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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

* Fish and Wildlife Service

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement and Habitat

Conservation'Plan for the Natomas Basin, Sacramento County, California
AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, Interior,
ACTION: Notice of Availability.

SUMMARY: The City of Sacramento, Sutter County, and the Natomas Basin
Conservancy (the “applicants”) have applied to the Fish and Wildlife Service (Service)
for 50-year incidental take permits for 22 covered species pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B)
of the'En_dangere‘,d Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act). The applications address the
potential for “take” of covered species associated with various activities within the
Natomas Basin, a 53,537-acre area in the Sacramento region. These activities (the
“covered activit'ies”) include 17,500 acres of planned land development, and development
and management of mitigation lands. A conservaﬁon program to minimize and mitigate

for the covered activities would be implemented as described in the Natomas Basin



Habitat Conservation Plan (Plan), which would be jointly implemented by the applicants.

The permit applications, available for public review, include the Plan which describes the
proposed program and mitigation, and an accompanying Implementing Agreement (legal

contract).

The Service also announces the availability of a Draft Environmenta_l Impact
keport/Environméntal Impact Statement (Draft EIR}EIS) that addresses the
environmental effects assdciated with issuing the permits and implementing the Plan.
The analysis provided in the Draft EIR/EIS is intended to accomplish the following:
inform the public of the proposed action and alternatives; address public comments
received during the scoping period; disclose the direct, indirect, and cumulative
environmental effects of the proposed action and each of the alternatives; and indicate
any irreversible commitment of resources that would result from implementatibn of the

proposed action.
DATES: Written comments should be received on or before October 16, 2002.

Public meetings are scheduled as follbws: '
1. September 23, 2002, First Session: 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.; Second Session: 7:00 p.m.
to0 9:00 p.m., Sacraménto, California; A

2. Septembcr 25, 2002, First Session: 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p-m.; Second Session: 7:00 p.m.



F

to 9:00 p.m., Yuba City, California.

ADDRESSES: Comments should be addressed to the Field Supervisor, Fish and
‘Wildlife Service, Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office, 2800 Cottage Way; W-2605,
Sacramento, California 95825. Written comments may be sent by facsimile to (916) 414-

6711.

The public meetings will be held at the following locations:
1. Sacramento—]Z?»l I Street, First Floor;

2. Yuba City —~Whitaker Hall, 44 Second Street.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. Vicki Campbell, Chief,
Conservation Planning Division, at the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office (see
ADDRESSES); telephone: (916) 414-6600.

SUPPLEMENTA_RY INFORMATION

Availability of Docﬁments

Individuals wishing copies of the applications, Draft EIR/EIS, Plan, and Implementing

Agreement should immediately contact the Service by telephone at (916) 414-6600 or by



Aletter to the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office [see ADDRESSES] Coples of the
Draft EIR/EIS, Plan, and Implementing Agreement also are avallable for publie
inspection, during regular business hours, at the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office; the
City of Sacfamento Planning and Building Depaftment, 12311 Stréct,‘ Room 300,
Sacramento, California; State Library, 914 Cépitol Mall, Sacramento, California; Central
-Library, 828 1 Streét, Sacramento, California; South Natomas Library, 2901 Truxel Road,
Sacramento, California; and Sutter County Library, 750 Forbes Avenue, Yuba City,

California.

Comments

Written comments will be received at the public meetings. Written comments also may
be received after the public meetings, until the close of the comment period [see
DATES]. All comments received, ihcihding names and addresses, will l')iecoint; part of

the official administrative record and may be made available to the public.
Background Information

Section 9 of the Act and Federal regulation prohibit the “take” of animal species‘ listed as
endangered or threatened. Take is defined under the Act as harass, harm, pursue, hunt,
shbot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect listed animal species, or attempt to engage in

such conduct (16 USC 1538). However, under limited circumstances, the Service may
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issue pe—min{s to authorize “incidental take” of listed animal species. “Incidental take” is
defined by the Act as take that is incidental to, and not the purpose of, carrying out of an
otherwise lawful activity. Regulations governing permits for threatened species and

endangered species, respectively, are at 50 CFR 17.32 and 50 CFR 17.22.

The applicants are seeking permits for take of the following federaliy listed species: the

threatened giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), threatened valley elderberry longhorn

beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus), threatened vernal pool fairy shrimp

(Branchinecta lynchi), endangered vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi),

threatened Colusa grass (Neostapfia colusana), endangered Sacramento Orcutt grass

(Orcuttia viscida), and threatened slender Orcutt grass (Orcuttia tenuis). The proposed

permits would also authorize future incidental take of the currently unlisted Swajnson's

hawk (Buteo swainsoni), Aleutian Canada goose (Branta canadensis leucopareia), bank

swallow (ijaria riparia), tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), northwestern pond

turtle (Cleminys marmorata marmorata), white-faced ibis (Plegadis chihi), loggerhead °

shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), burrowing ow! (Athene cunicularia), California tiger

salamander (Ambystoma californiense), western spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus hammondii ),

‘midvalley fairy shrimp V( Branchinecta mesovallensis), Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop

(Gratiaola heterosepala), legenere (Legenere limosa), delta tule pea (Lathyrus jepsonii

ssp. jepsonii) and Sanford’s arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii), should any of these species
become listed under the Act during the life of the permit. Collectively, the 22 listed and

unlisted species are referred to as the “covered species” in the Plan.



The applicants propose to minimize and mitigate the effects to éoVéred species associated
with the covered activities by participating in the Plan. The purpose of this basin-wide
conservation program is to promote biological conservation in conjunction with economic
and urban development within the Natomas Basin. Through the payment of development
fees, one-half acre of mitigation land would be established for every acre of land
developed within the various permit areas (a total of 8,750 acres of mitigation land to be
acquired based on 17,500 acres of urban development). The mitigation land would be
acquired and managed by the Natomas Basin Conservancy. In addition to the
requirement to pay mitigation fees, the Plan also includes take avoidance and

minimization measures.

The Draft EIR/EIS considers four alternatives in addition to the Proposed Actioii and the
No Acﬁoﬁ Alternative. Under the No Action Alternative, no section 10(a)(1)(B) permits
would be issued for take of listed species associated with the covered activities; the
applicants would address the potential for take of listed species on a case-by-case basis.
'Ithé Increased Mitigation Ratio Alternative would double the extent of required
mitigation land relative to the Plan. The Habitét—'Bas'ed Mitigation Alternative would
prescribe mitigation based on the value of habitat to be disturbed, rather than on a general
ratio applied to all lands to be disturbed. The Reserve Zone Alternative would prioritize
specific areas within the Natomas Basin for acquisition, in contrast to the general
acquisition strategy described in the Plan. The Reduced Potential for Incidental Take

Alternative would result in reduced urban development covered by the permits, and
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would therefore reduce the potential for incidental take associated with urban

development.

In August 2001, (66 FR 43267), two water agencies, Reclamqtion District No. 1000 (RD
1000), and Nafomas Central Mutual Water Company (Natomas Mutual), decided to join
the City of Sacramento and Sutter County as applicants for permits and participated in
drafting the Plan. At this time, RD 1000 and Natomas Mutual have chosen not to submit
an application for an incidental take permit. They méy decide to apply at a later time and -
commit to the terms of the Plan, and through issuance of a permit by ;hé Service, join as
full permittees at a» future date. It should be néted that because of RD 1000 and Natomas
Mutual’s previous participation as potential applicants, an& the possibility that they may
decide to apply for a permit at some future date, the description of and analysis of the two
water agencies as permittees has remained in both the Plan and the EIR/EIS. Should the
water agencies apply for a permit in the future, then additional notification and

documentation may be needed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act.

The Service invites the public to comment on the Plan and Draft EIR/EIS during a 60-day
public comment period. This notice is provided pursuant to section 10(a) of the
Endangered Species Act and Service regulations for implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (40 CFR 1506.6). The Service will evaluate the
application, associated documents, and comments submitted thereon to prépare a Final

EIR/EIS. A decision on the permit applications will be made no sooner than 30 days after

1



the publication of the Final EIR/EIS.

Date:

Deputy Manager, California/Nevada Operations Office -

Sacramento, California
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A Joint Public Notice of

City of Sacramento
and

Sutter County

DATE: 'August 16, 2002

TO: Responsible Agencies and Interested Persons

FROM: City of Sacramento and Sutter County

ACTION: NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY - DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR THE NATOMAS BASIN
HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN ’

SUMMARY:

The City of Sacramento and Sutter County are lead agencies under CEQA for this project. The City of Sacramento
(City), Sutter County (County) and The Natomas Basin Conservancy (TNBC) (the “applicants”) have applied to the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) for a 50-year incidental take permit for 22 covered species (both
federal and state) pursnant to Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act) . The
City and County intend to submit an application to the California Department of Fish and Game for an incidental
take permit (ITP) under Section 2081 of the California Fish and Game Code in accordance with CESA.

The applications address the potential for “incidental take” of covered species associated with various activities
within the Natomas Basin, a 53,537-acre area in the Sacramento region. These activities (the “covered activities™)
include 17,500 acres of planned land development, and development-and management of mitigation lands. A
conservation program to minimize and mitigate for the covered activities would be implemented as described in the
Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (Plan), which would be jointly implemented by the applicants.

The permit application (available for public review) includes the Plan that describes the proposed program and -
mitigation, and an accompanying Implementation Agreement (legal contract).

NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF A DRAFT EIR/EIS:

The City of Sacramento (City) and Sutter County (County) announce the availability of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIR/EIS) that addresses the environmental effects associated
with issuing the permits and implementing the Plan. The United State Fish and Wildlife Service (The USFWS) is
the lead agency for NEPA and the City and County are the lead agencies under CEQA... The City and County are
noticing the release of .the Draft EIR/EIS per CEQA Guidelines Section 15087. The Draft EIR/EIS is being sent to
the State Clearinghouse (OPR) for review by interested state agencies, including responsible and trustee agencies,
under CEQA. In addition, the release of the Draft EIR/EIS is being noticed in local newspapers of general -
circulation and the Notice of Availability is being mailed to interested persons, groups and responsible agencies.

