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Jessie Avenue Subdivision (P14-069) 
Addendum to Mitigated Negative Declaration  

_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
File Number/Project Name:  Jessie Avenue Subdivision (P14-069) 
 
Project Location: The 27.29 acre project site is located directly north of Interstate 80 (I-80). The 
site is located on Jessie Avenue and Dry Creek Road to the east and May Street to the west. The 
project site consists of the following Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs): 237-0200-056, -074, -
086, 237-0140-026, -032, and -033, 2370140-056. (see Attachment A, Vicinity Map and 
Attachment B, Site Plan).  
 
Existing Plan Designations and Zoning: The 2035 General Plan land use designations for the 
project site are Suburban Neighborhood Low Density and Suburban Neighborhood Medium 
Density. The current zoning designation for the site is Single Family Alternative (R1-A) and 
Agriculture-Open Space (A-OS). 
 
Project Background: The original Dunmore-Jessie Project (P04-079) consisted of 184 single-
family, detached homes, one park, two landscape lots, and one detention basin lot on 27.29 
vacant acres. The Dunmore-Jessie Project entitlements were approved on October 17, 2006 by 
the following resolutions: 
 

Resolution 2006-761  
• Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
• Mitigation Monitoring Plan.  

 
 Resolution 2006-762  

• General Plan Amendment to re-designate 26.7 acres from Medium Density 
Residential and Low Density Residential to Low Density Residential and Parks-
Recreation-Open Space.  
 

 Resolution 2006-763  
• North Sacramento Community Plan Amendment to re-designate 26.7 acres of 

Residential (4-8 du/na) and 19.2 acres of Residential (11-29 du/na) to 21.5 acres of 
Residential (7-15 du/na) and 5.2 acres of Parks/Open Space; and 

• Rezone 26.7 acres of Multi-Family (R-2A zone and 7.5 acres of Standard Single-
Family (R-1A) zone and 5.2 acres of Agriculture-Open Space (A-OS) zone.  
  

 Resolution 2006-764  
• Inclusionary Housing Plan.  

 
Project Description: The proposed project would subdivide 27.29 acres for the development of 
144 single-family residential lots, one landscaped lot, and a park space/detention basin. In 
addition, construction for the project is proposed to occur in three phases. Phase one would start 
north of Jessie Avenue, the second phase would continue east of the planned extension of May 
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Street (south of Jessie Avenue) and phase three of construction would include the remainder of 
the site.  
 
The required entitlements for the proposed project include the following: 
 

• Addendum to a previously approved Mitigated Negative Declaration; 
 

• Tentative Subdivision Map approval to subdivide 27.29 acres into 144 single units, one 
landscaped lot, and an open-space/detention basin lot; and 

 
• Site Plan and Design Review approval, with deviations. 

 
 
An Addendum to an approved Mitigated Negative Declaration may be prepared if only minor 
technical changes or additions are required, and none of the conditions identified in CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15162 are present.  The following identifies the standards set forth in section 
15162 as they relate to the project.  
 

1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major 
revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the involvement 
of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the 
severity of previously identified significant effects;  

 
2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the 

project is undertaken which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or 
negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified 
significant effects; or 

 
3.   New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could 

not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the 
previous EIR was certified as complete or the negative declaration was 
adopted, shows any of the following: 

 
a)   The project will have one or more significant effects not 

discussed in the previous EIR or negative declaration; 
 
b)   Significant effects previously examined will be substantially 

more severe than shown in the previous EIR [or negative 
declaration]; 

 
c)   Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be 

feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce 
one or more significant effects of the project, but the project 
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or 
alternative, or; 
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d)   Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably 

different from those analyzed in the previous EIR would 
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the 
environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the 
mitigation measure or alternative.  
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Discussion  
  
The Dunmore-Jessie Project’s Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) analyzed 
184 single-family residential units, as initially proposed and approved. The project would now 
include 144 residential units and includes a tentative subdivision map and site plan and design 
review. The previously identified Dry Creek Road and Jessie Avenue connection would not occur. 
Final maps and grading permits proposed for the project are anticipated to be approved in three 
phases. Any potential impacts beyond those previously identified and addressed in the 2006 
IS/MND are discussed below.  
 
