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CHAPTER 2 

TEXT CHANGES TO THE DRAFT EIR 

INTRODUCTION 

This chapter presents minor corrections, additions, and revisions made to the Draft EIR initiated 

by the Lead Agency (City of Sacramento), reviewing agencies, the public, and/or consultants 

based on their review. New text is indicated in underline and text to be deleted is reflected by 

strikethrough, unless otherwise noted in the introduction preceding the text change. Text 

changes are presented in the section and page order in which they appear in the Draft EIR. 

The changes made to the Draft EIR represent minor clarifications/amplifications of the analysis 

contained in the Draft EIR based on on-going review by City staff and/or consultant or applicant 

review and do not constitute significant new information that, in accordance with CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15088.5, would trigger the need to recirculate portions or all of the Draft EIR.  

Attached to this chapter are new or revised figures and additional material to supplement the 

Draft EIR and appendices. A comment received from Sacramento County Environmental 

Management Department (see Letter 9) requested the Draft EIR be revised to remove the word 

‘former’ to characterize the 28th Street Landfill and replace it with ‘closed’. This change is 

reflected throughout the document. 

Staff or Applicant Initiated Text Changes 

The following documents are attached to the end of this chapter to augment information 

referenced in Chapter 3 of this FEIR.  

 Evaluation of Proposed Half-Street Closure at 28th/B Street, Internal City Memorandum 

 Caltrans Bridge Inspection Report of A Street Bridge 

The following documents are included as appendices and can be found at the end of this 

Final EIR.  

 Appendix B-1 CalEEMod Model Outputs for project operation 

 Appendix C-1 Revised Health Risk Assessment  

 Appendix L-1 Hazardous Materials/Landfill Documentation - A Street Alignment, 

Geophysical Investigation, Memorandum from Wood Rodgers (1/28/14); A Street 

Alignment, WMUA Landfill Extents Geophysical Investigation, Memorandum from Wood 

Rodgers (12/4/13); groundwater sampling results; updated 28th Street Landfill post-

closure permit. 
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 Appendix M-1 Revised PUD Design Guidelines 

 Appendix P MTP/SCS Consistency Analysis 

Chapter 2, Project Description 

Since publication of the Draft EIR, the project applicant has made minor changes to the project 

in response to City staff requests as well as input provided by the public. A summary of the 

changes made to the project are listed below and also reflected in text revisions to Chapter 2, 

Project Description of the Draft EIR. 

Graphics showing the walking distances to surrounding amenities and services proximate to the 

project site are included as Figure 1, Bike/Walking Distances, Figure 2, Proximity to Adjacent 

Services. The new Parkside Flats home elevations are included as Figures 3 and 4 and Figure 

5 shows the proposed project traffic calming devices. Draft EIR Figures 2-3, Conceptual Site 

Plan, 2-20, Site Connectivity, Figure 2-24, Proposed Off-Site Improvements and Figure 4.9-12, 

Project Access, have been revised and are included at the end of this chapter. 

The project applicant has updated the home designs (provided in Figures 2-4 through 2-19 in 

the Draft EIR) in response to City staff input. All of the current home designs are available for 

review on the City’s website http://portal.cityofsacramento.org/Community-

Development/Planning. 

 The number of housing units has increased from 328 to 336. This includes adding a new 

housing type, Parkside Flats, which includes 24 two-story attached units located around 

the Central Park. 

 The number of Park Homes has decreased from 80 to 56 to accommodate the Parkside 

Flats housing type. The number of Cottage Green units increased to 90 and the number 

of Courtyard units has increased to 82. 

 The overall project density has increased from 10.9 du/acre to 11.2 du/acre with 

these changes. 

 New home plans have been added to the Courtyard and Commons plans along Streets 

1 and 8 on the northern and southern boundaries of the site. In addition, setbacks for 

the Commons and Courtyard units in the middle of the project have been increased by 

up to 16 feet and 10 feet respectively for greater setback variation. 

 The 10-foot wide sidewalk adjacent to the south side of A Street through the project site 

has been removed. 

 The proposed bicycle/pedestrian underpass, if approved by Union Pacific Railroad and 

the appropriate government agencies, has been redesigned from a box design to an 
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arch design. In addition, LED lighting and cameras have been added to the underpass. 

In addition, LED lighting has been added to the 40th Street underpass to also provide a 

more pedestrian friendly environment. 

 On-street parking has been removed and dedicated bike lanes added to 40th Street 

between C Street and A Street and from 28th Street to the A Street Bridge, with a transition 

at the approach to the bridge, as determined by the City and subject to approval by Caltrans. 

 Fencing would be constructed along the north and south sides of A Street within the 

closed 28th Street Landfill. There will be a separated sidewalk, a small planting area and 

fencing on both sides of the street. 

 The sidewalks under the 40th Street underpass have been widened from 5 feet to 6 feet. 

 A community garden is included in the northeast corner of the project site on a portion of 

the proposed location where the future bike path would connect. Portions of the garden 

would be removed, modified, and/or rebuilt if this bike path connection is constructed. 

 The portion of the southern detention basin (overflow basin that will retain water on an 

intermittent basis during the winter months) will be irrigated and landscaped to provide 

additional recreation and park space, subject to approval of the City’s Department of Utilities.  

 The Sacramento County Committee on School District Organization approved the territory 

transfer of the project site from the Twin Rivers Unified School District to the Sacramento 

City Unified School District on December 17, 2013 (Resolution CC-13-02). 

 The project will include MERV 13 or equivalent filters on all residences within the project.  

Specific text changes to the project description are included below. Note, changes to the 

number of residential units is a change reflected throughout the Draft EIR.  

Page 2-1, 1st paragraph: 

The McKinley Village Project (proposed project) consists of the construction and 

operation of a 328 336-unit residential development, a neighborhood recreation center, 

parks, and associated infrastructure on an approximately 48.75-acre site within the East 

Sacramento Community Plan Area located in the City of Sacramento, California (City). 

Page 2-8, 3rd paragraph: 

The current project has 328336 residential units, a neighborhood recreation center which 

includes limited retail use, and parks, but does not include a church site or pre-school.  
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Page 2-8, 4th project objective: 

 Provide a range of single family home and lot types, as well as attached 

condominium units.  

Page 2-9, 1st paragraph: 

The proposed project includes development of a 32836-unit residential neighborhood on 

an approximately 48.75-acre site (see Figure 2-3, Conceptual Site Plan). A variety of 

residences are proposed on different lot sizes. Second units or “granny flats” would be 

offered as an option on some of the home plans. The overall density of the proposed 

project is approximately 101.92 residential units per acre. The project is anticipated to 

generate a total population of approximately 656 new residents at buildout, based on the 

City’s persons per household rate of 2.0.  The project applicant commits to construct the 

project, as described below, with the caveat that continued engineering and design may 

result in changes and/or alterations that do not result in environmental impacts, affect 

mitigation measures  or affect the project conditions of approval. 

Page 2-9, 2nd paragraph: 

The sound barrier would be set back approximately 15 feet from the freeway right-of-way 

(ROW) with landscaping provided on both sides of the barrier. The distance to the rear 

of the residences from the sound barrier would be 15 feet. Generally the distance to the 

rear of the residences located adjacent to the freeway would range from approximately 

58 feet from the edge of pavement on the east up to 140 feet from the edge of pavement 

on the west due to the varying width of the Caltrans ROW. 

Page 2-9, 3rd paragraph: 

The project would include a variety of medium-density attached and detached residential 

building types, as shown on Figure 3-3, Existing Zoning. The buildings are proposed as 

one and two-story structures with an average building height of 25 feet with direct access 

to the garages, with some buildings designed to have living space over garages (granny 

flats), as shown on the illustrative building elevations in Figures 2-4 through 2-19. 