The analysis provided in the Draft EIR/EIS is intended to accomplish the following: inform the public of the
proposed action and alternatives; identify the environmentally superior alternative; address public comments
received during the scoping period; disclose the direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental effects of the
proposed action and each of the alternatives; identify significant impacts resulting from the proposed action; identify
feasible mitigation measures to reduce significant impacts; identify significant unavoidable impacts and indicate any
irreversible comimitment of resources that would result from implementation of the proposed action.



The proposed permit would authorize incidental take of seven federally listed species, six state listed spec:es and the o
potential future incidental take of 9 currently unlisted species for a total of 22 covered species, including one specles
that is a candidate for listing, if any of them become listed under the Act during the lifetime of the permxts. -

The Draﬁ,EIRIElS identifies significant impacts to geology and soils, traffic, air quality, noise, blologxcal resonnm, B
water, cultural resources and land use. Implementation of the proposed project would result in the loss of important -
farmlands which is considered a significant unavoidable impact. All other impacts would be mitigated to a less than
significant level. The Draft EIR/EIS is being circulated for a 60 day public review period from Friday, August 16,
2002 through Monday, October 16, 2002.

DATES:

Written comments on the Draft EIR should be received NO LATER THAN 5:00 PM, October 16, 2002. .
Comments should be addressed to the Field Supervisor, United State Fish and Wildlife Service, 2800 Cottage Way,
W-2605, Sacramento, California, 95825. Written comments may be sent facsimile to (916) 414-6711.

Public meetings are scheduled as follows:

* Sacramento at 1231 I Street, First Floor on September 23, 2002, Afternoon Session: 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.;
Evening Session: 7:00 PM to 9:00 PM, Sacramento, CA, 95814;

*  Yuba City at Whitaker Hall, 44.Second Street, on September 25, 2002, Afternoon Session: 4:00 p.m. to 6:00
PM and Evening Session: 7:00 PM to 9:00 PM, Yuba City, CA, 95991

For additional meeting information, contact Ms. Vicki Campbell, Chief, Conservation Planning Division at
(916) 414-6600

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT

Ms. Vicki Campbell Chief, Conservation P]anmng Division, United States Fish and Wildlife Office, W-2605, 2800
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California; telephone: (916) 414-6600.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Availability of Documents

Individuals wishing copies of the applications, Draft EIR/EIS, Plan, and Implementation Agreement shounid
immediately contact the USFWS by telephone at (916) 414-6600 or by letter to the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife
Office. Copies of the Draft EIR/EIS, Plan and Implementation agreement are also available for public inspection,
during regular business hours at the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office; State Library, 914 Capitol Mall,
Sacramento, CA; City of Sacramento libraries located at: 828 I Street, Sacramento, CA; 1620 W. El Camino
Avenue, Sacramento, CA; California Statc University Sacramento Library; and Sutter County Library, 750 Forbes
Avenue, Yuba City, CA.

The Plan and the Draft EIR/BIS are also available for review on the City of Sacramento s website at
www.cityofsacramento.org

Background Information )

Section 9 of the Act and Federal regulation prohibit the “take” of animal species listed as endangered or threatened.
Take is defined under the Act as harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or collect listed animal
species, or attempt to engage in such conduct (16 USC 1538). Under limited circumstances, however, the USFWS
may issue permits to authorize “incidental take” of listed animal species. “Incidental take” is defined by the Actas
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take that is incidental to, and not the purpose of, carrying out of an otherwise lawful activity. Regulations governing
permits for threatened species and endangered species, respectively, are at 50 CFR 17.32 and 50 CFR 17.22.

The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) prohibits “take” of species designated as threatened and
endangered, as well as species designated as candidates for listing under CESA. (Fish and Game Code, Section
2080, 2085) “Take”, for the purposes of CESA, means hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt,
pursue, catch, capture, or kill. (Id., Section 86) Killing that is incidental to an otherwise lawful activity and not the
primary purpose of the activity also constitutes take under CESA. (Department of Fish and Game v. Anderson-
Cottonwood Irrigation District (1992) 8 Cal. App.4th 1554.) In limited circumstances, the Departiment may
authorize take of species protected under CESA where such take is incidental to an otherwise lawful activity.
Standards governing the issuance of an ITP under CESA are set forth in Section 2081, subdivisions (b) and (c) of the
Califomia Fish and Game Code, and in Section 783.4 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations.

The applicants are seeking permits for incidental take of the following federally listed species and state listed
species: the threatened giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), threatened valley elderberry longhomn beetle
(Desmocerus californicus dimorphus), threatened vemal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), endangered vernal
pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), threatened Colusa grass (Neostapfia colusana), endangered Sacramento
Orcutt grass (Orcuttia viscida), threatened slender Orcutt grass (Orcuttia tenuis), and the threatened Swainson’s
hawk (Buteo swainsoni), threatened bank swallow (Riparia riparia) , and the endangered Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop
(Gratiaola heterosepala). The following species are also covered should any of these species become listed under the
Act during the life of the permit: Aleutian Canada goose (Branta canadensis leucopareia),), tricolored blackbird
(Agelaius tricolor), northwestern pond turtle (Clemmys marmorata marmorata), white-faced ibis (Plegadis chihi),
loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), California tiger salamander ,
(Ambystoma californiense), western spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus hammondii), midvalley fairy shrimp (Branchinecta
mesovallensis),, legenere (Legenere limosa), delta tule pea (Lathyrus jepsonii ssp. jepsonii) and Sanford’s

arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii). Collectively, the 22 listed and unhsted species are referred to as the “covered
species” in the Plan.

The applicants propose to minimize and mitigate the effects to covered species associated with the covered activities
by participating in the Plan. The purpose of this comprehensive conservation program is to promote biological
conservation in conjunction with economic and urban development within the Natomas Basin. Through the
payment of mitigation fees, one-half acre of mitigation land would be established for every acre of land developed.

* The proposed NBHCP and Incidental Take Permit (ITP) for the City of Sacramento would authorize development of

8, 050 acres of urban uses. In turn, the proposed NBHCP requires the City of Sacramento to collect mitigation fees
to support the acquisition and management of 4, 025 acres of mitigation lands. Similarly, the proposed NBHCP and
related ITP will authorize Sutter County to develop up to 7,467 acres of urban development and in turn, mitigation
fees will be collected to support the acquisition and management of 3,733.5 acres of mitigation lands. Combined
with the previously approved Metro Air Park HCP and ITP which authorized 1,983 acres of urban development, a
total of 17,500 acres of development is proposed in the Natomas Basin at this time. A total of 8,750 acres of

. mitigation lands or reserve lands would be created. The mitigation land would be acquired and managed by the

Natomas Basin Conservancy. In addition to the requirement to pay mitigation fees, the Plan also includes incidental
take avoidance and minimization measures.

The Draft EIR/EIS considers four alternatives in addition to the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternative.
Under the No Action Alternative, no section 10(a)(1)(B) or 2081 permits would be issued for incidental take of
listed species associated with the covered activities; the applicants would address the potential for incidental take of
listed species on a case-by-case basis.

¢ The Increased Mitigation Ratio Alternative would double the extent of required mitigation land relative to the
Plan.

*  The Habitat-Based Mitigation Alternative would prescnbe mmgatxon based on the value of habitat to be
disturbed, rather than on a general ratio applied to all lands to be disturbed.

¢ The Reserve Zone Alternative would prioritize specific areas within the Natomas Basin for acquisition, in
contrast to the general acquisition strategy described in the Plan. -

® The Reduced Potential for Incidental Take Alternative would result in reduced urban development covered by
the permits, and would therefore reduce the potential for incidental take associated with urban development.



As a result of the analysis conducted for the Proposed Action and the alternatives, all significant impacts (except one) can be
reduced to a level below significance with implementation of the conservation strategy as presented in the Plan and with
additional mitigation measures outlined in the EIR/EIS. Impacts to farmland cannot be mitigated to a level below significance,
and mitigation measures are proposed to reduce the magnitude of impacts to this resource.

vater agencies, Reclamation District No. 1000 (RD 1000), and Natomas Central Mutual
Water Company (Natomas Mutual), decided to join the City of Sacramento and Sutter County as applicants for permits and'
participated in drafting the Plan. At this time, RD 1000 and Natomas Mutual have chosen not to submit an application for an
incidental take permit. They may decide to apply at a later time and commit to the terms of the Plan, and through issuance of a
permit by the USFWS, join as full permittees at a future date. It should be noted that because of RD 1000’s and Natomas
Mutual’s previous participation as potential applicants, and the possibility that they may decide to apply for a permit at some
future date, the description of and analysis of the two water agencies as permittees have remained in both the Plan and the
EIR/EIS. If the water agencies apply for a permit in the future, then additional notification and environmental documentation
may be needed. :

In August 2001, (66 FR 43267), two water

SUMMARY:

The USFWS, the City and the County invite the public to comment on the Plan and Draft EIR/EIS during a 60-day public
comment period. This notice is provided pursuant to section 10(a) of the Endangered Species Act and The Service regulations
for implementing the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (40 CFR 1506.6) and the California Environmental Quality

-Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15087 and 15105.. The USFWS, the City, and the County will evaluate the application,
associated documents, and comments submited thereon to prepare a Final EIR/EIS. A decision on the permit applications will
be made no sooner than 30 days afier the publication of the Final EIR/EIS. -
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.CITY OF SACRAMENTO

