUrienOet 
(CNDDB.-2ofi) and the presence of suitable aquatic habitat in the project Vicinity; this,.speties is 
presumed present and..potentially affected by ConstructiOn.and.use of the'bicycle5trait 

SwainsOn's hawk. Svirainson's hawk records are 	numerous, with 123 records iii,,tha.nina; , 	. 	, 	 . 	 . 
quad search area (CNODEI 2011). One record is for a-2003 nest about one-quartermile away 
.(record 1,257 southwest of .Tanzanite park), but thp,rest.are for nests at least One-half,mileaway 
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from the project.,:eree, :;; ,.: ...:heheeteet .,#tehtiet : heef .trees.e .tei  at the closest point , about ,:i7.75., feet 
,north of the extreme south end of the trail No trees would be removed for the pi..:Ojeot .: -The 
ISTOjeOt .itntieof are*OtONiO0,fOraing'hat:■itet -*Ohly:iiti(000.01!*00.0 -ayo:e .:it:i.- .0.001[ and iner.to*: 

,(sandiiiiiched.between:..intenSive.:detifelOpnients) .,...:intensiyely:. Managed (essentially : 0*-1.400: f.py-
mowing at the time Of ,•provides only sparse habitat for prey Although 

-SwainsOr.V.:.S.;hal:ivi4too0ct forage .  over Ahe.orojeot. ,  
would not materially i'S.OUO0.: f.Oragitte:.OppettUhitie*fotthiS .Pied. :. 0.4e.tO the proximity Of .: the'SitetO 
species occurrences fOraging habitat. :  
in the study erea .,...Oritainson's he*s..:ere':tonsidered:poteritially.:',preSent...ertd.nesting.birde::,04.. 

1?e•••affe.Oted'by:tohSth.ictioh ... 

'White-tailed 	 riest . i.:inthiS i  'Part Of: ,:lithei:Centrat Valley.,. and pOteritiel - 
nest:treaS ..,:are,•'found:Withiri,:ebOUt 750 feet ofthe .:souths„end.. ,Of the ooposectirei■; hOisii0e.r.theee ,  
birds are more likely to nest near agncultural areas and all CNDDB tederOS .,:•ih:.Ihe .:hirtejcpe0 
:search area are for nests - itiore•;:thari .,4irriile•: .,away :farther from urbanized areas and closer to 
agricultural foraging hatlitattp .pre -,....than a mile away This bird is not covered...:.uncte .r.Jhe;:,NB.HCF! 

• NO ti.teeS; WOO be reth004. ...fOr•-the• .0tbjeOt: .:. • NO sOeciet-skOiti .O. [:.Y:aVeidatiOe .;..i.heaS4i-4,•aie:. ... 
..ptov.4.04.. :10(.1hiS•bird, y?itklhe:exceptionz:ot'ihOIO .i.hg:the spees in the .ger1001 •pitOoheth4Oh.. 
nesting bird survey 

jciirtO■4106 	 often den JO: OahkS.arict-10. 0eSi•Or:•cahals'if su itable burrows 
and prey are

. 	 .,..... 	 „ 	: 
'present Potentially suitable habitat occurs in patches alehg.'.tioth:-.0 .ahlit. -.ef the 

adje0.eht:cestprohege..icehel'and.:on.the: igreSlehci stope* ip.Ohe.,p0hdei.vuhil. Tehtahite'ParK 
CNOBI':.•reCeedS .  indicate pastbitfrOWihg..O*1:'•iise• :Of the ..eeSt and.•:iit•teSt bOnkSi f e.f.teet::):)reihege 
Canal at P(OjqPt . • .N.eithetr .vroun4 
squirrel activity nor 	dens Were:,.-. e*ident in the projeot:. ergo ,  during  .. the site visit, and 
purreliving*AilS',■460 was not  Me to 
the 'proidntitil'O'f•thoksitetp species occurrences and the presence of suitable habitat adjacent to 
the .Stuclk;:;•ereei...;•bikroihing o1s are considered potentially present and couldbe affected • by 
oonSt(tictiOn,. 

TricOlored.:OtacIdArd.:Tricoloted.Plackbird'nestlngcolOniee',ratherthan4oraging..habitet are of 
primary 

•.., 	. 	•, • ,•:• 	•• 	.• 	•.• 	• •.• 	• 	••• 	.••• 	. 	•• 	••• 	• .• 	•,-• 	• •••,:•••:• 	:•••„.• 	• 	•• 	%.•• • 	• •• 	• • 	• 
oorideert:-to..CDFG:::.The:project ae.ea,peovides.ohly..ntartjihel ..: end.tinlikely nesting habitat 

atlhe ..west,.eno.,.of the: ..00nci at :Tahiahit0 • Pa:rk -i(OUtSide•:•the• project area), no suitable nesting 
habitat is present within the study area These birds will .for*ge.jp 10**ifiekkitehleinseOt:Wey...ie: 
available so they could forage opportunistically in areas adjacent to the study area in TanZatilte.  
.Partc. : TriOelorect.,. sble-ok.blr0S.*ere:•,neithisir':SeehhOriseicl at the time of the site visit, howe.er, a 
10.0ial'ettiiiey:wes: .nOt . :600dOoteCt.r .,BeSetl ....Onthe ..thergihel .fiehjtet:queliwifiithespecies', it is nOt.• 
expected to,occUrsif.: ; t1e.:aff.e.C.tettiv,the,: . p.e.OjeOt.:  

LOggObeeillhrike. .. LO§gerheed'ahri4S .',Could'neat'in ..lhelree*and•Shrubt,'around . t0.*:pOndet : . 
tanzahlte..: . ParK•,(oUtsieWthe:;study:'area)'tiutthe..project'orpo . .40:::00■0..omy foraging habitat 
lor.iitneecte;:, ltzards, :  end;.Siiniter sniall:-prey...:-: .Nloat:Olthe .i:pOtentier nest trees and •:Sh.r.qhs•re::••••hiete."; .  
'thaty190. : feet:frOtr.OohStivOtiOn .:EtOthritiek.;:btit. :0,fe*.are .:OiOser..LOggerheed',..Shrike.**re.00ittio 
00h .00e. tioor.O.'4uOng*e: Site  visit, . titit• they ere likely .0 ...e.cCOrlh.,the.•::8floirtity::. 

Californie, Ti6ef.SaletnandeK :Thete'are..',06 California tiger salamander (CTS) reCords in the 
nine-quad CNDDB search area and the NBHCP states that this species is not knoWn ..::to..00cut , ' 
in the.:,Neterhas ..  t3aSin..., this species is • •••-•., 	 . . 	...:• could' .  becorne:etteblisheit 	 CTS were ptesentl.in.Ahei. area the .pond 

.6- , 	 • 	 ••••• 	 ' 	 ....,•. 	 . 	 . 	 .• 	 . 	 '•. 	 . 	 . 	 . 	 ' 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 • 	 •-• • 	 •• 	 , 
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•Tarikanite pirk would be Considered pOtentialliteeding h'abitEit, lkith theriege -  rudetalfield•tO 
the .west providing the most proximate suitable over summering upland: The project site itself 
provides little if any suitable upland because of the scarcity of Senall ,Marrinial burroWe Because 
of its federally threatened status and coverage under the HCP, we iinclude CTS. in our 
consideration of ,impacts and avoidance measures but recognize that, tgiven existing and 
*pending urbanization around the project' area, CTS are unlikely to be present currently and 
Unlikely to becOme established ihthe projeCtvicinity, 

srecial Status Plants 

A tbtal ofeeventeerEspecial-statueplant specieeviere I iáccihsidered during this anaiysisl as 
. having potential to occur in the project area (Table 1.5), 'based on proximity to known 
occurrences in a - 9-USGS4quadrangle search aroundthe proposed project site (CNDDE3. 2011). 
Ofthe .: seventeen plant species initially' considered, the project Site was found to Support' none of 
be targeted special-status plant species. No suitable habitat for the targeted species' listed in 
Table 1.5' was iodated (i.e. the site lacks Vernal pools and other seasonal wetlands, brackish 
and freshwater marsh, saltrnEash and other wetlands; cismontane woodlands; cheriopod . scrub,, 
chaparral; heavy clay alkaline or .saline -  soils .  or other area's favored by the targeted Species). 
Because the project area supports relatively .disturbed grassland and lacks" suitable habitats 
favored by targeted special-status plant species, the overall potential of the site to Support 
special-statue plants usconsidered Very loW. NO special status PlentS,were'located onsite during 
the June 10, 2011 site assesSment., Therefore, no impacts on special-statut plants. from :projeet 

Pe3teritial:Watett Of the 'US.  

No Wetlands are iodated Within the .study area Several Water features, including the East 
:Drainage 'Canal, the lake feature at 	 , Tanzanite Park and roadside ditches were robserved .  
adjacent to the study area While these areas Were :not. surveyed as part of the project footprint, . 	 , 
they were assessed for potential to support speciakStatuswildlife species that could migrate into 
the project area 

„ 	 . 
MiOratorv Birds and Bird 'cif Prey 

Fish and Game Code 3503.5 protects all birds in the orders :  ,Falconiformes and ,Btrigiformes 
(collectively known as birds of prey). The MEITA protects migratory.  birds and Other birds of 
prey, such as the great egret (Arcka - alba) -and the..American'kestrel (Foto ,sparverivs). Nesting 
season Occurs from March 1 to September 15. A killdeer (Charadiiin vociferous) nest and the 
nesting pair were observed Within the nonnative grassland during the May 27, 2011 biological 
survey of the study area Migratory birds and other birds of prey have the potential to nest in 
trees within the cottonwood forest and elderberry .  'Savanna, within the ornamental landscaping 
tassociated with the rUderalfdeVelOped areas, and on the ground Within the nonnative grassland 
within,thetetudy area 

Habitat -TVoet  

-Table 'I.Suinhiedies the .adreaget''othabitattYpeS ihiPatted 	the:'.#006Sed Project. IMPactS 
to•aquatiO habitats. are discusSed further within the Pi#0,749i MAWS.  0,040..44 te,Opp ,i68,101111.; 

construction or operation area anticipated.. 
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The USFW.S..-and the CDFG coneider elderberry savanna as a sensitive habitat type.. The 
proposed project was designed to ovoid impacts to this habitat type: The proposed project .  was 
designed to avoid impacts to the cottonWOod. forest. , No other -habitat types are considered 
sensitive as the ruderalt developed areas do; not provide quality habitat for native plants and-
wildlife, which theCD .Fd considers sensitive Therefdre, no mitigation is recommended A-Map 
showing the .iinpacted habitat areas is provided inFigure 10. 

.Potential Waters of the U.S.  

The concrete-lined detention basin is not a potentially  jurisdictional feature because it  isa: 
manmade feature used to hold Water received frbm ,  runoff from the surrounding managed 
.nonnative grassland and . ruderal/developed areas f011oWing. precipitation events, , lacks 
vegetation and soils, and is an isolated feature that lacks connectivity to a potential waters of 
the U:S. The ephemeral drainage ditch 'located along the southeastern -  edge of the project site 
may be considered O potential. wetland, or other Waters of the and may be.. subject - to, 
.USACE jurisdictiroan. 	

e 	
d to avoid 	the ephemeral 

' .drainage ditch Therefore no 
	was designed 
	id impact"  de. Should the project be -re-designed to 

impact or alter this drainage, o Section 404.CVVA permit application, including formal delineation, 
of :water of the 	would:be required to be submitted tothe USACE: 

TO help .reduce potential for impacts on special-status Wildlife species, a combination of 
,prectinstruction activities, construction-related avoidance, and . post-construction use actions 
were recomenended.(in,.accordance with standard procedures specified in the NBHCP).., Once. 
implernented, these actions will reduce project ihipactstO -a lets-than-significant level. 

MITIGATION; MEASURES, 

" B10-5. All .construction activities that involve ground disturbanceshall.be restricted to the period. 
of May 1 through September 30: This is the active period for giant . garter -snakes and they are 
expected to avoid danger during this time 

B10-5... A preconstruction .:survey shall be completed by a qualified biologist Approved by .the-
USFWS no more than 24- hours prior to the onset of construction (site preparation, : grading). 
Another such survey shalt be cOmpleted itconstruction stops fore period of .tivoOr More weeke. 

B10-7: Clearing shall be confined to the minimum area necessary to •facilitate.Onstruction. All 
giant garter snake habitat Outside of construction areas shall be flagged as an environmentally' 
sehOitive'ete'd.11.(es areas shill be avoided by all construction  

.B10-8. Construction personnel shall 	i ve USFWS7approved erwironniental awareness 
training instructing'workersop how to identify giantgarter enakesand their habitats, and what to 
do if

. 	„ 	 . 
• -a giant garter snake i6 encountered during . construction activities : During this training an 

ionsite biologicalmonitor shall be designated. While not specified in the NBHCP,. FVVS requires 
7 	 . , 	 • 

the biological monitor to be pre sent during all construction activities (K. Berry pers....comm.) to 
ensure that that !nri'GGS -.'s are . b*rned by foot, vehicle, and equipmentactiVitiet. The biological 
monitor shal(be, responsible for preparing the compliance monitoring report specified in section 
4:10 below, ,pursuant to NBHCP sections E.1.b.*d.c; Chapters ,V1:,E Lb and V1 .E .1c, 



,East  •Drainage Canarflike Trail 
Initial Study/Mitigated,Negative Declaration 

City of Sacramento 

Biqa If a. live giant garter snake is - fitkind -  during ',Construction. activities,- the USFWS'and ::: the 
biological monitor shallimrhediatelybernotified: The biological rhonitor, ,,Or his/her assignee,. -shall 
step construction and follOW,gdidanceepecifiedin:NBHCp.sectiOn VA5.a.(7).. , 	 , 

Bio-bo; UPori'loCating dead, injured,. or sick .federally listed 'Wildlife ;  the perMittees or their 
designated agents must notify within one working day the,Service's Division of Law Enforcement 
(2800 Cottage Way Oacramento CA:95825) .0 the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office (2800 
Cottage Way, Room - W2605, Sacramento; CA 95825, telephone 916 414-6600). Written 
notification to both .offices must be made within three calendar days and Mustincluda ,the. ...date, 
tithe, and location of the finding of :a Specimen. and any other Pertinent inforrhation. 

B10-11. Fill or constrOction debris May be. used by:giant garter snakes as .over-Vvintering'sitet. 
Upon completion of construction activities, all temporary 	construCtion,  debris shall be 
rernovedfromlhe :site. If this material is situated near undisturbed giant garter snake: habitat and 
is to be removed October -1 and April 30, it shall be inspected by a qualified biologist to , 
assure that giant garter snakes are not using it as hibernaculae. 

1310-12: No plastic,  Monofilament, jute; or ,similar eroSioncontror matting that could 'entangle 
snakes will be .placed.-on. -a project site when working within 200 feet Of aquatic or rice habitat. 
Possible substitutions include coconut cOir Matting, tackified hydroseeding compounds, or other 
material approved wildlife ageriCiet. 

B14-13. While.hot specified in the NBHCP;  we .recOrnmend petting edUcational sighs along the 
trail about giant garter snakes to educate the public about the species' possible 'presence and 
encourage avoidance of :bicycle or pedestrian encounters speed limits could be 
recommended. 

B10-14. Prior ,  to the construction, a preconstruction survey shall be 'completed to :determine 
whether any active. SWainson's,hawk nest sites Occur within 0.5 mile of the construction site 
These .  surveys shall be 'Conducted according to the .SWainson's Hark, Technical Advisory 
Committee's (May 31, 2000): methodology; or -updated . .methodologies, as approved by the 
CDFG,.uting experienced SwainSOn's hawksurveyors. 

)310-15.. If breeding .8wainson's hawks ---'(i.e., birds exhibiting nest budding or nesting behavior) 
are , identified, no new disturbances (ea.,. heavy equipment operation associated With 
construction) will Occur within 0.5 mile between March 15 and September 15, or until a .CDF.G-
approved biologist has determined that young, have fledged'or - that. the hest is no longer 
occupied. If the active nestsite is located within 0.25 mile of existing urban development, the no-
ner-disturbance zone can be limited to 0.25 mile. 

B1016. Where disturbance of a:Swainson's hawk nest cannot be avoided, such disturbance 
Shall be temporarily avoided. (i.e., construction activities deferred untit.after'the nesting season) 
and then, if unavoidable, the neit, tree may be •destroyed - during the non-nesting season. For 
purposes Of this provision the Swainson's hawk nesting .season is defined as March 15 . :to 
Septemberl 5.. If a nest tree (any tree that has an active nest in the year the impact is to occur) 
must be removed, tree removal Shah only occur between -  September 15 and February , 

B10-1,7. If :a .8Wainson's :hawk nest tree is to be -removed and'fledglingS.are present the tree 
may not be removed until September 15 Or until the Cilifornia Department Of Fish and Garne has 
determined that the young_have'fledged and are no dependent upon-the'nest tree ::  
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B10-18. If construction or other project-related -activities that may cause nest abandonment or 
forced .  fledging are proposed within the 0.25 ,-0.5,mile buffer zone, intensive monitoring (funded 

. 	 . 

by the project sponsor) by a 'CDFGrapprOved raptor biologist will be required. Exact 
implementation of this measure will be based on specific information at the projeCt site 

B10-19. A CDFG-approved biologist shall perform . a preconstruction survey of the site for .  
bUrroWing, oWls. The results of the precOnstruction'survey shall be submitted to the lanci-.use 
agency with jurisdiction over the site prior to construction and -4 Mitigation program shall be , 
developed if necessary. 

B10-20.. Occupied burrows Shell not be disturbed during the nesting season (FebrUaryl`through' 
August - 31) unless an approved biolOgist .  verifies ,through non-invasive, measures, that either a) 
the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation:, or b) that juveniles -  from the occupied 
burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent survival. 

810;41. If nest sites, are found, cor'p shall be contacted regarding suitable mitigation 
measures, as specified in the NBI1CP, which could include establishing a non-disturbance buffer 
zone or passive relocatickn. Follow Specific guidance in the NBHCP-. 

810-22. Where avoidance's not possible, disturbance and/or destruction of burrows ,shall be 
offset through development of suitable _habitat on ,TNBC: upland reserves. Such - habitat shall 
include creation of new burrows with adequate foraging area 

B10-23: Nospecific guidance.on thenethOds Of the preconstrUction Survey 'are provided in the 
HCP; -hOwever, it is .assumed for this project' that the:preconstructiOn- survey will follow methods 
pthvidect- - by .-either CDFG :(CDFG 1995 or newer) or the  Owl COnSortiunT. (Burrowing - 
Owl Consortium 1993).. 

B10,24. .A preconstruction .survey shall be conducted for presence of breeding and nesting „ 
tricolored bletkbirds. If surveys ‘determine tricolored blackbirds are . present ;  the -following 
Measured shall be implemented 	..accordance ,With , the;;Migratory. Bird Treaty Act' to aktoid .  
disturbance to active . (occupied)  .nesting colonies. A •boundary shall be Marked by brightly 

bred construction fencing that establishes buffer Zone 'Of 500 feet from the actiVer . iiest site co 	. 	 , 	 , 	: 
NO construction-related . , disturbance - shall occur within the 500 foot fenced area . during the 
nesting Season - or.while 'birds are present: &qualified biOlogist. must determine young , 	 , 	. 	, 	 „ 	. 
have fledged 	nest sites are no longer active before the neSt .  site may be disturbed. . s . 

B10,26. .:A'preapilstruclion' survey shall be Conducted.. If .surveySidentify . an'active loggerhead ,. 
shrike nest that-wilt :be adversely affected, the developer shall install brightly colored construction 
fencing that establishes a . :boUnclary .  100 feet from the active. nest. No 2distUrbance. associated 
With construction Shall occur Within the 100- foot'fetiCed-area during the nesting seasbn'of - titiatbh 

through July - 31. A:qUalified biologist -Must.determinelhat young have fledged or that the . 	 . 	, 
is no longer OccOpied .  prior to disturbance of the nest site 

B10-26. A preconstruCtion .survey shall be required. If - a survey determines the presence of 
California tiger ,salamander, the land-use agency shall consult with the ,115FWS to determine 
appropriate Measures to avoid and minimize take of individuals. , 
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810-27. No guidance is provided on the type of preoaristructiomsurVeY,Or the qualifications of 
the surv9Pr.,  but forpurposes of this project we recommend that an agency-approved biologist 
COridubt a single visitto search for migrating adults on arainy.-night in November or December of 
the winter before construction. Construction is currently scheduled for summer of 2012; so this 
survey should be conducted in November or December of 2011. 
B10-28. A precanstruction sUrVey, for nesting birds shall be performed by a qualified biologist 
prior to construation, within the project area and a 300-foot buffer area, not more than two weeks 
prior to construction and preferably less than one week, for all birds, not named above. If active 
nests are found, a no-disturbance buffer zone of 

100 to 300 feet shall be established around them according to an agency-approved 
assessment of the species' sensitivity to diaturbande. Within this buffer zone,. no Construction 
activity will be allowed Until August 31 or the biologist determines that the nest is no longer 
active. 

B10-29. :In compliance with section y of theNBHCP, thehesting=bird-survey shouldalso include 
a search of suitable habitats within 0.2$ miles for nesting white-faced ibis. No construction shall „ 	„ 
take place within 0.25 Mile of 'netting White-faced ibis between May 15 and August 31 or until the 
biologist , has. deterMined that tne yoUng have fledged. 

FR■ipiW6 
„ 

All additional.  significant environmental effects Of the project relating to Biological Resources can 
Mitigated -  ta a less-thaftsignificant level. 

.16 
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EiiiirikoNPAENTALOETTINo 

'The- East Drainage Canal -  is: inCluded ikilthin the bdUridariet Of the ReClarnation. Dittild 1000 
Rural Historic Landscape District (RD 1060 Rural Historic Landscape District). The RD 1000 
Rural Historic Landscape District it significant it the state level for the period from .1911 to 
1 939. The establishment of the Reclamation :District 1000 (RD 1000) as a .part Of a regional 
reclamation Plan resulted in the social, economic, and physical transformation of the region, 
from the original flood :plain to a. distinctly different 'Open rural landscape consisting of levee's, 
'canals, and roads intersecting to form large blocks of fields. RD 1000 was among the first and 
largest of the Major .  realaMatiOn districts in the state The grid pattern .created by the canals, 
roads, and .fields, covering 87 square miles, are contributing characteristics of the RD 1000 
RuralHistoric Landscape District. The RD. 1000 was determined -eligible for the National . 	 . 	. 	, 	. 	, 	 . 
Register of HistOric-Places in 1994 - (Peak & Associates, 1997). 

State .Hittcric PreterVatiCn ttaff -hat reCorriniended that the City ,eduCate the PUbliC about the 
RD 1060 aural Historic.  District as the area 'develops as additional mitigation to address the 
alteration of the Rural Historic Landscape District The 'City, in consultation With the State 
Historic Preservation staff has -recommended-an .education kiosk program to be implemented at 
key public gathering ateatwithin'the RD 1000 Rural Historic Landscape District as mitigation for 
new projects. The education kiosks, placed in areas. such as the .North and South,Natortas' 
community centers, the North Naternas Regional Park, community :Parks, and Other ; suitable 
locations, will explain the history of the:RD -1000:8nd its importance to the Current surrounding 
landscape. 

. 	 . 	, 	, 	. 	.•, 	 • 
Each development project Within the RD 1000 Rural Historic Landscape ‘District boundary will 
...incrementally alter' the , RD.  .1000 Rural 'Historic Landtcape. District . However, the City. is 
implementing the education 'kiosk program and the Citys.adopted .".CEQA ,Findings of Fact and 
Statement of Overriding Considerations - for the North Natornits Comprehensive ,Drainage Plan,. 
Levee Improvements, Canal - Widening and Additional Pumping Capacity Project': (Resolution 
No 97 .,51) .; 

- 
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For OiiipOthe of this 	Study, 'cultural ; :te00,ibe impacts may be 6:iti§idefed:'igiiiiidahtiffiK6. 
proposectprOjectwould..resUltinforte orporeOttle f011owing; 

1, COuse. .:SUbttantial Change iri' the significance of a historical or archaeological resource : as 
'defined in CEQA GUidelirteaSeCtiOn0p4.5::::or 

, 
2. Directly or indirectly destroy a 'unique paleontological resource, Antwerp. to Checklist 

Questions 

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER. THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER EIR, INCLUDING CUMULATIVE 
IMPACTS, GROWTH - INDUCING IMPACTS, AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

The Masthr EIR evaluated the potential effects of deyelopment under the 200 General Plan on 
prehistoric and historic resources, See Chapter 6.4:, The Master. EIR identified „significant and 
unavoidable 'effects on-historic resOurCesandarchaeOlogicatresourcea 

General plari policies identified as reduCing suoti effects call for identification cif resOurces .on 
project sites (Policy, HCR 2.1.1), implementation of applicable laws and regulations (Policy HCR 
2.1,2 and HCR'2.1.15), early consultation withowners and land developers to minimize effects 
(Policy .  HCR 2 110 and encouragement of adaptive reuse of historic resources (Policy HCR 
2.1.13). Demolition of historic resources is deemed a lest resort. (Policy HCR 1.1.14) 

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER.EIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT/ . 	 . 
- None. 