Page 2-10, 1st paragraph: 

Single family Rresidential units would range in size from approximately 1,300 sf with 3 

bedrooms and 2.5 baths, to approximately 3,150 sf with 5 bedrooms and 4 baths, with 

sizes and square footages subject to adjustment due to final design and market 

considerations. Some of the units (Cottage Greens) include alleys with access to 

garages from the alleyway. All garages are designed to be accessible from an alley, are 
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set back from the street, or are accessible from the side of the building. None of the 

residences include garages that are the main focal point of the home. There are 24 two-

story attached units (Parkside Flats) in four buildings that each contain 6 units located in 

the central portion of the site. These units range from approximately 1,500 to 2,400 

square feet with 2 to 3 bedrooms and 2 bathrooms. These units (Parkside Flats) include 

alleys with access to garages from the alleyway. 

Table 2-1 on page 2-10 is revised: 

Table 2-1 

Land Use Summary 

Land Use 
Net 

Acreage Units 

Residential 

Park Homes  8.5 6.3 80 56 

Cottage Greens 8.82 83 901 

Commons 7.2 6.8 84 

Courtyards 6.42 821 

Parkside Flats 1.6 24 

Subtotal 30.1 29.9 328336 

Public Parks/Recreation 2.54  

Private Recreation 1.0  

Landscaped Common Areas 2.79  

Public Streets  11.712.0  

Detention .7  

Total 48.8 328336 

 

Page 2-10, last paragraph: 

The project is proposing a modified grid roadway layout with streets connecting 

throughout the site, similar to the existing neighborhoods to the south and west. Access 

to the project site would be provided from A Street and 28th Street to the west and the 

extension of 40th Street to the east (see Figure 2-3). The A Street Bridge wouldill be 

upgraded in order to be improved to provide vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian access to 

the site. Improvements to the bridge will include adding a sidewalk on the north side and 

new paving, striping and upgrading the guardrails. Caltrans may consider other bridge 

designs, including a cantilever to provide additional pedestrian access on the north side, 

but any such approaches would require additional design and discussions with Caltrans. 

The bridge is owned and maintained by the California Department of Transportation 
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(Caltrans) and is routinely checked to ensure it is structurally sound. An inspection 

structural review of the bridge was conducted by Caltrans in March 2011, and the review 

concluded the bridge is structurally sound (Caltrans 2011). 

Page 2-45, 1st paragraph: 

A Street would continue through the project site as the main road connecting to 40th 

Street on the north side of the UPRR embankment. A 10-foot-wide sidewalk is proposed 

adjacent to the south side of A Street through the project site. A second vehicle access is 

proposed in the eastern portion of the site through the extension of 40th Street through the 

Cannery Business Park site connecting to C Street between 40th Street and Tivoli Way. 

This connection would require an underpass to be constructed under the UPRR 

embankment. A pedestrian/bicycle underpass is also proposed under the UPRR 

embankment connecting to the northern terminus of Alhambra Boulevard, in the 

southwestern portion of the site. Dedicated on-street bicycle lanes would be provided 

along 40th Street between C Street and A Street with no on street parking permitted. 

Dedicated on-street bicycle lanes, with no parking permitted, would also be provided from 

28th Street to the A Street Bridge, with a transition at the approach to the bridge, as 

determined by the City with approval by Caltrans. 

Page 2-46, 2nd paragraph: 

The 40th Street vehicle underpass would be approximately 107 feet wide, 16 feet high, 

and 148 feet long, and would accommodate two lanes of traffic along with access for 

bikes and sidewalks on both sides of the road. The sidewalks would be 6-feet wide to 

accommodate pedestrians. Energy efficient LED Llighting would be provided and would 

adhere to the City’s standards for minimum lighting intensity for pedestrians, bicycles, 

and safety… 

Page 2-45, 3rd paragraph: 

The Alhambra pedestrian and bike underpass would be constructed under the existing 

UPRR raised embankment at the northerly end of Alhambra Boulevard, if approved by 

UPRR and the appropriate government agencies. The underpass would provide 

pedestrian and bicycle access between Alhambra Boulevard and the project site. While 

public vehicle access would be prohibited, the underpass must provide a minimum width 

of 12 feet to accommodate City maintenance vehicles for maintenance activities. 

Removable traffic control devices or an alternative design would prohibit vehicles from 

traveling through the underpass but would allow access for designated City maintenance 

vehicles. The length of the underpass is roughly 125.5 feet long and is controlled by the 

width of the existing railroad embankment and accommodation of future planned railroad 
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tracks and railroad maintenance roads.  LED lighting and cameras at both ends of the 

underpass have been added to provide a more pedestrian-friendly environment. Lighting 

would be provided and would adhere to the City’s standards for minimum lighting 

intensity for pedestrians, bicycles, and safety. 

The project also includes a variety of traffic calming measures including bulb outs, 

chokers, split medians, and traffic circles, as described in greater detail in Section 4.9, 

Transportation and Circulation. 

Page 2-49, 2nd paragraph: 

 The proposed project includes three five parks (three main parks and two pocket parks) 

that total approximately 2.45 acres, and an approximately 1-acre neighborhood 

recreation center and outdoor pool facilities in the center of the project site (see Figure 

2-3), and landscaped common areas throughout the project. A community garden is 

proposed in the northeast corner of the project site near the location of the proposed 

future bikeway connection. If the connection to the bikeway is constructed a portion of 

the community garden would be removed, modified and/or rebuilt. The recreation center 

would be privately run and maintained by an HOA. The recreation center may include up 

to 2,000 sf of retail space that could be used for a café, restaurant, shop or other retail 

use that would be open to the public. Figures 2-21 and 2-22 show the proposed building 

elevations. The hours of operation of the recreation center and the pool are currently 

anticipated to be from 5:30 a.m. to 11:00 p.m. The parks would be connected to the 

adjacent residential uses via the surrounding roadway network that would include 

separated sidewalks and access for bikes along area roadways. A 10-foot-wide sidewalk 

is proposed adjacent to the south side of A Street through the project site. The project 

includes landscaped public spaces with a current plan to include art in public places and 

street furniture for residents and visitors. The parks would be constructed by the project 

applicant and would be maintained by the City’s Parks Department and/or the HOA 

pursuant to a funding and maintenance plan approved by the City. The project meets the 

City’s Quimby Act parkland dedication requirement and the City’s Quimby Act Ordinance 

through dedication, payment of in-lieu fees and the provision of proposed on-site parks 

and a one or more private recreation facilities agreements that provides partial 

dedication credit for the recreation center, community pool and community garden 

potentially other facilities which qualify for credit. 
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Page 2-49, 3rd paragraph: 

The project’s proposed landscaping plan includes over 2,000 trees throughout the site, 

including street trees along all project roadways and alleys consistent with City 

requirements and adjacent residential neighborhoods. A mix of evergreen deciduous, and 

coniferous trees (e.g., redwood, pine, cedar, and cypress) are proposed in the landscaped 

buffer areas adjacent to the freeway and UPRR ROW in consultation with the City arborist. 

Separated sidewalks are included along most roadways.  

Page 2-50, 2nd paragraph: 

Two groundwater monitoring wells and six soil gas probes located along the northern 

portion of the project site used for post-closure monitoring of the 28th Street Landfill 

would be relocated as part of the project within the western and northern perimeter of 

the project site on land owned by the HOA or a public agency or under easement to the 

HOA or public agency. In addition, the project applicant is proposing to include two 

additional soil gas probes for a total of eight probes. 

Page 2-55, 2nd paragraph: 

Storm drain flows would be pumped to Sump 99 via a proposed force main following 

either the new 40th Street extension and C Street or Lanatt and C Street. 