: . .CALIFORNIA . - . . o

AT 1231 I STREET

: .- ROOM 300
.. SACRAMENTO, CA
T 95814-2998

. S — o S " PH 916:264-5381
BT . : 5  _FAX 9162645328 -

TO: "IntereSEed Persons
: FROM:: - - Grace Hovey, Envxronmental Pro_;ect Manager B

E SUBJECT: | NOTICE OF PREPARATION(NOP) TO PREPARE A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL

IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIR/EIS) FOR THE .
NATOMAS BASIN HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN (NATOMAS HCP) -

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD' DECEMBER 18, 2000 through JANUARY 16,2001

Introduction . o i

In 1997, the Natomas Basm HCP was approved by the C;ty of Sacramento, the USFWS and CDFG. An

" Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared by the USFWS for the NEPA requnrement anda Negatlve

' ;Declaratnon was prepa:ed by the City of Sacramento for the CEQA requirement. The USFWS and CDFG issued
an ITP to the City of Saemmento. ‘The HCP and ITP were subsequently challenged and on August 15, 2000 the

federal court ruled that an EIS was reqmred for the project. Based on this ruling, the City of Sacrament and
Sutter County, are jointly managmg the preparation on an EIR/EIS on behalf of the USFWS

An EIR/EIS is being prepared for the Natomas Basin HCP in compliance with CEQA and NEPA requnrements
The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is the lead agency for the preparation of an EIS and the
City of Sacramento and Sutter County are co-lead agencies for the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the above referenced project located in the Natomas Basin as identified in Figure 3 from the
Natomas HCP document and the City of Sacramento.. The Natomas Basm HCPis bemg be revised to address the
issues ndentlf ied in the lawsult and the federal Judge’s ruling.

The EIR/EIS will evaluate the potentxal envnronmental 1mpacts of the Natomas Basin HCP. The Natomas Basin
HCP is a conservation plan supporting application for a federal permit under Section” lO(a)(l)(B) of the
Endangered Species Act (ESA) and a state permit under Section 2081 of the California Fish and Game Code, i.e.,
an Incidental Take Permit (ITP). The purpose of the Natomas Basin HCP is to promote biological conservation

 along with economic development and continuation of agncnlture within the Natomas Basin while allowing

urban development to proceed aecordmg to local land use plans lhe Junsdlctlons seekmg approval ot th’e“—‘ T




' :Correspondlng ‘with the NOP a Notxce of Intent (NOI) is bemg issued by USFWS for pubhcatnon in the F

e Register in compllance with Section 1501.7 of the National Environmental Qualxty Act (NEPA). As provnded- for -

_under Section 15170 of CEQA, “a lead agcncy may work with a federal agency to prepare a joint envuonmental A

document”. The joint EIR/EIS is such a document for the Natomas Basm HCP. 'lhe NOI and NOP wnll be
o relmsed for a 30-day publlc review on 12/15/00. _ .

~The NOI and NOP provnde parallel opportunmes for early public mput and comment. Responses may be to one - . s
Notice or the other, but need not be to both All comments to the NOP and NOI shall be mcorporated into the o
ElRIElS asa whole L

-Pr0|ectA ) L

‘The Natomas Basm HCP area is 53 341 acres bounded on the west by the Sacramento River, on the north by the
Natomas Cross Canal, on the east by the Natomas East Main Drain Canal (NEMDC), and on the south by the’
~ Garden Highway. The Natomas Basin contains incorporated and unincorporated areas within the Junsdlctlons of
the City of Sacramento, Sacramento County, and Sutter County Please see anure 2 from the Natomas HCP
_document.

Prolect chnntlon
- Project Purpose

The Natomas Basin HCP is a conservation plan supporting application for a federal permit under Section
10(a)(1X(B) of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and a state permit under Section 2081 of the. California Fish
and Game Code, i.e., an Incidental Take Permit (ITP). The purpose of the Natomas Basm HCP is to promote
biological conservation along with economic development and continuation of agnculture within the Natomas -
Basin while allowing urban development to proceed according to local land use plans. The City of Sacramento
and Sutter County are seekxng approval of the Natomas Basin HCP and an ITP from USFWS and CDFG '

Pro;ect Elements '
The proposed pmject consists of the followmg elementS'

.  Revised Natomas Basin HCP: The adopted 1997 Natomas Basin HCP vnll be revised to addness
the issues in the federal court ruling of August 15, 2000 and to include specific plan elements
for City of Sacramento and Sutter County.

. Implementation Agreement: Each participating Junsdlctlon will enter into an lmplementatlon

" Agreement for the HCP with USFWS and the CDFG. .
. Application for Incidental Take Permit (ITP): The pamcxpatmg Junsdlctnons shall submxt an
,apphcatlon for an ITP to USFWS and CDFG.




£ B ° : Approve the Natomas Basm Habltat Conservatlon Plarr T
- Approve the lmplementatlon Agneement wrth the USFW S
- Adopt the ElRIElS }' - = -

e Envnronmental Effects - -

f PRI ST
“The USFWS determmed that an ElRIElS should be prcpared Toplcal areas to be mcluded in the EIRIEIS are

- identified below in addmon to. 1ssues ldentnﬂed m the federal court rulmg that must be addressed m the HCP

1T andthe EIR/EIS analysrs. '

- . The record does not support the USFWS’s ﬁndmg that the Plan wnll minimize and mitigate the i nnpacts
= ~ oftake to the maximum extent practicable with respect to the mitigation fee, mmgatlon land ratio, and
~rice farmmg best management pract:ces. (Apphes to Plan and ITP) S :

[ . The record does not support the “No JeOpardy” ﬁndmgs contamed in the Blologlcal Opmlon asit apphes
to the ITP for the following reasonS' _

[ ' " Funding for mitigation may not be adequate if only the City’s lands are developed under the
- Plan; .
, There needs tobean analysns of the quallty of Crty s lands as habitat for covered specnes,

Need a dlscussxon of the eﬂ’ect on: GGS 1f the Plan’s goals of large connected blocks of reserve
lands cannot be met bytheCny' : -

7

The 9, 000 acre midcourse review may occur too late to effect any change based on projected
: Crty development if the Clty is the only penmttee :

b " Need to dnscuss whether the monitoring and adaptrve management provnsnons of the Plan eould
be effectrve if the City is the sole permrttee. :
o . The record does not support the USFWS “s finding that the City will ensure adequate fundmg for the
_ Plan as it applies to the ITP because the Plan does not permit retroactive fee increases resultmg m
P ﬁmdmg shortfalls if other Jurisdictions do not participate S

Many of the issues 1dent1f ed i in the mlmg relate tothe potentlal impacts assocrated with a sole ITP permrttee.
3 3 ACEa) C -




B agneultural lands - The Ioss of agncultural land, the type of soil, its classrf' cation and its importance to the reglon
~as weII as its permanent conversron to urban uses and marsh , ) -

- Air Qualrty The ElR/BlS wrll address the pro_|ect s unpact on reglonal air pollutants and therr precursors as. well -
-oo-as Iocahzed Carbon Monoxrde lmpacts uttlrzmg the appropriate air quality modeling tools. The analysrs wnll '
. address both mdlrect (long-term) and eonstmctlon level (shon-term) impacts.

, Sorls Geology and soils. wrll be addressed in the EIR/EIS ata programmatrc level.- lmplementatron of the HCP-
will require the disruption, compactlon and overcovering of soil to create changes in topography and relief - S

feature to create habitat. Site-specific soil-related impacts need to be addressed in site-specific management plans
for each property acqmred by ‘the Natomas Basm Conservancy (NBC) ‘ . o

- Water QuaIzIy/Water/SuppIy/Dmmage/FIood' ng - The EIRIE]S wrll address at a programmatlc level issues
" regaiding drainage, flooding, water supply- and water quality (Clean Water Act). Site specific water-related
impacts will need to be addressed in srte-speclﬁc management plans for each property acquired by theé NBC.
' Biological Resources - The HCP is designed to minimize and mitigate direct, indirect and cumulative |mpacts to
_all covered species tesulting from development in the Natomas Basin. The EIRIEIS will analyze the 1mpacts to
specres as a result of urban development inthe Basin. The EIR/EIS will provide a more detailed and specific
~ analysis for each covered species in accordance with new ‘regulations and policies on HCPs as well as the Judge’s ,
opinion (e.g:, “No Surprises” and the Fwe-Pomt Pohcy) The federal court ruling identified other biological i
issues to be covered in the BIRIEIS

CuIturaI/HlsIoncal Resora'ces The EIR/EIS will rdentlfy and evaluate any potentrally ‘historic and/or
archaeological impacts. The EIR/EIS will also identify and evaluate the impact of the project on the :
Reclamation District 1000 Historic Rural Landscape District. Consultatrons ‘with the State Historic Preservation
Officer and/or State Reclamation Board will be necessary should negotiations take place regardmg mitigation
strategies on identified potentially srgmﬁcant unpacts These strategies and/or mitigation measures will be
discussed in the EIR/E.IS ~ :

Socw/Economtc The EIR/EIS will evaluate the amount of the mitigation fee, the uncertainty regarding -

iincreasing mitigation costs, interference with. existing agriculture, and the loss of tax revenue that may occur as

lands are removed from agricultural production for the purpose of creating mitigation habltat. Existing

documents contain most of the necessary information to respond to these issues. . -

Cumulative and Growth Inducing - In accordance with CEQA and NEPA requirements, an analysis of the

~ cumulative impacts will be undertaken and discussed in the EIR/EIS. In comphance with CEQA requirements,
the EIR/EIS will address the potential for growth inducing i impacts of the project focusing on whether there will
be a removal of any impediments to growth associated with project.