Transportation and Circulation 
 
The original project was approved for 184 residential units; however the Traffic Impact Analysis 
for the original project analyzed impacts based on 191 residential units. The study area included 
nine intersections, five roadway segments, and four freeway ramps analyzed baseline and 
cumulative conditions. The trip generation anticipated for the original project was 143 trips during 
the AM hour and 192 trips during the PM hour. The Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND concluded that 
traffic impacts would be less than significant with mitigation measures.  
 
The proposed project would consist of 144 single-family residential units without the connection 
of Jessie Avenue to Dry Creek Road. The proposed project is expected to reduce AM and PM 
peak hour trips by 32 and 46, respectively, as seen in Table 1.  
 

Table 1 
Trip Generation Comparison Between The Approved P04-079 Project And 

Proposed P14-069 Project 

 Land Use 
AM Peak Hour Trips PM Peak Hour Trips Daily 

Trips In Out Total In Out Total 

P04-079 - Approved Project 
Trip Generation 191 Residential Units 29 114 143 125 67 192 1,886 

P14-069 - Proposed Project 
Trip Generation 144 Residential Units 28 83 111 92 54 146 1,469 

Net Trip Difference -1 -31 -32 -33 -13 -46 -417 
Notes: Trip rates for the revised 2014 project based on data published in Trip Generation 9th Edition (ITE, 2012). 
 
Source: City of Sacramento. Jessie Avenue Subdivision (P14-069)-Traffic Assessment, Memo. April 4 2015.  

 
Because the Jessie Avenue and Dry Creek Road connection is not included in the proposed 
project, trips originally intended for that roadway would be dispersed to Clay Creek Way, Cold 
Creek Way, and Liama Creek Way. The increase in traffic volumes along Clay Creek, Cold 
Creek, and Liama Creek Way, due to the omission of the Jessie Avenue to Dry Creek Road 
connection, is not expected to result in any new impacts related to transportation and circulation 
according to the Traffic Report Memo prepared by the City of Sacramento Department of Public 
Works (Attachment C). Because fewer residential units are associated with the proposed project, 
impacts related to transportation and circulation would be less than what has been identified for 
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the original project. The proposed project would not have substantial changes that would create 
new circumstances or an increase in impacts related to transportation and circulation beyond 
what was identified in the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND. In addition, the mitigation measure required 
in the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND has been revised for clarification. New text is shown as double 
underlined and removed text is shown as struck through, as follows: 
 
T-1 At the Dry Creek Road / Bell Avenue intersection, the applicant shall pay a fair share 

payment for construction of a traffic signal with protected left-turn phasing (green arrows) 
for the east and west approaches and permitted left-turn phasing (green ball displays) for 
the north and south approaches. Said fair share payment shall be made prior to the 
issuance of building permits.   

 
Noise 
 
The proposed project would involve fewer residential units than the original project. As such, the 
number of units that could be affected by noise and the amount of traffic noise associated with 
project operation would be less than that of the original project. As noted in the discussion of 
traffic, above, the reduction in residential units would reduce the amount of vehicle trips 
generated by the project. Therefore, traffic noise associated with the project presented in the 
2006 Brown Butin Associates Environmental Noise Report would be less than that of the original 
project. The surrounding uses and noise sources have not changed since the previous analysis. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in any additional impacts beyond those identified 
in the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND. Because the proposed project changes include phasing and 
revised lot numbers, the noise mitigation measures are hereby revised as follows with new text 
shown as double underlined and removed text shown as struck through. 
 
N-1 Prior to the issuance of occupancy permits for units on lots 14-17, 51-61, 96, 97, or 131-

144, a traffic noise barrier shall be constructed along the full length of the south property 
line.  The barrier height shall be 9 feet above pad elevation from the east end of the project 
site to a point aligned with the west end of lot 19 61.  Moving to the west from that point, 
the barrier height shall step down at equal intervals to a height of 8 feet above the 
adjoining pad elevation.  The barrier shall enclose the north side of the Sump 144.   