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS 

QUESTIONS A AND 

Due to intensive mechanized agriculture, grading ;  cutting; construction of the residential 
communities, and fill used for the construction of the existing roadbeds being using for the 
proposed project which have resulted in substantial surface and subsurface ground disturbance 
throughout the project .area, it is 'unlikely that cultural  would be encountered. The 
proposed improvements adjacent to the ,East Main Drainage Canal would not significantly 
modify the Rural Histond Landscape District Therefore, it is not a suitable location for 
education - about. the Rural Historic Landscape District and information about the District: is not 
planned for this bike trail. However, construction does involve some excavation for resurfacing 
the roadbed. These activities, could expose previous unidentified resources. The City has . 	. 	. 	- 	 , 	- 
Committedto limit potential impacts to a less than significant level by incorporating. specific . 	 - 	 „ 	 . 
measures. 

MITIGATION MEASURES 
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CfM. In the eVent that any- OrehiStotiC ilibaUrfaCe arChebleoical featUrea Of depOSits; inducting 
locally darkened soil("middern, that could conceal cultural deposits; animal bone, Obsidian 
and/or Mortars are discovered during construction-related eatth-inoying.actiVities, all Work within 
50 meters Of the resources shall be halted, and the City shall consult With a qualified.. 
archeologist to assess the significance of the find. Archeological teat excavations shall be 
conducted by elualified archeologist to Odin determining the  nature and integrity the find. If 
the find is determined to he significant by the qualified archeologist ; representatives Of the City. 
and the qualified .archeologist shall coordinate to determine the appropriate course of action -. All 
significant cultural Materials recovered shall be subject to scientific analysis and professional 
museum t curation. In addition ;  a report shall be prepared by the qualified archeologist acCOrding. 
to current. professional standards. 

CR-2. If a Native American site is discOVered,-the•evaluation:procest shall include consultation 
with the appropriate Native American repreeentatiVet; 

If, Native American aitheologiCal, ethnographic; or sPititUat resources are involved, all 
identification and treatment shall be conducted by qualified archeologists, who are certified by . 	 . 	 , 
the Society of Professional Archeologists (SOPA) andlor meet the federal standards as Stated in 
the Code of Federal ,Regulations (36 CFR 61); and Native American :representatives, Who are 
approved by. the local Native American community as scholars of the cultural' traditiOns. 

	

. 	, 	 „ 

In the event that no such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal 
governments and/or 'organizations in the locale in which resources ,  could be affected Shall be 
consulted If historic archeological sites are involved, all identified treatment is to be carried out 
by (*tanned historical archeologists, who shall - Meet either Register Of Professional 
Archeologists-(RPA),. or .36 CFR pi requirements.. 

CR4. If a human bone or bone of unknown. origin is found during construction, , all work shall 
stop in the Vicinity of the find; and the •County Coroner Shall be contacted imMediately. If the 
remains are determined to be Native American, .the coroner shall notify the Native American 
Heritage Commission, who shall notify. the person .  most likely believed to be a descendant The 
Most likely descendant shall work With the contractor to develop s a 'program for re-internment . Of 
the human remainsand any associated artifacts:  No additional work is to take place within the 
inviediate sVicinity Of the find until' the:identified appropriate.actiOns have taken pi6ce.. 

„„- 
FINDINGS 

All additional significant environmental effects of the project relating to Cultural Resources .  can 

	

„ 	 • 	, 	. 	 , 
be mitigated lo a less-than-significant level. 
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4.GEOLOGY AND SOILS - 

'Would the project allow a project to be built that will 
either introduce geologic or seismic hazards by allowing 
the construction of the project on such a site without 
protection against those hazards? 

X 
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STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

For the purposes of this Initial Study, an impact is considered significant if it allows a project to 
be built that will either introduce geologic or seismic hazards by allowing the construction of the 
project on such a site without protection against thoee hazards. 

:,'SUNINIARY OF ANALYSISHUNDEWTHE 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER EIR INCWDING:.CUMULATIVE 
IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS, AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS. 

Chapter 6.5 of the Master Elll evaluated the potential effects related to seismic hazards, 
underlying sail characteristics, slope stability, erosion, existing mineral ,re sources and 
paleontological resources in the general plan policy area Implementation of identified policies in 
the 2030 General Plan reduced all effects to a less-than-significant level. Policies EC 1.1.1 
through 1.1.3 require regular review of the City's seismic and geologic safety standards ;  
geotechnicatinvestigations:foe.project sites and retrofit of critical facilities such as hospitals and 
schools.:  

. 1101ITIGATi0NMASuREekFROP/11036GENERAL. PLAN MASTER -EiR THAT APPLY TO THE -Pm:a:0.1ml' 

ANSWERS'TO 'CHECKLIST:QUESTION 

The proposed project would not result in the exposure of people to geologic or.seie.rnic.hazardS: 
The project would consi st primarily of recreational uses adjacent to an existing drainage canal; 
residential neighborhoOds, and a park. The project Would not involve significant changes in 
topography : The project requires excavation of existing roadbed for the construction of 4;475 
feet Of agphalt.concrete':.(AC) bike trail. It will be 12 Wide: with 2' shoulders on each side., The 
proposed bike trail section is 6” AC over 1" aggregate ,pase.  (NB), with geotextile fabric, which 
requireS excavation of abOUt 187. The shoulders will .be l sr AB. 

Etotion may occur at a result ot the beading. Sails are especially: peariela.enatian 'featly Mann 
runoffthat Ocatite during or immediately after construction. All grading and erasion control would .  
be conducted in compliance with the requirements - of the Bacramento. City Code to prevent 

„ 
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eribaion. Of soils during constrUctiOn (Ordinance 15:88.250). The proposed piiijeCt does not 
involve groundwater pumping Or dewatering. There are no recognized, unique geologic features 
or physical features that would-be impacted by the construction of the proposed Park: Therefore ;  
related impacts on area soils and earth conditions are anticipated to be less-thanignifiCani. 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

No Mitigation measures are required. 

FINDINGS 

The project yitouici "havp-s‘ no additional project-specific environmental effects relating to Geology 
end Soils: 



Effect will be 
studied in the _ 
,EIR" 

Effect can be 
mitigated.to  
less than 
significant 

No additional 
significant 
environmental 
effect 

5.  HAZARDS 

Would the project: 

A) 	Exposé people (e.g., ,resiclents, :Pedestrians, 
construction workers) to existing 
contaminated soil during construction 
activities? 

By 	Expose  people (e.g., residents; , Peclestrialls, 
construction workers) to asbestos-containing 
materials or other hazardous materiels? 	- ; 

ExPPS Pe000 	residents, PtectestrOPP', 
construction Workers) to existing 
contaminated groundwater during 
dewatering activities? 

Eatt Drainage Canal Bike Trail 
Initial Study/Mitigated,Negative Declaration , 
	 City . of Sacramento  

ENVIRONMENTAL AND REGULATORY SETTING 
, 

Federal regulations and regulations: adopted by the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality , 
Management, District (SMAQMP) apply to the identification and treatment of hazardous 
materials during demolition and construction activities Failure to comply with these regulations 
respecting asbestos May result in a 'Notice of Violation being "sited by the AOMD and civil 
penalties 'under State 'and/or federal law, in addition to possible action by U.S. EPA under 
federal law. 

Federal law covers dr  number Of different actiV,ities involving asbestos, including demolition and 
renovation of structures(40 CFR t 61.1 - 45). 

.S1111AQMD Rule 9Q2 and Commercial Structures 

The Work 'practices and adMinistrative. requirements Of Rule .  902 apply to all commercial 
renovations and demolitions where the amount of Regulated Asbestos-Containing Material „ 
(-MGM) is greater than: 

i260 lineal feet of RACM-on pipes ;  dr 
• 160 square feet of F2ACM on -Other facility components; or 
• 'a6PUbid . feet Of RACMrthat could-notbe Measured .otheiee. 

The administrative requirements Of Rule 902 apply to any demolition of cominercial.itructures ,  
regaidleSsof the, aniount of. , on. 

Asbestos Surveys 
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TO:deterrnine the'laMoUrit tit RACMiti.a .strUctUre; Rti1e1902 , requireethat a SUnieybe . ,COndUCted 

	

. prior to demolition orrenovation- unless: 	 ." 

:::•,, the structure is otherwise exempt 	the rule, or , 
:.: any rriatetial:that has a propensity to Contain asbestos (so-called rSsiepeCt material") is 

1reatedaeif ,  it RACM. 

Surveys: Must be done by a licensed atbettot consultant and require laboratory analysis. 
Asbestos consultants are listed in the phone book under "Asbestos- Consultants" - Large 
industrial facilities may use non-licensed employees if those employees are trained by the U:S. 
EPA.- Questions regarding-the:use of non-licensed employees. should be directed to the ACM). 

Removal practices; Removal PlanSINotificatiOn and Disposal 

If the survey. shows, that there are asbestos-containing Materiels present, the SMAQIVIO 
recommends- leaving it in place. 

	

, 	, 	 „ 
If it is necessary' to disturb the asbestos as part of .arenevation, remodel,. 'repair or demolition, 
Cal OSHA and the Contractors- State License 'Board :require a licensed asbestos abatement: 
contra:dor-be Uted to remove=the aSbestoeccintaining material. 

There are specific disposal requirements in Rule 902 for friable ,  asbestos-containing Material, 
Including disposal at a licensed landfill. lithe Material is non-friable isbestoS, any landfill Willing 
to accept asbestos-containing Material may be used to dispose of the material. 

STANDARDSOFSIGNIFICANCE ,  

Fer--the fitiiirPOSeaftif thie thitiatstudy an ireitiadtieCtitiSidered eignifiCaritifliePrOPOSed ..prOjeCt 

• 'expose people (e g, residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing 
contaminated Soil during construction activities; 

• expose people r (0.,0:; -residents, pedestrians; construction workers) to -asbestos-containing 
Materiels Or other hazardous materials; :-or 

expose, people 	-resident's, pedestrians, . construction Workers) to existing. 
Contaminated 'groundwater during dewatering actiVities. 

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE - 2030 GENEFtAL ,PLAN MASTER EIR, INCLUDING CUMULATIVE 
IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS, AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

The Master EIR - evaluated effects of development on hazardous Materials. emergency response 
and aircraft Crash hazards : See Chapter 6 6 Implementation of the General Plan may result in 
the exposure of people to hazards and hazardous materialeduring construction activities and 
exposure of People to hazards and hazardous materials during the life of the General Plan. 
Impacts identified related to construction activities and operations were found to be less than 
significant Policies included in the 2030 general Plan, 'including OHS 3.1.1 (investigation Of sites 

• 
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for ttOntarriiiiation) arid PHS ;3,1.2 (PteParaticin Of hazardous 'Materials actiOns plans' *herr 
appropriate) were effective in reducing the identified'impacts. 

lifirypATiipkfifig4uRis FROM 2030 Oitig*-PlAisi:MASTER EIR THAT.APPLy TO THE PROJECT 

None. 

ANSWERS TO CliECK :us7 Ougspot.is 

OUESTIONS TilitouGH;0 

The majority . of the project would be constructed on top of existing man-made facilities, excavating 
no .deeper than approximately 67. Construction would require minimal grading and would consist 
primarily of resurfacing some of the existing roadbed and additional construction fill for the base of 
the paved lead. The proposed Project would not generate the - risk of an explosion or release of 
hazardous -  substances. No structures would be demolished during construction and therefore 
workers Would not come in Contact with hazardous -substances from demolition of existing, 
struCtureS. Construction equipment Would be properly- maintained and a spill prevention plan will 
he implemented as part Of the project to avoid .accidental release of hazardous construction 
Materials. With the incorporation of standard construction specifications for hazardous Materials 
00 part of the project description, potential impacts would be less than significant: 

MITI:GATION'ME4SURES 

No mitigation rneatures required.. 

FINDINGS 

The project would have nci.additiorial-Project-Spedifideniiironmental effects relating to Hazards 
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Issues; 

Effect Will be 
stticlied, in the 
BR 

Effect can be 
mitigated to 
less than 
significant 

No additional 
.significant 
environmental: 
effect 

6. .HYDROLOGY ANDWATER QUALITY 
Would the project 	- 

.A) 	'Substantially degrade water quality and violate 
any Water,qua!ity'cbjectives set by 	State 
Water Resources Control Board, due to 
increases in sediments and other contaminants 
generated by construction and/or development 
of the project? 

‘-B) 	Substantially increase the exposure of people . 	. . 	. . and/Or property to the risk of injury and damage 
In the.'event of a 'I 00yearllood ? , 	, 	.. 	. 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
„ 	 . 	 . 

.The.rnajority.of the North Natornas area has three large drainage canals owned by Reclamation 
District 1000 (RD-1000). These are the West 	along the western boundary of the plan . 	. 	 . 	 . 
'area, including Fisherman's Lake; the East Drain,:a1nOrth-sputh drainthat •Oarallels Truxel Road; 
and the Natornas. East Main Drainage Canal (renamed `!.Steelhead Creek), the eastern 
boundary of the plan area adjacent to the up railroad right of way. Smaller drains. connect to 
the three larger .  canalS. The -primary purpose Of the .RD-1,000.  canals is to convey agricultural 
runoff and stormwater : rrunofflo the Sacramento River, Steelhead Creek, and the Cross Canal 
Theproject : siteis.located.direCtly adjacent to the east, by the East-Drainage-Canal. 

The North NalcimaS-COmprehensiVe Drainage Plaii(CDP)eerVeee different purpose : it Conveys 
urban runoff to the Sacramento River. The Drainage System is not a traditional conveyance. . 	. 	. 
System that seeks to move the runoff to the river as soon as possible The system is designed 
to 'detain . the surface runoff On the land in detention basins, -  before .  releasing Slawly and in a 
controlled . Manner to the - Sacramento River. The drainage Canals run .parallel to but _separate 
fronthe existing RD-1000 'canals. 

The detention basins and canal corridors are planned to be developed as conjunctive uses with 
parks, linear parkways, utility corridors, and other compatible land USes.. Including -  the drainage 
canals and detention basins with ,theother.conjUnctive uses will help,convettA .potential, physical 
barrier into an amenity that serves as a local linage, an aesthetically pleasing viewshed, and/or . 	 - 	 , 
passive/active recreational areas 

Flooding. In 2006,-, :the Sacramento Area Flood-ContrOf : Agency (SAFCA),.pOnduCted a study 
entitled "Natomastevee.  :Evaluation Study' to,..evaluatelhe.le0e r. Systeni and determine the 
improvements needed to 'provide the basin. With 200 year level : of prOtection. :SAFGA'S .study 
concluded that selected reaches of the levee Syttem,.certified for -.100-:year ,:prOtection.in 1998, 
failed to meet freeboard - criteria ;based On new hydraulic.modeling.and,:failed..to:Meet..noW Army 
Corps of Engineers (Corps) criteria for underSeepage. In addition, several erosion r Sites have 
developed :since the 1998 -, Certification. In a ,  letter -dated jUly :20; -2006, the: COrpS informed 
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Federal Ernergency ManageireritAger4 (FEMA) thatthey-WoUld nO,lOnger sUppart their 1990 
Certification of the Natamas leVeet, 

FEMA issued new Flood Insurance Rate Mapt (FIRMs) to the CityOn December 8 ;  2008, which 
showed the Natornas Basin in an AE Zone. Prior to the now FIRMs, ,the. Natornas Basin Was in 
an X: Zone. This AE Zone has a baselloOd'elevation (BFE) of .33' above sea level bated on the 
Npvp 1929 datum: 

In an AE Zone, any new.Construction ,and/or -substantial improvement to any structure shall have 
the lowest floor, including basement - elevated a. minimum Of one (1) foot .above the OFE. Non-
residential Structures have the option of flood -proofing to one !Cot above the eFp in ,lieu of the 
eleiiation requirerneht; 

SAFCA is currently implementing the “Natornas Levee Improvement Program' 'where they plan 
to _provide 200-year level of flood protection for the Natomas,  Basin in Sacramento. Significant ,  
progress has been made on the:NUP in the lag four years to fix the leveee around the Natoniai 
Basin. Work on about -five miles of the NatOrnas Cross Canal and seven -miles of the 
Sacramento Rivet were completed in 2010. SAFCA it working on another ,  six miles along the 
Sacramento just South of the airport; which would complete half the improvements needed to 
meet the Federal Standard for .providing the Natotnas Basin with at least a 100-year of flood 
.protection and to Meet the A99 zone reqUireirent. Zone A99 in the Natc•rrias Can be achieved 
which would lift any building restriction, once the additional six miles of levee work is complete, 
federal authorization is given for the project, and .FEMA.issues a Letter of Map Revision This is 
anticipated in 2012 or 2013 It is An anticipated that the Natomas Basin vdt:be retrapped to 
ZOnek in approximately 2018: 

GENERAL'OLAN-POLICIES..CONS1DERED MITIGATION 

The'f011OVifirtg bene'rat Plan polity; Irnplethented'at a Mitigation ireaSure'fOr this 'froJedt; Would 
avoid  or lessen environmental impaCts ,  as identified in the Master EIR and is considered A 
mitigation measure for the following project-level and cumulative Impacts 

14YD-1. General Plan Policy ER 1.1.5 - No Net Increase: The City 'shall require All new 
development to contribute no net increase in stormwater runoff peak flows over .existing 
conditions associated with a lop- year storm, event. 

StAtIOARDO3F-S14NIfIc*Nct 

For purposes Of this Initial 'Study, Impacts to hydrology and Water quality May be considered :Significant if 
construction and/or implementation of the Proposed Project Would result in the foIIov.ing impacts that 
remain significant after implementation of General Plan policies or mitigation from the General Plan PABIR: 

• substantially degrade water quality and violate any water quality objectives set by the State Water 
Resources Control .  Board, due to increases in sediments and other contaminants generated by 
constrUcticn arid/or development of the Specific.Planor 

• Substantially increase the exposure of people and/or property to the risk of injury:and,damage in , 	 . , 
the event of 6 100ryear flood. 
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SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER.  THE '2039 GENERAL -PLAN . MASTER EIR, 'INCLUDING CUMULATIVE? 
IMPACTS, GRowTH IHouciko IMPACTS, AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

	

Chapter 6 ..7 of the 	EIR evaluates the potential effects of 	2030 General Plan as they 

	

,. 	• 	 , 
relate to -surface water, groundwater, flooding, stormwater and 'Water quality. ,Potential effects 
include water quality degradation due to construction activities (Impacts 6.7-1, 6.7-2), and 
exposure of people to flood risks (Impacts 6.7-3, :6.7-4). Policies included in the 2030 General 
Plan, 'including a directive for regional cooperation (Policies ER 1.1.2; EC 2.1.1, EC 2.1.1), 
comprehensive 'flood management (Policy EC 2:1.14), and construction of adequate drainage 
facilities with new development (Policy U 4.1.1) were identified that reduced all 'impacts to a, 
less-than-significant' level; , 

MITIGATIONMEASURES FROM ,;0300ENEMI- PLAN MASTER EIR THAT ApPLY TO THE PROJECT 

None. 

ANSwENS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS - 	: 	. 	, 

QUESTION A 

Construction-related activitiess have the potential to impact water quality. 'fuel, oil, grease, 
solvents; and other Chemical's used in construction activities have the potential to create toxicity , 	 - 
problems if allowed to enter a Waterway. Construction activities are also a source of various 
other materials including trash ;  soap',. and sanitary wastes: 

The project would comply with the City of Sacramento Code, Ordinance 15.88:250, Erosion and 
Sediment Control. The City' shall employ Best Management Practices (E3M0s) before, during 
and after construction. Compliance with BMP ,provisions woUld, assure that development and 
use of the site will result in a leii-than-significant impact to 'surface waters and will not result in 
the alteration Of &date water quality. 

ES,TIpt4 

The proposed project is located in the X flood zone Because the proposed' project does not 
involve the construction of structures, persons present On the site could readily avoid flood 
and implementation of the project would not expose people and/or property to the risk of injury 
and damage in the event ofa '100-year, or greater, flood. Therefore, the proposed project will 
have a less-than-significant 4 .44ot -10r-exposure of people to water. 

MITIGATION. MEASURES 

. . 	. No mitigation measures required . 	 „ 

FINDINGS 

. 	 „ 	 . 	 . 	 . 
TheOr.OjeCt:WOUld have hit) acitiktiorot projeot,speOifio?.eiii■fitioniontareffedt0i.roatiog to Hydfolooy „ 	„ 	. 	 . 	 , 
and woter:Quality::  
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• ItsUet: 

. 7..LIGHT:.ANUGLARE 
Would the proposal; 

A) 	Create a source of glare that would cause a 
public hazard or annoyance? 

. 	 . 
Create a new source of light that would be 
cast Onto oncoming traffic or residential 

x. 

X 

Uses? 

, 

East Drainage Canal. bike Trail 
initial . Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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. 	 . 	 •.•.• 	 . 

:ENviRONMENTAL ETTING 

„ 
The East Drainage Canal is a concrete lined drainage ditch. Single family residential homes ;  a 
park, and commercial businesses run parallel to the ditch. A utility roadis adjacent to the canal, 
which serires a dual purpose with the bike trail. 

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

For purposes of this Initial Study, aestheticsimpacts may-be considered significant if the proposed 
project would result in one or more of the following 

Glare. Glare is considered to be significant if it 'would be cast in such a way as to cause public , 	 , 
hazard or annoyance for a sustained period of time 

Light Light is considered significant if it Would be east onto oncoming traffic or residential uses: 

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL 'PLAN 'MASTER ER, Nct.t.ipi4a CUMULATIVE. 
IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS; AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

The Master El R described the existing visual conditions in the general . plan policy area, and the potential 
changes to those conditions that could result from development - consistent with the 2930, :general Plan: 
See .Master EI R, Chapter 6.1 .3, Urban 'design and Visual .Resources. 

The Master EIR'identified'pOtential impacts for glare (Impact .613-1). Mitigation .  Measure 6i13-1, set forth 
.. 	, . below, was identified to reduce the effect to a less-than-significant level. 

Light -Cast onto oncoming traffic or residential uses was Identified as a potential impact (Impact 6.13-2): 
The Master EIR,identiffed Policy -.LUIS:1.14 (Compatibility: with Adjoining. Uses) and its requirement that 
fighting Must be shielded and directed downward as reducing the potential effect to 0 less-than -significant 
leVel: 
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MITIGATION MEASURES:FROM:2030(GENERAL PLAN MASTER' EIR THAT APPLYTO'PROJECT 

Master EIR Mitigation Measure 	The City Shall amend the 'Zoning Code to prOhibitPe* 
development from: ,  

,1) using reflective . Okras that exceeds 50 percent of any budding surface and on the 
ground three floors: 

2)-0-sing Mirrored glass, 
3) Using Neck glass that exceeds 25 percent of any surfaced' a ,building, and, 
4) using metal building materials that exceed 50 percent of any street-facing surface Of 

e primarily residential building 

The Zoning Code has not yet been amended to include the restrictions identified in Mitigation 
Measure 6:13-1. The reitrictions will be ,applied to the project, if applicable, to ensure that the 
potential impact identified in Matter EIRis less than significant: 

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS 

Qi.IESTIONS A AND 

The proposed project is the construction of 4,476 'linear feet of Class sl , bike 'trail. It does not 
iriclUde-the installatidn of any reflectivessOrfacing Or• 	 - 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

No mitigation measures required. 

FINDINGS .  

, 
The project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects relating to light and 
glare. 
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8.  NOISE  

Would the .  project: 

•A), 	Result in exterior noise levels in the project' 
area that araabovelhe-UpPer value Of the 
normally acceptable category for various land 
uses dUe-to ,the projects noise level 
inmates? 

ReSult in reSidential interiOr;fibise leVels or 45 
dBAL,‘,„ or greater causecrby noiselevet 
inCreases due tó the project? 

C) 	Result in consiniatioritoise levels - that 
exceed theatandards In the City of 
Sacramento' Noise Ordinance?' 

- 

13). 	permit existing arid/Or planned residential 
and commercial areas to be exposed to 
vibration-peak-particle velocit es greater than 
0,,5 inches per second due to project 
construction? 

E), 	-Permit adjacent ,  residential. and COMmertial 
.areas to be exposed to vibration peak 
particle velocities greater than 0 5 inches per 
second due to highway traffic and rail . 	. 
Operations'? 

Permit historic 	and•archaedlOgical 
'sites to be exposed to vibration=peak:particle 
velocities greater than 6.2 inches per second 
due to project construction and highway 
traffiC? 	

„ 

F) 

• 
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,GENERAL PLAN .POLICIES CONSIDERED , MITIGATION- 

Thef011bWing General PlanvOlicies, irnPleirented as Mitigation inetiSureefor pie:Project, would 
avoid Or lessen environmental impacts as identified in the Master PR and are considered 
Mitigation Measures forthe'follOwing . project4evel and cumulative impacts. 