Alternatives
The EIR/EIS will examine a range of feasible alternatives to the proposed project. Feasrble alternatives will be

defined by the USFWS based on the EIR/EIS analysis, public scoping -meetings and workshops, and pnbhc
-_comments recerved on the NOP and NOI. Altematives that may be eonsrdered in the EIR/EIS iniclude, but are




No Acuon/No HCP

. Dlﬂ’erent Mitigation Ratio e '
. Variation in General Plan Buxld-Out by Junsdxcnon

Public Worksho

Several publnc workshops are anticipated dunng the NOP and NOI 30-day pubhc comment penod The dates,
times and locations of the workshops are provided below. The workshops will be nonced n the Sutter County

~ Appeal Dcmocrat and the Sacramento Bee newspapers

Workshop Schedule

. Sutter County _Workshop: o g of Sacmmento Workshog. :

" Wednesday, January 3, 2001, 2-5pm.. - Thursday, January4 2001
Hot Tractor Manufacturing 2-5 p.m. and 6-8 p.m.
Large Conference Room v ~-City of Sacramento -
" 7310 Pacific Avenue - ~-1231 I Street, First Floor, Room 102
Pleasant Grove, CA o Sacramento, CA -
(916)991-8200 (916) 264-5381 -

Sﬁbmitting Comments

* To ensure that the full range of ,projéCt issues of interest id‘x‘éspons’iﬁl_c governfnent agencies and the public are

addressed, comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties. Written comments or questions
concerning the EIR/EIS for the project should be directed to either of the following addresses by 5:00 p.m. on
Friday, January 16, 2001: :

City of Sacramento , Sutter County /PMC

ATTIN: Grace Hovey - ATTN: Jeff Pemstein

1231 I Street, Room 300 . ~ "1160 Civic Center Drive .
Sacramento, CA 95814 : Yuba City, CA 95993 -

(916) 264-7601 (916) 361-8384

(916) 264-7185 fax (916) 361-1574 fax
ghovev(@citvofsacramento.org Jpemstei ificmunicipal.com
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OMB review, in compliance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act {44 US.C.
Chapter 35). To request a copy of these
documents, call the SAMHSA Reporis
Clearance Officer on {301) 443-7978.
Substance Abuse Prevention and
Treatment Block Grant Regulations—45
CFR part 96 (OMB No. 0930-0163;
Extension, no change)}—This interim

final rule provides guidance to States
regarding the Substance Abuse
Prevention and Treatment Block Grant
legislation. The rule implements the

-reporting and recordkeeping

requirements of 42 U.S.C. 300x21-35
and 51-64 by specifying the content of
the States’ annual report on and
application for block grant funds. The

reporting burdenfours are counted
towards the total burden for the
Substance Abuse Prevention and .
Treatment Block Grant Application
Format (OMB No. 6930-0080) for which
separate approval is obtained. The total
annual reporting and recordkeeping
burden estimate is shown below:

- Number of " Responses/ Hours/ Total hour
45 CFR Citation respondents respondent response burden
Reporting Burden
Annual Report:
96.122(d)? 60 1 0 0
96.122(f); 96.126(f) 60 1 152 9,120
96.134(d) .... 60 1 16 960
State Plan: )
96.122(g) 60 1 162 9,720
96.124(c)(1) 60 1 40 2,400
96.127(b) 60 1 8 480
. 96.131(h 60 1 8 480
96.133(a) 60 1 80 4,800
‘Waivers:2 o :
96.122(d) 26 1 1 26
96.124(d) 0 1 10 0
96.132(d) 0 1 16 0
96.134(b) 3 1 40 120
'96.135(d) 0 1 8 8
Total Reporting Burden 3 60 | I [ 28,106
’ ’ Recordkeeping Burden
96.129(a)(13) [ 60 l 1 .16 I 960

1 There was a one-time burden associated with
2The number of respondents per year for the
ing burden is associated with the annual repost, State plan, and waivers is

3AR

change of the due date for the annual report effective with the FY 2001 application. -
waiver requests is based on actual experience over the past several years. .
ved under OMB control number 0930-0080. Only

\ appro’
the information collection language in the regulation-and the recordkeepirg burden are approved under OMB controf number 0930-0163.

Written comments and
recommendations concerning the
proposed information collection should
be sent within 30 days of this notice to:
Stuart Shapiro, Human Resources and
Housing Branch, Office of Management

- and Budget, New Executive Office
Building, Room 10235, Washington, DC-

20503.
Dated: December 11, 2000.
Richard Kopanda, o
Executive Officer, SAMHSA.
[FR Doc. 00-32104 Filed 12-15-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4162-20-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Fish and Wildlife Service

Notice of Intent To Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
Issuance of Permits; to incidentally
Take Threatened and Endangered
Species, to the City of Sacramento and
Sutter County In Assoclation with a
revised Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan, Sacramento and
Sutter Counties, California

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service), is considering approval of a -
revised Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan (Plan) and re- -
issuance of an Endangered Species Act
Incidental Take Permit (Permit), under
section 10{a)(1)(B) of the Endangered
Species Act, to the City of Sacramento
(City) and issuing a Permit to Sutter

- County. These municipalities have the

majority of land use authority in the
Natomas Basin. The permit would
authorize incidental take of listed

species and unlisted species that may be
listed in the future. Incidental take of
listed species could occur as a result of
urban development, certain on-going
rice farming activities, and management
of habitat reserves.

Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act, the Service
intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement addressing the
proposed action of approving the Plan
and issuing Permits. The Plan covers the
entire 53,341-acre Natomas Basin,
including portions of the City and
Sacramento and Sutter Counties that
occur within the basin. The
Environmental Impact Statement will
also serve as an Environmental Impact
Report under the California
Environmental Quality Act. The Plan
addresses the incidental take of the
federally listed threatened giant garter
snake (Thamnophis gigas), Aleutian
Canada goose (Branta canadensis
leucopareia), valley elderberry longhorn
beetle (Desmocerus californicus
dimorphus), the endangered vernal pool
fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi),
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepiduirus
packardi), conservancy fairy shrimp
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(Branchinecta conservslio), longhorn
fairy shrimp (Branchinecta
longiantenna), Colusa grass (Neostapfia
colusana), Sacramento Orcutt grass
(Orcuttia viscida), slender Orcutt grass
(Orcuttia tenuis), and 16 currently
unlisted species and their habitats
resulting from development, certain -
agricultural activities, and species and
habitat management actions in the
Natomas Basin. The Plan includes a
process for covering third party
development and agricultural activities
within the two jurisdictions that are
carried out in conformance with the
Plan.

This notice describes the proposed
action and possible alternatives, invites
public participation in the scoping
process for preparation of the joint
Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report, solicits
written comments, and identifies the
Service official to whom questions and
comments concerning the proposed
action should be directed.

DATES: Written comments are
encouraged and should be received on
or before January 16, 2001.

Public Meeting: The Service, City, and
Sutter County will hold public scoping
meetings on January 3, 2001, 2:00 p.m. .
to 5:00 p.m., Holt Tractor
Manufacturing, large conference room,
7310 Pacific Avenue, Pleasant Grove,
California; and, January 4, 2001, 2:00
p-m. to 5:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. to 8:00
p.m., City of Sacramento, 1231 I Street,
First Floor, Room 102, Sacramento,
California. Verbal and written
comments will be accepted at the
meetings. For additional meeting
information, contact Vicki Campbell,
Division Chief, Conservation Planning
at (916) 414-6600. :
ADDRESSES: Information, written
comments, or questions related to the
preparation of the Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental
hnpact Repoit and the National
Environmental Policy Act process
should be submitted to Vicki Campbell,
Division Chief, Conservation Planning,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office,
2800 Cottage Way, W—-2605,
Sacramento, California 95825; FAX
(916) 414-6713. All comments received,
including names and addresses, will
become part of the official |
administrative record and may be mad
available to the public. :
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lori
Rinek or Kelly Hornaday, Fish and
Wildlife Biologists, Sacramento Fish
and Wildlife Office at {(916) 414-6600.
Persons wishing to obtain background
materials should contact Grace Hovey,

. City of Sacramento, 1231 I Street, Suite

300, Sacramento, California 85814 at
(916) 2647601, or Jeff Pemstein, Sutter
County, 10461 Old Placerville Road,
Suite 110; Sacramento, California 95827
at (916) 3618384, extension 203.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

Section 9 of the Act and Federal
regulation prohibit the “take” of animal
species listed as endangered or
threatened. Take is defined under the
Act as harass, harm, pursue, hunt,
shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or
collect listed animal species, or attempt
to engage in such conduct (16 U.S.C.
1538). However, under limited
circumstances, the Service may issue
permits to authorize “incidental take” of
listed animal species. “‘Incidental take”
is defined by the Act as take that is
incidental to, and not the purpose of,
carrying out an otherwise lawful
activity. Regulations governing permits
for threatened species and endangered
species, respectively, are at 50 CFR
17.32 and 50 CFR 17.22.

Prior to adoption of the Plan and the
Service’s issuance of the Permit to the
City in Decemiber. 1997, an
Environmental Assessment was
prepared by the Service in accordance
with the National Environmental Policy
Act and a Negative Declaration was
prepared by the City pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act. A
Federal court ruling on August 15, 2000,
held that the Service’s decisions to issue
the Permit to the City and its decision
not to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for the project were arbitrary
and capricious. The City and Sutter
County are preparing a revised Plan for

- the Natomas Basin that will address the

court’s concerns and support the
issuance of Permits to both the City and
Sutter County. The goals of the Plan, as
revised, are to conserve listed and _
unlisted species and their habitat in the

. basin while accommodating compatible

development and certain on-going
agricultural activities.
‘The Plan study area comprises the

entire 53,341-acre Natomas Basin within _
- both Sacramento and Sutter Counties,

California. Agriculture is the dominant
land use in the Natomas Basin. The
predominant crops are rice, corn, sugar
beets, grain, tomatoes, and pasture land.
Natural and uncultivated vegetation

. types are interspersed throughout the

agricultural areas of the Natomas Basin.
Natural areas are found primarily along
irrigation canals, drainage ditches,
pasture lands, and uncultivated fields.
Narrow strips of emergent vegetation
and/or wooded riparian areas are

associated with borders of the irrigation
canals and drainage ditches.