 
N-2 The Community Development Department shall verify that the building plans for units on 

lots 1-8, 11, 12, 15, 18, 19, 96, 97, 108, 109, 110, 113, 114, 117, 118, 121, 122, 125, and 
142 14-17, 51-61, 96, 97, and 131-144 contain the following measures: 

 
• Exterior walls facing I-80 must be finished with stucco or brick siding. 

 
• Widows on the facades of the homes on lots 5-8, 11, 12, 15, 18, 19, 96, 97, 108, 109, 

110, 113, 114, 117, 118, 121, 122, 125 , and 142 51-61, 96, 97, and 131-144 that have 
a line of sight to I-80 must have an STC rating of at least 40.  Windows on the facades 
of the homes on Lots 1-4 14-17 that have a line of sight to I-80 must have an STC 
rating of at least 35.   
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• Air conditioning or other suitable mechanical ventilation must be provided to allow 
residents to close windows for the desired acoustical isolation.   

 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions 
 
Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions were not addressed in the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND. Potential 
impacts related to GHG emissions do not constitute “new information” as defined by CEQA, as 
GHG emissions were known as potential environmental issues before1994.1 Since the time the 
Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND was approved, the City has taken numerous actions towards promoting 
sustainability within the City, including efforts aimed at reducing GHG emissions. On February 14, 
2012, the City adopted the City of Sacramento Climate Action Plan (CAP), which identified how 
the City and the broader community could reduce Sacramento’s GHG emissions and included 
reduction targets, strategies, and specific actions.  
 
The City has recently adopted the 2035 General Plan Update. The update incorporated 
measures and actions from the CAP into Appendix B, General Plan CAP Policies and Programs, 
of the General Plan Update. Appendix B includes all City-Wide policies and programs that are 
supportive of reducing GHG emissions. The General Plan CAP Policies and Programs per the 
General Plan Update supersede the City’s CAP. Rather than compliance and consistency with 
the CAP, all proposed projects must now be compliant and consistent with the General Plan CAP 
Policies and Programs outlined in Appendix B of the General Plan Update. As such, the proposed 
project would be required to comply with the General Plan CAP Policies and Programs set forth 
in Appendix B of the General Plan Update. 
 
In addition to the City’s General Plan CAP Policies and Programs outlined in Appendix B of the 
General Plan Update, a number of regulations have been enacted since the Dunmore-Jessie 
IS/MND was approved for the purpose of, or with an underlying goal for, reducing GHG 
emissions, such as the California Green Building Standards Code (CALGreen Code) and the 
California Building Energy Efficiency Standards Code. It should be noted that according to the 
California Energy Commission, the 2013 Building Energy Efficiency Standards are anticipated to 
result in 25 percent less energy consumption for residential buildings and 30 percent savings for 
nonresidential buildings over the previous energy standards. (California Energy Commission. 
News Release: “New Title 24 Standards Will Cut Residential Energy Use by 25 Percent, Save 
Water, and Reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions.” July 1, 2014). Such regulations have become 
increasingly stringent since the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND was adopted. The proposed project 
would be required to comply with all applicable regulations associated with GHG emissions, 
including the CALGreen Code and California Building Energy Efficiency Standards Code.  
 
The Dunmore-Jessie project could result in the buildout of 184 single-family residences. The 
proposed project would modify the project by reducing the number of single-family residences to 
144. New land use or zoning designations are not proposed as part of the project, and the overall 
area of disturbance anticipated for buildout of the project site would not be modified. The 
proposed reduction of 40 residences from what is currently allowed and approved to be built on 

                                                 
1 As explained in a series of cases, most recently in Concerned Dublin Citizens v. City of Dublin (2013) 214 Cal. App. 
4th 1301. Also see, Citizens of Responsible Equitable Development v. City of San Diego (2011) 196 Cal.App.4th 515. 
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the site would result in a smaller population at the site. Due to the reduction in people at the site, 
fewer vehicle trips would be associated with the site, less wastewater and solid waste would be 
generated, and the demand for energy and water supplies would be less. Because the primary 
GHG emission sources are area sources such as landscape maintenance equipment exhaust 
and consumer products (e.g., deodorants, cleaning products, spray paint, etc.), vehicle trips, 
energy consumption, water conveyance and treatment, wastewater treatment, and solid waste 
disposal, the GHG emissions associated with such as a result of the proposed project would be 
expected to be less than what would occur under the approved project.  
 