Interior Vibration ,Standards: The Pity shall require construction projects anticipated to 
generate a significant amount of vibration to ensure acceptable interior vibration levels at nearby° 
residential and commercial uses 0.1_sP6  on the current City or Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA) criteria. 
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NOI-2. Vibration Screening Distances: The Cityshall require new residential and commercial 
projects locatedadjacent to major freeways, hard rail lines, or light rail lines to follow the Federal , 
Transit Administration (FTA) screening distance criteria. 

N01,3. Vibration: The City shall require en assessment of the damage Potential ofvibration -

induced construction activities, highways; and rail lines in close proximity to historic buildings 
and archeological sites and 'require all feasible Mitigation measures be implemented to ensure 
no damage vIiould occur. 

STANDARps'OF SIGNIFICANCE 

For purposesof this initial Study, impacts due to noise may be cOnsideredaignifiCantlf -construction and/Or 
implementation of the Proposed Prtject - wouldresuit in the following impacts that remain significant after 
implementation of General Plan policies or mitigation from the General Plan MEIR: 

• result in exterior noise levels in the project area that are above the upper value of the normally 
acceptable category for Various land uses due to the projects noise level increases, 

• result in residential interior noise levels of 45 OBA-.1. 4„ or greater caused by noise level increases 
due to the project; 

• result in -construction noise levels that exceed the standards- in the city of Sacramento Noise 
- Ordinance,. 

• permit existing and/or planned residential and commercial areas to be exposed to - vibrationleak-
parlicle.VelOcitiet greater than 0:5 inches per second due to project construction; 

• perMit, adjacent residential and commercial areas to be exposed to viOration peak particle 
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to highway traffic and rail operations; or 

• permit ,'historic buildings and archaeolOgical. sites to be exposed to vibration-peak-particle 
velocities greater than 02 Inches per second dire to project construction and highway traffic. 

SUMMARY OF: ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2010.00001.1. PLA:0,61*TEA EIR, INcLLIb1NGCti,JIUL.ATIvE 
IMPACTS, ,GRovtati, II4CUCIMG.IMPACTS, ANOIROjiTOSISI*SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS 

The Master EIR evaluated the potential- for development under the 2030 General Plan to 
increase noise levels in fthe cornmUnity. NOW noise sources include vehicular traffic, aircraft, , 	. 	. 
railways, light rail and stationary sources The general plan policies establish exterior (Policy EC 
•.1.1) and interior (EC 3.1.3) noise Standards. A variety of policies provide standards for the 

types of development envisioned in the :general- plan: See Policy EC,3.1:8; which :requires new 
mixed-use, commercial :  and industrial development to mitigate the effects of noise from 
operations on adjoining sensitive land "Use,- and Polity 3.1.9, Whicii.icalle .  for the City to limit 
hours of operations for .parks and active recreations areas to minimize disturbance to nearby 
residences. Notwithstanding application of the general Plan' policies, noise impacts for ektenor 
.noise :levels (Impact 6.0-1) and interior noise levels (Impact 6.8,2), and vibration impacts 
(Impact 6.8,4) were found to be Significant and unavoidable. 

111ImpAnottlIftgaguRgs;Fgora ;2030 P4,NERAt. PtANNIASTER EIRTNAT APPLY TO THE PROjECT 

NOM: 

ANSWERS'TO'CHECKLIST QUESTIONS' 

QUESTIONSA THAOUOI+F 
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Temper** Iticreetes, neise levelt .Oecur during Construction of the proposed project. 
Construction activities would require equipment, for grading and paving for the bike trail and 
construction of associated fabilitiet. Construction noise can range from 65 dB to nearly 90 dB 
depending on the 'type of equipment used and the type of activitli. Construction noise would be 
intermittent. Construction noise it exempt from the City of Sacrament Nolte Ordinance between . 	. 	 . 
the  hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p:m , Monday through Saturday, and between 9:oo a.t.n. and . 	 , 
600,;p.m. on Sundays. It is net anticipated that the construction equipment and activities would 
result vibration-peak-particle velocities greater than 0.5 inches Per •second :due to project 
construction: 

„ 
Recreational uses of the project site Would be limited to priltarily nen-rriciterized -actiVities and 
low-intensity Passive -recreation ;  which results in - little :  increase in existing noise levels. The 
maximum normally acceptable exterior noise level allowed for recreation land use is 70 dB. It is , 	, 	 . 	 . 	 . 
net anticipated that the noise levels - due to the project will increase significantly or result in 
interior noise: levels over 451,0n for the adjacent residential, lend use „ 	„ 

MITIGATION MEASURE'S 

No Mitigation measures are required 

Findings 

The Irdieot Would have no additional project-specific environmental effects relating td..Ngise- 
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Issues . 

9.  PUBLIC SERVICES 

VVoulcl , the projeCt result in'the need for new or 
altered services related to fire protection, police 
protection, school facilities, roadway maintenance, or 
other governmental services beyond what was 
anticipated in the 2030 General Plan? 
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The City of Sacramento Department of Utilities Currently Maintains a substantial Portion of the 
East Drainage Canal. In addition, the Reclamation District 1000 maintains portions of the canal _ 	 , 	, 	. 
and associated facilities. The  City's Department of Transportation would install the bike trail and 
associated facilities, and the Department of Parks and Recreation Would maintain the bike trail. 
The City's Police Department would respond to emergency situations, complaints, and criminal 
activities along the bike trail The Fire Department Would respond to fire events, medical 
services, and hazardous matenal.spille. 

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

.••••• 	
- 

For the .purposes of this Initial Study, an impact would be considered•significant if the ,project 
`resulted in the need for new or 'altered services related to fire protection, police Protection, 
school facilities, roadway maintenance, or other governmental services beyond what was 
anticipated in the 2030 General Plan. 

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS 'UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER 'EIR, INCLUDING CUMULATIVE 
IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING; IMPACTS, AND1RREVERSIBLE IGNIFICANT• EFFECTS, 

The Master EIR evaluated the potential effecte of :the' 2030 :General Plan On various pUbIiO 
services. These include parks .(chapter 6.9) and police, fire protection, schools, libraries and 
emergency services "(Chapter 6.10): 

The general plan provides that .adequate 'staffing levels for POlide and fire are important for the 
long-term health,.eafety-rand well-being of the community (Goal PI-IS 1.1, PUS 21). The .Master 
EiR concluded that effects would be less than Significant. 

General plan policies that .call for the City to consider impacts of new development on Schools 
(see, for example, Policy ERC 1.1.2 setting forth loCational criteria, and Policy ERC 1 .1.5tiat 
encourages joint-use development of facilities) reduced impacts on Schools to a less-than-
significant level. Impacts On library facilities Were also considered less than .significant -(Impact 
13.10-8),. 

• , 
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East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 
Initial StudyNlitigated Negative Declaration 

City of Sacramento  

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 01:20,3p GENERAL PLAN MASTEN:ER THAT AppLy. To THE PROJECT 

i+f0f103. 

ANSWERS:TO CHECKPST QPESTION, 

The proposed project would require periodic Maintenance including cleaning, and repair of 
facilities and 'weed Control. The Department of Parks and Recreation .sets up regular 
maintenance programs for thetAke.trails in North NatomaS and the Department of Utilities would 
continue to maintain the storm water facilities within the drainage canal. The proposed project, 
would not require public services maintenance beyond  what is normally required ,for a' bike trail. 
The proposed project would not result; in effects to existing schools or require new school . 	 , 	 , 
faCilitieo. 

MITIGATIONNIEAsuriEs 

No mitigation ,measUreS.reqUired.. 

FINDINGS 

The project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects relating to Public 
Services. 
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10. RECREATION  
Would the project: 

, Cause or accelerate substantiaiphysical 
deterioration of existing area parks or 
recreational 

B) 	Create a need for construction or expansion 
of recreational facilities • beyond what was 
atiticipated in•the 2030 General Plan? 

X 

East Drainage Canal EikeTrail 
- Initial .Sfud,Y,Mitigated Negative Declaration  

City of Sacramento 
• 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The proposed s project site is adjacent to residential, commercial and a .utility corridor. The bike 
trail is identified in the City's 2010 Bikeway Master Plan as a proposed Class 1 bike trail. 

STANDARDS OP SIGNIFICANCE 

For purposes ofthisinitial Study, impects to recreational resources' are -.:considered significant if 
the proposed project would do either of the'following:- 

• cause or accelerate Substantial physical deterioration of existing area parks or recreational 
facilities; or 

• create a need for construction Or -expansion of recreational .facilities beyond 'What was 
anticipated in the 2030 General Plan 

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS . UNDER THE 2030. GENERAL PLAN ,MASTER EIR, INCLUDING CUOPIATIVE. 
IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING IMPAcTs, AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT EFFECT6. 

Chapter i  6.9 of the Master EIR .  considered the effects of the :2930 General Plan On the City's 
existing parkland, urban forest, :recreational facilities and recreational services. The general plan 
identified a goal of providing an :integrated park and recreation system iri the City (Goal ERC 2,1). 
New "residential developMent .  will be required. to dedicate land, .pay fees or otherwise 
contribute a fair share to the aoquiiition and development of parks and recreation facilities (Policy 
ERC i 22.4) Impacts were considered less than significant after application of the applicable , 	, 

(Irnpacts S9=1 and 8.9=2) 

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 400 GENERAL PLAN MASTER THAT APPLY TOTHE-, PROJECT „ 	 , 	 , 	- 	, 	 „ 	. 	. , 

41swpte.ToCtiEOKysT,ClUE$7,194 

cti4sTtotls A AND 0 



Beet Drainage Canal Bike Trail, 
Initial:Studji/Mitigated..Negative Declaration 

City of Sacramento 

The.ProjeCt  •woUld provide additiOhal feCieation ortiehitieS tO the North Natnlae area and Create 
a link between communities to be used for recreation and alternative -.forms of transportation
The project is intended to helpmeet the demand for recreational facilities' as identified in the • 	, 	 „ 	„ 	„ „ , 	, 	, 
2030 General Plan. 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

No mitigation meastrclf"are.lrectifird. 

FINDINGS 

The project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects relating to 
Recreation. 
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• 

       

           

Issues:" 

   

Effect 
remains' 
significant 
with all 

. Identified 
mitigation 

 

Effect can be 
mitigated to 
less than 
significant 

••• 	 ' ••• ••• •• 	 . . 

No additional 
significant 
environmental 
effect 

  

            

11  TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION  
Would the project: 

       

  

Roadway segments: degrade peak period 
Level of Service (LOS) from A13,0 or D, 
(without the project) to E or F (With project) or 
the LOS (without project) is E or F, and 
project generated traffic Increases the 
Volume to Capacity Ratio (WC ratio) by 0.02 
or more. 

    

x. 

  

            

p) 	Intersections: degrade peak penod. ievel of 
'service from A B C or D'(Withelit project) to E 
or F (with project) or the Los (withouc:ptojept) 
is E or F, and project generated traffic 
increases the peak .  period average : vehicle 
delay by five seconds orrnore.? •  

C) Freeway facilities; off-rarnps with vehicle 
queues that extend into the ramp's 
deceleration area or onto the freeway; project .  
:traffic increases that cause any ramps 
merge/diverge level of service to be worse 
than the freeways level Of Service; project 
traffic increases that cause the freeway level 
of service to deteriorate beyond level of 
service threshold defined in the Caffrans:. 
'Route Concept Report for the 'faculty, or the 
expected ramp queue is greater than the 
'storage capacity?  

    

X 

  

       

    

X 

  

       

py 	'Transit: adversely affect public 4ransit 
operations or fail to adequately provide for 
access to Public? 

    

X 

  

            

E 	Bicycle facilities: adversely affect bicycle 
travel, bicycle: paths or fail.  to adequately 
,provide for access by bidycle? 

    

:*• 

  

f)' 	''..pedestrian: adversely affect pedestrian travel; 
pedestrian paths or fail to adequately provide 
for aimess by Pedestrians? 

       

            

            

, 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING , 

The ., nrojettisIdOa.  ted in North NatOrnas Off street- betvieen-the end of the eXiSting Et ainage 
Canal:near:the intersection of Truxeliioad.andNatomas Crossing Drive and Airpart:Drive.. _ 

.STANDARDS OF. SIGNIFICANCE 
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East Drainage Canal .  Bike Trail 
Initiat'StudY/Mitigated Negative Declaration , 

-City of Sacramento 

Far: -purses of this Initial , Study, impacts resulting frorri changes, in trarispertation or ; circulation may po 
considered significant if ConstrUcticin and/or implementation of the Proposed Project would result in the 
following Impacts that remain Significant after implementation of General Plan policies or mitigationfrom . 	 , 	, 	 - - 	„ 	. 
the  General PlanINIEIR:. „ 

'Roadway Segments . 	, 	 „ 

.4) 'the -.trek generated by a project degrades peak Period teVel -  of; Senride .,(LOS) -trcim 
(without the project) to E or F (With project) or 

•e) the LOS (without project)is E or F and ;project ,  generated traffic increases ,the Volume to , 	 , 	, 
CapaOfty..RatiO:(V/C'ratio) - hy 0,02 ormore. , 

Intersections  

4 the ti-.6ffic'geherated by a project degrades Peak:period level,Of service frOin A, 1:1; .0 or D(withOUt „ 
'Project) to E or F .(with project) Or 

• ,, the Los (without project) E or F, arid project generated traffic increases the peak pericd average .., 	. 	. 	, 	, 	 . 	.. 	. 
Vehicle delay by five Seconds or mare. 

Freeway Facilities 

Caltrans considers the ftillowing to beSignificantienpacta. 

• off-ramps withqueues that extend Into the ,  ramp's deceleration areaor onto the freeway; , 	. 	 . 	 • 	 . 

	

. 	 • 
• Project traffic increases that cause any ramp's Merge/diverge level of Service to be worse than the 

=freeways' level ofservice: .  
• „,project traffic increases that cause the freeway level of service to deterioratebeyond level of Service 

'threshold defined in th6Calttant Route Concept Report for the facility; or 
• thevxpecte0,,mp queue is greater than the , storege.capecity.- 

Transit 

, 
• adversely affect public transit operations or 
• fail to adequately .provide for access to public transit 

Bicycle Facilities 

advei'SelY affeCt bitycle travel ;  bicyCle jiatha or
•   to adequately provide for access by bicycle. 

Pedestrian Circulation 

•

, 	„ „ 

adversely affect pedestrian travel, pedestrian paths or 
-A, fail to.adequately ProVidefor accetsby Pedestrians. 

.SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL 	11114iTEFi 

	

. 	 . 	 .CUMULATIVE 
. 

IMPACTS, GgowritINDucRiclImPAcTs, ANGIRgargRsIBLSIGNIFICANTEFFEOTS 
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. 	, 
East Drainage Canal 'Bike Trail 

initial StUdyWitigated Negative Declaration 
, CitY•ofacrarrientO  

Transportation and circulation Were discussed in the Master .  Elf2 in Chapter 6.12. Various 
Modes of travel were included in the .arialysis, including vehicular, transit, bicycle, pedestilan, 
and aviation Components. The analysis included consideration of roadway 'Capacity, and 
identification of levels Of service; and effects of the 2030 General Plan On the public 
transportation system L Provisions of the 2030 General Plan that provide substantial .guidance 
Include Goal Mobility 1.1, calling for a transportation system that is effectively planned, ; 	 „ 	- 
managed, operated and maintained, .promotion of multimodal ;choices (Policy M 
identification of level of service standards (Policy M 1.2.2), development of a fair share funding 
system for Caltrans facilitiet,(Policy M 1.5.6) and development Of complete streets (Goal M 4.2)' 

While the general plan" InCludes nurnerOus pol ides that .direct the deVelopment orthe City'S 
transportation system, the Master EIR concluded that the general plan development would 
result in significant and unavoidable effetts. See' impacts 6.1271, 6.12-8. (roadway segments in 
the City), Impacts 6.12-2, 6.12-p (roadway segments In neighboring jurisdictions), and Impacts 
.6.12-3, 6:12-i o (freeway segthents). 

MMOATION MEASURES ,  ORON1 , 2030'GENEFiALPLAN MASTEREIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT 

None. 

ANSWERS TO ,CHECKUST QUESTIONS 

Sorne traffic would be generated by conStruction svenhceicletstudunitina  ?drip:act construttion. Hoviever, 
only minor short-term construction would occur. of the construction work is 
located off-street, it would not affect area roadways intersections, transit lines, or freeway 
facilities. 

The project would have a !matetal impact on bicycle travel andpedestrian travel, The project is 
a Planned Class 1 bike trail in the 2010 Bikeway Master Plari. The project supports alternatives 
'modes of tranSportation, which would also provide a , beneficial impacton local roadways and  
freeways. 

lifIrridkrioN MEASURES 

No Mitigation measures are required :  

FINDINGS 

The project would have no additional project-spa-onto environmental effects relating to 
Transportation and Circulation 
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Effeot 
studied in the 
E1R 

Effect can be, 
mitigated to 
less than 
significant 

NO additional 
significant 
enVironMenlat • 
effect Issues : 

. 12:  UTiLMES AND SERViCESYSTEMS  

- Would the project s  
A 	'Result in the determination that 

capacity is not available to serve the project's ;  
demand in addition to existing commitments? 

S) 	Require or result in either the construction of 
new utilities or the expansion of existing 
utilities, the construction of WhiolvdoUld 
cause significant environmental Impacts? 

X 

. 	_ 
East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 

Initial Studytivlitigated Negative Declaration 
City cf Sacramento  

NVIRONNIENTAL-SETTING 

The Department of Utilities currently maintains a significant portion of the East Drainage Penal. 
In addition, the Reclamation District 1000 maintains - portions of the ,canal and associated 
facilities. 

STANDARDS OTUIGNIFICANCE, 

For the purposes of this Initial Study' , an 'impact would be considered significant if the project resulted in 
the need for new or altered services related to fire protection, police protection, or,schoolJacilities :beyond 
what was anticipated in the 2030 General Plan: 

. 	, 
• result in the determination that adequate capacity is not,ayailable to serve the pnojetradainand in 

addition to existing commitments or 
• require or result in either the construction of new utilities or the expansion of existing ,  utilities; the 

construction Of Which could Cause significant enVirorimental impacts. 

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2030 GENERAL PLAN MASTER EIR, INCLUDING CVNIULATIVE, 
IMPACTS; GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS, AND IRREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT  EFFECTS 

The Master EIR evaluated the effects of development under- the 2030 General Plan on water 
supply, sewer and storm drainage, solid waste, electricity, natural gas and :telecommunications. 
See Chapter 6.11. 

, 
The Master EIR evaluated the impacts of increased demand for water that would occur with , 
development Under the 2030Gerieral:Plah. Policies in the general plan Would reduce-theimpaCt 
generally to a less-than-significant level (see Impact.6.11-1) but the need for newwater supply 
facilities results in a significant and :Unavoidable: effect (Impact 6.11-2), The potential need for 
expansion of wastewater treatment facilities, was identified as having a significant and 
unavoidable effect (Impacts 6.11-4, 6:11-51mpacts on solid waste facilities were less than 
Significant (Impacts 6:11,7, 6.11-8). Implementation of energy efficient standards as set forth in 
Titles. 20,  and '24 of the California Code of Regulations for residential and non-residential 
buildings would reduce effects' for energjilti'a less,than-signifidantlevei.' 
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EaSt-Drairtage Canal Bike Trail 
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 

City of Sacramento 

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2010  :dENERA!, PLAN MASTER EIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT 
„ 
None available. 

Ars1,4111P's TP:O.HECKP.§7 CUMSTIP 144: 

The construction of the bike trail would not affect the capacity of the utilities 'which, serve the , 
North Natomas area The bike trail is located outside of the drainage canal and on existing 
Service roads. 

OirriGapoN MEASURES 

,Nanlitigetion measures.are,required. 

FINDINGS 

The project would have no additional project-specific environmental effects relating to Utilities 
and ServiCe Systems. 
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13.  MANDATORY,FINDINbS.OSIGNIICANCE  

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

B) 	the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? ('Cumulatively considerable' 
means that the incremental effects of a 
project are Cansiderabte ,Aen viewed In 
connection with the effects of past projects, 
the effects of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable Mum projects.) 

C.) 	Does the.project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects 
on human beings, either direetly or 
indireCtly? 

EastDivinage panel Bike Trail 
Initial StudiNitigated. Negative Declaration 

City of Sacramento 

:M4-itiki0.4ifiiiiiik•OS5t$0;.'Bia ijitilaii4C: • 

Answers to Checklist Questions 

quest10.NS A THRoupi 

With Mitigation measures in Biological' Resources and Cultural Resources, the proposed t project 
does not have the Potential to significantly degrade the quality of the environment, including - 
effects .  on wildlife.species and effects on periods of history. 

The proposed project was 'anticipated as a .component of the 2010 Bikeway Master -Plan the 
apo General Plan anticipated recreational uses within this Potridor. When impacts are 
considered along with'. or in combination with other impacts, the project related impacts are less 
than iignificirit. 
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.East .Drainage Canal - Bike Trail 
Initial Study/mitigated ,  Negative Declaration .  

City of Sacraiiiento 

SECTION IV ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS-POTENTIALLY .AFFECTED:  

The environmental factors checked P!elOW W900 PPIPP1Oly be  0(000. PY this project 

Light and plan!: 

X1 ruatity 

BiOlOgidal.kesoUrCess 

.X Cultural ReiciiirCes 

Energy and Mineral ReSoUiaed. 

Geology and Sods 

Hydrology and-Water.Quality 

    

Hazards 

No ise 

, Pub. lic':Servicet 

ReCteatiorl. 

TrariapiOrtation/CirCUlatiori 

Utilities and Service Systems 

    

    

    

None Identified 
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, 
East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 

Initiel .Shidy/Mitigatecl-NegatiVe Declaration 
City of  Sacramento  

1 

SECTION V DETERMINATION  

On thebaSis of theJnitia stu _ 	 -r 	 e 

I find that (a) the •proposed project is an anticipated subsequent project identified, and 
described in the 2030 General Plan Master EIR; (b) the proposed project is 
Consistent with the 2030 General Plan land use designation and the permissible 
densities and intensities of use for the project site (c) that the discussions of 
cumulative itripacts, growth inducing impacts, and irreversible significant effects in the 
Master EIR are adequate for the proposed project, and (d) the proposed project will 
have 'additional significant environmental effects not previously examined in the 
Master EIR. A Mitigated Negative Declaration will be prepared. Mitigation measures 
from the Master EIR will be applied to the project as appropriate, and additional 
feasible .mitigation measures and alternatives Will be incorporated to revise the 
proposed project before the negative declaration is circulated for public review, to 
avoid or mitigate the identified 'effects to a: level of insignificance. (CEQA Guidelines  „ 
'Section 15178(b)) 

1,...)\ A 1-4...ei•-.) 
ririted , Name , 
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0.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The City'ofSatramentO"preposeS'tii cOnStrUct a bikepaili iiithe North NateiniS area, i6catód betWeeii the 
end Of the existing East Drainage Canal bike trail (near the intersection of Truxel Read And Natomas 
Crossing Drive) and Airport Road (Figure 	The objective of the project is to prOvideaClass 1 bike 
facility to improve Connectivity 'of the bikeways in the North Natemas area, in accordance 	them 
Bikeway Master Plan Proposed improvements will include 

• constructinganlOff-strect bike:trail :to the west of the East Drainage Canal.leVee;" 
• modifAnglhe'existina.bike access at the senthWest corner Of Mike] Road it NatOMAS Crossing 

Drive;. 
• iconstructing a -cOnneetiOntO Tanianite Part 

repairing an eXiSting COrititte maintenance road; and 
• ,Modifying the exLstingiriaintenanee road access - Airport koadloaCCoinitiodate the proposed 

bike traiL 

This report w•as prepared to document biological site conditions, identify regulatory -considerations. , 	 _ 	, 	. 	 , 
regarding biolOgical resource protection, and identify impacts and compensatory mitigation: that could be 
required to offset project impactS. 

The project is located within the City of Sacramento's fee area of the Natomas Basin Habitat 
Conservation Plan (NBHCP—City of Sacramento 2003), and therefore must comply with the terms and , 
conditions of theNBHCP. The :following NBHCP=protected wildlife species were determined to have 
potential to occur in the study area Samson's hawk; white-tailed kite; burrowing owl; tricolored 
blackbird; loggerhead shrike; giant garter snake; and California tiger salamander. Nol•lBIICP-covered 
Plaiiticir other special-status plant species were considered to have potential to occur at the study. area 
To help reduce potential for impacts on special-status wildlife species, a combination of preconitruction 
activities, construction-related avoidance and post-construction use actions were recommended (in 
accordance with standard procedures specified in theNBIICP). If implemented, these aCtionS'Will reduce 
project impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

The City of Sacramento intends to submit this report to the resource agencies as per the conditions of the 
NBHCP to complete informal consultation process with the US Fish and Wildlife Service (1.ISFWS), and 
California Department Of Fish and Qame(CDIFG), and to Verify participation and COVer14,0 under the 
NOKP. 

• . 	 . 
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1.0iN1 i :RODUt1ION.. 