Portions of the Natomas Basin that are
within the jurisdiction of the City were
included in the original December 1997

~ Plan and Permit. The City is seeking re-

issuance of its Permit for urban
development activities and certain on-
going rice farming activities, and Sutter
County is seeking issuance of a Permit
for urban development and rice farming
in its portion of the Natomas Basin. In
addition, a separate Permit application
is under review by the Service for the
Metro Air Park Property Owners
Association. The Metro Air Park
application proposes participation in
the Basin-wide conservation program.
The Metro Air Park Permit would cover
the urbanization of approximately 2,000
acres of land within the Natomas Basin
portion of unincorporated Sacramento
County. The total acreage within the
basin for which take resulting from
urban development activities is being
sought under the revised Natomas Basin
Plan and the Metro Air Park Plan is
17,500 acres.

Under the Plan, the effects of
urbanization and other activities are
expected to be minimized and mitigated
through the City and Sutter County’s
participation in a Basin-wide
conservation program, which will be
described in the revised Plan. The focus
of this Basin-wide conservation program
is the preservation and enhancement of
ecological communities that support
species associated with wetland and
upland habitats. Through the payment
of development fees, one-half acre of
mitigation Jand is expected to be
established for every acre of land
developed within the Basin. The
mitigation land will be acquired by the
Natomas Basin Conservancy, a non-
profit conservation organization
established in 1998 to implement the
original Plan. Mitigation fee amounts,
and the mitigation and minimization
strategies will be subject to the
adjustment required under the Plan, as
revised. The Plan also contains take
avoidance and minimization measures
that include the requirements for
developers and landowners to conduct
pre-construction surveys and to carry
out minimization measures prior to site
development.

The City, County, and Service have
selected CH2zM Hill to prepare the joint
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report. The
Environmental Impact Statement will be
prepared in compliance with the
National Environmental Policy Act and
the Environmental Impact Report will
be prepared in compliance with the
California Environmental Quality Act.
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Although CHzM Hill will prepare the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report, the
Service will be responsible for the scope
and content of the Environmental
Impact Statement, and the City and
County will be responsible for the scope
and content of the Environmental
Impact Report.

The Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report will
consider the proposed action (issuance
of section 10{a)(1)(B) Endangered
Species Act permits to the City and
Sutter County), and a reasonable range
of alternatives as summarized below.
Plan components related to the court’s
ruling that will be addressed, include
the following:

1. The Plan’s mitigation fee structure,
mitigation land ratio, and rice farming
best management practices;

2. The viability of the Plan if fewer
than all of the three jurisdictions with
land in the basin participate in the Plan
with respect to mitigation fees, the.
quality and location of habitat that
would be lost and preserved under the
Plan, and the impacts to the covered
species and their habitats;

3. Analysis of the species and the
quality, quantity and location of habitat
within each jurisdiction;

4. Analysis of the effect on giant garter
snakes if the Plan’s goals of large,
connected blocks of reserve lands
cannot be met, and the design of a
process to be built into the plan to
assure its habitat goals are achieved;

5. Analysis of the midcourse review
procedure incorporated into the plan to
respond to new information and address
implementation issues if the City (or
Sutter County) is the only permittee; .
and

6. Analysis of the effectiveness of the
monitoring and adaptive management
provisions of the Plan if the City (or
Sutter County) is the sole permittee.

Potential alternatives may include a
decreased development alternative, an
increased mitigation ratio alternative,
and a No Action alternative. Under the
No Action alternative, the Service
would not issue section 10(a)(1)(B)
permits to the City and Sutter County in
the Natomas Basin.

Environmental review of the revised
Plan will be conducted in accordance
with the requirements of the 1969
National Environmental Policy Act, as
amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.),
National Policy Act regulations (40 CFR
parts 15001508}, other applicable
regulations, and Service procedures for
compliance with those regulations. This
notice is being furnished in accordance
with section 1501.7 of the National
Environmental Policy Act to obtain

suggesﬁons and information from other

_agencies and the public on the scope of

issues to be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Statement/
Environmental Impact Report.

Comments and participation in the
scoping process are hereby solicited.
The 1997 Plan, upon which the revised
Plan is based, was subject to extensive
public review. However, because of
likely changes in the Plan, including
addition of the benefits of the “No
Surprises” regulation (63 FR 8859) and
the Services’ “Five-Point Policy” (65 FR
35242), additional public review and
input is being sought. ) :

The primary purpose of the scoping
process is to identify, rather than to
debate, significant issues related to the
proposed action. Interested persons are
encouraged to provide comments on the
scope of issues and alternatives to be
addressed in the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Environmental
Impact Report.

Dated: December 11, 2000.

Elizabeth H. Stevens,

Deputy Manager, Region 1, California/Nevada
Operations Office, Sacramento, California.
[FR Doc. 00-32095 Filed 12-15-00; 8:45 am]}
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management
[WO0-220-1050-PF-01-24 1A}

Extension of Approved information
Collection, OMB Number 1004-0182

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, the
Bureau of Land Management (BLM) is
announcing its intention to request -
extension of an existing approval to
collect certain information from Alaska
Natives interested in conducting
reindeer grazing activities on BLM
administered lands. This information
allows BLM to begin the assessment of
the compatibility of reindeer grazing on
public lands with multiple-use -
objectives {43 CFR 4300). .

DATES: You must submit your comments
to BLM at the appropriate address below
on or before February 16, 2001. BLM
will not necessarily consider any
comments received after the above date.
ADDRESSES: Comment may be mailed to:
Regulatory Affairs Group (630), Bureau
of Land Management, 1849 C Street NW,
Room 401LS, Washington, DC 20240.

Comments ‘may be sent via Internet to:
WOComment@®blm.gov. Please include
“ATTN: 1004-0182"" your name and
return address in your Internet message.

Comments may be hand-delivered to
the Bureau of Land Management,
Administrative Record, Room 401, 1620
L street, NW, Washington, DC.

Comments will be available for public
review at the L Street address during
regular business hours (7:45 a.m. to 4:15
p-m.), Monday through Friday.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry Field, BLM Northern Field Office,
on (907) 474-2343 (Commercial or FTS).
Persons who use a telecommunications
device for the deaf (TDD) may call the
Federal Information Relay Service
{FIRS) at 1-800-877—8330, 24 hours a
day, seven days a week, to contact Mr.
Field.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 5 CFR
1320.12(a) requires BLM to provide 60-
day notice in the Federal Register
concerning a collection of inforination
contained in regulations found in 43
CFR 2812 to selicit comments on (a)
Whether the proposed collection of
information is necessary for the proper
performance of the functions of the
agency, including whether the
information will have practical utility;
{b) the accuracy of the agency’s estimate
of the burden of the proposed collection
of information, including the validity of
the methodology and assumptions used;
{c) ways to enbance the quality, utility,
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information

_on those who are to respond, including

through the use of appropriate
automated, electronic, mechanical, or
other technological collection .
techniques or other forms of information
technology. BLM will receive and
analyze any comments sent in response
to this notice and include them with jts
request for approval from the Office of
Management and Budget under 44
U.S.C. 3501 et seq.

The Act of September 1, 1937 (50 Stat.
900; 25 U.S.C. 500 et seq.) authorizes

‘the Secretary of the Interior to manage

the reindeer industry in Alaska to
maintain a self-sustaining industry for
Natives of Alaska. The Act also
authorizes the Secretary to issue permits
to those Natives for grazing reindeer on
public lands. The implementing
regulations at 43 CFR 4300 authorize
Alaska Natives to apply to BLM for
permits to graze reindeer and to
construct improvements on the land.

" The Grazing Lease or Permit
Application (Form 4210-1) and the

‘Reindeer Grazing Permit (Form 4132-2)



CITY OF SACRAMENTO

CALIFORNIA _
. 1231 I STREET
PLANNING AND ROOM 300
BUILDING DEPARTMENT SACRAMENTO, CA
95814-2998
PH 916-264-5381
FAX 916-264-5328
DATE: August 17,2001
TO: Interested Persons
FROM: Grace Hovey, Environmental Project Manager '

SUBJECT:  REVISED NOTICE OF PREPARATION(NOP) TO PREPARE A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIR/EIS) FOR THE
NATOMAS BASIN HABITAT CONSERVATION PLAN (NATOMAS BASIN HCP)

SCH#: 1997062064

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD:  August 17, 2001 through September 17, 2001

Introduction

The NOP for this proposed action is being revised to include Reclamation District No. 1000 (RD 1000) as a co-lead égency
under CEQA, representing itself and Natomas Central Mutual Water Company (NCMWC), to prepare the EIR/EIS for the

_revised Natomas Basin HCP and to request issuance of permits by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the

California Department of Fish and Game (DFG). Revisions to the proposed action as a result of including RD 1000 as a co-
lead agency and NCMWC as an applicant are described below.

Summary of Project Revisions

On December 18, 2000, the City of Sacramento and Sutter County issued an NOP to prepare an EIR/EIS for the USFWS to
consider the revised Natomas Basin HCP and issuance of Incidental Take Permits (TTPs) under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the
Endangered Species Act, and for DFG to consider issuing permits under Section 2081 of the California Fish and Game Code.
At that time, the USFWS was considering amending the ITP for the City of Sacramento and issuing an ITP to Sutter County.
RD 1000 and NCMWC have now joined the City of Sacramento and Sutter County as applicants for ITPs. RD 1000 plans to
participate as a co-lead agency with the City of Sacramento and Sutter County and would encompass the operations and
maintenance activities of both itself and NCMWC. In addition, Sacramento County may also apply for an ITP.