Because the proposed project would reduce the number of units associated with the site, which 
would result in fewer GHG emissions than what could occur from buildout per the approved 
project, and would be required to comply with all applicable standards and regulations related to 
GHG, including the City’s General Plan CAP Policies and Programs, CALGreen Code, and 
California Building Energy Efficiency Standards Code, the proposed project would not result in 
any new or increased impacts related to GHG emissions and global climate change. 
 
Energy 
 
Since the approval of the original project, the City has adopted the 2035 General Plan. One of the 
key goals of the General Plan is to continue the City’s policy of encouraging new development 
within the City limits, avoiding sprawl, and reducing vehicle miles traveled. The proposed project 
would be consistent with the General Plan’s intentions. In addition, as discussed above, the 
proposed project would be required to comply with the CALGreen Code and California Building 
Energy Efficiency Standards Code, which include numerous requirements regarding energy 
efficiency in buildings. Because the proposed project would comply with the City’s General Plan 
CAP Policies and Programs, CALGreen Code, and California Building Energy Efficiency 
Standards Code, the proposed project would not be expected to result in wasteful or inefficient 
energy usage. 
 
Biological Resources 
 
The Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND’s Biological Resources evaluation relied upon a Jurisdictional 
Delineation and Special Status Species Evaluation for the project site that was prepared by 
Gibson and Skordal (2004). Based on the results of the report, the 2006 IS/MND concluded that 
the project would result in a less than significant impact related to endangered, threatened, rare, 
and locally designated species, and wetland habitats with the incorporation of mitigation 
measures.  Because the currently proposed project would be developed on the same site that 
was previously analyzed, impacts would be expected to be similar.  
 
A field review was conducted on April 30, 2015 by Gibson and Skordal (see Attachment D), which 
concluded that the conditions of the wetlands on site are currently the same as they were 
previously. Previously identified mitigation measures provided that prior to the issuance of 
grading permits, the Community Development Department would require documentation that the 
project complies with all applicable state and federal laws related to wetlands (e.g., Section 404 
Permit, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers). The applicant has a current 404 permit necessary for the 
proposed project. Given that the proposed project would be located at the same site, previously 



  
 
 

8 
 
 

required mitigation measures would be incorporated into the project and impacts to wetlands 
would remain less than significant.  
  
The previous Special Status Species Evaluation (2004) concluded that the special-status species 
were not found on the project site; however the potential for special status plants to occur on the 
site does exist, as well as for some special status wildlife species to be located within a five-to-ten 
mile radius of the project site. Previously identified mitigation measures involve pre-construction 
surveys by qualified biologists that would identify special-status species utilizing the site. An 
updated California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) search was conducted for the project 
site as part of this review. The results of the search did not identify any additional special status 
species that could occur on the project site.  
 
In order to mitigate the potentially significant impacts, the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND identified 
appropriate mitigation measures that would apply to the proposed project given that site 
conditions have remained the same. Therefore, the proposed project would not have substantial 
changes that would create new circumstances or an increase in impacts related to biological 
resources beyond what was identified in the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND.  
 
Land Use and Planning 
 
The project site’s 2035 General Plan land use designations are Suburban Neighborhood Low 
Density and Suburban Neighborhood Medium Density. The 2035 General Plan has a policy that 
addresses multi-parcel development where more than one general plan density applies (Policy 
LU 4.3.3). This policy allows the maximum number of units allowed by the 2035 General Plan 
designations to be applied to the entire project.  Therefore, the proposed density is well within the 
density range allowed by the General Plan. Additionally, the zoning designation for the site is 
Single Family and Single Family Alternative (R-1A). The proposed project would be consistent 
with land use and zoning designations because the nature of development proposed are single-
family residential units. Overall, the proposed project would be consistent with the 2035 General 
Plan. The proposed project would not include any substantial new information, changes or 
impacts that would require major revisions to the previous IS/MND. 
 