Page 2-57, 1st paragraph: 

The proposed project would include a rezone of the project site from Heavy Industrial 

(M-2) to Single-Family Alternative Planned Unit Development (R-1A PUD and R-2A PUD 

for the condominiums) and Residential Mixed Use (RMX) for the recreation center. The 

R-1A PUD allows for maximum densities of 15 dwelling units per net acre. The R-2A 

PUD allows a maximum density of 17 dwelling units per acre.  

Page 2-58, after the 1st paragraph: 

To construct the 40th Street underpass a temporary track realignment or shoofly will be 

required to keep the railroad tracks accessible during construction of the underpass. The 

earthwork material required for the shoofly embankment (19,000 cubic yards) will be 

generated from the project site and no soil would be imported. The soils will be replaced 

within the project site when the shoofly is no longer required. The shoofly embankment 

grading is expected to occur concurrently with project site grading. The shoofly 

embankment placement will be in place for approximately fourteen months.  
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Page 2-58, 3rd paragraph: 

The off-site improvements include improving 1,200 feet of A Street from the intersection with 

28th Street, through to the former closed 28th Street Landfill, to the project site to meet current 

City roadway standards. A roadway extending east from the intersection of 28th Street and A 

Street through the Landfill site and over the Capital City Freeway is currently contemplated in 

the City’s 2030 General Plan as part of the Sutter’s Landing Parkway Extension, and in the 

Sutter’s Landing Regional Park Master Plan. The project is proposing to improve the A Street 

Bridge over the Capital City Freeway by to includeing new paving, striping a sidewalk on the 

north side and upgrading the guardrails. Caltrans may consider other bridge designs, including 

a cantilever to provide additional pedestrian access on the north side, but any such 

approaches would require additional design and discussions with Caltrans. 

Such actions to achieve these standards may include excavation, import of engineered 

fill or soil, compaction, and or installation of an engineered cover meeting the 

requirements of the LEA and CVRWQCB, as appropriate. The project also includes 

additional signage and measures, such as barriers, to ensure the security of the former 

closed 28th Landfill and protection of the public are also anticipated. 

Page 2-63, 1st paragraph: 

The project also includes fencing and landscaping on both sides of the roadway in 

compliance with current landfill regulations. Additional signage and measures, such as 

barriers, to ensure the security of the former closed 28th Landfill and protection of the 

public are also anticipated. 

Page 2-64, 2nd paragraph: 

However, the proposed 40th Street underpass, as well as the bicycle/pedestrian 

underpass if approved by UPRR and the appropriate government agencies, have been 

designed at UP’s request to accommodate future expansion of the UPRR/CCJPA tracks 

with the proposed CCJPA track being closest to the project site. 

Page 2-64 under Required Discretionary Actions: 

 Certification of the EIR and adoption of the Mitigation Monitoring Plan. Before the City 

can approve the proposed project, it must certify that the EIR was completed in compliance 

with the requirements of CEQA, that the decision-making body has reviewed and 

considered the information in the EIR, and that the EIR reflects the independent judgment of 

the City of Sacramento. Approval of the EIR also requires adoption of a Mitigation 

Monitoring Program (MMP), which specifies the methods for monitoring mitigation measures 
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required to eliminate or reduce the project’s significant effects on the environment. The City 

would also be required to adopt Findings of Fact, and for any impacts determined to be 

significant and unavoidable, a Statement of Overriding Considerations, as part of project 

approval. Because this EIR did not identify any significant and unavoidable impacts, the City 

need not prepare a Statement of Overriding Considerations.  

 Development Agreement. The project includes a development agreement which would 

identify specific conditions the project applicant must meet.  

 General Plan Amendment. The project requires redesignating the site from Planned 

Development to Traditional Neighborhood Medium Density (8–21 dwelling units per 

acre (du/ac)). 

 Rezone. The project would require a rezone from Heavy Industrial (M-2) to Single-

Family Alternative Unit or Duplex Dwelling Planned Unit Development (R-1A PUD) and 

Single-Family Alternative Planned Unit Development (R 1A PUD) zone, Multi-Unit 

Dwelling (R-2A PUD), and Residential Mixed Use (RMX) zone. 

 Establishment of the McKinley Village Planned Unit Development (PUD) 

Guidelines and Schematic Plan. The project will require approval of a PUD 

designation. A PUD controls the development of land with specific regulations related to 

design. The purpose of a PUD is to provide greater flexibility in the design or 

development standards of integrated developments than is otherwise possible through 

strict application of zoning regulations. PUDs can include all or a portion of a residential 

neighborhood, an employment center, or a mixed residential/employment development. 

 Bikeway Master Plan Amendment. The project would require an amendment to the City’s 

Bikeway Master Plan to incorporate the bikeway network for the McKinley Village project.  

 Large Lot Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Subdivision Master Parcel Map. The 

applicant is seeking approval of a large lot subdivision master parcel map to subdivide 

the 48.75-acre site into eleven large lot parcels. 

 Tentative Subdivision Tentative Map. The applicant is seeking approval of a tentative 

subdivision map for the entire project to subdivide the site for a residential subdivision, 

park, and recreation center comprised of 384 parcels on 48.8± acres. 

 Subdivision Modifications. A sSubdivision modifications is are required to allow 

nonstandard street sections and alleys that are approved through the PUD process. 

 Site Plan and Design Review. The project requires site plan and design review of the 

proposed residential units and recreation center.  

 Driveway Variances. The project would require a driveway variance to reduce the width 

of the proposed driveways from 24 feet to 20 feet for all proposed T-court driveways. 
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Page 2-67, last paragraph: 

Appeals may be filed with the State Board of Education which will act as the final arbiter in 

the event of an appeal. The Sacramento County Committee on School District 

Organization granted the territory transfer on December 17, 2013 (Resolution CC-13-02). 

Section 4.1, Air Quality and Climate Change 

Table 4.1-3 under fine particulate matter on page 4.1-7 is revised.  

Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) 

Maximum 24-
hour conc. 
(federal method) 

Sacramento- 
Health Dept. 
Stockton 
Blvd. 

35 mg/m3 64.8 42.4 29.0 50.7 29.0 

Annual 
concentration 
(state method) 

12 mg/m3 64.812.2 42.49.6 29.07.8 50.710.1 29.08.2 

Annual 
concentration 
(federal method) 

15.0 
mg/m3 

12.1 9.5 7.8 10.0 8.2 

 

Page 4.1-33, 1st paragraph: 

In accordance with General Plan Policy ER 6.1.5 and Policy ER 6.1.6 as well as NOP 

commenters asking to evaluate the potential health effects on sensitive receptors, a 

Health Risk Assessment (HRA) was prepared for the project. 

Table 4.1-9 on page 4.1-43 has been updated to reflect air quality modeling done to account for 

the additional 8 residential units. The new modeling shows the project is still below the thresholds 

for ROG and NOx so the operational impact remains less than significant. Construction emissions 

would essentially the same so construction emissions were not re-modeled. 

Table 4.1-9 

Operational ROG and NOx Emissions (pounds per day) 

Source 

ROG Emissions NOx Emissions 

Unmitigated Mitigated Unmitigated Mitigated 

Summer 

Area – excluding 
consumer 
products 

10.99 10.99 0.36 0.36 

Consumer 
Products 

13.03 13.03 - - 
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Table 4.1-9 

Operational ROG and NOx Emissions (pounds per day) 

Source 

ROG Emissions NOx Emissions 

Unmitigated Mitigated Unmitigated Mitigated 

Energy 0.31 0.19 2.66 1.63 

Mobile 36.19 34.23 33.56 31.74 

Total Summer 60.52 58.44 36.58 33.73 

Winter 

Area – excluding 
consumer 
products 

10.99 

 

10.99  

 

0.36 0.36 

Consumer 
Products 

13.03 13.30 13.03 13.30 - - 

Energy 0.31 0.32 0.23 0.20  2.66 1.96 

Mobile 39.46 39.82 37.21 37.53 37.69 35.62 

Total 63.79 64.43 61.42 62.02 40.71 37.61 

Source: Dudek 2013. 