The I'TPs would authorize incidental take of listed species and unlisted species that may be listed in the future. The original
scope for the EIR/EIS was to consider incidental take occurring as a result of urban development within the City of
Sacramento and Sutter County, certain farming activities, and management of habitat reserves. Take resulting from
Sacramento County’s activities is anticipated to be similar in scope to that resulting from City of Sacramento and Sutter



County activities described above. With the proposed addition of the RD 1000 and NCMWC ITPs, the EIR/EIS will also
consider incidental take associated with RD 1000's and NCMWC’s operation and maintenance of water delivery and drainage
canals and ditches, as well as the previously identified urban development, farming activities, and management of habitat
reserves. '

. Corresponding with the revised NOP, a revised Notice of Intent (NOI) is being issued by USFWS for publication in the

Federal Register in compliance with Section 1501.7 of the National Environmental Quality Act (NEPA). As provided for
under Section 15170 of CEQA, “ a lead agency may work with a federal agency to prepare a joint environmental document.”

" The joint EIR/EIS is such a document for the Natomas Basin HCP. The prior NOI and NOP were circulated from December

18, 2000 through January 16, 2001, and the lead agencies conducted three public scoping meetings in the vicinity during the
NOP/NOI comment period. This notice reopens the scoping process because the project description has been changed to
include the participation of RD 1000 and NCMWC, and written comments are being solicited for the EIR/EIS regarding the
inclusion of RD 1000 and NCMWC. '

The NOI and NOP provide parallel opportunities for early public input and comment. Responses may be to one Notice or the
other, but need not be to both. Comments previously submitted during the initial scoping period will be addressed in thc
EIR/EIS, as appropriate.

Submitting Comments

To ensure that the full range of project issues of interest to responsible government agencies and the public are addressed,
comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties. Written comments concerning the EIR/EIS for the project
should be directed to the following address by 5:00 p.m. on September 17, 2001. All comments recelved including names
and addresses, will become part of the official administrative record and may be made available to the public.

Vicki Campbell

Division Chief, Conservation Planning

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Service Office
2800 Cottage Way, W-2605 ‘
Sacramento, CA 95825

FAXi#t: (916) 414-6713

.Additional Information

Additional information can be obtained from the City of Sacramento {Grace Hovey, (916) 264-7601}, Sutter County [Jeff
Pemstein, (916) 361-8384}, RD 1000 [Jim Clifton, (916) 922-9173], NCMWC [Peter Hughes (916) 419-5936], and the
USFWS {Lori Rinek or Kelly Hornaday, (916) 414-6600].
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comment letters were received on the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
A response to each comment received in
these letters has béen included in the
Final Environmental Impact Statement.

The Final Environmental Impact
Statement considers four alternatives,
including the Proposed Action and the .
No-Action/No Take Alternative. Under
the No-Action/No Take Alternative, no
section 10{a)(1){B) permit would be
issued for take of listed species during
urban development and other activities
in the Plan area. Landowners within the
Plan area would continue to apply for
individual incidental take permits on a
case-by-case basis, resulting in
piecemeal planning that would establish
smaller and more isolated patches of
mitigation land. This could result in
cumulatively significant adverse
impacts to those species which would
benefit from larger tracts of
interconnected habitats.

The Increased Mitigation Ratio
Alternative examines the environmental
effects of applying a higher mitigation
ratio than is required under the Natomas
Basin Habitat Conservation Plan and the
proposed Plan for addressing impacts to
the giant garter snake and the
Swainson’s hawk. This alternative
would require a site-specific analysis of
habitat values in order to determine
specific mitigation obligations.

The Reduced Development
Alternative would result in reduced
development of the Metro Air Park site.
The 18-hole golf course situated on
approximately 279 acres would be
reduced to a 140-acre 9-hole golf course.
This would reallocate 140 acres on-site
for the creation of habitat as a mitigation
area for covered species. Because an on-
site mitigation area would eventually be
surrounded by urban development it
should be anticipated that adverse
urban “edge effects” will occur.

The analysis provided in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement is
intended to accomplish the following:
inform the public of the proposed action
and alternatives; address public
comments received on the Draft -
Environmental Impact Statement;
disclose the direct, indirect, and
cumulative environmental effects of the
proposed action and each of the
alternatives; and indicate any
irreversible commitment of resources
that would result from implementation
of the proposed action.

Dated: August 3, 2001.

John Engbring,

Acting Deputy Manager, California/Nevada
Operations Office,Sacramento, California.
IFR Doc. 01-20068 Filed 8-16-01; 8:45 am}
BILUING CODE 4310-55-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife Service

Revised Notice of Intent to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
Issuance of Permits, to Incidentally
Take Threatened and Endangered
Species, to the City of Sacramento,
Sutter County, Reclamation District
No. 1000, and Natomas Central Mutual
Water Company in Association With a
Revised Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan, Sacramento and
Sutter Counties, CA

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Revised notice of intent.

SUMMARY: On December 18, 2000, the
Fish and Wildlife Service {Service}
issued a Notice of Intent (NOI) regarding
an Environmental Impact Statement for
a revised Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan (Plan) and Incidental
Take Permits (Permits) under section
10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species
Act. At that time, the Service was
considering amending the Permit for the
City of Sacramento and issuing a Permit
to Sutter County. Reclamation District
No. 1000 (RD 1000} and Natomas
Central Mutual Water Company
(Natomas Mutual) have now joined the
City of Sacramento and Sutter County as
applicants for Permits. RD 1000 plans to
participate as a co-lead agency with the
City of Sacramento and Sutter County.
In addition, Sacramento County may
also apply for a Permit.

The Permits would authorize
incidental take of listed species and
unlisted species that may be listed in
the future. The original scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement, as
described in the December 18, 2000
NOI, was to consider incidental take
occurring as a result of urban
development within the City of
Sacramento and Sutter County, certain
farming activities, and management of
habitat reserves. Take resulting from
Sacramento County is anticipated to be
similar in scope to the City of
Sacramento and Sutter County. With the
proposed addition of the RD 1000 and
Natomas Mutual Permits, the
Environmental Impact Statement will
also consider incidental take associated
with RD 1000’s and Natomas Mutual’s
operation and maintenance of water
delivery and drainage canals and
ditches, as well as the previously
identified urban development, farming
activities, and management of habitat
reserves.

Pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act, the Service

intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement addressing the
proposed action of amending the Plan
and issuing Permits. This
Environmental Impact Statement will be
prepared jointly with an Environmental
Impact Report pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act. Pursuant to
the prior NOI, the Service conducted
public scoping from December 18, 2000
to January 16, 2001, including three
meetings in the project vicinity. This
notice reopens the scoping process and
solicits written comments because the
project description has changed to
include the participation of RD 1000
and Natomas Mutual. Comments
previously submitted during the initial
scoping period will be addressed in the
Environmental Impact Report/
Environmental Impact Statement.

DATES: Written comments are
encouraged and should be received on
or before September 17, 2001.

ADDRESSES: Information, written
comments, or questions related to the
inclusion of RD 1000 and Natomas
Mutual into the Plan and Environmental
Impact Report/Environmental Impact
Statement should be submitted to Vicki
Campbell, Division Chief, Conservation
Planning, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, Sacramento Fish and Wildlife
Office, 2800 Cottage Way, W—-2605,
Sacramento, California 95825; FAX
{916) 414-6713. All comments received,
including names and addresses, will
become part of the official
administrative record and may be made
available to the public.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lori
Rinek or Kelly Hornaday, Fish and
Wildlife Biologists, Sacramento Fish
and Wildlife Office at {916} 414-6600.
Additional information can also be
obtained from the City of Sacramento
[Grace Hovey, {916) 264-7601), Sutter
County [Jeff Pemstein, (916) 361-8384],
RD 1000 [Jim Clifton, {916) 9229173},
and Natomas Mutual [Peter Hughes,
(916) 419-5936].

Dated: August 10, 2001.
Daniel Walsworth,
Deputy Manager, California/Nevada
Operations Office,Sacramento, California.
[FR Doc. 0120696 Filed 8-16-01; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4310-55-P
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Sacramento Fish and Wildlifé Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room W2605
IN REPLY REFER TO: Sacramento, California 95825-1846

1-1-01-SP-2902

~ August 30, 2001

Mr. Matt Franck

Environmental Planner

CH2M HILL/Sacramento

2485 Natomas Park Drive, Suite 600
Sacramento, California 95833-2937

Subject: Species List for Natomas Basin HCP, Sacramento and Sutter Counties,
California.

Dear Mr, Franck:

We are sending the enclosed list in response to your August 9, 2001, request for information
about endangered and threatened species (Enclosure A). The list covers the following U.S.
Geological Survey 7% minute quads of Rio Linda, Sacramento East, Taylor Monument, Grays
Bend, Sacramento West, Pleasant Grove, and Verona.