Project .tias..coption, and -Project Location 

The City of SacrainentO, proposes to construct a bike path in the North Natoireas area located bete;veen the 
end of 	existing East Drainage Canal Bike Trail (near the intersection of Truxcl . Road.and Naitomas 
Crossing pii:,,e) and Airport Road (Figure .1). A portion of the-prapiised:bike path will be constructed 
land that ia,:entretitlY Vaeant., The remainder of the proposed bike Oath will uti lize the existing conerete 
maintenance road at Sump Nei 16, adjacent to Tanzanitcfark(Figui*2)., 

The objective of the project is to proVide, a Class 1 .  bike, facility to irriprOye'cOnnectivity Of the bikeway& . 	. 
in the:.3■lertliNatoinaS,area, in accordanee*ith the 2010.  Bikeway Master .1. ).11,1, Proposed. iMproYeinents, 

• constructing an off-street bike trail to the west of the East Drainage Canal levee, 

• :nio,Offying the existing bike access at the southwest corner Of T:euxel Road at Natontas Crossing 

• cOristrnetingAcOnnectionto Triri ltariite, Park.;.: 
• :repairing an existing eenereteritainterianee road, and 

ifiedifying the existing itiainteliarieeroad access etAirpoit Read' to iteetatiniodiete theinopoied 
bike trail. 

1.-2-7;Sprtray Da* and StntVey. PetS011.11 

The entire project area was surveyed on foot by president and senior botanist Loran - May.of May & 
Associates, Inc. and principal and senior wildlife biologist Anne Wallace on June 10, 2011 'Me survey 
encompassed all planned bike trail iiiiiirovements:iirid ii:!1;erufferiif aPpreXithately 10 feet on either side of 
the trail Wetlands that Were presentadjaCentto.,hfit .'OlUtaide the project area were ViSually Scanned for 
'wildlife and plant species, and assessed for general suitability to support special -status species,  but were 
net surveyed beeetiSe - these . arctei *tit, not be disturbed during project construction orSubSegeient use. 

1:3 S.urvey.ililethods 

The botanical survey'iYaS Ceitidueta using. MethoddlogY ,eitablisliellby the California DePartment -of Fish 
and (lame (CDFG);  as Specified in the "Guidelines for Assessing the Effects of Proposed Projects on 
Rare, Threatened, and Endangered Plants and Natural Communities .7 (CDFG, 2000). The: entire sUrVeY 
area Was assessed using a pedestrian meandering trartseet, with any areas supporting ,0itive or natural 
'vegetation, or areas With potential toSupport special-status plant species thoroughly riirVeStitt:terl. Habitat 
suitability for any targeted special-status plants that could not be identified &lent lune. ;on was 
determined based on similarity of on=aitte, habitats to those habitats associated with the targeted special- 
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r''PROPOSEV..BIKE:. / .TRAIL. AC.CE1. 

Alz ,10 

'REGONSTRUGTAZ;•XIDE': : :. 
CONCRETE UTILITY R0AD - 	• 

. LENGTH= 
REcoNtsTRO:c.7..r .:12". 

CONCRETE ITILITY ROAD 

•r" 	,::V1 
• 1 -1 .1 ,-  

Ara .• 	 ...11■•-• • ••■1.2//aj, 

FRCP-05ED BIKE TRAIL ACCESS 
:iFROM TAN:f4ANI!rE 'pARK 

2 WIDE WITH 2' SHOLD'ERS 
LENGTH --= -±1:00' 

PROPOSED NEW 1;2' WIDE BIKE TRAIL 
WITH 2' SHOULDERS 

LENGTH 	±3470' 

TYPICAL CROSS SECTION NEAR CONCRETE DRAINAGE DITCH 

DISTANCE  :f  
VARIES SHLOR 
14.  • ,i0g, OF: LEV,Eg 

CONCRETE 
DMINA9 

DITCH 

Ea/ 	/ 49.17 

VA.  

A.C:o■raft 12 AAL  



tNAGEIMItii 

"AlY ,  

FEET 

Z..  

PROP OSE.-:i 

I 111\ft, BIKE TrAL 



PROPOSED BIKE . TRAIL 
ACCESS MODIFICATION 

±140 Sr: . 

PROPOSED BIKE TRAIL ALIGMENT 
TO AVOID CONFLICT WITH EXISTING TREES 

74T7r 

PROPOSED BIKE TRAIL TO B 
LEVEL WITH EXISTINGMH PROPOSFD NEW -12 ,  WIDE BIKE .TAIL. 

WITH -2' SHOULDERS . ' 
LENGTH - 71 -V• 

tr,r$N.to. 

TYPICAL CROSS SECTION AT NATOMAS CROSSING DRIVE 



status species.- Plants observed during the surer.were recorded (Appendix A): Photographs were taken to ,  
document overall site conditions - , 	: 

. 	. 	 , 
The4ildlifeSitivey. consisted of a pedestrian ineandering traiisect through the project area in two 
direetthaS;ThePurpose Of ilieSurvey as to assess the potential for onSite and adjacent habitats to 
SuppOildie sPecial-status Wildlife-potentially ()centring in the islatontaS-Basin. Ail wildlite.SPecies 
Observed:Were-recnrded,(Apperidik 

1.4 ..4iteeatiii* la0:004 	Pie40:00.v 1.00#00.11* 

Prior to conducting the biological site assessment, May & Associates conducted a literature search and 
California Native Diversity Data Base (CNI5D13) records search (CNDDB 2011) and created a USFWS 
species list (USFWS 2011) to determine what special-status plant and wildlife species could occur in the 
study area and should be addressed. Refer to section 1.5 below for a list of special-status species that are 
knoWn from the vicinity of the Study area, that may occur there, or that May otherwise be affected by 
project activities: 

1.4.1 Special-Status plants 
For the purposes of this dacuMent, a.SPecial-statiiS Plant species is defined as 	plant Species. 
that is granted status by  itfedei.tili  state, or local agency  , FederallyliStedplant species are defined 
as those species granted status by the.OSFWS under tlie federal Endangered Species Act ESA 
and include threatened (FT), endangered (FE), proposed threatened or endangered (FPT, FPE), 
.candidate (IC) or listed Species proposed for del isting (FPD)..State:Of Cali fornialiSted-plant 
species, which are granted status' by cpEG under the:California,Eniirininnientil Quality Act 
CESA, include rare (SR), threatened (ST), ,,or endangered(SE) species, and plants listed as rare 
Under the California Natie Plant Protection Act (California Fish and 'Game Code, Section 1900 
et seq.). 

'Under CEQA.-i -Stiecial,itatiii.plantilineludeSPeaiei listed by the California Native Plarit Society 
(CNPS) is rare, threatened, Or endangered th California(CNPS Lists 1A, .1B and 2). Although 
the CNPS ;is not a regulatory agency and plants on these lists have no formal regulatory 

,Proteetion,-Plants-appearing on LiSt ,IA,:List lBrie:- List 2 are, in general, considered to Mee 
CEQA - s,Section 15380 criteria and substantial effects on these species can be considered 
Significant: Additionally, Plants listed - by CNPS'as plants about which incire information is needed 
to deterinine their statuSand plants of limited distribution (lists 3 and 4,.CNPS 201 (1),inay also he 
consideredto meet CEQA section 15180:criteria and may be inClUded isiSpeCiaktatus:species on 
the basisof local signifieance orfeeenfbiologicatinforniation. 

Special-status plants identified during the pre-survey inyeStigation as having -potential to occur in 
or near the project area w•ere targeted during the rare plant stitydy (described 'below). The 
following reterences were during the biological site assessment survey for the projeNt. 
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Plant Specia Infarinatian: 
• California Department, of - Fish and Game Natural 'Diversity Database Records Search 

for Sacramento County (CNDD012011). 
• California Native Plant Society's online RAREFfND database for Contra Costa 

County. (CNP'S„ 2009 accessed June 9, 2011). 

Plant Identification: , 
California Native Plant Society's Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants of „ 
California (CNPS•2001): 
Illustrated Flora of the Pacific States (Abrams 1940). 
Jepson Online Interchange for California Floristics (Rosatti'(ed.) 2009). 
Manual of the Grasses of the United States (Hitchcock and Chase 1971). 
Pacific States Wildflowers (Niehaus and Ripper 1987). 
The Jepson Manual, Higher Plants of California (Hickman 1993). 

1.4.2 Special-Status Wildlife , 	„ 
Fer the purposes of this document, a special-status Wildlife species, similar to a special-Status 
plant species, is defined as any wildlife species that is granted status by a. federal, state, or local 
anency. Federally listed species are those granted status by the USF, WS under the federal ESA as 
threatened; endangered, proposed for listing as threatened or endangered, candidates for listing, , 	. 
proposed for delisting, or deliSted'. Wildlife listed under the CESA are granted status by"CDFG 
may be threatened or endangered, proposed for listing as threatened, or endangered, candidates for 
listing or delisting, 'cit. delisted. A number of Species in California are alio granted stattis:bY 
CDFG as species of special concern. Finally, Some wildlife species Considered in -ALS document 
have no stains other than being covered under the NBHCP. 

Spedirl-Stdius‘Wildlife Species Worintition: 
• California Natural Diversity Database records search ' for an area centered on the . 	, 

project and encompassing nine USGS 7.5-minute quadrangles including Taylor 
Monument, Sacramento West, Sacramento East, Rio Linda, Pleasant Grove. Verona, 
Knights Landing. Gray's Bend, and Dula. (CNDD13 2011). 

• US Fish and Wildlife Service list of federal endangered and threatened species that 
'occur ircOr may be affected, by projects in the TaylorMonUMenicjuad-(USFWS-
20l 1). 

9.6 Special-Status Species Biological Resources Targeted During 
Project Field Surveys 

	

Species iithit§ie4 under. either 	or 	cEsNoteitiOnitoredTor an additional five 'ears 	and are therefore „ 	, 	, 	, 	 , 
inekided'in'the species list until those five years are tip: Of note, a .  Species delisted under one act iriaj; not be delisted 4.1*r.the-
other     
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As a eeiuti.ortheliteraitirestatch and pre-survey investigaticirii  a hit of Special-statiii:plant dad Wildlife 
speciesr..■ith potential toOecur:at the proposed East Drainage Canal Bike Trail. Project area was pi epared  
This fiat was used to focus site assessments on those species with the greatest potential to be affected by 
the proposed project.: Refer to Table 1.5a, for a list of plant and rable 1.'Sb for a I ist . of wildlife species 
considered to have potential tO Occur in or near prOpOsed . StUdy.area. 
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Scientific 'Name 
Habitat 

Requirements 

' Table 1.5aSpecial-Status Plant S awir,Or Pntentiall 	 In Or Near The-Easti)rqina Canal 'Project Ar 

Status 
rederal/State/asTPS 

Identification 
Period 

piateritial4O , 	. 	, 
OCatiaplielihand: of , 	, 

-/SE/18 Vernal. Pools APril-June Bogg!s 
hedge hyssop 

Griationi -
heterOsepalo 

Central Valley and 
otherscattered 
locations in northern 
'California 

Nei. ,  None located during 
field reconnaissance Site -
lacks sUitableyernalpool 
habitat 

, Sacramento/San 
Joaquin Rivet delta, 
south San Francisco 

•Bay area  
Central:western 
California, from 
Sacramento County to 
Sonoma and Santa 

--Clara counties' 

PileY-June Delta tufa Pee LOtitkrUsiepsom 
var. jepsonii 

Freshwater and , 	. 
brackish marsh - No. None Ideated during 

.field:reconnaissance. Site 

lacks suitable  marsh habitat'  

No. None located during 
field reconnaissance, Site 
lacks suitable vernal peed 

-lhabitat 

:Vernalpotils Delta wOofiy 
marbles - 

•ftllocorphus. :  
Oieilissirrtus - vtir. 
munition's 

Dviait 
downingla 

.Downingicsousilius. Southern Sacramento 
Valley, northern San 
Joaquin Valley,  and 
southern North Coast 
Ranges 

:Vernal:POOISln 
valley and foothill 
grasslands below 

...1560 feet. 

March-May 

,No. ,None located during, 
field reconniiisanCe. Site 
lacks suitablevernal,pool 
habitat 

Extant.populations 
sparsely distributed 

'throughout the Central: 
. Valley from Shasth 

- County south to 
Merced County. 
PresUmed extirpate -I:1in 
Sthnislaus County . 

Resources - Report, 
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•Greene's 
--tuctorla. 

joctorio,greenet, - FE/SR/10. Vernal ptiols. 

No. NorielOcated during' 
field reconnaissance. Site 
lacks Suitable vernal pool 

'ha bitat ..  



No. None:leafed during 
field recOnnaissance. Site 
lacks suitable vernal pool 
habitat 

Vernal pools SbUtherri Sacraniento - 
Valley, south North 
Coast Ranges:  

May-June Legenere 

Table 1.5a Contimed 

. 	:•.%••• • 
Fedentd/Stateh,„ 

CPM149n - Idetitificatiom. 
Period 

Glenn, Merced, 
Sacramento,. 
SOlano. and Yak): 
Connties 

Valleyand foothill 
grasslands, , 
sometimes vernal 
pool edges: 
Prefers alkaline 
,soils 

No None located during field .  
: :reconnaissanCe, Site lacks, 
alkaline soils and vernal pool' 

habitat, 

Lepidium Jatipes 
- var heckarchi 

Fleckard's 
PePPerweed 

March - May 

Mason's 
lilaeopsis 

LilaeopstiS' masonii SacramentoVan 
-Joaquin River delta 

Tidal zone of 
freshwater and 
brackish marshes 

June-August No None located during 
field redinnaissance. Site 
lacks suitable marsh habitat 

.Seattered snnall 
locations in central 
California, from Butte 
County to San Joaquiri -- 
County  
Central Valley 

Freshwater marsh 

FreshWater 
marsh ihallow 
streams, ditches 

- :NO. Nicirielereatediduil 
field reccinnaitsance. Site 
lacks suitable marsh habitat 

No None:lotated,ClUring 
. field reCannaisianCe. Site 
Ilacks stiitable Marih. habitat 

Hibisctis ,  
lasiotorpOs vor 
occidentôlis , 
(=frfibistus' 

Sogittcrra sunfordii 

'Rose mallow,.: 
wciCilyrdse 
mallow; 

SanfOrtfi • .. • 
:arrowhead 

;August - 
September 

May-August 

+AB. 

-/-AB 

Soft bird's-4beak .  .Corrlil0Mh.ut 
moths ssp moths 
(!ipildippyrdp;• 
molle iS)kritolle) 

.PE/SR/J.B,. San Francisco Bay, 
'Suisun Marth, 

Salt marsh July 
November No None located 

field 'recOrinalOaricO: ,  'Site 
lacks:SUitable Marth,habliat 

Alameda, Yolo, -.Glenn; 
Colusa,,Maderra ,and, 

•Fresno Counties, 
possibly also San 
Joaquin County 

enOptid-scrub, 
valley and foothill ; 
grasslands, usually. 

alkaline dri , 	, 
Pescadero Silt 

Clay 

No None located during 
field reconnaissance .: Site 
lacks..suitable;alkaline 
Peicideni clay habitat 

Palmate
beaded birds-  
beak 

: 	, 
7ChlOidlOyron 

palmatuni) 

•FE/SE/AB' klaY-9,ct 

Potentialto 
'Likelihood of 
Impact - 
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Verna pools Orcut.go Mauls FT/SE/113' Mar.luly Slender Ortutt 

gras :No. None located during 
field reconnaissance. Site: 
lacks suitable vernal pool 
habitat 

NOrthein-SeCrainento 
'Valley,,pit.River valley; 
isolated populations in. 
Lake andSaCraMento 

counties. 

Haliitat 
Requirements 

Identifieanon 
Period Scientific Name 

pOtentio. to 

Seeithiento.:COUritY; . . 
•" 	• 	• 	. 	•• 	•• 

mostly • concentrated in • 
a:small :area. located : east • 
of Mather Field: -  " 

Relativehilar e, 
deep Vernal pools 
Sacramento 
County. 

,--No: -PopelOcated during: 
field reconnaissance Site 
lacks suitable vernal pool 

'habitat 

Sacramento 
orcutt grass 

Oretittia JPT/SEJ-1B MaY-JulY 

MerCed, Sdiahl); 
Stanislaus Counties 
below 700 fee , 

Relatively large, 
deep vernal 'pools 
Sacramento 
County. 

Colusegrass , Ner*Ipfla arE1Oly. 
No None ideated duringfield 
reconnaissance.. Sitelacirs .  
suitalile.,vernal Peal habitat 

1.6 MI S OF RIO UNDA. 

Contra Costa, Napa, 
Sacramento, San 
Joaquin, Solanri ;  and 

'Veto Counties 

C.ismontane 
wood1ands,chapar 
ral, valley and 
foothill .  
.grasslands,, 
sometimes on 
serpentine soils;;  
prefers clay soils  
Brackish and 
freshwater 
marches and 

sWartiOS: -  

ci;,.iiidnelocated dUring, 
field reconnaissance Site 
la elis'suitable woodland or 
chaparral habitat - . 

No: Noric.loCated dUri 
field reconnaissance Site 
laCks suitablemarihilabitat- 

StinleUs :1/4  February -April 

•piiishyofriOurn 
. lenti4rn2  

W1B May-Nov 

Status. 
. :PcderillSinte/CNPS. 

Saliunnia h 
.;.,aster 

Table 1.5a Continued 
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'...*Plint_Status'Ibcplanations: 

..:170.!,..ral • 
FE 
	

listed as encisingered under the 10 cell- Eild2nOtrd Specks.Act. 

threatened mad& the &skim! L4:1 dii)g- 
	 fiet1.- 

:9tiiiii*:14rntitstrit;.174im -riii.titi.gr,isy 2 candidate 

, PE 
	

pi9poSe1 for liiiing as etidarigpritl.c 

PT = ProPosed.T014fing 3s ihreiteirt4. 

State 

.' 	:1*i.1 a rare 	 I ;:ndaiigediStStieiiier,..."%ct.• fhii i.atn'ury n no 1our used for ueaIy hated plants bitt some plants 
dad-put:lop. 

CP • = fully protected under the Lhfornn Itsh md Game Lnde. 

ClifumaNatvePbniSöciety 

=.• 

2 	List 2specie-S: 1 '. .ekteiliiieiitetied.:: .617. 

4. stickier. :pk 	ofleddibution, a . Ni.dicla ,lisL :  • 
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: SnonChinectelinCht 
Vernal:pocitfairi;ShriMpand 

critical habitat . 

-No.: !.Noivorrial pools inor 
. 	„.. 

..nearproJect impact:area:, . 	. 	. 

Endemic to grasslands of Central Valley, central coast 
- Mountains, and ititith coast MOUntains, in small, relatively 
:clear Vernal pools, 

. Desmocethsthllfornkus. 

:fclitttorphus , : 

Valley elderberry 
beetle and critical habitat . " 	, 

Generally found along waterways and in floodpla ins 

supporting remnant stands ofriparian vegetation. 

Elderberriet:mtistibepresent as both .lanraeand : 	. 	. 	, 	 . 	. 

on this plant 

Ft 
kihabitsvernal poolS'anifiw'alesiritheSecramentO 

containing clear to highly.turbid water. 

No No elderberri4iitor 

:hear project impaCt area 

No. No venial'pooli'or 
`-swales in or near project:- . 

Ittnpact area. 

Lepidurus pockardi 

Vernal pool tadpole shrimp and 

critical habitat , 

Branchinedd 

Midvalley fairy shrimp . 	, 	. . 

%inhabit vernal pools in the Sacramento Valley. Not known 

occur in Natomas Basin as of 2003 (NBHCP). 

No No Vernal poets in or 
near project impact area 

Scientific N. 

Common ?bine 
Habitat Type 

listing Stein!: 
Potential Iii 

Otenr/Likellhond of 
Im pact state 

INVERTEBRATES _ , 	_ 

,FISHES 

Spawnsin Sacramento River and its .tributaries;Satifroneisco .  
Bay provides rearing habitat:tor jiryeniles. Fish screen:S- . 	 , 	. 
mirnmizc or preVent . Species Occurrence in NaiLMTIaS , Oitsiii. Of 

concern for potential downstream:  impacts to Water 'quality 

Fetusd mostly in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta in 

brackish waters. Fish screens miranme or prevent species 
. occurrence in Natomas Basin Of concern for potential 
,downstream imPaet to water, (1014, 	 

No. SpeCies-notlikely to 
occur and no  projea- 
related impaCti.tei,Easti,:. 
Drainage Canal 

No Species.not:likelyto: 
occur and ne'.project-
related impacts tatiast 

Drainage Canal. 

Jeer medirdstris: .  

Green st,urge9tE  and critical 
habitat. 

Hypornous transpacificus 

Delta smck and critical habitat 
SE 

Table LSb. .Special-Status Wfld1ifeSiésKiteiVtilYr .PetatitiallY Occurring In Ot•:-Iklear The East prithaite'tiitilil PrOjeet--Airea l, :, 

• 	 • • 	 . 	 . 	 -•• 	 . 
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Lkting Status. iyantcP4  ',̀$.0tieiiiffle Name  

- 'COrtmoaNiirne 

PoteAtlattó  
Occur/Likelihood 

Impact. WN. State3  red' 
- 

. 	. 
Anadromous form rainbow trout found in Saernitento: and 
San Joaqum 	

. 	, 	 , „ 	: 
iiVers*nd:their,tribtitaries:,rish screens minimize 

or prevent species occurrence in Natomas Basin. Of edneern:, 
for Pniential::dnnstreamiirripacts4Oater.i4iiality.,, 

No. Species not likely to 
occur and no project-
related impacts to.Easti 	, 
Drainage Canal 

FT 

Oricorlyynchus-ntyki:FS' „. 
Steelhead.:entra I *alley,,,DliSI. 

-.and Critical habitat 

This ESU migrates through estuaries and spawns in winter in 
cold, clean, fast-flowing rivers with gravel bottoms. Fish 
screens niiniinize or prevent species occurrence in Natianas 
Basin. Of concern for downstream impacts to Water quality. 

-This": ESU migrates through -etniaries and spawns:in spring:in 
cold, Clean;  fast-flowing rivers With gravel bottoins. - Fiali`. - 
screens ininimi7eorprovent.SPeeies.6cturronce in NatOinas 
Basin Of concern for potential downstream impacts to water - 
quality: 

Endemic to Central Valley. Once widely distributed, now 
:confined mostly to Sacramento San Joaquin Delta and lower 
-reaches of some tributaries. FiSh screens minimize or prevent .- 
species occurrence, inNatomas Pi:Oa:.  Of Concern for -potential: 
downstream impacts to water quality. 

Oriwor richustshawytscha 

Chinook salmon—Sacramento 
River winter-run ESU and 
critical habitat: 

PitChokOPOW*011.44.4*,' 
nook: sal in titt, 

gentral Valley spring7run,ESU 
and era 0!:..40.401:' 

=Pot011id.# 10)5 niezercilgPiet9:44 ,  
Sepritmente'splittiVil 

No. Species not 
occur and no project-
related impacts - tb East 
Drainage Canal: 

No Species not likely to 
occur and no project-
related impact.Sti'Eik' 
Drainage Canal 

•No. Species not likely to 
occur and no project- 

•related impaets,to East. 
Drainage ('anal:, 

'AMPHiBIANSAN.1):kh:OTILES ' , 	„ 	„ 	: 	„ „ 
, Annual grasslands and grassyunderstory'of valley-foothill 
hardwood habitats in central and northern CA. Need 
underground refuges, especially ground squirrel burrows, and 
vernal pools or other water sources for breeding:No -records 
in nine-quad CNDDB search: 

Low. Not known to occur 
in NatomaAllaitin; not 
expected tense any part 
of project area 	text. 
for more detail. 

-ST :Ft 
Ambystorna californier* 

California tiger salamander 

Rana. aurora 4r:Otoriii 
California red-legged fr 

Hip;bly -aritio; prefers pennanent,:quiet pnlsaiifr ms — 
u;ith dense vegetation. May travel in a direct route between 

No.:Not likelYlo detau .- in 
Sacrament&CountY...- . 	, 

SE 

csc 

Table 1.5b. 	etititatuiSte Species kno*li Or Potentially Oictirring.In,01:•.Near the Eiii.lii•ninage 'Canal Projeei'Arei ti 
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.• 	state3  -Fee: 

tiNthigStatus 
Habitat Type 

Common :Name ,  

DB.cdscmnirió- 
qind 	

: 
dattibaSSeareh:'r;SatirtiinentO , CO:tiot:COnSidered part of: ; 

:current range: 

.ingrastlands*ith icinPorafrPootsibut 
will occasionally usc valley=foOthill hardwood 
woodlandS. Extremely vulnerable to introduced fishes, 

bullfrog.s, and crayfishes. One 1993 record in nine-quad 

area, fora site >6 !hi east of project .  area 

Perrnanent or nearly perrnanent lakes, ponds, marshes, rivers, 
streams, and inigationditches with aquatic vegetation below 
6,060 it. Need basking Sites suChas.partially submerged' logs, 
vegetation mats, or open mud hanks, and suitable upland for 
egg-laying, such as sandy banks or grassy, open fields on non-
shaded, south- facing slopes generally less than 25 percent 
slope. Habitats similar to those used by giant garter snake. 
Not seen during site visit. 