Page 4.1-47, last paragraph: 

As noted above, the SMAQMD developed the Roadway Protocol to evaluate cancer risk 

due to DPM emissions from vehicles traveling on a high-traffic roadway close to a 

proposed project site and to provide a screening approach that would not involve 

complex analysis for many projects. As noted in Section 4.1.3 above, using the 

screening table in the Roadway Protocol, the estimated cancer risk due to DPM 

emissions from the Capital City Freeway would be 200 in 1 million, which is less than the 

SMAQMD evaluation criterion. 

Page 4.1-48, 2nd paragraph: 

Based on the results of the dispersion model and health effect calculations that convert 

the modeled concentrations to cancer risk, it was determined that residents in nearly all 

of the project site would be exposed to a cancer risk of approximately 80 in 1 million or 

less with a maximum of approximately 120 in 1 million under a 70-year exposure 

scenario, one residence, which would be closest to the freeway and the UPRR tracks at 

the eastern end of the proposed project, would be exposed to a cancer risk of 

approximately 120 in 1 million under a 70-year exposure scenario, which is less than 

SMAQMD’s evaluation criterion of 276 in 1 million. Aas shown in Figure 4.1-1, Modeled 

Cancer Risk Due to DPM Emissions residents in nearly all of the project site, would be 

exposed to a lower cancer risk of approximately 80 in 1 million or less. In addition, the 
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HRA estimated the “cancer burden” among residents of the proposed project due to 

DPM emissions from trucks and locomotives. Unlike cancer risk, which is the lifetime 

probability (chances) of an individual developing cancer due to exposure to a 

carcinogenic compound, cancer burden uses the cancer risk estimates to compute the 

estimated number of theoretical cancer cases in a defined population resulting from a 

lifetime exposure to carcinogenic TACs. As reported in the HRA, the nominal maximum 

estimated cancer risk over the project site of approximately 80120 in 1 million was 

multiplied by the project population of 656 persons to give a cancer burden of 0.058. 

Page 4.1-51, 1st paragraph: 

The HRA indicates that future residents would not be subject to a substantial increase in 

lifetime cancer risk as a result of exposure to TACs from mobile sources based on the 

SMAQMD guidance. It is important to note that all residents of the City and County are 

exposed to some risk of cancer due to DPM just by virtue of living in an urban environment. 

Section 4.2, Biological Resources 

Page 4.2-20, 3rd paragraph: 

A subsequent survey by Foothill Associates in February 2013, confirmed the presence of 

the four shrubs, and also identified regrowth at the prior locations of Shrubs 1 and 11. 

Stem counts conducted in February 2013 identified a total 100 stems of 1 inch or greater 

at five shrubs (shrubs 2,3,4,6, and 11). Note that the a stem count was not made for the 

sixth shrub, the re-occurrence at Group 1, as it occurs partially on the project site and 

partially within the UPRR and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) ROW 

and would be avoided by the project. would not be affected by the proposed project 

Project construction would avoid Shrubs 1 and 2, thereby reducing the number of 

potentially affected stems to 66. The stem counts for each location are shown in Table 

4.2-4. The required VELB habitat credits were purchased from a USFWS approved 

conservation bank (the Sacramento River Ranch Conservation Bank) on January 29, 

2014 and the affected elderberry bushes were transplanted to such conservation bank 

on February 13, 2014 in accordance with mitigation measure 4.2-1(c). 
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The notes section in Table 4.2-4 on page 4.2-20 is revised: 

Table 4.2-4 

Elderberry Shrubs, Existing Conditions 

Group 

Stem Class 

Exit Holes? 1-inch–3-inch” 3-inch—5-inch >5-inch 

11 - - - - 

22 34 0 0 N 

3 10 3 2 Y 

4 4 1 1 N 

6 15 11 10 Y 

113 9 0 0 N 

Subtotal 72 15 13  

Total Affected 66  

Source: Foothills Associates 2013 
Notes: 
1
 Regrowth identified at shrub 1 but not quantified because it is on UPRR land would be avoided by the 
project and would not be affected. 

2
 Group 2 would be avoided by proposed project, and is not included in the Total Affected. 

3
 New occurrence near the location of Group 11. 

Page 4.2-33, 2nd paragraph: 

The potential impact to nesting Swainson’s hawks, should active Swainson’s hawk 

nests occur within trees on or immediately adjacent to the site or off-site improvement 

areas prior to development, as well as the loss of approximately 501.5 acres of 

foraging habitat (includes both on and off site) potentially used by nearby active nests 

known to occur in the project vicinity, is considered a significant impact.  

Page 4.2-33, last paragraph and page 4.2-34, first paragraph: 

Regrowth was identified at Shrub 1, but not quantified because at the time of the survey 

it was determined the shrub was it is located on UPRR land, outside of the project site, 

and was to be avoided by the project. Stem counts conducted in February 2013 

identified a total 100 stems of one inch or greater at the five shrubs (shrubs 2,3,4,6, and 

11). A survey conducted on November 25, 2013, determined Shrub 1 was located 

partially on the project site and partially within the UPRR and Caltrans right-of-way. 

Project construction would avoid Shrub 1 and 2 by implementing a 100-foot construction 

setback, and a 20-foot permanent setback (from the development footprint), reducing the 

number of potentially affected stems to 66. In addition, the required VELB habitat credits 

were purchased from a USFWS approved conservation bank (the Sacramento River 
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Ranch Conservation Bank) on January 29, 2014 and the affected elderberry bushes 

were transplanted to such conservation bank on February 13, 2014 in accordance with 

mitigation measure 4.2-1(c). 

Mitigation Measure 4.2-1(b) on page 4.2-36 is revised: 

4.2-1(b) Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the project applicant shall provide the 

City with evidence that the applicant has compensated for the loss of Swainson’s 

hawk foraging habitat. Compensation shall provide suitable foraging habitat and 

shall be consistent with guidance provided in the 1994 Staff Report Regarding 

Mitigation for Impacts to Swainson’s Hawks in the Central Valley of California 

(CDFG 1994). Suitable foraging habitat includes fallow land, alfalfa or other low 

growing crops, as defined in CDFG 1994 and Estep 1989 2007.  

Consistent with the 1994 CDFG staff report, habitat shall be provided at the ratio 

of 1:1 (mitigation: impact). The habitat provided shall be of equal or greater 

quality than that lost as a result of the proposed project which includes the 

extension of A Street and 40th Street. A detailed description of the location and 

boundaries and a copy of the proposed easements to be maintained and 

managed as Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat shall be provided by the project 

applicant. The project applicant shall coordinate with the City’s Environmental 

Services Department to ensure the land meets the City’s requirements as well as 

current California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) criteria.  

The project applicant shall record one or more conservation easements 

consistent with the above standards. The conservation easement(s) shall be 

executed by the project applicant and a conservation operator and shall satisfy 

the requirements of applicable state law. The conservation easement(s) shall be 

reviewed by CDFW prior to the recordation. The conservation easements shall 

prohibit planting or maintenance of vineyards or orchards, corn, rice, or safflower 

and other crops inconsistent with the foraging value of the project area.  