Please read Important Information About Your Species List (enclosed). It explains how we made
the list and describes your responsibilities under the Endangered Species Act. Please contact
Harry Mossman, Biological Technician, at (916) 414-6674, if you have any questions about the
attached list or your responsibilities under the Endangeéred Species Act. For the fastest response
to species list requests, address them to the attention of Mr. Mossman at this address. You may
fax requests to him at 414-6712 or 6713. '

Sincerely,

o et sl

“~ Jan C. Knight
Chief, Endangered Species Division

Enclosures
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— _ ' ENCLOSURE A
Endangered and Threatened Species that May Occur in
or be Affected by Projects in the Selected Quads Listed Below
01-SP-2902 Natomas Basin HCP, CH2M Hill
August 9, 2001 :

QUAD : 5128 RIO LINDA
Listed Species
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles |
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians ‘
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Fish T |
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorﬁjnchus hwkiss m
winter-run chinook salmon, Oboomynchus tshawytscha (E) _
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus m c
Invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta Iynchl m
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus <ﬁhrbrphu$ m
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, -Lepidbrus packardi (E)
Proposed Species '
Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians
‘ Califofnia tiger salamander, Ambystoma palifon‘riehse ©C)
Fish
Central Valley faltfate fall-run chinook s‘au’nb‘n, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C)
Spec;'es of Concemn
Mammals

Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
smali-footed myotis bat, Myofis ciliolabrum (SC)
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long-eared myotis bat, Myofis evolis (SC)
“ fringed myotis bat, Myotfis thysanodes (SC)-
long-legged myotis bat, Myofis volans (SC)
Yuﬁ\a myotis bat, Myofis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)
Birds 7
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
ferruginous hawk, Buleo regalis (SC) ‘
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus (SC)
‘little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC) -
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles ‘
* northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
California homed ‘lizard,w Phrynosoma wrpbatﬁm .ﬂ'ontale (SC) A
Amphibians | o |
western spadefoot t?ad, Scaphiopus hammondii (SC)
Fish
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostiis (SC)
river lamprey, Lampetra ayfesi (sc)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)

invertebrates
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Lmdenella oq;idedaﬁs (8©)
Plants ‘

Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, Gratiola heterosepala (CA) *
legene_re, Legenere limosa (SC).
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QUAD : 512C SACRAMENTO EAST
Listed Species
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (1)
Fish
Critical habitat, delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T) - \
Céntral Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
Central Valley spring-run bhinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha m
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
Invertebrates
-vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T) v
Critical habitat, valley elderberry longhom beetle, Desmocerus cal:fomlcus dil morphus (1)
valley elderberry longhorn beetie, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packam'i (E)
Proposed Species
Birds’ '
mountain plover, Charadrius rr;ontanus *n |
Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californiense (C)
Fish ' | )
Central Valley faill/late fail-run chinook sa_imgn, Onoolhyn_chus tshawytscha ©)
Species of Concern - ‘ o ” -
Mammals
Pacific westemn big—earéd bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus} townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myotis bat; Myotis ciliolabrum (SC) | o - o
long—eared myobs bat, Myohs evohs (SC)
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fringed myotis bat, Myotis thysanodes (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myolis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inornatus (SC)
Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensisvleucoparei‘a" D)
ferruginous hawk, Bufeo regalis (SC) '
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus ’(SC)'-
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
American peregtine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
California homed lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
*-Amphibians BRE A -
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammondii (SC) '
Fish '
- green sturgeon, Aéipenser medirostris (SC)
rivef tamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
invertebrates ‘ .
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetie, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (sC)
Califorﬁia finderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)
Plants _ |
valley sagittaria, Sagi(taﬁé sanfordii (SC)
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QUAD : 513A TAYLOR MONUMENT
Listed Species '
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Repﬁles ‘
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
| Amphibians
California red-légged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Fish
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T)
Critical habitat, winter-run chinook. salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha. (E)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
‘Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha. (T)
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T) .
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
Invertebrates |
vernal pool fairy shiimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T) 7
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus califoricus dimorphus. (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (B
Proposed Species
Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus - (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians ‘
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californiense (C)
Fish
Central Valley fallate fall-run chinook salmon, Onoorhynchus tshawytscha (C)

Critical habitat, Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (‘C)A

Species of Concemn
Pacific western big-eared bat, ,Gorynominus,(=Plgqot¢)$) townsendﬂ townsengjii : '”I(SC,) .
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC) | _
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long-eared myotis bat, Myotis evolis * (SC)

fringed myotis bat, Myotis thysanodes (SC)

long-legged myofis bat, Myolis volans (SC)

Yuma mybﬁs bat, Myolis yumanensis (SC)

San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)
Birds '

tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)

western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)

Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)

Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)

ferruginous hawk, Bufeo reg_alls (SC)

Western yellow-billed cuckoo, Coccyzus americanus occidentalis (CA)

white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Efanus leucurus (SC)

fittle willow fiycatcher, Empidonax frailli brewsteri (CA) -

American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)

greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)

white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)

bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)

rufqus hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles

northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmeorata marmorata (SC)
Amphibians

western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammendii - (SC) =
Fish

green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)

river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC)‘

Pacific tamprey, Lampetra fridentata (SC)

fongfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys  (SC)-
Invertebrates o R

Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)

Sacramento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (SC)

California finderiella fairy shiimp, Linderiefla occidentalis (SC)
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QUAD :513B GRAYS BEND
Listed Species
Birds _ »
. bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (1)
Reptiles
gian( garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Fish 7
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (1)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T) v
Critical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynch;)s tshawytscha (T)
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
Invertebrates 7
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T) -
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)
Plants
palmate—bo;acted bird’s-beak, Cordylanthus paimatus (E)
Proposed Species
Birds
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians o
California tiger salamander, Ambysfoma californiense (C)
Fish ‘ .
Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook salmon, OﬁwMWMUS_,tshaWscha. (C) {
Critical habitat, Central Valley fallllate fall-run chinook, Onc_:qghyhdws tshaivyt#cha C) )
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Species of boncem

Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myofis bat, Myofis ciliofabrum (SC) " '
long-eared myotis bat, Myofis evofis (SC)
fringed myotis bat, Myolis thysanodes (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myolis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)

Birds

.- tricolored blackbird, Agelaius ln'colér (SC)

westermn burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
Swainson’s hawk; Biiteo Swainsoni ' (CA)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
Westem yellow-billed cuckoo, Coccyzus americanus occidentalis (CA)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus (SC)
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
.American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)

Reptiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC) '

Amphibians
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammondii (SC)

Fish S
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridentata (SC)

-~ longfin smelt, Spin‘nchu§ thaleichthys (SC)
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Invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (SC)
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)
Plants ,
alkali mitk-vetch, Astragalus tener var. tener (SC)
britlescale, Atriplex depressa (SC)
valley spearscale, Afriplex joaquiniana (SC) *
.
QUAD: 513D SACRAMENTO WEST
. Listed Species ‘
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (1)
. Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
v Fish

Critical habitat, delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T) v
t delta smelt; Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valley steethead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T)
e Critical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, Oncothynchus tshawytscha (E)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) '
Izz, Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chmook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T) - ‘
Invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry Iohghorn beetle, Desmocen)s californicus dimeorphus (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)
Proposed Species
Birds

mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
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Candidate Species
Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californiense (C)
Fish :
Central Valley fallflate fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C)
Critical habitat, Central Valley falliate fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus iéhaWytsciia ©)
Species of Concemn I '
Mammals
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Pleeoius) townsggd’_i fownsendii (SC) 7
small-footed myotis bat, Myofis ciliolabrum (SC) | . |
long-eared myotis bat, Myolis evotis (SC)
fringed myotis bat, Myotis thysanodes (SC)
jong-legged myotis bat, Myofis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)
Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agefaius tricolor (SC)
v(restem burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis ieucopareié F(D)
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
‘white-tailed (=black shddldered) klte, Elanus leucurus (SC)
fittle willow fiycatcher, Empidonax trailli brewsteri (CA)
- American peregrine falcon, Falco petegnnus anatum ©)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadens:s tablda ~(CA)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles | | :
northWestem pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata mafnvoraté (SC)
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
Amphibians
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hémmondii (SC)



F
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Fish
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirbstﬁ's (SC)
river lamprey, Lampétra ayresi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetra tridgntata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
Invertebrates :
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicid beeﬂe, Anthicus sacramento (SC)
Califorhia finderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis {SC)

QUAD : 528C PLEASANT GROVE

Listed Species
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles |
giant garter snake, Thamnophis giQas ' m
Amphibiané ‘
California red-fegged frog, Rana aurora dfaytonii Mm
Fish R
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valley steelhead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T)
Sacramento spilittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
Invertebrates
vernal pool fairy shiimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus califonicus dimorphus  (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepiaums packardi (E) - | |
Proposed Species R
Birds
mountain plbver, Charadrius montanus i (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians

California tiger salamander, Ambysfoma califomie_hse (93

Page 11
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Species of Concern
Mammals _ _
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) tothen;ﬁi fownsendii (SC)
greater western mastiff-bat, Eumops perolis californicus (SC) | ‘
smali-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC) o
long-eared myotis bat, Myofis evofis (SC)
finged myotis bat, Myolis thysanodes " (SC)
long-legged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myofis bat, Myolis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inornatus (SC)
Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC) .
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
ferruginous hawk, Butéo regalis (SC) ‘ 0
Western yellow-billed cuckoo, Coccyzus americanus boéidehtélié (CA)
white-tailed (éb(ack shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus (SC)
little willow fiycatcher, Empidonax trailli brewsteri (CA)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC) |
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sélasphorus rufus (SC)
Reptiles '
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
Amphibians
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammond_ﬁ (SC)
Fish '
greén sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (sc) ‘
Invertebrates |

California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)



=
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QUAD : 529D VERONA
Listed Species
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles \
giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T)
Amphibians
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora d(ayton{i m
Fish - | _
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)
Central Valley steethead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T)
Critical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, ‘O,nco.rhynchus tshawytscha (E)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) _ o
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Ongqrhynchus_ t_sh_awy!sdla m
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
Iﬁvertebrates 7
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (1) _
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)
Proposed Species
Birds B
mountain plove'r, Charadrius montands (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians o
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma caﬁfomijense (C) .
Fish o
Central Valley fallAate fall-run chinook salmon, Onoor_hxnchuﬁs‘&tshawy{s(_:ha (C)

Critical habitat, Central Valley falllate fall-run chmook, Oncorhyndrustshawylscha (©)

Species of Concern
Mammals
Pacific western big-eared'bat, Corynorhinus {=Pleootus)‘townsendii townsendii (SC)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC)

Page 13
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long-eared myotis bat, Myolis evolis (SC)
fringed myotis bat, Myotis thysanodes (SC) |
fong-legged niyotis bat, Myofis volans (SC)
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)
Birds
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
western burrowihg owl, Athene cunicularia hypibaea (sC)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D)
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA) '
ferruginous_ hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
Western yellow-billed cuckoo; Coccyzus americanus occidentalis (CA)
white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Efanus leucurus (SC)
little willow flycatcher, E‘mpid‘onaxbh"ailﬁi’ jbrew"si‘jen' (CA)
American peregﬁi.i‘é falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum - (D)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC) o
_bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC) -
Reptiles ‘ ' P ;
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
Amphibians
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammondii (SC)
Fish e
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampetfra tridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus lhaleichlhyS (SC)
Invertebrates
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anlh:cus antiochensis (SC)
' Sacramento anthicid beetle Anlhlcus sacramento (SC) A ‘
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC) o - ' L
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Endangéred
Threatened
Proposed
Proposed

Critical Habitat
Candidate

Species of
Concern

Migratory

Bird
Delisted
State-Listed
Extirpated

Extinct

Critical Habitat
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Listed (in the Federal Register) as being in danger of extinction.