Found in sloughs, canals, and other small waterwayS Where 
there.iS'a:prey base of small, fish and amphibians; requires 
gra.*IiankS , and'Sethergent 'vegetation for basking, and areas 

.of high, ground proteCied from fluvdmg tkirinit winter. Not 
'Seen during Site -iisit: 

in Natomas Basin, not 
' expected to use any part  
of project area.. 

Moderate; Conlikise 
either East Drainage 

Canal Or pond  at 
.T1417.4,14 Park. Would be 
protected by measures ,  
implemented for giant 
g.irter snake 

. 	, 
COUld:caCiiiiin, 

East propoge,p4-4:04: 
004 at Tancan ite; Park:: 

.: SeeitekiforInara4itail,, 

uws 

,Nests,ih:lhrge colonies.itearopen water in cattail, bulrush, 
willow 	

, 
blaekti&y,:wild rose, nettle, and thistle, with open 

:foraging,habitatnearhy.Highly colonial. Most numerous in 
fortiod.Nbitatinlrgili .i 
in and near protect impact 

Agelaius tricolor 

jncolorcd blackbird(nesting 

N .BH(.1° 

YIN 

Potential to 
Ottlir1Likelihood,or 

Impact .  

Western spadctoot 
'e,sc 

MO./iron:0' 
'Westerupond turtle 

CSC 

riiath.kii5fikei4 _ 
Ch ant garter:sp 

pecial-Status Wildlife Species Known Or Potentially Occurring in Or Near The East Drainage Canal Project Area . 

'Final 
Hialogical Resources Report, 
East Drainage Canal BikeTrail Project 
Anguit,40;2011 

- P'age 15 - "May& Associates, Inc 
182 'Seal Rock Drive 

SaftEranciSco;CK94121 
(415) 391-1000 

 

 



Nfitic:to 

YIN 
Habitat Type 

SckntiflcNànië 

'Common Name 

Listing Stuttia 

States  

'Potential to - 
Occur/Likelihood of 

Impact 

CentralYalley. Known from On one likation in Natomas 
Basin. several miles from project area 

area. Ncit'seen or hearci 
.during site ViSit. Sec text 
for More detail. 

only) 

FOtind iiit•i*Wodg: and along Ci-i4i*can and edges of , 	, 	, 
agrictiltrirati areas; rarely in vicinity of SbrOba and .trees;',denS•;. 

typically 	 d : i:,y. ;:001:14:*•40jr.re: : 	, 	 , „ 
but will alsoitleh in CUIVert•S;and:"delitiS,,Piles...CNDOB records
Show tiseof,caoal, within :tod'nearprOjeqarca. 

Winter visitor forages and rests in Natoinis . Basin but does 
not breed. Could use agricultural fieldsw ..uicluding me,. as well 

:.as.grasslandS,''NO'..known occurrences. itS„Of .2003 (NBUCP). 

Nests in riparian areas and isolated tree start& in open desert, 
grassland, and cropland. Forages in grtnslands, pastures, and 

:suitable geairi Or alfalfa fields Relatively common in lsiatoinas 
Basin. 

Nests colonially on Open; ungiStUrbed;:sandyorgravelly 
•shOres.hear':shallow,water 'feeding areas iticsitiarics. Forages 
for fish.over open. waters. 

Winter resident on open grasslands with short vegetation, 
plowed fields, and open sagebrush areas in Central Valley, 
generally below 1000 ft. Avoids high, dense cover. 

:Moderate. Could den in 
banks -Of Canal if suitable,: 
burrows and prey ire 
present See teXt• for more 
detail 

Low. Could-use lawn 
hahititts'Orianzanite Park 
during winter but would 
aV4i0•Clistiirbance 
'a.ssciciatecl With. 
.construction and use of 
'trail.. 

Low for 
foraging/moderate for 

• . 
nestling within one-half 
mile, No trees will be 
-rernoyecl. See text for 

oia"detaill; 

No No suitable habitat in 

project impact area:. 

,Low. Habitatin project 
impact area not as 

Ide:Scrihed. 

CSC 

- 

Atherze cunicularia. 

Burrowing owl (burrii‘VsiteS 
and some wintering sites 
with or without burrows) 

- 

:. Aleuriart.eruFdit .;(tettelclifig) 
goose... 

SWainsOn'S hawk:.  

Charadrws akxandrznus  
hives:at' 

Western snowy plover 

Chitradrilismcilitaties 

;Mountain plover 

Table 1.5b: Special-Status Wildlife Species Known Or Potentially Occurring In Or Near The Eas t Drainage Canal Project Are 
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. 19311Cp4- 

VIM 
atabititt :ripe , 

,S,cfentlficlkianie 

COm m on t■intite 

'sting Statn$:. : 

?,.stite3,  

ecyzus."amgricanus. 

-. Western yellow-billed cuckoo 

Found in 1M-0i:den-SC:riparian -  forests with:a ,thick tinderstoly 
of willows forheSting: 

No Habitat in or near 
project impactifea.mit as 
described. 

SE ;FC 

Low rolling foothills/valley margins with scattered oaks; open 
grasslands, meadows, or marshes near , isolated dense-topped 
trees for nesting and perching. Refebr found far from 

- agricultural arcas:Not seen ,or hcard -ditringsitc visit. 

LOw..CouldTorage 
nearby; not 1 ikelk to nest 
in,  or nearproject impact 
area:See tekt fo r , more 

N- 

Grasslands,- fielcg„Mtd .brokenwoodlands.:NeStslin'dense 
shrubs Or sniallAreeSWidi,thieVfOliage; sometimes isolated 
trees. Net  seen or hearlduringiite-ViSit. 

nestin 
-;tretalititub*Iirotibil 
Targanite pond See ',text 
TottnOre.detail: 

Ldilus*tdchiletamis . 
Loggerhead 'Shrike - (nesting)' 

. 	, 
Uses rice fields and other 	areas for foraging and 
nests colonially an 	marsh Areas: Not knowitto -tiest 
in the Nhiorha-Baiim as of 2003 (NB.I-1CP). 

Summer resident of valley foothill and montane hardwood, 
conifer, ant riparian habitats, sometimes in wooded 
residential areas Nests itycavities, sometimes human 
structures, often near water. 

csC ' 

Habitatinproject 
impact area 'notes 
,deScribed.. 

No Habitat in project 
'impact area' not as 

'-4escrib,e4 

:P/egOdlkcliiki 
White-faced ibis,(riesting 

colonies) 

erivkg, sub's 
-Purple Martin 

:„Pateathil,:50; 
:Omar/Likelihood "or 

110,4t.  

.Ekin14 lelecurtis' 
Wtiite-tailed  kite 
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; g$:c": ' 

Scieniific Nat*: 

C:Otntil Na me  
habitat Type 

iIittag status 
-Potetitial to 

ffecur/LikeliiiOod of 
Impact S tete76  red2  

No. 1-Tabitatin project 
impact areafidt as 
described, although birds 
could tornge -,Ovei-, 
,NntornasBaSin. The 
j'pfojeet*Otild,riet affeet. , 

Riparia riparia 
Bank swallow .  

.mAN'imAtS 

ST 

Prefers fa roost in rock outcrops, cliffs, and crevices; 
'occasionally hollow trees. Found in grasslands, shrublartcls,- 
.woOdlands;, and,forestS: Most common in open, dry habitats 
with rocky -  areas for roosting. 

Low Habitat in or near 
pti:eje4,1tnti*t .,‘„area , ttot:,as' 

Antra:64i path-au 
;PUllid.  tat 

Scattered throughout roUrh of CA. et !ewer clevations..Found . 	. 	. 
primarily.in riparian and wooded habitats, much More 
Common when - cottonwoods and sycamore ,are preseneDay. 
re, OSts in trees Within .foliage. Fctiialcs riparian-dependent.: „ 	, 

..prefer edges or habitat mosaics with trees for Coasting and 
open areas for foraging: 

Found throughout most of California.; most abundant indrier, 
open stages of most habitats, uses underground dens. Mostly 

csc 

• CSC 

LOW: , Habitat iii or near 
. 	- 

-.P1111C,C04-1060Wt.040,0S 
.

::.descnbed . 

Las iIirliiblaSSCViflit 

Western reti'bat 

Taxicica *Us 

NBI1CP4  

YIN 

areas:to,thewest but not 
likelY - tO den ortOrOge ,' 
within project :I area 

Summer resident along creeks With vertical banks into which 
it digs nesting holes. 
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StainsExiilanations:` 

•Sfreeics.in dii§ 	 ihercNimil or USFWS.tit *rated Tor:IiirojetOrird/rierikeiiv. ered*YtheNaterialliain'MalritarCenaleti .tatierf rlari(1■4311C1');i 
'. 2:.Fe4enal I istiitistatitisradria: : 

•FE federally endangered 
. FT federatly.:... threatened 
lii propose.d.0 federal listing as thrcatcned 
FC candidate for federal li§tiit a§ threatened or endangered' 

federally del isted: . deliSted species arc monitored for 5 year*, 
,..TIEPA . -..Proreeted"rinderfire flald E agle:Priatection Act as a look-alike 
'',.= no 'federal grains

l iitinr‘stutuaeridea• 
51*.ii.id4rit**1-; 

ST..= state thrL-atened; 

-'..cyp a. California fully piotccfcl: Faq .*.oloctad4iailes may not be talen or lia#e0ed, as an tin* anitrailleeria0'.!#terrnii*inaYte issued lbr tbtir take'eitee0 . fdii,eritleeting •:dieStratiooloa , for 
';;:irecesaary; scientific research and 	of the' bird aireciei rar die *election of I iveatock., 
o. No state .  stains: 

elt.ea.vered!riiideftlreldatenra*ftasinlialritat Ginscrvatiaa eltt  
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'21' ..0',BIOLOGICAL?.$ETTING .... 

2.1 Habitat ypes 

The tdy ookor*ontpaSSO 	 landscaped/disturbed : areas, and iS:lOOated .  
adjacent to *0,t1004s 	 detail below The study area does not support trees` ..Or‘ .1..VetlandS. 

Oalik6nita Annual Grassland 

.California annual grassland, also known as non-native annual grassland, is the most COMMon : 	 : 	" 	• 	, 
'habitat type in the study area Most Ofthe.Observed California annual grassland i disturbed, most 
likely by levtei ...004:40.d.park:inairit06ance activities : This habitat type is dominated by non-
native and...natUralizedttaSS species, such as soft chess (Bromus hordea0oUs), ripgut biome: 
:(Bromus 	 tthiltill -ortim), hare barley (Ifori.krim murinuth s§0. 

Mediterranean bailey 	 ssp gussonthatMi)i*ilti oat (AveriafatUO), 
and mouse-tail grEISS' : (Vriifiin 	Flowering plants observed in this habitat type included — 
long-beaked filaree_ (ErOiittiin frOtry .a), cut-.1.e#0 igeranitm (GerOiiinfif.44.recrum), yellow.stat 
lhiStle(CerilOtei'OriO/ ..rtfri:Olis),Outly doc(Rfunex crispis); wild radish (Reipkitrur rapflon4,- . .ri0), 
, WildniuStard(Br4rSieif Spp:), prickly wild 10tttice (Lottu0 sf.rrioliz),., Octennial peppetWeed 
(Lepidititk ,.1.44ifolitnn); prickly ox tongue (Pieri.r.., aOhtolodes), bb-07:tbot:11.1.....etbil (Lotus 0.) i.,b .titr 
Clover (1/ki./. 00go,poiyirttit ..phd), : milk this .ile,(S:i.10tun mutlOrtutn),Ectqc .. sOyeed (Jtiolva 
AteviflOrg),:comaloa r. ..tar;,.plant (Ifoloiqorplur : ■4rgolo ; andtindweed:(Coroolvirlus arvertsiS)A. list 
of species Observed .,is:includedn'ApPg.!1Cix.'?... 

• • 	 •• •• 	 . 

.i2 II:2 40.00#000.011P1401004 -eot 
Landscaped and disturbed areas were planted with landscaping cultivated species, were 
unvegetated (e.g. -,scraped and graveled areas); or Were sparsely vegetated with California annual „ 
gi:44s14r4ve„ci.10 .cr!bc.d.'01cove) !-  

.4:13 Adjaceni Weiland, Areas 

NO mdtitindS Werelotated-Withinlhesttirly ,area: 1Several wetlands, including the NEitomas Canal,, 
the lake feature at Tanz,anitePark, and roadside ditches were observed adjacent to the study area 
While these areas were not surveyed as part Of the project footprintsthey were assessed for 
;potential to support special-status sotd)if,spcies that could migrate into the project area 

• 

Final 
Biological Resource's Report, 
East Drainage Canal Bike Trail .Project, 
August 30, 2011 

May 84 Associates, Iflc 
182 Seal Rock Drive 

San Francisco, CA 94121 
(415)391-1000 



2.2 Wildlife Resources 

22 1 ContMositelliilife Species 

-Habitats in the project vicinity are generally degraded and comprise a mix of ruderal upland, non-
native annual grassland (closely mowed), aquatic features and wetlands, existing unpaved trail, 
park lawn, and other developed features Adjacent to uplands are the East Drainage Canal on the 
cast and south sides of the existing unpaved trail, and the pond at Tanzanite Park on the north side 
of the western end of the proposed trail This mix of communities provides potential habitat for a 
number of common wildlife species. 

• • 	 • • 	 • 	 • 	 • • 	 ' 	 • • 	 • 	 •• 	 • 	 • 	 • 	• 	•: 	• 	•• 	" 
...Species .see n.or:heard.during the Site•visit:are. 000404 in Append ix 	 wild life . 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	............ 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	. 	.............. • . 	• 	.• 	•• 	. 	•••• 	. • 	•• 	• 	• 	• 	.• 	••••••••,••• 	• 	•••••••• 	••• 	• 	• 	.„• 	. 	. 	,• 	• .• 	•• 	. 	• 	• 	• 	. 	••• 	,•• 	•••• 	•.. 	,•. 	. 	•..,• 	• 	• 	• 
that could OCCiirat.the..projeet Sit&iaelddesiooffroorr.og:(Psetidithris .  sierra—formerly 

btillftok: 	*Liihobaiii cafes b!ana), western fence lizard 
..,(*0140iiki:•00dentir/Es)gOpher'Snake(ei ..00#0.:e4teirffe:rleSset:geldfifieh'(..Spi*Sp .saltria 
spotted towhee (Pipilo enaculatus), red -winged blackbird (Age/alas plioeniceus). mourning dove 
2enaida macroura. house mouse (Mux Inusculus), California vole Microtus calijornicus), and 

C4OtO(C0i4 /titian* Domestic house enti:(F000441.44044Oni4tiOtkao':(Ciiiii*fainilidei.i) 
:ni'Onni1.00t0Oly OininOO*4.1tOit.nnol:,tiOtkokoOn440.04nOnina0e'04,400:Of1001.:*.iti44fe,.. 

22.20eCiai4taia014111dilte:.$00010 

Table 1.5 provides ahriefsumniary of relevant information on each ot the special-status species 
•-knO,4i Of::Ntentiiilty .'•k.OnrringiOilie:.*OjOt-004:::000,0OthOninek04041:00.:ai ,64.,:tilo 
t.I$F,Ny.s§peCie list, and lhoN.BHCP. Most species in thoT:41.0:,00 either not present.:0) ,..:not. li kely 

	

 
to be 	affected by the,frOpOsditail-and. are not discussed farther 'lit this report. .Further 

- ..diaCtiSaion Was deemed appropriate for giant garter snake, SWaittSein$ havik,White4ailed kite, 
:tricolored blackbird, burrowing owl, loggerhead shrike, and:Californiatigersalamander. 
Discussion is provided below and follows from information presented in.ithe table; status, 
scientific name, and basic life history are found ift.Table.-1.and:are not repeated below. 

.P.I.Int.Garter..P0.e:.TheFe are 102:occurrence:records for giant garter .. snakes in the 
nine-quad CNDDB:Searcheendneted.fcrtliiSprOjeet;:aintiMber Of them repOrted,frOnithe: 
,East Drainage Canal and.iii&interaecting.ditehes and,Channel&bOthWithin••and.,ontiide of 
the poject.Afga.(CND.DB:201t).;Near the project tireoci;ginnt:goterisnakes':eonittAto the 
East Drainage Canal alid: the pond at Tanianite Park. They could also be found in any of 
the.UPlands'efthe project area but would be esoOeted -AO,fifoVOttinckly through-any 
habitat, aquatic or upland, that did not provide cover us protection from predators. Dense 

.0:00*:ptoferie0-,by the species. SbieeMiteksof the Upland:habitatWithinthe rprOjeetarea, 
'piOVideSi.eitherr.j.tittleOrinb-egotatiiio , 4*0;tikOlgaof 0*-0_00-,olikoty*nsfe:w p*, 
tOl*pi.Ocinoity ,nft4-0. .,$it'e to,khowti_odotiofroo:(.040pa,op.):614,the ;:preSenCeOf 

aa 

Fi01  
Biological Resources 
East Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project 
August 30,2011 

Page21. -may & Associates, Inc 
flri Seal Rock Drive 

'San Francisco; CA 94121 , . 	. 	. 
(41) 391-100 



suitable aquatic habitat in the project vicinity, this species is presumed present and 
potentially affected by construction and Use Of the bicycle trail.- 

Swainson's hawk. Swainson's hawk records are also numerous, with 123 records in the 
nine-quad search area (CNDDB 2011). One record is for a 2003 nest about one quarter 
mile away (record 1257 southwest of Tanzanite Park), but the rest are for nests at least 
one-half miloaway from the project area The nearest potential nest trees are, at the 
closest point, about 775 feet north of the exh -eme south end Of the trail. No trees would be 
removed for the project The project impact area provides foraging habitat of only limited 
value because it is small and narrow (sandwiched between intensive developments), 
intensively managed (essentially denuded by mowing at the time of the site visit), and 
provides only sparse habitat for prey. Although Swainson's hawks could forage over the 
project area opportunistically, loss of habitat there would not materially reduce foraging 
opportunities,,for this bird. Due to the-proximityofthc site to species occurrences 
(CNDDB 2011) and the presence of suitable, if marginal, foraging habitat in the study 
area Swainson's hawks are considered potentially present and nesting birds Could be 
affected by construction. 

White-tailed kite. White-tailed kites may nest in this part of the Central Valley, and 
potential nest trees are found within about 750 feet of the south end of the proposed trail; 
however, these birds are more likely to nest near agricultural areas and all CNDDH 
records in the nine-quad search area are for nests more than a mile away, farther from 
urbanized areas : and,cloSer to agricultural foraging habitat more than a mile away. This 
bird is not covered under the NBFICP. No trees would be removed for the project No 
species-specific as 	measures are provided for this bird, with the exception Of 
including the species in the general  preconstruction nesting-bird survey. 

Burrowing Owl. Burrowing owls often den in banks and levees of canals if suitable 
burrows and prey are present Potentially suitable habitat occurs in patches along both 
banks of the adjacent East Drainage Canal and on the grassland slopes of the pond around 
Tanzanite Park. CNDDB reconis indicate past burrowing owl use of the east and west 
banks of Fast Drainage Canal at the north of the project area in 2007 (record 797, 
CNDDB 2011). Neither ground-squirrel activity nor suitable dens were evident in the 
project area during the site visit, and burrowing owls were not seen or heard; however, a 
formal survey was not conducted. Due to the proximity of the site to species occurrences 
and the presence of Suitable habitat adjacent to the study area, burrowing owls are 
considered potentially present and could , beaffected by construction. 

Tricolored blackbird. Tricolored blackbird nesting colonies (rather than foraging 
habitat) are of printery concern to CDFG. The project area provides only marginal and 
unlikely nesting habitat at the west end of the pond at !"fanz.anite Park (outside the project 
area); no suitable nesting habitat is present within the study area These birds will forage; 
in lawns if suitable insect prey is available, so they could forage Opportunistically in areas 
adjacent to the study area in Tanzanite Park. Tricolored blackbirds were neither seen nor 

Final 
Biological Resources 'Report 
Bait Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project 
August" 50, 2011 

Page 22 May . & Associates, Inc 
182 Scat Rock Drive 

an Francisco, CA 94121 
(415) 391-1000 



, 	 . 
heard at the time of the site visit; .however, a formal survey was not conducted. Based on 
the marginal habitat qualityfouthe species it is not expected to occur of be affected by 
the.project. 

Loggerhead Shrike Loggerhead shrikes could nest in the trees and shrubs around the 
pond at Tanzanite Park (outside 	Study area) but 	project area itself provides 	only 
foraging habitat forinSects,:liiarCIS,andfsiinilar;:sMall prey. Most of the potential nest 
trees and shrubs are more than .100 feet froin donttruction'tietiVities, but a few are cloSer: 
_Loggerhead shrikes vieie.  neither,'Seen'neiheartIduring the siteyisit, but they are likely to 
-Occur in the vicinity. 

California Tiger Salamander. There are no California tiger Salamander (CTS) records 
in the nine-quad CNDDB search area, and the NE1HCP states that this species is not 
known to occur in the Natontas Basin. This species is nevertheless covered under the 
1-ICP as a species that could become established more widely in the future. If CTS were 
present in the area, the pond at Tanzanite Park would be considered potential breeding 
habitat, with the large rudeml field to the west providing the most proximate suitable over 
summering upland. The project site itself provides little if any suitable upland because of 
the scarcity of small-mammal burrow* Because of its federally threatened status and 
coverage under the HCP, we inelude CTS in Our consideration of impacts and avoidance 
measures but recognize that, gwen existing and expanding urbanization around the 
:project area, CTS are unlikelY-te:bePrisent'etirrentlyand-unlikely to become established 
in the project vtcmity 

2.3 Botanical Resources 

13.1 Special-Status,1440.0peciOS 

A total of Seventeen special-status plant species were initially considered during this analysis as 
having potential _to occur in the project 	(Table 1.5), base-d on proximity to known 
occurrences in a 9;USGS -quadrangle search  around the proposed protect site (CNDDEV 201 1 )  

Of the seventeen plant species initially considered, the project site was found to support none of 
the targeted special-status plant species. No suitable habitat for the targeted species listed in 
Table 1.5 was located (i.e. the site lacks vernal pools and other seasonal wetlands; brackish and 
'freshwater marsh, Saltmarsh and other Wetlands; eismentine Woodlands, ehenopod scrub, , 
'chaparral; heavy clay alkaline or saline soils or other areas favored by the targeted species). 

Because the 	area supports relatively disturbed grassland and lacks suitable habitatt. 
,favored by targeted special -status plant species, the 	Potential of the site to suPport: 
'special-status plants is considered very low.,No'Spetial,itattis plants were located orisite during 
the ,June 19, 2011 site assessment. Therefore, no impacts' on special:status, plants from project' 
construction or operation area anticipated: 

Biological Resources 
East Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project 
AUgUSe30,.2011 

Pagi 3 May & AsseciateS, Inc 
182 Seal Rock Drive .  

San Franeisco,CA 94121 
(415).39171900. 



3.0 REGULATORY SETTING 

Many biological resources in California 	protected and/or regulated by federal . andstate Jaws • and 
including the Natemis Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (NBHCP:or HCP) 	s#rtifieo.c, 

2003). Prior to implementation, : it Would be necessary for the proposed Project to be in compliance with 
these regulations, which are briefly described 

3:4 'Federal_ Endangered Species Att.' 

PtiratiintiO -the - lederal-Eridingered Species Act (ESA), the USFWS has regulatOtkantliOritYOVer 

s 	

. 'federally'iiSted.as threatened or endangered. Under the ESA, apermit 	̀tal. ce'.7. alistect skews ,  

'irrec47ited-1:  .11*44 federal action that  may  harm  an individual 	
shoot,  

population of that.  species. 
as 	

. 
defined under section 9.of ESA- ”to harass, harm, 	 ? wound, kill; trap, capture, or 
collect, or to attempt to engage iii any such conduct." Under federal regulation, take is further defined to 
include habitatModifieation.Ordogradation where it could result in death or injury to listed wildlife by 
SignifiCantlYjrnpairing.essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding, or shelteting. fake, in 
this context, is often referred to as . an adverse effect:Projects:subject to the provisions of the 'ESA 
because of their potential to adversely affect federally-listed:species must receive anincidental,take 
.permit tinder ESA sections 7 or 10. 

Section 10(a) of the ESA allows the USFWS to permit, or allow, the incidental take of listed sPeCies if 
such take is accompanied by a habitat conservation plan (ACP) that includes components.th.avoid, 
minimize, or Mitigateiinpacts. The City of Sacnunento already has a section 10 incidental talte P:ertriit for . „ . 
projeCtsfalling,within certain City  boundaries through its participation in the NW ICI', including this 
proposed project. 