Additional Environmental Resource Areas 
  
In addition to the impacts analyzed in the previous discussions, the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND also 
included analysis of Population and Housing; Seismicity, Soils, and Geology; Water; Air Quality; 
Energy; Hazards; Public Services; Utilities; Aesthetics; Cultural Resources; and Recreation. The 
original project resulted in less than significant impacts for all of the above categories, with 
Cultural Resources being the exception. The Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND identified a less-than-
significant impact to Cultural Resources with incorporation of the recommended mitigation 
measures. The proposed project would have similar impacts and would be required to apply the 
mitigation measures in the IS/MND. The proposed project would have less impacts than the 
conclusions made in the previous IS/MND with regards to Population and Housing; Seismicity, 
Soils, and Geology; Water; Energy; Hazards; Public Services; Utilities; and Recreation because 
the proposed number of residential units is less than what was approved in the original project, 
therefore the impacts of substantial population growth, construction activities to soils, the use of 
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water and energy, risk of exposure to hazardous sources, altered services related to public 
services, and use of utilities and recreational facilities are reduced even further below the 
thresholds of significance. Aesthetics would be less impacted by the proposed project because 
the reduction in residential units would decrease the amount of obstruction to the surrounding 
area than the original 184 units proposed. Conclusions made in regards to Air Quality would be 
reduced because the reduction in residential units would reduce overall traffic and pollutants 
associated with traffic. Therefore, the project would not result in any new significant information of 
substantial importance, new impacts or an increase the severity of previously identified impacts 
that would require major revisions to the original IS/MND. 
 
Conclusion 
 
As established in the discussions above regarding the potential effects of the proposed project, 
substantial changes are not proposed to the project nor have any substantial changes occurred 
that would require major revisions to the original IS/MND. Due to the proposed reduction in 
residential units in comparison to the originally approved project, impacts beyond those identified 
and analyzed in the Dunmore-Jessie IS/MND would not result. Overall, the proposed 
modifications to the project would not result in any new information of substantial importance that 
would have new, more severe impacts, new mitigation measures, or new or revised alternatives 
from what was identified for the original project in the IS/MND. As such, the proposed project 
would not result in any conditions identified in CEQA guidelines section 15162, and a subsequent 
MND is not required. 
 
Based on the above analysis, this Addendum to the previously-Adopted Mitigated 
Negative Declaration for the project has been prepared. 
 
 

 

Attachments: 
 

A)   Vicinity Map 
B)   Site Plan 
C) Traffic Report Memo 
D)   Biological Resources Memo 
E) Section 404 Permit, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
F)  2006 Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration 
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The project site is located north of I-80 and west of Dry Creek Road.  The proposed project 
includes development of 144 single family residential units. The access to the development is 
proposed from Jessie Avenue in the west and May Street, Clay Creek Way, and Cold Creek 
Way from the north. Both Clay Creek Way and Cold Creek Way connect to Dry Creek Road 
via Liama Creek Way in the east. No direct access is proposed from the south.  
 
Project Background   
 
In June 2006 the City of Sacramento approved the Dunmore-Jessie Avenue project (P04-
079) located on the same development site. During the process of the project approval, City 
of Sacramento prepared a traffic impact study (Dunmore-Jessie Avenue Project Traffic 
Impact Analysis, Dowling Associates, November 15, 2005) and analyzed the impact of the 
project to include 191 single family residential units. The project had proposed the same 
vehicular access points and additionally proposed to extend Jessie Avenue to the Dry Creek 
Road in the east. The study area included nine intersections, five roadway segments, and 
four freeway ramps. Analysis was done for baseline and cumulative conditions. The Planning 
Commission adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program to require all mitigation measures to be 
implemented.  
 
The following mitigation measure was included in the traffic impact study for the approved 
Dunmore-Jesse Avenue project (P04-079): 
 
T1:  At the Dry Creek Road/ Bell Avenue intersection, the applicant shall pay a fair share for 
construction of a traffic signal with protected left-turn phasing (green arrows) for the east and 
west approaches and permitted left-turn phasing (green ball displays) for the north and south 
approaches. 
 
Trip Generation 

 
Table 1 below shows the trip generation comparison between the approved project (P04-079) 
and proposed project (P14-069).   
 