The project applicant shall comply with and complete the above requirements, 

including City review and approval of also obtain approval by the City and CDFW 

for its and prepare a Swainson’s hawk habitat management and monitoring plan in 

consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife for submittal to the 

City for approval prior to the issuance of grading permits. The plan shall address, 

at a minimum, the following: crops and/or habitat types that will be planted and 

managed on the parcel; rotation and harvest schedule if crops are planted; and 

monitoring that will occur to ensure that the parcel is managed as Swainson’s 
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hawk habitat. and to report on the extent to which Swainson’s hawks are utilizing 

the parcel as foraging habitat. The plan operator shall prepare and submit a report 

to the Director, Community Development Department, City of Sacramento 

regarding habitat and operations of the mitigation site on an annual basis.  

Table 4.2-5 on page 4.2-40 is replaced with the following table: 

Table 4.2-5 

Approved Elderberry Mitigation Ratios 

Stem Size 
Exit 

Holes 
Stem 
Count Ratio 

Assoc. 
Native Ratio 

Plantings 
No. of 

Seedlings 

Plantings No. 
of Assoc. 
Natives 

≥1" and <3" No 13 1:1 1:1 13 13 

≥3" and <5" No 1 2:1 1:1 2 2 

≥ 5" No 1 3:1 1:1 3 3 

≥1" and <3" Yes 25 2:1 2:1 50 100 

≥3" and <5" Yes 14 4:1 2:1 56 112 

≥ 5" Yes 12 6:1 2:1 72 144 

  66   196 374 

 

Page 4.2-40, paragraph below Table 4.2-5: 

Formal consultation with USFWS identified 87 stems potentially impacted. Based on 

existing conditions, 66 stems would be affected by the proposed project. Therefore, it is 

not necessary to re-initiate formal consultation with USFWS. Using the mitigation ratios 

indicated in the Biological Opinion, 196 elderberry seedlings (40 57 habitat bank credits) 

would be required. The required VELB habitat credits were purchased from a USFWS 

approved conservation bank (the Sacramento River Ranch Conservation Bank) on 

January 29, 2014 and the affected elderberry bushes were transplanted to such 

conservation bank on February 13, 2014 in accordance with mitigation measure 4.2-1(c). 

Section 4.4, Hazards and Public Safety 

Page 4.4-39, 4th paragraph: 

The CVRWQCB and the County, in its capacity as the LEA, shall also approve the 

relocation of the subject groundwater wells and soil gas probes, as part of the project 

with concurrence by CalRecycle.  
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Page 4.4-41, 2nd full paragraph under Impact 4.4-2: 

Further, should solid waste be determined to be located beneath the road alignment that 

connects the A Street Bridge to 28th Street, both the LEA and the CVRWQCB landfill 

operator may be required to make modifications to the Postclosure Land Use Plan, the 

Closure/Postclosure Maintenance Plan and the Postclosure Maintenance and Corrective 

Action Order, respectively.  

Page 4.4-50, references: 

CalRecycleSacramento County, 2013a. Closed Disposal Site Inspection Report (188) for 

the Sacramento City Landfill located at 28th and A Streets, Sacramento, 95816, 

July 11, 2013.  

CalRecycleSacramento County, 2013b. Closed Disposal Site Inspection Report (188) for 

the Sacramento City Landfill located at 28th and A Streets, Sacramento, 95816, 

July 26, 2013.  

Section 4.5, Hydrology, Water Quality and Drainage 

Page 4.5-18, 1st paragraph: 

As discussed in Section 4.4, Hazards and Public Safety, Since the inorganic compound 

concentrations (i.e., total dissolved suspended solids, sulfate, chloride, etc.) have 

remained relatively stable since post closure monitoring was initiated during each 

sampling event since; based on this trend, it does not appear that leachate from the 

closed 28th Street Landfill has significantly impacted groundwater at the project site. 

Page 4.5-29, 4th paragraph: 

If eventually constructed, Tthis sewer detention project would be adjacent to the proposed 

project site, but consist of a large diameter pipeline (about 10 feet wide) located 

underground, beneath the portions of the A Street access drive and detention ponds, 

within City-owned on the project site or on property that the project applicant shall 

acquire in fee or through the purchase of property rights. The Combined Sewer Detention 

Project is a compatible use that would not affect the capacity of the on-site detention 

ponds. And If the City decides to pursue the project, it would undergo a separate 

environmental review process. The project applicant will make an Irrevocable Offer of 

Dedication (within the aforementioned area) for those lands necessary for the City to 

construct the Combined Sewer Detention Project. 
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Page 4.5-31, 2nd paragraph: 

The drainage system would include two detention basins with a total volume of 

approximately 810 acre-feet and a pump station with a 10two 5 cubic feet per second 

(cfs) pumps capacity which would convey water to the City’s existing Sump 99 through a 

newly constructed force main (Figure 4.5-4). A third 5 cfs pump would be included as a 

backup. Prior to installation of the drainage system, groundwater would be the primary 

receiving water body, since the site is an internally closed basin. The detention basins 

and force main to Sump 99 would be completed in the first phase of construction As the 

phases of construction proceed, at which point stormwater runoff would eventually be 

collected and discharged into the American River from Sump 99. 

Page 4.5-32, 3rd paragraph: 

Due to shallow groundwater levels in the vicinity of the project site, trenching and 

excavation activities associated with construction of the proposed project could reach a 

depth that would expose the water table, which would require dewatering of excavation 

sites. This could create a direct path for contaminants in groundwater, if present, to enter 

the groundwater surface water system.  

Page 4.5-35, 1st paragraph: 

The north basin would vary in elevation from 109.5 to 13.517.0 feet AMSL and the at the 

bottom of the basin, and adjacent grades would vary from elevation 16.8 to 25 feet 

AMSL south basin would vary in elevation from 13.7 to 1520.0 feet AMSL at the bottom 

of the basin with adjacent grades ranging from 22.2 to 22.5 feet AMSL. The underground 

pump station would be between 10 and 15 feet deep, and the sewage detention tank 

would be 132 feet deep (Wood Rodgers. 2013a, 2013b; Appendix J). 

Page 4.5-38, 1st paragraph: 

The detention basins would have the ability to retain approximately 810 acre-feet of 

stormwater runoff, which is sufficient to capture runoff from the site for the 100-year peak 

flow event. 

Page 4.5-38, 2nd and 3rd paragraphs and page 4.5-39, 2nd and 3rd paragraphs: 

The pre- and post-project watershed area would be the same, and stormwater would 

flow in the same general direction (to the west). Instead of ponding on-site, stormwater 

would be directed through a force main to Sump 99 and eventually discharged into the 

American River. During peak periods of rainfall, the force main would be closed and 
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stormwater would accumulate in the detention ponds, so as to avoid a reducing the 

available capacity of Sump 99. The project would also increase the amount of 

impervious surfaces by approximately 42 acres due to rooftops, driveways, sidewalks, 

and streets. […] 

The project applicant has developed is in the process of developing detailed on-site 

drainage designs and is including Low Impact Development (LID) applications to 

implement runoff reduction measures based on the Stormwater Quality Design Manual 

for the Sacramento and South Placer Regions (Appendix J Wood Rogers 2013a; 

Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership 2007). The Draft Drainage Study 

preliminary plans calls for LID runoff reduction features in the “T-Court” driveways, seven 

open space parcels to include stormwater planters, and three park sites which would be 

designed to collect local stormwater and drain to depressed on-site locations. […] As the 

proposed project and subdivision maps proceed to final design, the Applicant will 

continue to refine LID measures to be in compliance with City standards. 