12; California Endangered Species Act 

Pursuant to the Calithrnia Endangered Species Act (CESA), take of wildlife and plant specia listed as 
'threatened or endangered is prohibited without a permit front CDFF. Under CESA; take is . defined , as an-, 
activity that would directly or indirectly kill an individual of a species. The CESA definition of take does 
not include the terms harm" or "harass" as does the ESA. As a result, the threshold for alakc under 
CESA- is generally considered higher than under ESA, i.e., habitat modification, is not necessarily 
considered take 'Under CESA. Projects subject to the provision of the CESA beCiiiie of their potential to 
adversely affect state-Listed species must receive take authorization through CESA,Seelicin.2080. 'Under" 
SeetiOn.084;CESA requires: Orthat take be incidental to an otherWiselaWful activity; (2) that impacts 
have been minimized andmitigated, (3)_thatlbe permit is consistent with regulations adopted 
Pinsuant,tO,Seetibits121:12;and 2 -1,14 of the CE,SA Recovery Strategy pilot Program, anil:(4)".thai the 
aPpliOant‘haS*Stited ONO* funding to implement minimization and Mitigation measures and monitor 

tilt!!:1110-$1#0,f9*.e.qin-Oilatic4n4.efT.PcOvgll'et5s. The City of  Sacramento's Pat*lAati. 60 
authorizeS4akeofstate4iited.speCies. 
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4::',3 ,Notomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan 

The iiipitet site is withinthe City of Sacramento's permit area for the Natoinas‘ Basin Habitat 
ConserVation Plan: See Figure 3:3 below. 

, 

The:NBIJCP is a regional conservation .plan forminimizingandmitigatingimpactslo multiple species 
from urbanization in the .'Natomas Basin. the USFWS and CDFahave approved the NibliCp and have 
issued take permits to the City of Sacramento for take of federally and state-listed species that result 
from urban development in the Natomas Basin, provided that specific avoidance, ,  minimization : and 
mitigation measures are implemented. 

In addition to the giant garter snake and the Swainson's hawk, a number of other species are protected 
under the HOP,ItnitWo'f:whicii are not protected under either the ESA Or the CESA. those Potentially ,  
affected by the proposed project include burrowing owl, tricolored -blackbird, loggerhead shrike, western 
pop-001e; and California tiger salantander. 
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34 Sacramento City Code 

Chapter 12.56 of Title 12 Of the Sacramento City Code addresses the general protection of trees, within 
the City boundaries. No trees Would be affected by the proposed project 

3.5 Jurisdictional Waters of the United States (Including Wetlands) 
and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 

Waters of theUnited'Statesaredefined.as Water* where use, degradation, or destruction could affect 
interstate or foreign commerce, tributaries to any oethese . ),vaters, and wetlands that meet any of these 
criteria or that are somehow connected to any of these Waters or their tributaries. No Wetlands fall within 
the project area, therefore no regulatory jurisdiction is anticipated, , 

Waters of the United States are subject to Section 404 of the Clean WaterAct.The U.S Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) is the agency in charge of implementing regulations pursuant to Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act, Section 404 establishes a requirement to Obtain a permit prior to any activity that 
involves any 'discharge or fill material in waters Of the United Stat USACE defines wetlands as "these 
areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient 
support, and under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically. adapted for life 
in saturated soil Conditions. 

4LirieditliOnal Water*. ,Of . theState ancl the'fiorter-COlogne Wate 
Quality' Control ACt . 

Under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Catlin:1 Act, "Waters Of the state" 	under thekirisdieticittof 
the Regional Water Quality Contra! Board (RWQC13). Under the 00; RWQC13 Must prepare and 
periodically update water quality Control basiOplan.S. Each basin plan sets forth water quality standards 
for Surface water and groundwater, as well as actions to control non-point and point sources of pollution, 
to achieve and 'maintain theseStandardS. Projects that affect wetlands Or waters must Meet waste 
discharge requirements of tlio ,:R.WQCB., which may be issued in  .addition to a water quality certification 
under Section 401 of the CWA. hOweVer , no wetlands fall within the project area. 

37 Section 1602 of the Fish and Game Code 

CDpG 'regulates activities in rivers, streants, and - lakes-in California, pnrsuant to Section 1.602 of the 
California Fish and Game Code. Activities regulated-bY:DF.G. include diVersions, obstructions, Or 
changes to the natural flow or bed, channel, or bank Of any river, stream, or lake.:Sectien't602'StateSthat 
it is unlawful f6eaki- Perkin to substantially diVert or obstruct the natural flow or substantially 'change 
the bed, channel, or bank of anytiver, stream, or -lake designated by DFG, or USC any material from the 
streambed, withoUt. first notifying .,DFG of such activity: DTG defines a stream as a body of water that 
flows at least periodically orintermittent ly through a bed or Channel having banks and that supports fish 
or other aquatic life. No areas that support permanent or intermittent aquatic habitat are present at the 
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• 	 ,• 

project site that may be subject to Section 1602 of the California Fish and Game Cade. 

3.8,SeCtion.:35634503.5 ,.:OftheT1eltand-,:da ''''''''''''''''' 

Section 3503 of California Fish and Game Code states that it is unlawful to take possess, or needlessly 
destroy the nest or eggs of any bird. Section 3503.5 of the F ish,and Game Code specifically states that it 
is 	

. 	, 	. 
unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any raptors (e.g.- hawks, owls, eagles, and falcons) , 	their 

nests or eggs 

The propOsedProject would not result hi take, posSeSsioii, or destiliction ef any adult' birds or their nests 
or eggs. This Cede is interpreted to 'include disturbance through noise and huMatiAntrusion that could 
result in nest abandonment or premature fledging, so implementation typically takes the form of a 
preconstruction nesting-bird survey and protection of actives nests with an appropriate 
buffer tone until chicks have fledged or the nest is no longer active. 

3.9 Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

The,Migratory Bird TreaV.Act (MBTA) implenientiVariottitreaties4itid Conventions between theS and 
Canada, Japan, Mexico, and the former Soviet Union for 	protection of migratory birds. Under the Act; 
taking, killing, or possessing migratory birds is unlaWful...tinleSS:perniitted by regulations, the Act Makes 
it unlawful to pursue, hunt, take, capture or'k ill; attempt iiimke,.eapttire or kill; possess, offer to or sell, 
barter, purchase, deliver or cause to be shipped, exported, imported, transported, carried. or Tempted any 
migratory bird, part, nest, egg or product, manufactured or not A migratory bird is any species or family 
Of birds that lives, reproduces or migrates within or across: i nternational borders at some point during their . 	 . 	 , 	. 	 . 
.annual life cycle. There are currently 1,007 migratory bird species.coVered,under the MBTA, including 
some that are hunted as game birds theMBTA is administered by the US Fish and Wildlife Service; 
nit act IS interpreted to include disturbance through noise and human intrusion that could result in nest 
abandonment or premature fledging, so implenientition typicallY takes the form of a precOnstrnetion 
nesting-bird survey •mietpreteetiotr Of activei nests within approPriate no-distiirbinee bitffer nine until 
nchicks have fledged of the 	longer active: 
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impAcTs:.ANDlypTIGATION wsusgs 

4.1 Method of Analysis 

4.1.1 Analysis of Effects on the'lilatomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan 

The project was assessed for the project to conflict with the provisions of theNBFICP, and for 
project effects on each species covered by the NB! IC!'The following attributes were selected 
to measure iftheproject Would substantially affect coVered species or attainment of NBHCP 
goals and objectives: 

Construction-related effects on Sun-ival and-reproductiOwof NBEICP covered species, 
f!' Effects of anticipated futiwe use of the bike path (e .g. potential for human-meildlife 

conflicts ), 
Quality of habitat /habitat Suitability to support covered species, and 
Connectivity of site with NW-1CP reserve lands and other open space areas (Integrity of 
Wildlife travel cerridorS). 

'file analyses f  effeotioillioveiad aPeCies Were alio based On the diStribinien Of itteie SPeciaS.in 
the Nato:nips Basin and on their ecology,., 

4.2: Threshold Of Significance 

.ForthepUrpoSe, of-thiS report, the following‘threshOld of Signilleanee wai deVeleped. This threShold .Of 
significance is based Appendix Gaad Section 15.001 of the State CEQNquidelines. 

The proposed 'project is cons idered - to have ;ll Significantimpaet:on biological resources if it would; 

• Result in a substantial adverse effect, either:ditictly Or through habitat modifications, on auY 
:species identified as a candidate, sensitiVe, or special statUS:„speCies in local or 	plans, 
policies, or regulations, Or by DFCi or USFWS. 
:Result in it substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other Sensitive natural cothintinitY 
identified in local orregional, plans, policies, or regulations or by DFC or USDA'S: , 	 , 	. 	. 	. 	,  

:* Result in d substantial adverSe effect on federally 	Wetlandi as defined by Section, 	 . 
the  CWA (iE10414, but not limited to, marsh, Vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct remOyiti,, 
.filling, hydrological...interruPtiOn, Or othermeans: .  

• Interfere substantially viih the movement Of any natie resident Or Migratory fish Or Wildlife" 
.species or with established nativemsident or migratory -Avilrllifeeorridors,,or impede the use of 
native wildlife nurkery. sites:. 

• Conflict with any local policies oi ordinatieesOtotettingbidlogiCal re.:sbuite;Stialf,tis' a tree 
preservation policy or ordinance. 

• Conflict with the prOviSions:of afradoPted'Ilabitat:CcittserVation, Plaii;:-NatUral .COMMUnitY 
.Conservation plan; Or other;  approved,local,,iregional,,ar state habitat conservation-0mi., 
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• Substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species; cause a fish or wildlife population to 
drop belOW self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal comMunitY; or 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of an endangered, rare or threatenedspecies. 

4.3 Effects on Giant Garter Snake 

4.3.1 Summary of Anticipated Effect 

'Habitat Loss. Both the .Ea si Drainage Canal and the pOnclat TanZanite Park (adjacent to 
the shady area) provide Suitable aquatic habitat for giant gaiter snakes (GGS). 
Construction of the proposed project would take place entirely within uplands and Would 
not affect either aquatic feature. This species could travel between these two aquatic 
features using the uplands of the project area; project uplands prOvide some cover in the 
form Of intermittent and sometimes sparse ruderal vegetation, but the uplands are mostly 
.unsuitable because they provide only minimal and discontinuous Cover. Most of the 
Uplands in and around the project area consist of existing surface streets, the existing 
unpaved trail; patches of ruderal vegetation, an area of disturbed ,(mowed) grassland 
south of Truxel Road and around the Tanzanite Park pond, and other paved and denuded .  
arcas. The post construction condition of the trail would similarly lack continuous , 
vegetative cover: No aquatic habitat would be lost or affected, and the small loss of 
upland, habitat would not constitute a significant project effect because it provides.only 
marginal cover afbest. Appendix IlpreVides photos showing existing conditions 

Habitat Cafineetivity. The.propaied trail would have no impaetoihabittifeonneetivitY; 

Displacement Or Less Of Individuai -Snakes. Provided that avoidance and minimization 
inea:stuestire followed (See belGw) no loss of individual snakes is expected during 
,construction because the impact area mostly lacks the cover 	snakes, and 
;construction will take place during the snake's active period. Displacement of the species 
is also unlikely during this phase because construction will take place within relatively 
unsuitable uplaridS. ; Post-ConStniction use of the trail could..  result in loss . ofindividUal 
snakes through snake-bicycle collisions and potentially through harassment by Sit* 
capture; however, the post-construction condition would be sinillar to the existing , 	 . 
condition in terms of habitat suitability and snakes would be unlikely to use the project 
area. 

:Hit*att ineiOaelittientjUsOOf Bikc.Pok:17. ke:peject. nted 4 currently . 	. . 	. 	: 	 , : 	,  for  
bicycle and pedestrian use on an Unpavedirail;:MOWerailieady access the area 

. 	. 	. . . 	. 	„ 
.• 	. 	, 	, 	. 	 • 	.. 	„ 	: 	• .. 

,Maintain vegefaii6hi:the levee road is currently .0Sed. bY MaintenanCeVehieleS;:,ond it is all 
'SandWicited oetween:d'hOUMag deVelopinent::(Willt attendant cats and dogs) 	industrial .• 	. 	, 	 . 	 _ 
and  oflitr ileVelaprtientOri the east and WeSt,' the hitiVilY traVeled TrUxel Reid, the 
:riedrIOntersinte SQ, And larizatiite Park.;:thinfaiferierOichinintNVOillit likely Ina -4Se, 
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but thiiincreaSe Would oCent in:artatea already SUbjeCtIOregiilar 
would

„  
itotsubStainially diminish habitatrimliie for the :giant garter snake. 

442 ficiPtised 00040 00410#04.000,L*1040* 

SeetiOn , V.A: I of the 	Of Sacramento 2603jipeCifieithefolloWing SUM 	I ze 
Not less than 30:dayS'Or 	than; 6.MontliS:prioritOConiineridertient Of construction activities, 
preeanantietiOnStitYey oldie Site ShalLbe‘CondUctedto determine the §tatiii,:arii1;.iiieieriee Of; and 
likeb iMPUCtS to, all .,COVered:StiecieS on the site The results Of thel:PreConiti*tiOn siiivek§ aleitf 
With recommended minimization 	Shall ke:00-innenaclin a report Midi* submitted to 
the...land-OSC'agency, l ../Sf.'WSi.PPFg;-.'nnd The -Nannna*PaSin Conservancy Based 'upon the 
surVeyresults,'the:land-oSe peonittees wilt identify:appliCable:OVOidance and other conservation: 
inne#nees consistent with the NBIXF. The approved iireconstruCtiOn Survey :report and list Of 
..conservation measures will be 	by 	applicant to the appliCablelan&Use agency to 
denion.sitatecemplianceuith:theNBFICP. kreconnaissanee:survey should be conducted prior to 

,species,specifiCsuryeys i to determine what habitats are 	and what, if any more...intensive 
isurvey activities shriald be conducted to accurately determine the status Of the Covered species On 
the site; , (SpOthe:NBACP for the ftill text Of this section) 

For giant garter snakes, the site visit conducted on .hatc 10, 201 1 kyv0 the purpose of the 
reemiriaiSSance survey and ittelsjieCieS4eCifiCiiiikOiiitriretion surVeYfieCatiSeiiintter Snakes..  
are asSifiried to be present This biological report full-111S the report requirement identified 
VA of the NBHCP (above) b) ProViding .ah assessment of habitat suitability and list of 
avoidance and 'minimization ineriSnri*to iireteet giant *tee OM* 

The following avoidance and minimization measures are taken from section V,Of the NEWICP 
(Cit) of Sacramento 2003). They arc summarized below but should be implemented fully as 
presented in the N131-1CP. Mitigation is not being recommended as it has already been provided 
through the City's participation in the 1%1BHCF'. Compliance and construction monitoring are also 
,required, and this requirement is discussed in section 4:10 below :  

The measures below are based upon the understanding that construction will take place en y rel 
within upland habitats and will not directly or indirectly afT ect adjacent aquatic habitats. Best 
management practices shall be incorporated into the construction design to ensure no impacts to 
adjacent aquatic and wetland feature s . .  

GGS-1: Ail construction activities that involve ground disturbance  s for gllra:cttstane rictred to 
the period of May 1 through September 30. This  is the active period  
Snakes and they are expected to avoid danger during thia time 

GGS-2: A preconstruction survey shall be tompleted'bj ,. .a qualified biologist approved 
by the USFWS no more than 24 hours prior to the onset of construction (site preparation, 
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grading). Another sueli sirvey shillbe.eompletedifebnitruCtianitopS for4perioil Of , 	, , 	, 	„ 
twe ot mere Weeki. 

CGS-3: Cleating shall.be einifined t`o,thethininiuin atenneeessary to; faeilitate 
construction : All giant garterSnakehabitatentside-ofedristrUetiOnatens Shall  be flagged 
as an cfiVironinentaily Sensitive area. These areas shall- be avoided by all construction 
personneL 

IGGS=4:, Construction personnel shall receive:USFW&apptoired epvirOnmental-
awareness training instructing workers on how to identify giant garter snakes a,nd their 
habitats, and what to do if a•giafit garter snake is encountered during ,construction 
activities. During this training an mite biological monitor shall be designated. While not 
specified in the NBHCP. FWS requires the biological monitor to be present during all 
construction activities (K. Berry pers comm.) to ensure that that no GGS arc harmed by 
foot, vehicle, and equipment activities. The biological monitor shall be responsible for , 	. 
preparing the compliance monitoring report specified in section 4.10 below, pursuant to 
NI3HCP sections E.1.b. and c, Chapters V I .El.b and VIE 1 c. 

GGS-5: If alive giant garter snake is found during construction activities, the USFWS 
and the biological monitor shall immediately be notified. The biological monitor, or 
his/her assignee, shall stop construction and follow guidance specified in NBHCP section 
V.A-.5.a,(7). 

• CGS-6: 'UpOii:loCating dead,injuted, or Sick federally listedivildlife, the perinittees Or 
their designated agents inusfnotify within one wOrking.day the S.erVieet DiViSiOn -of 
Law Enforcement (2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento CA 95825) or the Sacramento Fish 

--arid Wildlife Office (2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605; Sacramento, CA 95825, 
telephone 916,414-6600). Written notification to both Offices mu -st be made .within  .three 
calendar days and must include the date, tint,  and  location of the fiuding of a specimen 
and any Other pertinent information. 

GGS-7: Fill or construction debris may be used by giant garter snakes as over wintering 
'Mira. Upon completion Of construction activities, all temporary fill and/or construction 
.debris shall he removed from the 	If this material is situated 	undisturbed giant . 	 , 
: garter snake habitat and is to be removed between OctOberl and .April 30; it shall be 
inspected by aqUalified biologist to assure that giant garter snakes are not using it AS 

ibe maculae: ,  

.GGS-8:,No plastic,. mono 'lament, jute, or similar.erosion-dontrol.mattingl at tou 
entangle snakes 'sill be 	otra project site when Working within 200 feet of aquatic 
or rice habitat. Possible substitutions include -ccie.imut c.oie Matting, lackified 

- hydroseeding compounds, orother material approved by wildlife agencies. - 
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GCS-0: While not specified in the.NIAld), we recommend posting educational signs 
along the trail about giant garter snakes to educate the public about the species possible 
presence and encourage avoidance of bicycle or pedestrian encounters. Additionally, 
'speed limits could be recOmMended. 

4.13 Anticipated Significance after Implementation Of Measures. 

After implementation of approved avoidance and minimization measures the project would have 
a less-than-significant adverse effect on giant garter snakes. 

44 Efifigts:ori 	flay** 
444 ponioryOfAntiCipateit'EffeOt; 

Habitat Loss The project area does not proVide suitable neithighaoicaffoes*oiiiote 
hawks and it provides only Marginal -foraging habitat: The project *Mid not result 
habitat loss for Swamson s hawks 

Habitat trifinectivItic The project would have no impact on habitat tonneetivity for 
SWeinion's"haWks. 

Human EneralichnientfUse of Bike Path Human encroachment into the project area 
would increase With the proposed trail, but irwOtild• not represent a substantial change to 
'existing conditions and wotild not have -an adverse .  effect onSwainson's,hawiss. 

, 
42 PrOPOseriAvoidancP and Minimization Measures 

Section V.A.I of the NBI1CP (City of Sacramento 003) specifies the following: Not leSS'thati 30 
days or More than 6 months prior to commencement Of construction activitie s , a precOnstetiction. 
survey of the site shall be 'conducted:  to determine the status and presence Of, ancklikcly . intpaets 
to, all covered species on the site. The results of the preconstruCtion• surveys :along with 
recommended:  minimization measures shall be documented in a report and he submitted to the 
land-use ageney,.ILISMS; .CDFG, and The IslatOinas :Brisiii•COnserVan4.- - BaSed upon the survey 
results, the land ,-use.perritittee 	 avoidance and oilier eonsgrvation 
meaSures.consistent with therip!icp.-The . ripproVedpreconstruction!survey.doCurnentsand list 
of conservation measures willlieSubin itied by the ipiilicein to the applicable latid-uSe itiellOkiO 
'demonstrate compliance with the;NBHCFa. --kreeinineiSiaiiie SiirVekstioni lie -cOadadted.ptiOf.:to 
iPteiei,aPeCifie siiiveY. S to determine What habit* are 'weight and what, ilanyi .ntore,intentive 

.survey,aCtivitieS-ShOutd:,beconditcted. tOliCcarately. determine the status of the covered species on 
the site. (See the NBFWP for the full text at this section.) 
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For Swainton's hawks, the site visit conduCted Mi June 10, 2011 terVeS the purpOte Of the 
reconnaissance SitiveY discussed abOVe. The species-specific pieCOristhretiiiii survey -,  is Outlined' 
below This report fulfills the report requirement identified inV.A.4 Of the ''N 

SeetiOn.V.A,5ib..(1) (cumulative 	Of the NEttiop states :- The city of Sacramento has 
limited its permit area within the Samson's Hawk Zonc .  to the approximately . 52 acres.  Ideated 
within the North Natotnas.Commnnity 'Plan that was designated for urban "deVelopmenf in . 1994 
and likewise; will not grant development -approvals within the Swainson's Hawk Zone beyond 
this designated 252 acres. The project an= is :within the North Natomas Community Plan but it, is, 
not Within the Swaimon's Hawk Zone and is therefore not subject to this restriction. 
The following..avoidanec.,and-MinimizatiOn measures are taken from section V 0 -t. the NBHCP 
(City of Sacramento 2003). They are summarized below but should be imPleMented fully at 
presented in the NBHCP. Mitigation is net being, recommended as film already been provided. 
through the City's participation. in .:the NBHCP. Compliance and construction monitoring arc also 
re(lifirettand this requirement is discussed in section 4,10 below. , 	 • 

The measures belOviare based iM the ttliderStaiiding that no trecs Will be removed for -Alit project. 

• SWIIA-1: Prior to the coi.stinctiOn,.apreconstitietion'Sinvey Shall be ioniPleted. to 
determine whether any active Swainson'S hawk nett sites occur within 0.5,mile of the 
construction site These surveys 'Shall be conducted according to the SWainson'S Hawk 

- Technical AdviSory Committee s (May 31, 2000) Methodology, or updated 
-methodologies, as approved the CDFG, r usingexperienced Swainton's,haWk 

SyVIFIk2; If breeding Swainson's hawks.(4.e., birds exhibiting nestAmilding or nesting 
behavior) are identified, no new ditturbances . (e.g; heavy equipment operation associated 
with construction) Will occur within 0.5 Mile ,between March 15 and . Septeinber ,15, or 
until a CDF.0-approved biolOgist. has-:determined ,that young have -fledged or that the nest ,  
it no longer occupied. lithe actiVenest Site is locatedwithin : 0.25 - Mile of existing urban 
development, the no-new-disturbance zone can be limited to 0/5 mile. 

.SW,HA-3: Wheredisttirbance Ora SiViiiiiiOn'ititiWk nest earinet be avoided, Stich 
disturbance shall 	temporarily avoided (i.e:,•constriittion activities deferred Until after 

,ThenestingseasOn)-and then,. if unavoidable, he nest tree 	be destroyed during the 
non-nesting seasOn. For ,PurPoses,ofthisprevisiOn the SwainsOn's . hawk nesting season it 
defined at March I 5to September 15 Ifa nest tree (any tree that has an active nest in 
year the impact is to occur) must be removed, treerenietval shall only Oeetir between 
: - Septeritheij.5 andfebrtiery 1, 

B;W:11A-.4 If a Swaittson!s hawk nett tree is 49 be rentoved, and fledglmgs are ..present, the 
:tree may not be reinoVed until September '15 or until 	California DepartMent of Fish 
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and-Gamehas determmedthat theyoung have fledged and are longerdependem. upon. 
•Ole nest W.c. 

, 
• SWHA-S: If constinetion .or.other project-related activities. that may cause nest 

.abandonment or forced 	are proposed within the 0.15-0:5-mile, buffer zone,. 
intensive monitoring (funded by the project sponsor) by a.CDFG-apprOyed raptor: 
biologist Will be required:: Exact implementation of this measure Will be based on specific 
inforMatiOn afthe project•site: 

4•4.3 ArsticIpatect Significance after ImjilementatIon of Measures 

After implementation of approved avoidance and minimization measures, the project would have 
a lest-than-significant adverse effect on Swainson's haWks. 

Effepts. On guirrowing OW10 
OfAiilicipated Effedt, 

Habitattosici A CNDDB reCordihOWS'that netting burrir:Ving'oWIS Used the -east Mid 
*est levees of The East Drainage canal adjacentitO.the north end Of the.prOjeet - area in 
2003. NO burrowing owls Were detected dtiting ,the, June 10, 2011:Site visit ;  and suitable 
dens werenet detected in the construction-impact area HOwever,,tenstruetion Of the 
'prOjettWould removcsomeof this hibitat•roin potential futiifOUSC. 

„. 
Habitat ,ConnectiVrtii. The project would have effetten habitat connectivity for , 	 . 	. 	 , 
burrowing-owls. 