 
 

 
 
To:   Samar Hajeer, Senior Engineer 
From:   Aelita Milatzo, Assistant Engineer 
Subject: Jesse Avenue Subdivision (P14-069) – Traffic Assessment 
Date:   04-09-2015 
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TABLE 1 
TRIP GENERATION COMPARISON BETWEEN THE APPROVED P04-079 PROJECT AND  

PROPOSED  P14-069  PROJECT  

 
 
 

Land Use 
 

AM Peak Hour 
Trips PM Peak Hour Trips Daily 

Trips 
In Out Total In Out Total 

P04-079 - Approved Project Trip 
Generation 191 Residential Units  29 114 143 125 67 192 1,886 

P14-069 – Proposed  Project Trip 
Generation 144 Residential Units 28 83 111 92 54 146 1,469 

Net Trip Difference -1 -31 -32 -33 -13 -46 -417 

Notes:  1  Trip rates for the revised 2014 project based on data published in Trip Generation 9th Edition (ITE, 2012). 
  

 
According to Table 1, the proposed project will generate fewer trips than the approved project 
(32 less trips in AM peak hour, 46 less trips in the PM peak hour, and 417 less daily trips).  
 
Project Access Evaluation 
 
No significant changes have occurred to the roadway system in the proximity of the project 
site since the approval of the project. In Dunmore-Jessie Avenue Project Traffic Impact 
Analysis (Dowling Associates, 2005), the access to the project was analyzed similar to the 
currently proposed Jessie Avenue Subdivision project (P14-069), except it included an 
additional access by extending Jessie Avenue to Dry Creek Road east of the project site. 
According to the traffic study prepared for the project, about 30 percent of project generated 
traffic was assumed to be using the additional access from Dry Creek Road in the east. Sixty 
one percent of project trips were analyzed to be accessing the site from the west via Jessie 
Avenue, 10 percent of trips would use May Street.   
 
With the new tentative subdivision map application, the connection of Jessie Avenue to Dry 
Creek Road is not proposed. Therefore, the amount of traffic anticipated to access the site 
from the east (about 30%) would continue onClay Creek Way and Cold Creek Way and 
access Dry Creek Road via Liama Creek Way about 600 feet north of the site. During peak 
hours, it anticipated that about 32 AM peak hour trips and 42 PM peak hour trips will be 
accessing the site from Liama Creek Way. These local residential streets are designed to 
connect to the new subdivision by providing a temporary hammer head and currently carry 
only local traffic. The addition of Jessie Avenue Subdivision trips to the existing traffic 
volumes at those roads is not expected to create any new impacts.  
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
  Conclusions and Recommendations 
 

1) Compared to the approved Dunmore-Jessie Avenue project (P04-079), the proposed 
project will generate 32 less trips in AM peak hour, 46 less trips in the PM peak hour, 
and 417 less daily trips.  The traffic analysis prepared for the approved project defined 
the anticipated impacts of this project; therefore, the impact of the proposed project is 
expected to be less than the defined impacts from the approved project on the same 
site. A new traffic analysis for the project is not required.  

     
2) The project is required to implement all transportation mitigation measures approved 

with the approved Dunmore-Jessie Avenue project (P04-079).   

 
3) The proposed project site plan is subject to entitlements review by the Department of 

Public Works. 
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ATTACHMENT E 
SECTION 404 PERMIT, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

 
  





































DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

U.S. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT, SACRAMENTO

CORPS OF ENGINEERS

1325 J STREET

SACRAMENTO CA 95814-2922
REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY PERMIT

Permittee: Hanzlick Family Partnership

Permit Number: SPK-2004-00090

Issuing Office:U.S. Army Engineer District, Sacramento
Corps of Engineers
1325 "J" Street
Sacramento, California 95814-2922

NOTE: The term "you" and its derivatives, as used in this permit, means the permittee or any future transferee. The
term "this office" refers to the appropriate district or division office ofthe Corps of Engineers having jurisdiction over
the permitted activity or the appropriate official of that office acting under the authority of the commanding officer.

You are authorized to perform work in accordance with the terms and conditions specified below. A notice of appeal
options is enclosed.