Overall, the proposed project would have a low potential to substantially degrade water 

quality due to the type of development being proposed (i.e., residential as opposed to 

industrial or service commercial), the existing drainage characteristics (i..e., low slopes and 

low potential for excess erosion and sedimentation), and the LID features being proposed as 

part of the project that are consistent with implementation the City’s SQIP. […] 

Although dDetailed design of lot-level LID measures are provided in Appendix J and are 

in compliance currently in development and have not been finalized to date, the project 

applicant would be required to comply with the City Stormwater Management and 

Discharge Control Code (Ord. 2004-042 Section 1; Ord. 98-007 Section 1), Grading and 

Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance No. 93-068, and must implement BMPs to the 

maximum extent practicable, as outlined in guidance within the Stormwater Quality 

Design Manual for the Sacramento and South Placer Regions. 

Page 4.5-40, 3rd and 4th paragraphs: 

Currently there are no existing sewer facilities within the project site. Dewatering 

discharges to the City’s CSS during construction are not anticipated because the initial 

phases of construction, including utilities, would occur during the dry season (May 

through November) and because dewatering discharges, if needed, would most likely be 

made to another part of the site (i.e., infiltrated and evaporated). In the unlikely event 

that dewatering discharges would need to be directed to the CSS, such an action would 

require approval from the City, either through a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 

for long-term discharges or submittal and approval of a dewatering plan, as discussed in 
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Impact 4.5-1. In either case, the submittal would specify the type of groundwater 

discharge, flow rates, and discharge system design, among other elements. The City 

would monitor and place restrictions on discharging to the CSS in peak wet weather 

flows. Construction-related discharges to the CSS, if required, would be short term and 

would become unnecessary as soon and the site’s stormwater drainage system is 

completed. For these reasons, short-term construction site dewatering activities would 

not contribute to peak wet weather flows in the City’s CSS. 

When the approximately 48.75-acre site is developed, it would produce approximately 

33328 Equivalent Single-Family Dwellings and according to the Sewer Master Plan 

Preliminary Sewer Plan prepared for the proposed project (Wood Rodgers 2013ba), the 

project site would have a Peak Wet Weather Flow of 0.313 mgd. […] 

[…] This is equivalent to 7,5556,300 cubic feet of detention, which would require a tank that 

is 23 feet wide by 23 feet long and 12 feet deep (or similar dimensions yielding at least 

7,5556,300 cubic feet of storage). […] Instead, excess flows would be detained on site in the 

7,5556,300 cubic feet (minimum) sewage detention tank. Assuming the pipes are flowing 

half full, there is an additional volume of approximately 3038,000 gallons of available storage 

within the pipes and manholes that could be utilized during large storm events.  

Page 4.5-47, 1st and 2nd paragraphs: 

The project’s proposed drainage collection infrastructure would include a drainage pump 

station that would be constructed adjacent to the proposed 810 acre-foot detention basins. 

The two detention basins would be located on the western end of the project site—one 

north of the A Street entrance and one south of it. Both detention basins would function as 

one large basin during peak runoff periods, because both would be connected by a 2-foot 

pipe culvert beneath the A Street entrance to the site. The detention basins would be 

located partially on City-owned property (the project applicant shall acquire in fee or 

through the purchase of property rights); the project applicant and the City are formalizing 

an agreement to allow use of part of the project property for the purpose of stormwater 

detention. […]To minimize any impact to the existing off-site watershed (see Figure 4.5-4), 

a flap gate would be installed in the force main between the proposed on-site pump station 

and Sump 99. The intent of the flap gate is to halt stormwater flow from the project site to 

Sump 99 during times when off-site stormwater flows are high and Sump 99 is near or at 

its design capacity. Specifically, when the stage (i.e., water level) within Sump 99 reaches 

13 feet, the flap gate will close and on-site runoff would begin to accumulate within the 

detention basin (see Appendix J). The proposed on-site basin volume is designed to 

accommodate discharge from the proposed site for an extended duration the duration that 
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water levels within Sump 99 would remain above 13 feet under a 10-year 24-hour, 100-

year 24-hour and 100-year 10-day storm event.  

According to the project applicant’s engineer, the 810 acre-feet of detention is sufficient 

to accommodate a 100-year, 24-hour storm (Appendix J Wood Rogers 20113a). The 

City of Sacramento indicated that Sump 99 needed to be modified to include an 

electrical upgrade project (Wood Rogers 2013a). The on-site pump station is expected 

to have a capacity of approximately two 5 cfs pumps for a total capacity of 108 cfs; a 

third pump would also be installed to serve as a backup. Under normal conditions, 

drainage from the site would be pumped to the existing Sump Station 99 (storm drainage 

pump station) located southeast of the project site at the northeast corner of Lanatt 

Street and C Street/Elvas Avenue. The additional flows from the project site are not 

expected to require capacity upgrades to the existing Sump 99. However, the City plans 

to modify Sump 99. However, the City plans to modify Sump 99 (the project proposes to 

provide funding to the City for such modifications, if required by the City) to include 

backup power and telemetry for monitoring the pump system during storm events, to the 

extent that the City has not already undertaken such modification. (or providing funding 

to the City for such modifications) to include backup power and telemetry for monitoring 

the pump system during storm events, to the extent that the City has not already 

undertaken such modification. 

Page 4.5-48, paragraph under Impact 4.5-7: 

Furthermore, the project applicant has committed to implement runoff reduction LID 

measures, which are designed to promote retention and eventual infiltration of 

stormwater runoff into the groundwater infiltration table. Finally, there would also be no 

indirect effect on groundwater supplies because as described in Section 4.8, Public 

Utilities, water to be supplied to the project would be from current entitlements from the 

Sacramento and American Rivers (not from groundwater). For these reasons the impact 

of the project on groundwater supplies and recharge would be less than significant. 

Page 4.5-52, last reference: 

Wood Rodgers, 2013b. Sewer Master Plan Technical Memorandum Preliminary Sewer 

Plan for the McKinley Village. Prepared for Encore McKinley Village LLC. September 

3June 20, 2013. 
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Section 4.7, Public Services and Recreation 

Page 4.7-25, last sentence in the paragraph under the header Parks and Recreation: 

 For single-family residential units, the factor of .0135 is used as a constant which, when 

multiplied by the number of dwelling units proposed, produces 5 acres of parkland per 

1,000 population. For multi-family units a factor of 0.0105 is used. Thus, for the 

proposed project with 328 312 single family units and 24 multifamily units, the required 

parkland dedication would be 4.4364 acres. 

The text in the first paragraph on page 4.7-26 is revised to reflect the SPD’s correct unofficial 

staffing ratio. 

Based on the SPD’s unofficial staffing goal of 2.5 sworn officers per 1,000 residents and 1 

civilian support staff per 2 sworn officers, the increased residential population associated 

with the proposed project would require the addition of approximately 1 sworn police 

officer and no additional civilian support staff members. The addition of 1 sworn officer 

would not require the construction of new, or the expansion of existing, police facilities 

because adequate space is available in the Richards Boulevard Police Facility.  

Page 4.7-30, 1st paragraph: 

As previously discussed in this section, the City of Sacramento Code, Chapter 16, 

currently requires 5 acres of neighborhood and community park facilities per 1,000 

residents. The City’s DPR [Department of Parks and Recreation] has indicated that the 

total dedication obligation for the project would be 4.4364 acres (based on the DPR’s 

assumption of 2.7 persons per single family household and 2.1 persons per multifamily 

household).As also previously discussed in this section, changes to the City’s parkland 

dedication service level goal are proposed in the General Plan 2035 Update that is 

currently underway. If adopted, the service level goal for neighborhood/ community 

serving parks may drop from 5 acres to 3.5 acres per 1,000 residents. If the service level 

goal is dropped to 3.5 acres per 1,000 residents and using a single family persons per 

household assumption of 2.7 and a multi-family persons per household assumption of 

2.1, the project’s parkland dedication obligation would be recalculated to be 3.14 acres. 



MCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT MARCH 2014 

2 – Text Changes to the Draft EIR 7828 

March 2014 2-23 

Section 4.9, Transportation and Circulation 

Figure 4.9-12 has been revised and is included at the end of this chapter. 

Page 4.9-9, 4th bullet: 

 C Street / Elvas Avenue is depicted in the City of Sacramento’s 2030 General 

Plan as a local roadway between 30th Street and 33rd Street and a collector 

roadway that extends between from 33rd 30th Street at its west end to and 65th 

Street to the east. Between 30th and 33rd Streets, C Street is a relatively narrow 

two-lane roadway classified as a Local Street in the City of Sacramento’s 2030 

General Plan, with on-street parking, fronting residences with driveways, and a 

posted speed limit of 25 miles per hour (mph). 

Page 4.9-15, 1st paragraph under the header Transit System:  

However, existing bus stops are at least a quarter mile to a ½ mile walking/biking 

distance from the three proposed site access points (the closest stop to the project site 

serves Route 34, and is located just over a quarter mile south of the proposed 

bicycle/pedestrian access point at the intersection of E Street/Alhambra Boulevard). 

However, with the proposed Caltrans closure of the E Street ramp, several stops on 30th 

Street in the project vicinity that service Routes 67 and 69 northbound will no longer be 

available. The closest bus stops available for Route 67/68 northbound travel will be 

located at L Street and 30th Street, just under a one mile distance. Stops in the study 

area are marked by a posted sign. Select stops include a bus shelter or a bench located 

on a 4- to 5-foot sidewalk. Figure 4.9-5 displays existing bus routes and stop locations 

within the study area.  

Page 4.9-16, 4th bullet is deleted: 

 C Street – 16th Street to Alhambra Boulevard. 

Page 4.9-24, 1st paragraph and Table 4.9-4 (partial): 

Table 4.9-4 summarizes the existing daily traffic volumes and the corresponding levels 

of service according to the thresholds shown in Table 4.9-2. As shown, all study 

roadway segments currently operate at LOS C D or better. 
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Table 4.9-4 

Roadway Capacity Utilization – Existing Conditions  

Roadway Segment 
General Plan 
Designation 

Number of 
Lanes 

Average 
Daily 

Traffic 
Level of 
Service 

28th Street – C Street to E Street Local 2 3,850 C 

28th Street – E Street to H Street Local 2 2,380 A 

C Street – Alhambra Boulevard to 33rd 
Street 

Major 
Collector 
Local 

2 4,400 A D 

 

Page 4.9-39, Table 4.9-8 is revised: 

Table 4.9-8 

Project Trip Generation  

Notes:  
1 

KSF – thousand square feet; DU – dwelling unit. 
2 

Trip rates based on data published in Trip Generation Manual 9th Edition (ITE, 2012). 
*  Residential trips calculated using ITE best fit equations. 
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014 
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Page 4.9-51, Table 4.9-9 is revised (partial): 

Table 4.9-9 

Roadway Segment Capacity Utilization – Existing Plus Project Conditions 

Roadway Segment 

General 
Plan 

Designation 

Number 
of 

Lanes 

Existing 
Existing Plus 

Project 

Average 
Daily 

Traffic 

Level 
of 

Service 

Average 
Daily 

Traffic 

Level 
of 

Service 

28th Street – C Street to E 
Street 

Local 2 3,850 C 4,972 E 

28th Street – E Street to H 
Street 

Local 2 2,380 A 2,801 A 

C Street – Alhambra Boulevard 
to 33rd Street 

Major 
Collector 
Local 

2 4,400 A D 4,985 A E 

 

Page 4.9-52, 1st paragraph: 

Exceptions include C Street west of 28th Street, which would continue to operate at LOS 

C (same as existing) and 28th Street between C Street and E Street which would 

degrade from LOS C to LOS E, and C Street between Alhambra Boulevard and 33rd 

Street which would degrade from LOS D to LOS E with the addition of the project. 

Page 4.9-61, 1st paragraph under Impact 4.9-3: 

The project would not adversely affect existing or planned pedestrian facilities nor 

would it fail to adequately provide for access by pedestrians. The project applicant 

will construct curb, gutter, sidewalks and planters per City standards, which will ensure 

that pedestrian movement is facilitated by adequate infrastructure. in addition to a new off-

street bicycle/pedestrian trail and a bicycle/pedestrian undercrossing of the UPRR tracks 

at the northern terminus of Alhambra Boulevard. Pedestrians would be able to arrive and 

depart the project site via 40th Street providing access to East Sacramento and the 

McKinley Park neighborhood via A Street, the A Street Bridge and the extension to 28th 

Street, providing access to Sutter’s Landing Regional Park and Midtown. The impact 

would be less than significant. 
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Page 4.9-69, 1st paragraph and Table 4.9-14 are revised: 

Table 4.9-14 summarizes the cumulative daily traffic volumes (without the proposed project) 

and the corresponding levels of service according to the thresholds shown in Table 4.9-2. 

As shown, the following two three roadways operate at LOS F under Cumulative conditions: 

 28th Street between C Street and E Street 

 C Street between Alhambra Boulevard and 33rd Street 

 C Street west of 28th Street. 

Each of these The two roadway segments listed above that are located in Midtown (28th 

Street between C Street and E Street and C Street west of 28th Street) experience a 

substantial amount of traffic growth due to the construction of Sutter’s Landing Parkway and 

the Capital City Freeway/Sutter’s Landing Parkway interchange. 

Table 4.9-14 

Roadway Segment Capacity Utilization – Cumulative Conditions  

Roadway Segment 
General Plan 
Designation 

Number of 
Lanes 

Average 
Daily 

Traffic 
Level of 
Service 

28th Street – C Street to E Street Local 2 6,500 F 

28th Street – E Street to H Street Local 2 2,600 A 

C Street – Alhambra Boulevard to 33rd 
Street 

Major 
Collector 
Local 

2 8,600 A F 

 

Page 4.9-74, 1st paragraph and Table 4.9-18 are revised: 

As shown, the addition of the project under cumulative conditions would not change the 

level of service at any of the study roadway segments; however, the project would add traffic 

to the following two three roadways operating at LOS F under cumulative conditions: 

 28th Street between C Street and E Street 

 C Street between Alhambra Boulevard and 33rd Street 

 C Street west of 28th Street. 
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Table 4.9-18 

Roadway Segment Operations – Cumulative Plus Project Conditions 

Roadway Segment 

General 
Plan 

Designation 

Number 
of 

Lanes 

Cumulative 
Cumulative Plus 

Project 

Average 
Daily 

Traffic 

Level 
of 

Service 

Average 
Daily 

Traffic 

Level 
of 

Service 

28th Street – C Street to E 
Street 

Local 2 6,500 F 7,616 F 

28th Street – E Street to H 
Street 

Local 2 2,600 A 3,021 B 

C Street – Alhambra Boulevard 
to 33rd Street 

Major 
Collector 
Local 

2 8,600 A F 9,095 B F 

 

Page 4.9-61, 1st paragraph under Impact 4.9-3: 

The project would not adversely affect existing or planned pedestrian facilities nor 

would it fail to adequately provide for access by pedestrians. The project applicant 

will construct curb, gutter, sidewalks and planters per City standards, in addition to 

a new off-street bicycle/pedestrian trail and a proposed bicycle/pedestrian 

undercrossing of the UPRR tracks at the northern terminus of Alhambra Boulevard, 

if approved by UPRR and the appropriate government agencies. Therefore, the 

impact would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure 4.9-5 on page 4.9-62: 

Prior to the beginning of construction, the applicant shall prepare a construction traffic 

and parking management plan to the satisfaction of City Traffic Engineer and subject to 

review by all affected agencies including Caltrans. 