.Human .Encroachment/Use of Pike Path Human encroachment and use of the 
;Proposed trail Would I ikelydiscourage future .use by burrowing owls, but most of the 
project area is adjacent to :intensive human development .  and suitability for burrowing 
owls it already diminished by dogs, cats:, Skateboarders,. and other human UseS. 

441 Proposed Avoidance anctlfriimmizeitton',Aleasures 

The following avoidance and minimization measures are taken from section V of the 1VBFICP 
(City Of Sacramento 2003) They -  are summarized below but should be implemented fully as 
.presented in the NI3fICP::.Mitigation is not being recommended as it has already been provided 
thraugh.the - Citfs - participation in-the NBHCP. Compliance and construction 	are also , 	. 	. 	 . 
required, and this requirement is discussed in ieetion-4.10beloW. 

• BUOW=1: A CMG-approved biologist shall perform a preconstruction survey of the site for 
burrowing owls. The results of the to-reconstruction survey shall be submitted to the land -use 
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agency With jurisdiction,'civer the site prior to construction and a mitigation program shall be 
deVeloped if necessary: 

BUOW-2: Occupied burrows shall not be disturbed during the nesting season (February 1 
through August 3.1) unless an approved biologist verifies through !ion-invasive measures that 
either: a) the birds line not begun egg-laying and inCubation; or b) that juveniles from the 
occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent survival. 

BUO'W-3: If nest sites are found, CDFG shall be contacted regarding suitable mitigation 
measures as specified in the NBHCp, which could include establishing a non-disturbance 
buffer zone or passive relocation. Follow specific guidance in the NBHCP. 

BUOW-4: Where avoidance is not possible, disturbance and/or destruction of burrows shall 
be offset through development of suitable, habitat on TNBC  upland reserves. Such habitat 
shall include creation of new burrows with adequate foraging area 

BUOW-5: No specific guidanceonthe methods of the preconstmction survey are provided in 
the liCP: however, it is assumed for this project that the preconstruction survey will follow ; 
methods provided by either CDFG (CDFG 1995 or newer) or the Burrowing Owl Consortium 
(Burrowing Owl Consortium 1993): 

4.5.3 Anticipated Significance after Implementation of Measures 

After implementation of approved avoidance and minimization measures, the project would have . 	 , 
a less-than-significant advcise effect on burrowing owls. 

:Ofect,S011.3:0,10:01oredi .alackblidS 

4.01 Sui.nerartefAntiCiPatedgffeCt 

'Habitnt : LOSs.. :The Project area provides no Suitable nesting Or foraging h abitat for 
tricolored blaCkbirdk.  SO there wOuldbel:'no habitat loss 

Habitat Connecthily The project sould have no Impact on habitat conne.tn It) 

llninan Encroachment/Use rif Bike Path Tncolored blackbirds coUld:ffiatentially , nest, 
.near the Construction Urea; therefore, construction-related disturbance would be the 
piiiiiiiik'ithoidt.:PiAtS.colistiiietkiii . iiSe'Ofthe trail .WititilifnailiaVenif adVerie,effect 
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. 	 . 	 . 

. 	. 
nesting because potential nesting habitat is more than 100 feet away and inside a chain-
link fence. Nesting near the trail is unlikely in any event. 

46,1PrOposod Avoidance andilfininiizetionNleasupea 

The following avoidance and mininiization measures are taken from section V of the NBUICP 
(City of Sacramento 2003) They are summarized below but should be implemented fully as 
presented in the NBHCP. Mitigation is not being recommended as it has ahead: ,  been provided 
through the City's participation in the NBHCP. Compliance and construction monitoring are also 
required, and this ,requirement is discussed in section 4.1.0 beloW. 

• TRBL-1: A preconstruction survey shall be conducted for presence of breeding and 
nesting tricolored blackbirds. If surveys determine tricolored ,  blackbirds are present, 
the following measures shall be implemented in accordance With the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act to av-oiddisturbanee to active(occupied) nesting cOlonies. A-boundary 
'shall be marked by brightly colored Construction fencing that establishes a buffer 
zone of 500 feet from the active nest site No Construction-related disturbance shall 
occur within the 500-foot fenced area during the nesting Season to July 1, or While 
birds are present. A qualified biologist mast determine young have fledged and nest 
sites are no longer active before the nest site may be disturbed. 

4.6.3 Aniicipated:Significance aeier implementation ofMeasurea 

After implementation of 006*d triOidinee and niinimiiitionineasurcs, , the.i project would have 
aleSS-EthanFsignificant adverse effect on tricolored blatkbirdS, 

EffectS "on LOggerhead Shrike .  

4.7.1 Summary of Anticipated Effect 

'Habitat Loss: TheconstructiOn‘impact'areaprovides foraging habitat for loggerhead 
shrikes but it'doeamit'providc nesting habitat. 

.1-tibitat C011neetiVity, No less of habitat eviiiiectivity for leggerhead:'Shrikes' ,wOnld . 	 . 	, 
result from project iMplementation. 

Human Encroachment/Use of Bike Path. Post-Construction use of the proposed trail - 
could temporarily' displace foraging loggerhead shrikes,.but .would not be likely, to 
adversely affect nesting. 

4.7.2 Proposed Avoidance and Minimization fileasuieS - 

The.f011oyving . avoidance and minimization measures are taken from Section V of the „ 	. 	 , 
	 (City of Sacramento 2003). They are summarized below but should be implemented fully as  
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present in he •NBHCP. Mitigation is not being recommen ed as i hasalready been provid ,•, 	 , .. 
through the City's participation in the NBI-ICP, Compliance and Construction monitoring are also , 	 . 
required, and this requirenient iS discussedia seetion 4. 1.0"bel6w. 

%L.SH.-.1: :A preconstritotion survey shall be cdriduCted. If Surveys identify an'actiVe 
loggerhead shrike nest that will be,adverselY'affected, the deVelofier shall inStall ,  
brightly Colored construction fencing that establishes a ‘boinidary 100 feet from the 
active nest. Nplidisturbanceassociated 	construction shall Occur within the 100- 
foot fenced area during the nesting season of March 1 through July 31. A qualified 
biologist must determine that young haVe fledged or that the,nestis no longer 
occupied prior to disturbance of the nest site 

4.7.$ AneicipSectSignificancepfterimplementOtion otNleasures 

After implententationof approved avoidance and minimization measures, the project would have 
a less7than4igtiificant adverse effect on loggerhead shrikes. 

4.8 Effects on California Tiger Salamander 

tirrisrpary-otAnOcipiitiod: Effect 

Habitat Loss California tiger salamanders are not currently knourn to occur in the 
Natoma.s.Basin, but are considered in the NpEtcP as a species that could potentially ,  use 
the basin in the future. The project area itself provides no suitable breeding habitat and 
little if any suitable upland, but CTS could potentially use the adjacent Tanzanite pond 
and could traverse the project area to find suitable uplands if they were to become 
established. CTS occurrence is highly unlikely, however, and the project would , notiesult 
inhabitat:los's: 

'HibititCOrineetilitY.NO:16$ Of habititteaniteetiVitYoUld. r4UlefronithePrOjeet :  

:-Human Encroachment/Use of BIke Path I luman encroachment and *0.10 the 
'proposed trait could adversely 	CTS:niOyinghet*eektiplands and :Taniatitte004: if 
they were present in their 0.6 -$0:02; 0*i.0.04 . toltittitteo ,f"tot* use Of the;ttai tare 

, O*004,, 

.4 8 .2Prc posed 	 fillisel::044.,auiii 

171*,f.011e-Wing,a0idand -0,41fid.:itiiniMilatiOn:titeaanre$ arc taken from itetien:Y of the .14BHCP 
(City of SacraineittO2003):: :  They are 'Sninenarized below but ShOUldbe'iMplernentedltilly as 
:presented in theldBFICP:,MitigatiOn is not hohtg recommended asit has Oready...been7Irovii* 
*moo the City!S .partieipatiOn in the NBHCF. COMplianCeandOnStrtiCtiOn'triOnitorihgsAro, also 
;required, 404 this requirement is discussed in sectien:4.10 :1?elow.; 

[

: 
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.„ 	. 	. 	....„ 	. 	. 	, 	. 	. 	. 	. 	„. 
• icTS4 -A ,  preCOnStrtretion.surveyShollbe required If kSuri ■ey.determ ines the :p.reseriee: 

Of OatifOrnialigei.alariiaiidet',.tItelanduSe agency shall cOninit,i'vithtbe..USF.),VS to 
deterMineiPPrOPriate itteasareS tO .aVoitatid 

„ 	 , 	 ' . 	• 
• CTS-2: Nelnidance is provided On the type of *construction sUrvey. or-die 

qualifications of the surveyor, but for purposes of this- PrOjeet we'recommend that an. 
agency-approVed biologist .conduct a single visit to search for migrating adults on a rainy 
night in bla■retriber or December Of the Winter before censtraetion. Construction i5 
currently scheduled for summer 0,2012, so this Survey should be conductedin 
**ember or December (12011. 

483 Anticipated Significance after Implementation of Measures 

After implementation of approVed avoidance and minitniiition'measures i:the Project would hav 
a less-than-significant adverse afield on Californiatiger salainanders. 

49 Effects on Other Nesting, Birds _ 	, 

4.94 Summary of Anticipated Effect 

management,.and therefore are considered of moderate value to nesting birdS. 

Habitat.ConnectivitY. No loss of habitat.eonnectivity would 	from project „ 	 . 
imPlementation. 

linman .‘Encroachment/Use of Bike Path POsti.constineiion . use.of the proposed trail . 	. 	. 	. 
could temporarily displace othertoird.species;-but would not be likely to ads ergely affect 
nesting. 

492 Proposed Avoidance and Minimization Measures 

As discussed jn -sectiOn.3b above, migratory birds and raptors are proteetrd . b)!..bOtb the federal 
Migratory Bird Treity :A.4.'t-t.12d-':cal!f:O5..rikti'Fil.i.and.tanii Cede: We provide the 	!rig 
aioidancc and minimization measure to comply sIth these regulations This measure is not 
specified in.tlie.NBHCP.bUt complies With these two. requireme nts. 

• NESTING BIRD-4: A preconstruction survey for nesting birds shalt be performed by a 
qualified biologist prior to construction, Within the project area and a 300-foot buffer 

'tt, not more than tWo weekS prior, to, ConstrUction and preferably less than one Week,- 
for all birds not naMedaboVe. If active nests are found, a no-disturbance buffer zone of 
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• 

100 to 300 feet shall be established around them according to an agency-approved 
biologist's assessment of the species'sensitivityto disturbance. Within this buffer zone, . 	, 	, 	 , 
no construction activity will be allowed -until August, 31 or the biologist determines that 

-.the nest is no longer active. 

• NESTING BIRD,-2: In compliance with section V Of the NBHCI', the nesting-bird 
survey , should also include a:search of suitable habitats within 0.25 miles for nesting 
white-faced ibis. No construction shall take place within 0.25 mile of nesting white-faced 
ibis between May 15 and Augusi ,3 I or until.the,biologist has determined that the young 
have fledged. 

4.9.3 Anticipated Significance after linplementatiori of igreaainta 

After implementation of approved avoidande and minimization measures, the project would have 
a less-than-significant adverse effect on nesting migratory birds, including raptors. 

4.10 Coropi lance atikti -  cOnstructian..Moriitoring 

Pursuant to section El  ..b. and El .0 of the N131-1.CP (Chapters VI .E .I.band V-1:E.1c) and :summarized 
below (please refer to the NBHCP for the full requirements), compliance monitoring e nsures that the City 
Of Sacramento Carries out the terms of theNTIHCF', the implementing agreement; and the associated 
permits. The Natornas ,;Basin Conservancy,  (TNBC) is the primary entity responsiblefor compiling, 
retaining, and making available to the wildlife agencies data on compliancewith the provisions and 
obligations contained within the NBHCP and the associated implementing agreement, The City of 
Sacramento shall conduct compliance monitoring and report to TNBC on their compliance, including 
implementation of avoidance, minimization, and mitigation ineasures. Compliance monitoring wi ll  
include the status of the implementation of the NBHCP terms and conditions (e g, financial 
responsibilities and obligations, management responsibilities, and other aspects Of the incidental take 
Permits, HCP, and the implementing agreement) Compliancemonitoring-accountingto be completed by 

City of Sa.crainentoshall quanti 

:(I) The -amount and ideation, in Written and GIS Mapping formats, of all lands approved for authorized 
:development by Ovine patties for which mitigation fee:S .  Were Paid to TNBC in.the preceding Year 
*hiding the follow inginforinatibit: 

a. Acreage (annual, incremental and cumulative) 
- b. Location (e .g., within Swainson's hawk zone, within .HCP area) 
c., Type(e.g., • yegetation type, vernal 'pool, Swainson's hawk potential,nest.habitai). 

(2) The amount and location of all lands approved .  for Authorized Development by public agencies 
public works projects) tar which Mitigation Fees were paid to TNBC in the preceding year. 
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, 
(3)An accounting of the taking of any individual giant garter snakes, SwainSon's haWks, or other Covered 
Species, if known as a result of Covered Activities m the Permit Areas in the preceding year; including 
any ,specimens taken for scientific purposes. 

(4)Implementation of Incidental Take avoidance measures: 

PrecOnstenctiOn tir.voys:and , aii3Oidanee4tteaAttet tisciihotit be 	nd 	r Aro 
disturbing activities 
BUCCeSsOr . failurein :iMPlOtheritingtakeaVoidantOoteasnres 

0, Recommendations for changing or improvtng take avoidance measures 

The city of Sacramento sbalitifeOare:and provide to the biologists completing preconStruCtionsuryeys 
and biological 	preoOnStrUetiOnStifyey form as required in Sections 11 7 A 1 and yt:E.1 of 
,Nkt.t.lq), The following specific informational ileitis arc anticipated to be included Withirithei.pre 
construCtiontemplate,form and shall serve.asluideliries for pre -construction surveys for individual 
development.projects , completed prior to approval ,oftlie phyriate templateform:' 

• Site description; Possible sub-items include: ,  current rind ,hiStOrleal land usestliabitats; ., curient: , 	, 	• 	„ 	• 	• • 	.••, 	• 	: 	..! 	,• ,•, 	• 	• 	• 	.•• 	. 	•• 	• ,. 	• 	,•. 	, 	. 	. 	• 	, 
and historical adjacent land uses/habitats; and any vernal pools ,  and seasonalvetlandalocated 
On Or adjacent (Within :250 feet) to the ::project ::Site:  
Recorded e0ered speeies occurrences Consult CNDDB, TNBC, records published in the 
NBHcP,:ete:,, to document records Of covered species on and near the project site 
Prior bio!ogiotanalYseS, Summarize findings of prior biological analyses conducted on. site 
pursuant to specific development project CEQA eNiluationS. 

d Results of botanical 	Pessible=Siih4tetits include : dates botanical in%entorles ere 
400404-.'ci. s, plant -C,OitiMiihities On"..Site;*bOther habitat for any covered - Plant species occur On 
the site, and4eitiOnStratiOn:Ofeonipliarice with any additional p*OnStrnctiOn surveys as 
iregairedthrinighpfior. .reOew and/or environmental anal) eritidneted for the Subject 

„ 
Results Of teennitaitaartet SiirVeyS, Any species observed ,  on site.,isbotticibe:.desCribedand 
notcd. Surveys should be appropriately timed so that they may detect covered species ,  for 
.which, habitat is found on the subject site Other examples of appropriate timing ;  of covered 
speties .surycysl:Include,, but are not limited; to if any trees are on or iii the Vicinity of the 
'Project site itirVeyi'inaSt beilmed. -to detect S*Airison :!:;S•..hak riekthig; and if britiOWS are 
i: preSent; i SurVeysineeci tobe tuned to detect .burroving OWUnesting. In cases where the 
of Surveys affects their otiteonie; the SUrveYs Maybe conducted the year prior to  
UctiVitieS; .h*eif.eri#sting .birdstnakbe surveyed the year that eouitruetion*tiVitieS 
occur,

• 	, •. . • 	. 	• 
W;h6d:PatentialneSting habitat xiSts. on the project site 

tOk10,164 -OfiiiN4's and rcsearcb Report covered species thafOOVOCOr'.eirtitityPotentially. 
000 'oeetitiehoWeitifil'.hejliised:tipoh habitat 6 .61* adjaeinttalhe'ite and 

: proximity of knOWilletalitieS!or occurrences of the species). 
• Project activities thatcOn14.aiTttt ooveri.-4,spCeic's; Examples include, but are;nrit:Initited;10:: 

deWatering; filling tit telbeiiiing; 	reittoOlafa nest tree; :work within A.5:01.0of a nest . 	. 
tree; .:reatoyal ofburrolisedbyowls.,:work-liearburrows; :any work. pear -other ne.5.ting: bird .  
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, 

ipeeii; fill Of.weilands,,w:ork near a wetlandthat cOtild , Cliange the 'iVetlaiid'iJiydrOlogy or 
Water 

h.. Retonoridatiorii,- Theiielogisf Should reCommend , appropriareavoiclanee:aatitirihniiation 
measures baSed-upon:the,habitats that =Or on Or adjacent to the projeCtsite, the species 
May occur on ot:iidjidtfit.:07the project site, and the types, of activities that eoitid affect 
covered Spepies. flaseitOkr/ie.110e. 2011 site Visit, r*'ceiritt#eitilations arc beirrgproWed- in 
thLy remit, 

j. While not specified in theNBHtP, we recommend I"C")r. purposes Of this project thal'thiS-
compliance reportinelude :dotails of construction monitoring, including any special-status: 
species seen, anY.,,permit violations encountered, and any take Of special status species: 

.:411 Effects.: ,140::onootsfoticto.tooto§st, o:NOHop 
This project will haVelio adverse impaets ottlthe conservation strategy of the NI3HCP. 

4.1.2 Effects on Attainment of 	Goals and Objectives 

This project will have no adverse , impacts on attainment Of.,M11-1CP goals and objectives. 
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.5.0.: DISCOSSION-ANti,;RECoMMENDATION$... 

:53,Ag'enweonstiltation 

Following CompletioiVof this liePtht,•the City cifSacrinttentO'ikill'Contact ,the:USFWS, the:cDFG, arid The 
Natomas Basin Conservancy toliiitiate informal consultation on the project, as per the teirita and 
conditions Of the NI3HCP (City of Sacramento 2003). Using the avoidance and minimization measures, 
the City should confirm the determination of impact significance for N13HCF listed species, and finalize` 
the preconstruction activities and other mitigation measures discussed in this report. The City should 
finalize the measures based on agency input prior to implementation. 

5 2 Preconstruction, COnstruction and Post-constructionActivities 

Table 52 below summarizes the primary actions required for preconstmetion, construction, and post-
construction activities by date. 

5.3 Participation in NBHCP 
The City Of Sacramento, through the agency consultation process, should participate in the 
Participation is antiCipated to include iniplementingavoidince and minimizitiOnmeaSures outlined in this 
report Since the project falls Within thcCity's-,PerMif alto, therefore additional fees are not anticipated 

. 	 - 	 - 

fin:41 
Biological Resources Report 
East Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project 
August 30, 2011 

pigo.  43.  May 4 Asiociates, Inc 
182 Seal Rock Drive 

Safi Francisco, CA 94121 
(41-5) 391-1000 



Table 5.2. SummarY of Preconstruction Activities. 
ir 

            

  

'etivity 

   

Purpose/details 

   

        

 

•Giant garter snake 
reconnaissance survey 

 

Completed June 10, 
2011 

 

Species. assumed Present. 

   

       

  

Preconitructiciti Survey 
for California tiger 
salamander (CTS-1) , 

 

Nevennber or 
December 2011 
assumes 

construction Surniner 
2012) 

 

CTS are best detected'Yisuilly on rainy oights in.Winter 
or by trapping. FOIloyst'-n:neatotes 051.4 in section 40, 

,pursuant to .NDHCP. 

   

        

           

 

•Swainion's hawk nest 
, survey (suviito.) 

 

Marth ,  2012, 
(assumes 
:construction SUrnmer 
2012) 

 

Follow measures SH1-5 in section 4.0 above; NBHCP 
requires following Swainson's Hawk TAC-methodology, 
which starts in March. 

   

           

  

PrecOnitructIon survey 
for burrowing OWI 
(Ely0W-1 

 

April 2012 (assumes 
construction sUrphier 
2012) 

 

Follow measures 801-4 in section 4.0 above; use 
established survey protocol, begin early enough to 
allow time to develop and implement mitigation with 
CDPG if necessary. 

   

       

           

  

Nesting-bird survey .  

(NESTING BIRD-1) 

 

Within:14 days of 
beginning of 
:construction 

 

'Follow measures TB1,.151, and NB1-2 to cover 
tricolored blackbirds, loggerhead shrikes, and all other _ 
birds protected by MBTA and Fish and Game Code, 
including a 0.25-mile radius for white-faCedibis: 

   

           

 

PreconstrUCtiOn GGS 

:Survey (pps2) 

 

Within 24 hours of 
beginning of 
construction 

 

FollOvi Measure GGS2; use established survey , 	- 
protocol, repeat surveys if there is a lag in construction 
'activities of more than . 2 weeks. 	 , 

   

            

            

  

Identify and flag 
environmentally 
sensitive areas (ESAs) 

 

Prior to construction 

 

ESAs should be established by a qualified biologist for 
GGS habitat and active bird nests. Follow measures for 
GGS, burrowing owl, tricolored blackbird, loggerhead 
shrike, and nesting birds in section 4.0 above. 

   

            

  

Conduct 
ërivirohmefltal 

awarenesstraining for 
'GGS (GGS-4) 

 

Immediately prior to 
construction and any 
time new workers 
are hired 

 

Construction personnel shall receive USFWS-approved 
environmental awareness training instructing workers 
on how to identify GGS and their habitats, and what to 
do if a GGS is encountered during construction 
activities 

   

       

           

            

        

A qualified GGS biological monitor shall be present on - 
site for the duration of construction (K. Berry pers. 
comm.)  

  

  

Conduct GGS 
biological monitorin 
( GGS-4) 

 

Through* 
construction 

   

       

  

'PrePare•toinpliante 

00,Pitor!n8 . F.qtqt, 

 

After construction is 
completed 

 

Prepare the compliance monitoring report as outlined 
in section 4.10 above and sections E.1.p. and E.1.c. in 
the NBHCP, Chapters 1V.E.lb and 1V.E:lc.  
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:Appendii(X Species Observed ,at.0$'04' ..0taaCia0enWe. ; :gaot .  
:Drainage Canal -Bike Trail Study Area 

Table Al Wildlife Species Observed or Heard dining the June 10, 2011 Site Visit. 

CMnItiOn Name 	 'Scientific Name  
American coot 	 Fidicaathericana  
American Crow_ 	 CorvaSbrackvilrync4s  
Amer icaritkestrel, 	 • Falco sparverius  
Barn swallow 	 Mr:111dd rustica 
Black phdebe 
Brewer's blackbird 
Cliff swallow 
Eurcipean . starling 
Great egret 	. 
House finch 

    

Stvornisuigrlearts 
E;c9hakus cynizaceplialus 
Ilirundo pyrrhorvta, 
giurnm vulkaris'  
Ardea alba  
Carpodeici is: IflICOflUS  X 

    

    

    

    

    

    

Mallard . , 	 Arras platyrhyri.clios:  
Mourning ilciVe 	 Zennfda niiiiiiiiirci:  

F 	 ' Northern mockingbird  -, 	" 	 :  Mlinu.S. palAtoilas  
Pied-bille4 grebe.: 	" 	 :PO Iiiii.ibus podw*  
lailiey . iitiltUre.,, 	 Calhartes aura 	. 

. 	 WOtern kingbird 	 ",yrarin* verilealit  
'WeSterri:Crub-jay 	 Apire/OCOrna. Cd/iforirico 

Black-tailed iiaró 	 Lepus californicus : 
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Table A.ZPlantSpecies Observed ilurin 
SCIENTIFIC NAME 
‘,4vena fatuu 
Brassica rapa 
Brornus dlandrus 
'Bromus:hordedaeiri 
Charnotnilla suaveolens 
C'entaurea calcitrapa 
Centaurea serlstitialiS 
ConvOlvulus arvenslc 
Cynpdon  &Taylor?  
Epilobiuni sp. (lwichyearPurn?) 

die June 10 2011. Site Visit. • 

COMMON NAME' 
Wild oats 
Field mustard 

. ripgUt .breete: 
'Oft 
ChthzOrnile 
Putple,star thisae 
YelloW,star thistle 
Bindweed 

Bermuda grass 
Annual fireweed , 

Erodiun:  
Etiphorbia sp. 
•gerahizini ili;seet tun , 
:Nemizonia sp- 
Hirschfeldla Mediu 

Big fruited filaree, Stork's bill 
Annual euphOrbia 
Cut leaved-gemniUni 
Tar plant 
Mediterranean mustard 	 

HordeiTrit liretelOritheruir? 
Ilarderrin depresSUTn: 
/fut. -400n ttuttinunt ssp gu,s'fluneunt40 
Hordewn niUrirrainiTibsp..?leporinion 
,LgettiCa serriala 

.1.if0,0' .F101,#.10001.  
'LotairfeOrniarlaiirS:."-  
rytt/ktiiarvifienic! .. .  
Vol 0011a leproSa 

.".:tifari.!Uhitrini*E'rlgare:  
:Ratrkuria inatrieeirlpides 

..j'AfediCago... -PPlyinarPha.. 
24f4ilaus  	 
;NaSella Perlaira  

Picris ech101deseT... 
	• V.A...  

meadOW barley 
i :DWarf, barley' 
Meditermnean barley 	, 

•Hare 
prickly .Wild  lettuee,„ „ 
Perennial riePperweed 
Ttalian wildrye 
Bird's foot trefoil 

..iCheeieWeed: 
Alkali mallow 
.1-letrehOun 
,pineapc le Weed .  
.bur-clover 
..'Swget clover 	 
pumieneOlegrass, 
Harding grass 
Prickly oxtongue 
Annual blUegraSS :poet cr.nruta..  