Project Description:

To discharge approximately 5,600 cubic yards of clean soil graded on-site into 1.16 acres of waters of the U.S., including
0.93 acre of seasonal wetlands and 0.23 acre of seasonal wetland swale for the construction of 185 single-family
residential lots, a 2.6 acre park site, a 1.76 acre detention basin and associated infrastructure.

All work is to be completed in accordance with the attached planes).

Project Location:

The project site is located east of Rio Linda Boulevard, west of Dry Creek Road, and north of Interstate 80 at the eastern
terminus of Jessie Avenue in the City of Sacramento, in Section 11, Township 9 North, Range 5 East, Sacramento
County, California; Latitude 38.6436° North, Longitude 121.4403° West; and can be seen on the Rio Linda USGS
Topographic Quadrangle.

Permit Conditions:

General Conditions:

I. The time limit for completing the work authorized ends on June 5, 2014. If you fmd that you need more time to
complete the authorized activity, submit your request for a time extension to this office for consideration at least one
month before the above date is reached.

2. You must maintain the activity authorized by this permit in good condition and in conformance with the terms
and conditions of this permit. You are not relieved of this requirement if you abandon the permitted activity, although
you may make a good faith transfer to a third party in compliance with General Condition 4 below. Should you wish to
cease to maintain the authorized activity or should you desire to abandon it without a good faith transfer, you must obtain
a modification of this permit from this office, which may require restoration of the area.



-2-

3. If you discover any previously unknown historic or archeological remains while accomplishing the activity
authorized by this permit, you must immediately notify this office of what you have found. We will initiate the Federal
and state coordination required to determine if the remains warrant a recovery effort or if the site is eligible for listing in
the National Register of Historic Places.

4. If you sell the property associated with this permit, you must obtain the signature of the new owner in the space
provided and forward a copy of the permit to this office to validate the transfer of this authorization.

5. If a conditioned water quality certification has been issued for your project, you must comply with the conditions
specified in the certification as special conditions to this permit. For your convenience, a copy of the certification is
attached if it contains such conditions.

6. You must allow representatives from this office to inspect the authorized activity at any time deemed necessary to
ensure that it is being or has been accomplished in accordance with the terms and conditions of your permit.

Special Conditions:

1. To mitigate for the loss of 1.16 acres of waters of the United States, including wetlands, you shall purchase 0.85
seasonal wetland creation and 0.31 vernal pool creation credits at a Corps approved wetland mitigation bank. The
selected mitigation bank shall include the area of the permitted project within its service area. Evidence of this purchase
shall be provided to this office prior to proceeding with any activity otherwise authorized by this permit.

2. This Corps permit does not authorize you to take an endangered species, in particular vernal pool fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta lynchi), vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), or designated critical habitat. In order to legally
take a listed species, you must have separate authorization under the Endangered Species Act (e.g., an Endangered
Species Act Section 10 permit, or a Biological Opinion under Endangered Species Act Section 7, with" incidental take"
provisions with which you must comply). The enclosed Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Opinion (Number 81420-
2008-F-1854-1, dated October 6,2008), contains mandatory terms and conditions to implement the reasonable and
prudent measures that are associated with "incidental take" that is also specified in the Biological Opinion. Your
authorization under this Corps permit is conditional upon your compliance with all of the mandatory terms and
conditions associated with "incidental take" of the attached Biological Opinion, which terms and conditions are
incorporated by reference in this permit. Failure to comply with the terms and conditions associated with incidental take
of the Biological Opinion, where a take of the listed species occurs, would constitute an unauthorized take, and it would
also constitute non-compliance with your Corps permit. The Fish and Wildlife Service is the appropriate authority to
determine compliance with the terms and conditions of its Biological Opinion, and with the Endangered Species Act.
The permittee must comply with all conditions ofthis Biological Opinion, including those ascribed to the Corps.

3. To document pre and post-project construction conditions, you shall submit pre-construction photos of the project
site prior to project implementation and post-construction photos of the project site within 30 days after completion of
authorized activities.

4. You must allow representatives from the Corps of Engineers to inspect the authorized activity at any time deemed
necessary to ensure that it is being or has been accomplished in accordance with the terms and conditions of your permit.