Page 4.9-91, 1st paragraph under Impact 4.9-8: 

The project would not adversely affect existing or planned pedestrian facilities nor 

would it fail to adequately provide for access by pedestrians.  The project applicant 

will construct curb, gutter, sidewalks and planters per City standards, in addition to a 

new off-street bicycle/pedestrian trail and a proposed bicycle/pedestrian 

undercrossing of the UPRR tracks at the northern terminus of Alhambra Boulevard, if 

approved by UPRR and the appropriate government agencies. Therefore, the impact 

would be less than significant. 
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Page 4.9-93, 2nd paragraph: 

It is recommended that pedestrian facilities on either side of the bridge transition to 

bifurcated sidewalks with standard planter strips separating the sidewalks from the travel 

lanes, consistent with pedestrian facilities to be provided elsewhere within the project 

site and Caltrans approval. 

Chapter 5, Project Alternatives 

Page 5-2, 4th project objective: 

 Provide a range of single family home and lot types, as well as attached 

condominium units.  

Appendix C, Health Risk Assessment 

The health risk assessment (HRA) was revised in response to comments received. The 

changes do not change the significance of the findings of the analysis. A copy of the revised 

Health Risk Assessment is included in Appendix C-1 of this Final EIR. 

Page iv, 1st paragraph: 

This Health Risk Assessment (HRA) finds that only one residence at the far eastern end 

of the project site would expose residents to a maximum cancer risk of approximately 

120 in 1 million under a 70-year exposure scenario, which is less than SMAQMD’s 

evaluation criterion of 276 in 1 million. Rresidents in nearly all of the project site, 

however would be exposed to a cancer risk of approximately 80 in 1 million or less with 

a maximum of 120 in 1 million under a 70-year exposure scenario. Furthermore while it 

is not suggested as a criterion in the Roadway Protocol, the HRA further finds that 

evaluates the cancer burden (the estimated number of theoretical cancer cases in a 

defined population resulting from lifetime exposure to carcinogenic TACs [OEHHA 

2003]) that could occur in the project area. The estimated cancer burden would be much 

less than 1.0. The cancer burden indicates that less than one person could contract 

cancer assuming a 70-year exposure under the modeled scenario of DPM emissions 

and provided that other factors related to an individual’s susceptibility to contracting 

cancer would occur. 

Page 21, 2nd paragraph: 

A wind rose illustrating prevailing wind speeds and directions for the period from 

2004 to 2008 is shown in Figure 4, Wind Rose of Sacramento International Airport 

Station – 2004 to 2008 Meteorological Data. Terrain data for the project site and 
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surrounding area were obtained from Lakes Environmental, available online 

(http://www.webgis.com/ terraindata.html). The Digital Elevation Model (DEM) data 

file, produced by the U.S. Geological Survey, was then processed using the 

AERMAP terrain preprocessor for use with AERMOD. 

Page 28, last paragraph: 

The resultant cancer risk isopleths as depicted in Figure 5, Modeled Cancer Risk due to 

DPM Emissions, represent the 70-year cancer risks. Under this exposure scenario, one 

residence at the eastern end of the project site of the proposed project, closest to the 

freeway and the UPRR tracks, would be exposed to a maximum cancer risk of 

approximately 120 in 1 million. and as shown in Figure 5, nearly all of the project site 

would be exposed to a cancer risk of approximately 80 in 1 million or less. Based on this 

analysis, the maximum cancer risk would occur at the eastern end of the project site of 

the proposed project, closest to the freeway and the UPRR tracks, at a level of 

approximately 120 in 1 million. 

Page 31, 1st paragraph under Cancer Burden: 

The result of this calculation is an estimate of the number of cancer cases in the 

exposed population expected from a 70-year exposure. For this project, the average 

maximum estimated cancer risk over the project site (rather than the census tract) was 

calculated and multiplied by the anticipated population of the project. As indicated in 

Section 1.2, the project is anticipated to generate a total population of 656 new residents 

at buildout, based on the City’s rate of 2.0 persons per household. Using a the nominal 

maximum cancer risk over the project site of approximately 8120 in 1 million, and 

multiplying this value by the project population gives a cancer burden of 0.058. 

Page 32, last paragraph: 

DPM, however, is consists primarily of fine particulate matter, generally less than 2.5 

microns in aerodynamic diameter, which is referred to as PM2.5. In June 2010, the Bay 

Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) adopted revised significance 

thresholds as part of an update to its CEQA Air Quality Guidelines (BAAQMD 2010). 

While the adoption of these thresholds has been litigated, the underlying basis for the 

thresholds was not generally in question in the litigation. As part of its recommended 

evaluation of “risks and hazards,” the BAAQMD adopted a PM2.5 “cumulative” threshold 

of 0.8 g/m3 (annual average). To evaluate this threshold, sources of PM2.5, including 

roadways and stationary sources, within 1,000 feet of a development project with new 

sensitive receptors would be assessed to determine if the PM2.5 emissions from such 

sources would expose sensitive receptors to an annual average concentration of greater 
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than 0.8 g/m3. In the absence of other applicable thresholds, if this threshold were 

applied to the McKinley Village project, the cumulative annual average PM2.5 

concentrations resulting from DPM emitted from trucks on the Capital City Freeway and 

locomotives on the UPRR tracks would generally be less than 0.25 g/m3 and no greater 

than 0.38 g/m3.  

Page 34, 1st paragraph: 

Based on this analysis, the majority of the residents of the proposed project would be 

exposed to a cancer risk of 80 in 1 million or less, and one residence would be exposed 

to with a maximum cancer risk of 120 in 1 million occurring at the east end of the project 

site. These values are less than the SMAQMD evaluation criterion of 276 in 1 million 

assuming a 70-year lifetime exposure. Most residents would not live at the same location 

for 70 years. People tend to live at a given location for approximately 9 years (average) 

to 30 years (95th percentile). Thus, the estimated cancer risk would be lower for more 

typical residency periods. In addition, while it is not suggested as a criterion in the 

Roadway Protocol, the estimated cancer burden (theoretical cancer cases) based on the 

nominal maximum exposure of 8120 in 1 million over the project site was determined to 

be 0.058 such that less than 1.0 additional cancer case would be likely to occur in the 

exposed population of the proposed project. 

Page 37, References: 

SMAQMD. 2013. Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento County. CEQA Guide 

Update. December 2009, with updates in 2010, 2011, and 2013. 

http://airquality.org/ceqa/ceqaguideupdate.shtml. 



FIGURE 1

Bike/Walking Distance from 40th and A Streets
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FIGURE 2

Proximity to Adjacent Services
DRAFT/FINALMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Wood Rodgers, 2013
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FIGURE 3

Parkside Flats Home Elevations
DRAFT/FINALMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Collaborative West
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FIGURE 4

Parkside Flats Illustrative
DRAFT/FINALMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Collaborative West
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FIGURE 5

Proposed Onsite Traffic Calming
Conceptual - Subject to review and approval by the City of SacramentoMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Wood Rodgers 2014
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FIGURE 2-3

Conceptual Site Plan
DRAFT/FINALMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Collaborative West
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FIGURE 2-20

Site Connectivity
DRAFT/FINALMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Wood Rogers 2014
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NOTE: *If approved by UPRR and the appropriate government agencies. 
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FIGURE 4.9-12

Project Access
DRAFT/FINALMCKINLEY VILLAGE PROJECT EIR7828

MONTH 2009

SOURCE: Fehr + Peers 2013
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CHAPTER 2 ATTACHMENTS  





Evaluation of Proposed Half-Street Closure at 

28th/B Street, Internal City Memorandum  





































Caltrans Bridge Inspection Report of  

A Street Bridge 





CClibPDF - www.fastio.com
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CClibPDF - www.fastio.com
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