"PolygpriitiriarenaSOrni 
. •PalypOgon:nionSpeller. T.si..S;.' 

-Wild radish 
....6aPhanns raphardStrutA 
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:ecinunba knotweed 
Rabbifsfoot .gniss 



COMMONNAME SCIENTIFIC 'NAME 
Ruin'ex  cns etirli deck 
12UMexpulcher Fiddle dock 

common groundsel • wiecia vulgaris 
Silybum marianum Milk Thistle 	 • 
Sci:nelins,akaaaaus Sew's thistle 

Johnson grass 	. Sarghuniludepense 

ciliate fescue veil& mkrostachps sp. 

Russian thiitle;.tunibleweed • • 

Table A.2 (Continued) 

. 	 • 	 , Salsela sp. 

&Ohm hirtum  	 
'Vicia:Sp. (Saliva? Spring vetch 

rose clover 
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Appendix B. Representative Site Photographs 

Photo I. Photo depiqing habitat types present includingcalifornia .annual grassland and rudesal/disturbed. Note - 	 . 
existing levee road on left (outside‘ project area) and existing dirt trail on right (approximate location of proposed 

bike path 'shown as red dashed line, blue dashed line indicates study area boundary) 

Photo 2. ltuderal/disturbed (landscaped) areas in front of developmentbikepath parallels buildings. (approximate 
location of proposed bike path shown as red dashed line, blue dashed line indicates study area boundary) 

- 



Photo 3. Photodlipicting  distance between stud) area and East Drainage Canal. (approximate location of proposed 
Luke path shown as ied dashed line 

.ieen 	
dashed line indicates study area bounclarA , blue  

Photo 4. Photo depicting canditions.nf bike pathway tie-in at -Tann -Mei Park Note paved pathway; and disturbed 
(mowed) grassland vegetation: 



Photo 5. . Photo depicting vegetation cover at north of bike pathway. (Approximate location of proposed bike path 
shown as red dashed line, blue dashed line indicates study area boundary) 

Photo 6: Wetlands at nearby Tanzinite Park: .Photo depicts condition Of uplands` surrounding this pond. Proposed: 
:bike path on far right, with East Drainage Canal beyond transmission lines. (Approximate location'ofproposed . bike. 

path shown as red dashed line) 



• 

Photo 7. Photo depicts condition of upland cover within 200 feet of proposed bike pathway south of Truxol Road. 
Refer to Photo 1 for boundaries of proposed project. (Approximate location of proposed bike path shown as red 

dashed line; blue dashed line indicates study area boundary) 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Governor's Office of Planning and Research 

State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit 

.40\ttaf PUN 

* 

sP6 

OFEM.10 • 

Ken Alex 
Director 

Edmund G. Brown Jr. 
Governor 

 

December 1, 2011 

Dana Allen 
City of Sacramento ' 
300 Rithards Boulevard 
Sacrainento, CA9581.1 

Subject: East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 
SCHY# 2011102056 

Dear Dana Allen: 

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Negative Declaration to:selected state agencies far 
review. On the enclosed Dacument Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state 
agencies that reviewed your document. The review period closed. on November 30, 20,11, and the 
comments from theresponding agency {ies) is (are) endlosed. If this comment package .1s net in order, 
please natify the State Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project's ten-digit State 
Clearinghouse number in future correspondence so that we may‘respond promptly. 

Please-note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states.that: 

"A responsible or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those 
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are 

„required to be carried.out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by 
specific documentation." 

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental docurnent: .Should you need 
. more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, werecommend that you contact the 
commenting agency directly. 

This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements for 
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the 'California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the 
State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review 
process. 

Sincer 

Scott Morgan 
Director, State Clearinghouse 

Enclosures 
cc: Resources Agency 

1400 TENTH STREET P.O. BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 65812-3044 
TEL (916) 446-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opi.a.gov  



California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
Central Valley Region 

Katherine Hart, Chair 

11020 Sun Center Drive, .4200 Rancho corcloya, California 95670-6114 
(916) 464-3291 • FAX(916).464-4645 

http:ftww.wateiboanKca:govicentralvalley 
Matthew Rodriquez 

Secretary for 
Envirorimental Protection 

Edmuncl , G. Brown Jr. 
Governor 

18 November 2011 

 

Dana Allen, Associate Planner 
City of Sacramento 
300 Richards Boulevard 
Sacramento, CA 95811 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
7010 3090 0000 5045 1494 

 

COMMENTS TO DRAFT NEGATIVE DECLARATION, EAST DRAINAGE CANAL BIKE 
TRAIL PROJECT, SCH NO. 2011102056, SACRAMENTO COUNTY 

Pursuant to the State Clearinghouse's 28 October 2011 request, the Central Valley Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Draft Negative 
Declaration for the East Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project, located in Sacramento Couhty. 

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

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

For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the State Water Resources 
Control Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.00v/water  issues/proorams/stormwater/constpermits.shtml  

California Environmental Protection Agency 

0 Recycled Paper 



East Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project 
	

18 November 2011 
SCH No. 2011102056 
Sacramento County 

Phase I and II Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits 1  
The Phase I and II MS4 permits require the Permittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows from 
new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the 
maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development standards, 
also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/post-construction standards that include a 
hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design concepts for 
LID/post-construction BMPs in the early stages of a project during the entitlement and CEQA 
process and the development plan review process. 

For more information on which Phase I MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central 
Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.vvaterboards.ca.00v/centralvalley/water  issues/storm water/municipal permits/ 

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

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit, visit the Central Valley 
Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.00v/centralvalley/water  issues/storm water/industrial general_ser 
mits/inclex.shtml: 

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

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

I  Municipal Permits = The Phase I Municipal Separate Storm Water System (IVIS4) Permit covers medium sized 
Municipalities-(serving between 100,000 and 250,000 people) and large sized municipalities (serving Over 
?.50,0Q0 people) The Phase II MS4 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Small 
MS4s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals. 
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SCH No. 2011102056 
Sacramento County 

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

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

For more information on the Water Quality Certification and WDR processes, visit the Central 
Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water  issues/water quality certification/ 

If you have questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 464-4745 or 
gsparks@waterboards.ca.gov . 

Genevieve (Gen) Sparks 
Environmental Scientist 
401 Water Quality Certification Program 

cc: 	State Clearinghouse Unit, Governor's Office of Planning and Research, Sacramento 
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East Drainage Canal Bike Trail Project 
Mitigation Reporting Program 

In January 1989, Assembly Bill 3180 went into effect requiring the City to monitor all mitigation measures 
applicable to this project and included in the Mitigated Negative Declaration. For this project, mitigation 
reporting will be performed by the City of Sacramento Department of Transportation in accordance with 
the monitoring and reporting program developed by the City to implement AB 3180. 

This Mitigation Reporting Program is being prepared for the Community Development Department, 
Environmental Planning Services, 300 Richards Boulevard, 3 rd  Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811, pursuant 
to the California Environmental Quality Guidelines, Section 21081. 

Project Number: K19006000 

Project Name: East Drainage Canal Bike Trail 

Project Location: North Natomas Community Plan Area, between the end of the existing East Drainage 
Canal bike trail (near the intersection of Truxel Road and Natomas Crossing Drive) and Airport Road. 

Project Description: The objective of this project is to provide a Class I bike facility that will improve the 
connectivity of the bikeways in the North Natomas area, in accordance with the 2010 Bikeway Master 
Plan. The proposed improvements consist of constructing approximately 4,475 feet of asphalt concrete 
(AC) bike trail. The bike trail would be 12' wide with 2' shoulders on each side, consisting of 6" AC over 
12" aggregate base (AB) with geotextile fabric, requiring excavation of about 18". The shoulders would 
be 12" AB. 

The remainder of the bike trail would be a shared use with Department of Utilities' existing concrete 
maintenance road (adjacent to Tanzanite Park) between Sump No. 16 and Airport Road. The existing 
road is 12' wide. Approximately 300 feet of the concrete road would be repaired. The project proposes a 
section of 6" concrete over 12" AB with either welded wire fabric or rebar to prevent cracking in the 
future. 

In addition to the new bike trail segments, signing and striping would be installed, as well as modifying 
the gate at the maintenance road access at Airport Road to improve accessibility. Access to the bike trail 
would be provided from existing bike trail segments and city rights-of-way. No work would be required in 
the roadway to construct the proposed improvements. Construction is anticipated to be completed by 
summer 2012. 
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MITIGATION REPORTING PROGRAM CHECKLIST FOR THE 
EAST DRAINAGE CANAL BIKE TRAIL PROJECT K19006000 

, 

Mitigation Measure Reporting 
Milestone 

. 

Reporting / 
Responsible 

Party 

VERIFICATION OF 
COMPLIANCE 

Initials Date 

Air Quality 

Mitigation Measure AQ-1. General Plan Policy ER 6.1.8 - Development Near TAC 
Sources: The City shall ensure that new development with sensitive uses located 
adjacent to toxic air contaminant sources, as identified by the California Air Resources 
Board (CARB), reduces potential health risks. In its review of these projects, the City 
shall consider current guidance provided by and consult with the CARB and the 
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, 

AQ-2. Water all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are 
not limited to soil piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and 
access roads. 

AQ-3. Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks 
transporting soil, sand, or other loose material on the site. Any haul trucks that 
would be traveling along freeways or major roadways should be covered. 

AQ-4. Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible track out mud or 
dirt onto adjacent public roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is 
prohibited. 

AQ-5. Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph). 

AQ-6. All 	roadways, 	driveways, 	sidewalks, 	parking 	lots to 	be 	paved 	should 	be 
completed as soon as possible. In addition, building pads should be laid as soon 
as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used. 

AQ-7. Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing 
the time of idling to 5 minutes [required by California Code of Regulations, Title 
13, 	sections 2449(d)(3) 	and 	2485]. 	Provide 	clear signage that 	posts this 
requirement for workers at the entrances to the site. 

during  

During 
construction 

Mitigation 
measures shall 
be included in all 
construction 
documents for 
implementation  

construction. 

City of  ( 

Department of  
Transportation  

Sacramento 

and 

Contractor 
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AQ-8. 	Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to 
manufacturer's specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified 
mechanic and determine to be running in proper condition before it is operated. 

Biological Resources 

Prior to and City of 
B10-1- General Plan Policy ER 2.1.10 - Habitat Assessments: 	The City shall during Sacramento 
consider the 	potential 	impact on 	sensitive 	plants 	and for each 	project 	requiring construction — Department of 
discretionary 	approval 	and 	shall 	require 	preconstruction 	surveys 	and/or 	habitat Transportation 
assessments for sensitive plant and wildlife species. If the preconstruction survey and/or Mitigation 
habitat assessment determines that suitable habitat for sensitive plant and/or wildlife measures shall and 
species is present, then either (1) protocol-level or industry recognized (if no protocol be included in all 
has been established) surveys shall be conducted; or (2) presence of the species shall construction CDFG or 
be assumed to occur in suitable habitat on the project site. Survey Reports shall be documents for USFWS 
prepared and submitted to the City and the CDFG or USFWS (depending on the implementation 
species) for further consultation 	and 	development of avoidance and/or mitigation during 
measures consistent with state and federal law. construction. 

B10-2. 	General Plan Policy ER 2.1.5 - Riparian Habitat Integrity: 	The City shall 
preserve the ecological integrity of creek corridors, canals, and drainage ditches that 
support riparian resources by preserving native plants and, to the extent feasible, 
removing invasive, non-native plants. If not feasible, adverse impacts on riparian habitat 
shall be mitigated by the preservation and/or restoration of this habitat at a 1:1 ratio, in 
perpetuity. 

B10-3. General Plan Policy ER 2.1.6 — Wetland Protection: The City shall preserve 
and protect wetland resources including creeks, rivers, ponds, marshes, vernal pools, 
and other seasonal wetland, to the extent feasible. If not feasible, the mitigation of all 
adverse impacts on wetland resources shall be required in compliance with State and 
Federal regulations protecting wetland resources, 	and if applicable, threatened or 
endangered species. Additionally, the City may require either on- or off-site permanent 
preservation of an equivalent amount of wetland habitat to ensure no-net-loss of value 
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and/or function. 

B10-4. 	General Plan Policy ER 2.1.10 - Habitat Assessments: 	The City shall 
consider the 	potential 	impact 	on 	sensitive - plants 	and 	for each 	project 	requiring 
discretionary approval and shall require preconstruction surveys and/or habitat 
assessments for sensitive plant and wildlife species. If the preconstruction survey and/or 
habitat assessment determines that suitable habitat for sensitive plant and/or wildlife 
species is present, then either (1) protocol-level or industry recognized (if no protocol 
has been established) surveys shall be conducted; or (2) presence of the species shall 
be assumed to occur in suitable habitat on the project site. Survey Reports shall be 
prepared and submitted to the City and the CDFG or USFWS (depending on the 
species) for further consultation and development of avoidance and/or mitigation 
measures consistent with state and federal law. 

B10-5. All construction activities that involve ground disturbance shall be restricted to the 
period of May 1 through September 30. This is the active period for giant garter snakes 
and they are expected to avoid danger during this time. 

B10-6. A preconstruction survey shall be completed by a qualified biologist approved by 
the USFWS no more than 24 hours prior to the onset of construction (site preparation, 
grading). Another such survey shall be completed if construction stops for a period of two 
or more weeks. 

B10-7. 	Clearing 	shall 	be 	confined to the 	minimum area 	necessary to - facilitate 
construction. All giant garter snake habitat outside of construction areas shall be flagged 
as an environmentally sensitive area. These areas shall be avoided by all construction 
personnel. 

B10-8. 	Construction 	personnel 	shall 	receive 	USFWS-approved 	environmental 
awareness training instructing workers on how to identify giant garter snakes and their 
habitats, and what to do if a giant garter snake is encountered during construction 
activities. During this training an onsite biological monitor shall be designated. While not 
specified in the NBHCP, FWS requires the biological monitor to be present during all 
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construction activities (K. Berry pers. comm.) to ensure that that no GGS are harmed by 
foot, vehicle, and equipment activities. The biological monitor shall be responsible for 
preparing the compliance monitoring report specified in section 4.10 below, pursuant to 
NBHCP sections E.1 .b. and c, Chapters V1.E.1.b and V1.E.1c. 

B10-9. If a live giant garter snake is found during construction activities, the USFWS and 
the biological- monitor shall immediately be notified. The biological monitor, or his/her 
assignee, shall stop construction and follow guidance specified in NBHCP section 
V.A.5.a.(7). 

B10-10. 	Upon locating dead, injured, or sick federally listed wildlife, the permittees or 
their designated agents must notify within one working day the Service's Division of Law 
Enforcement (2800 Cottage Way, Sacramento CA 95825) or the Sacramento Fish and 
Wildlife Office (2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605, Sacramento, CA 95825, telephone 
916 414-6600). Written notification to both offices must be made within three calendar 
days and must include the date, time, and location of the finding of a specimen and any 
other pertinent information. 

B10-11. Fill or construction debris may be used by giant garter snakes as over-wintering 
sites. Upon completion of construction activities, all temporary fill and/or construction 
debris shall be removed from the site. If this material is situated near undisturbed giant 
garter snake habitat and is to be removed between October 1 and April 30, it shall be 
inspected by a qualified biologist to assure that giant garter snakes are not using it as 
hibernaculae. 

B10-12. 	No plastic, monofilament, jute, or similar erosion-control matting that could 
entangle snakes will be placed on a project site when working within 200 feet of aquatic 
or rice habitat. Possible substitutions include coconut coir matting, tackified hydroseeding 
compounds, or other material approved by wildlife agencies. 

B10-13. 	While not specified in the NBHCP, we recommend posting educational signs 
along the trail about giant garter snakes to educate the public about the species' possible 
presence and encourage avoidance of bicycle or pedestrian encounters. Additionally, 
speed limits could be recommended. 
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B10-14. 	Prior to the construction, a preconstruction survey shall be completed to 
determine whether any active Swainson's hawk nest sites occur within 0.5 mile of the 
construction site. These surveys shall be conducted according to the Swainson's Hawk 
Technical 	Advisory 	Committee's 	(May 	31, 	2000) 	methodology, 	or 	updated 
methodologies, as approved by the CDFG, 	using experienced Swainson's hawk 
surveyors. 

B10-15. 	If breeding Swainson's hawks (i.e., birds exhibiting nest-building or nesting 
behavior) 	are 	identified, 	no 	new 	disturbances 	(e.g., 	heavy 	equipment 	operation 
associated with construction) will occur within 0.5 mile between March 15 and September 
15, or until a CDFG-approved biologist has determined that young have fledged or that 
the nest is no longer occupied. If the active nest site is located within 0.25 mile of existing 
urban development, the no-new-disturbance zone can be limited to 0.25 mile. 

B10-16. 	Where disturbance of a Swainson's hawk nest cannot be avoided, such 
disturbance shall be temporarily avoided (i.e., construction activities deferred until after 
the nesting season) and then, if unavoidable, the nest tree may be destroyed during the 
non-nesting season. For purposes of this provision the Swainson's hawk nesting season 
is defined as March 15 to September 15. If a nest tree (any tree that has an active nest in 
the year the impact is to occur) must be removed, tree removal shall only occur between 
September 15 and February 1. 

B10-17. If a Swainson's hawk nest tree is to be removed and fledglings are present, the 
tree may not be removed until September 15 or until the California Department of Fish 
and Game has determined that the young have fledged and are no longer dependent 
upon the nest tree. 

_ 
B10-18. 	If 	construction 	or 	other 	project-related 	activities 	that 	may 	cause 	nest 
abandonment or forced fledging are proposed within the 0.25-0.5-mile buffer zone, 
intensive monitoring (funded by the project sponsor) by a CDFG-approved raptor 
biologist will be required. Exact implementation of this measure will be based on specific 
information at the project site. 
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B10-19. A CDFG-approved biologist shall perform a preconstruction survey of the site 
for burrowing owls. The results of the preconstruction survey shall be submitted to the 
land-use agency with jurisdiction over the site prior to construction and a mitigation 
program shall be developed if necessary. 

B10-20. Occupied burrows shall not be disturbed during the nesting season (February 1 
through August 31) unless an approved biologist verifies through non-invasive measures 
that either: a) the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation; or b) that juveniles 
from the occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent 
survival. 

B10-21. 	If nest sites are found, CDFG shall be contacted regarding suitable mitigation 
measures, 	as specified in the 	NBHCP, 	which could 	include establishing a 	non- 
disturbance buffer zone or passive relocation. Follow specific guidance in the NBHCP. 

B10-22. 	Where avoidance is not possible, disturbance and/or destruction of burrows 
shall be offset through development of suitable habitat on TNBC upland reserves. Such 
habitat shall include creation of new burrows with adequate foraging area. 

610-23. No specific guidance on the methods of the preconstruction survey are provided 
in the HCP; however, it is assumed for this project that the preconstruction survey will 
follow methods provided by either CDFG (CDFG 1995 or newer) or the Burrowing Owl 
Consortium (Burrowing Owl Consortium 1993). 

B10-24. 	A preconstruction survey shall be conducted for presence of breeding and 
nesting tricolored blackbirds. If surveys determine tricolored blackbirds are present, the 
following measures shall be implemented in accordance with the Migratory Bird Treaty 
Act to avoid disturbance to active (occupied) nesting colonies. A boundary shall be 
marked by brightly colored construction fencing that establishes a buffer zone of 500 feet 
from the active nest site. No construction-related disturbance shall occur within the 500- 
foot fenced area during the nesting season to July 1, or while birds are present. A 
qualified biologist must determine young have fledged and nest sites are no longer active 
before the nest site may be disturbed. 
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B10-25. 	A preconstruction survey shall be conducted. If surveys identify an active 
loggerhead shrike nest that will be adversely affected, the developer shall install brightly 
colored construction fencing that establishes a boundary 100 feet from the active nest. 
No disturbance associated with construction shall occur within the 100- foot fenced area 
during the nesting season of March 1 through July 31. A qualified biologist must 
determine that young have fledged or that the nest is no longer occupied prior to 
disturbance of the nest site. 

B10-26. A preconstruction survey shall be required. If a survey determines the presence 
of California tiger salamander, the land-use agency shall consult with the USFWS to 
determine appropriate measures to avoid and minimize take of individuals. 

B10-27. 	No guidance is provided on the type of preconstruction survey or the 
qualifications of the surveyor, but for purposes of this project we recommend that an 
agency-approved biologist conduct a single visit to search for migrating adults on a rainy 
night in November or December of the winter before construction. Construction is 
currently scheduled for summer of 2012, so this survey should be conducted in 
November or December of 2011. 
B10-28. 	A preconstruction survey for nesting birds shall be performed by a qualified 
biologist prior to construction, within the project area and a 300-foot buffer area, not more 
than two weeks prior to construction and preferably less than one week, for all birds not 
named above. If active nests are found, a no-disturbance buffer zone of 

100 to 300 feet shall be established around them according to an agency-approved 
biologist's assessment of the species' sensitivity to disturbance. Within this buffer zone, 
no construction activity will be allowed until August 31 or the biologist determines that the 
nest is no longer active. 

B10-29. In compliance with section V of the NBHCP, the nesting-bird survey should also 
include a search of suitable habitats within 0.25 miles for nesting white-faced ibis. No 
construction shall take place within 0.25 mile of nesting white-faced ibis between May 15 
and August 31 or until the biologist has determined that the young have fledged. 
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Cultural Resouces 

CR-1. In the event that any prehistoric subsurface archeological features or deposits, 
including locally darkened soil ("midden"), that could conceal cultural deposits, animal 

Prior to and 
during 

City of 
Sacramento 

bone, obsidian and/or mortars are discovered during construction-related earth-moving construction — Department of 
activities, all work within 50 meters of the resources shall be halted, and the City shall Transportation 
consult with a qualified archeologist to assess the significance of the find. Archeological Mitigation 
test excavations shall be conducted by a qualified archeologist to aid in determining the 
nature and integrity of the find. 	If the find is determined to be significant by the qualified 

measures shall , 
be included in all 

and 

archeologist, representatives of the City and the qualified archeologist shall coordinate construction Contractor 
to determine the appropriate course of action. All significant cultural materials recovered documents for 
shall be subject to scientific analysis and professional museum curation. In addition, a implementation 
report shall be prepared by the qualified archeologist according to current professional during 
standards. construction. 

CR-2. If a Native American site is discovered, the evaluation process shall include 
consultation with the appropriate Native American representatives. 

If Native American archeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are involved, all 
identification and treatment shall be conducted by qualified archeologists, who are 
certified by the Society of Professional Archeologists (SOPA) and/or meet the federal 
standards as stated in the Code of Federal Regulations (36 CFR 61), and Native 
American representatives, who are approved by the local Native American community 
as scholars of the cultural traditions. 

In the event that no such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal 
governments and/or organizations in the locale in which resources could be affected 
shall be consulted. If historic archeological sites are involved, all identified treatment is 
to be carried out by qualified historical archeologists, who shall meet either Register of 
Professional Archeologists (RPA), or 36_CFR 61 requirements. 

CR-3. If a human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during construction, all work 
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shall stop in the vicinity of the find, and the County Coroner shall be contacted 
immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the coroner shall 
notify the Native American Heritage Commission, who shall notify the person most likely 
believed to be a descendant. The most likely descendant shall work with the contractor 
to develop a program for re-internment of the human remains and any associated 
artifacts. No additional work is to take place within the immediate vicinity of the find until 
the identified appropriate actions have taken place. 

Light and Glare 

Master EIR Mitigation Measure 6.13-1: The City shall amend the Zoning Code to Prior to and City of 
prohibit new development from: during Sacramento 

1) using reflective glass that exceeds 50 percent of any building surface and on construction — Department of 
the ground three floors: Transportation 

2) using mirrored glass; Mitigation 
3) using black glass that exceeds 25 percent of any surface of a building; and, 
4) using metal building materials that exceed 50 percent of any street -facing 

measures shall 
be included in all 

and 

surface of a primarily residential building. construction 
documents for 

Contractor 

The Zoning Code has not yet been amended to include the restrictions identified in implementation 
Mitigation Measure 6.13-1. The restrictions will be applied to the project, if applicable, to during 
ensure that the potential impact identified in the Master EIR is less than significant. construction. 
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