5. You shall employ construction best management practices (BMP's) onsite to prevent degradation to the adjacent
off-site waters of the U.S. Methods should include: the use of filter fencing or other barrier methods to intercept and
capture sediment prior to entering on-site drainages or other waters of the U.S. You shall submit photodocumentation of
your BMPs to our office within 30 days of commencement of construction. Photos may be submitted electronically to
regulatory-info@usace.anny.mil.

6. Any unstable fills in or adjacent to waters of the U.S. shall be stabilized and protected against erosion by using
appropriate erosion controls such as the use of matting, seeding, or other effective methods. The erosion controls shall
remain in place until all exposed areas are permanently stabilized.
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7. The project limits shall be clearly identified in the field (e.g. survey markers, fencing, etc.) prior to any
construction work, to ensure avoidance of impacts beyond project footprints. The identification shall be maintained until
construction is complete. No heavy equipment or work (e.g. filling, clearing, etc.) is permitted in waters of the u.s.
outside of the project area.

Further Information:

1. Congressional Authorities: You have been authorized to undertake the activity described above pursuant to:

() Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (33 U.S.C. 403).

(X) Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.c. 1344).

() Section 103 of the Marine Protection, Research and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (33 U.S.c. 1413).

2. Limits of this authorization.

a. This permit does not obviate the need to obtain other Federal, state, or local authorizations required by
law.

b. This permit does not grant any property rights or exclusive privileges.

c. This permit does not authorize any injury to the property or rights of others.

d. This permit does not authorize interference with any existing or proposed Federal projects.

3. Limits of Federal Liability. In issuing this permit, the Federal Government does not assume any liability for the
following:

a. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of other permitted or unpermitted activities or
from natural causes.

b. Damages to the permitted project or uses thereof as a result of current or future activities undertaken by or
on behalf of the United States in the public interest.

c. Damages to persons, property, or to other permitted or unpermitted activities or structures caused by the
activity authorized by this permit.

d. Design or construction deficiencies associated with the permitted work.

e. Damage claims associated with any future modification, suspension, or revocation of this permit.

4. Reliance on Applicant's Data. The determination ofthis office that issuance of this permit is not contrary to the
public interest was made in reliance on the information you provided.

5. Reevaluation of Permit Decision. This office may reevaluate its decision on this permit at any time the
circumstances warrant.

Circumstances that could require a reevaluation include, but are not limited to, the following:
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a. You fail to comply with the terms and conditions of this permit.

b. The information provided by you in support of your permit application proves to have been false,
incomplete, or inaccurate (see 4 above).

c. Significant new information surfaces which this office did not consider in reaching the original public
interest decision.

Such a reevaluation may result in a determination that it is appropriate to use the suspension, modification, and
revocation procedures contained in 33 CFR 325.7 or enforcement procedures such as those contained in 33 CFR 326.4
and 326.5. The referenced enforcement procedures provide for the issuance of an administrative order requiring you
comply with the terms and conditions of your permit and for the initiation of legal action where appropriate. You will be
required to pay for any corrective measures ordered by this office, and if you fail to comply with such directive, this
office may in certain situations (such as those specified in 33 CFR 209.170) accomplish the corrective measures by
contract or otherwise and bill you for the cost.

6. Extensions. General Condition 1 establishes a time limit for the completion of the activity authorized by this
permit. Unless there are circumstances requiring either a prompt completion of the authorized activity or a reevaluation
of the public interest decision, the Corps will normally give favorable consideration to a request for an extension of this
time limit.
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Your signature below, as permittee, indicates that you accept and agree to comply with the tenus and conditions of this
permit.

Date I

This permit becomes effective when the Federal official, designated to act for the Secretary of the Army, has signed
below.

Kathleen A. Dadey, PhD, Chief,
California Delta Branch
(For the District Engineer)

Date

When the structures or work authorized by this permit are still in existence at the time the property is transferred, the
tenus and conditions ofthis permit will continue to be binding on the new owner(s) of the property. To validate the
transfer of this permit and the associated liabilities associated with compliance with its tenus and conditions, have the
transferee sign and date below.

Transferee Date
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