Listed as likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.

Officially proposed (in the Federal Register) for listing as endangered or threatened.
Proposed as an area essential to the conservation of the species.

Candidate to become a proposed species.

May be endangered or threatened. Not enough biological information has been
gathered to support listing at this time.

Migratory bird

Delisted. Status to be monitored for 5 years.
Listed as threatened or endangered by the State of California.
Possibly extirpated from this quad.

* Possibly extinct.

Area essential to the conservation of a species.



Endangered and Threatened Species that May Occur in or be Affected by

. Projects in the Area of the Following California Counties
Reference File No. 01-SP-2802 Natomas Basin HCP, CH2M Hill
August 9, 2001
b SACRAMENTO COUNTY
Listed Species
b Mammals ) v v
" riparian (San Joaquin Valley) woodrat, Neofoma fuscipes riparia (E) *

. Birds

bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
i. Reptiles .

giant garter snake,-Thamnophis gigas (T) . .
i Amphibians » .

California red-legged frog, Rana aurora drayfonii (T):

Fish

K

Ciritical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhiynchus tshawytscha (E) '
k. Critical habitat, deita smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)

delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T)

Central Valley steelhead, Oncoriynchus mykiss (T)

b Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-tun chinook,bnoodrynchus’.tshawytscha m
i Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
Invertebrates
E. Conservancy fairy shrimp, Branchinecta conservatio (E)
- vemal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packardi (E)
'y vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
Critical habitat, valley elderberry longhom beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
- valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocerus californicus dimorphus (T)
. delta green ground beetle, Efaphrus viridis (T) Lo :
Plants
k. Antioch Dunes evening-primrose, Oenothera deltoides ssp. howellii (E)
Sacramento Orcutt grass, Orcuttia viscida (E) B o E
slender Orcutt grass, Orcutfia tentiis m
L. Proposed Species '
Birds 7
S mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
E.



Reference File No. 01—SP-2902 Natomas Basin HCP, CH2ZM Hill ‘ Page 2

Candidate Species
- Amphibians
California tiger salamander, Ambystoma californiense (C)
Fish
Central Valley falllate fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C)
" Critical habitat, Central Valley fallfate fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha -(C)

Species of Concern

‘Mammals
pale Townsend's big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii pallescens (SC)
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecolus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
greater western mastiff-bat, Eumops perofis californicus (SC)
small-footed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC)
fong-eared myotis bat, Myolis evolis (SC)
fringed myotis bat, Myoltis thysanodes (SC)
long-tegged myotis bat, Myofis volans (SC) '
Yuma myotis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat, Neofoma fuscipes annectens (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)
Birds
Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)
Western yellow-billed cuckoo, Coccyzus americanus occidentalis (CA)
fittle willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA)
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
black rail, Laterallus jamaicensis cotumiculus (CA)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucopareia (D) .
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum . (D),
Snowy Egret, Egretta thula (MB) -
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC)
grasshopper sparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (SC)
short-eared owl, Asio lammeus (SC) v
western buirowing oW, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (‘SC)__A‘ v |
American bittern, Bofaurus lentiginosus (SC) o
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
black tern, Chlidonias niger (SC)
lark sparrow, Chondestes grammacus (SC)



Reference File No.01-SP-2902 Natomas Basin HCP, CHZM Hill

hermit warbler, Dendroica occidentalis (SC)
- white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Efanus feucurus (SC)
Pacific-slope flycatcher, Empidonax difficilis (SC)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (SC)
Lewis’ woodpecker, Melanerpes lewis (SC)
long-billed curlew, Numenius americanus - (SC)
" white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC) ’
rufous hummingbird, Selasphorus rufus (SC)
red-breasted sapsucker, Sphyrapicus ruber (SC)
Brewer’s sparrow, Spizella breweri (SC)
Reptiles
' silvery legless lizard, Anniella pulchra pulchra (SC)
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
' 'southwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata pallida (SC)
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC)
Amphibians
foothill yellow-legged frog, Rana' boylii (SC)
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammondii (SC)
Fish ~ ‘
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)
river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC) '
Kern brook lamprey, Lampetra hubbsi (SC)
Pacific lamprey, Lampefra tridentata (SC)‘
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)
7 lnverte_brates ,
Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)
Sacramento anthicid beetle, Anthicus sacramento (SC)
Midvalley fairy shiimp, Branchinecta mesovallénsis (SC)
San Joaquin dune beetle, Coelus gracilis (SC)’
curved-foot hygrotus diving beetle, Hygrotus curvipes (SC)
California linderiella fairy shrimp, Linderiella occidentalis (SC)
Plants _
Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, Gratiola heterosepala (CA)
Suisun Marsh aster, Aster lentus (SC)
valley speérscale, Atriplex joaquiniana (SC)
Tuolumne coyote-thistie, Eryngium pinnaﬁsedum (8C)
—- - .--Ahatl's rush, Juncus leiospermus. var. ahartii (SC). _. = =
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'Reference File No. 01-SP-2902 Natomas Basin HCP, CH2M Hill

delta tule-pea, Lathyrus jepsonii var. jepsonii (SC)

legenere, Legehere limosa (SC)

Mason's lilaeopsis, Lilaeopsis masonii (SC)

pincushion navarretia, Naverretia myersii spp. myersii (SC)

valley sagittaria, Sagittaria sanfordii (SC)

Northern California black walnut, Juglans californica var. hindsii (SC) .

SUTTER COUNTY
Listed Species
Birds
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T)
Reptiles ' ,
giant garter snake, Thamnophis éigas, m
Amphibians _
California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytonii (T)
Fish

Ciritical habitat, winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
winter-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E)
Central Valley steethead, Oncorhynchus mykiss (T)
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (T)
Critical Habitat, Central Valley spring-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (1)
Sacramento splittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (T)
delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacificus (T) *
Invertebrates ' .
Conservancy fairy shiimp, Branchinecta conservatio (E) .
vernal pool tadpole shrimp, Lepidurus packard (3]
vemal pool fairy shrimp, Branchinecta lynchi (T)
valley elderberry longhorn beetle, Desmocen)s califorhicus dimorphus m
Plants . »
Hartweg's golden sunburst, Pseudobahia babhiifolia (E) * -

Proposed Species
Birds |
mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (PT)
Candidate Species
Amphibians
. California tiger salamander, Ambystoma cafifomiense_(C)
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Reference File No-01-SP-2902 Natomas Basin HCP, CH2M Hill

Fish
Central Valley fall/late fall-run chinook salmon, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C)
k. Critical habitat, Central Valley fallflate fall-run chinook, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (C)

Species of Concern

. Mammals _
pale Townsend's big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii pallesoené (SC)
Pacific western big-eared bat, Corynorhinus (=Plecotus) townsendii townsendii (SC)
Marysville Heermann's kangaroo rat, Dipodomys califomicus eximius . (SC)
greater western masliff-bat, Eumops perofis californicus (SC)
2 small-foofed myotis bat, Myotis ciliolabrum (SC)
long-eared myotis bat, Myotis evotis (SC)
fringed myotis bat, Myolis thysanodes (SC)
long-tegged myotis bat, Myotis volans (SC)
Yuma myoftis bat, Myotis yumanensis (SC)
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perognathus inomatus (SC)
Birds '
| & Swainson's hawk, Buteo Swainsoni (CA)
Western yellow-billed cuckoo, Coccyzus émericanus occidentalis (CA)
litle willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (CA) ‘
greater sandhill crane, Grus canadensis tabida (CA)
bank swallow, Riparia riparia (CA)
F ‘ Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis Ie‘uobpareia D)
American peregrine falcon, Falco peregrinus anatum (D)
r Snowy Egret, Egrefta thula (MB)
grasshopper éparrow, Ammodramus savannarum (SC)
short-eared owl, Asio flammeus (SC)
western burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugaea (SC)
American bittern, Botaurus lentiginosus (SC)
| } ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC)
‘ black tern, Chlidonias niger (SC)
lark sparrow, Chondestes grammacus (SC)
black swift, Cypseloides niger (SC)
hermit warbler, Dendroica occidentalis {(SC)
€. white-tailed (=black shouldered) kite, Elanus leucurus (SC)
least bittern, westem, Ixobrychus exilis hesperis (SC)
loggerhead shrike, Lanius ludovicianus (SC)
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Lewis’ woodpeéker, Melanerpes lewis (SC)

e



Reference File No. 01-SP-2902 Natomas Basin HCP, CH2M Hill Page 6

long-billed curlew, Numenius émericanus (SC)
white-faced ibis, Plegadis chihi (SC)
rufous hummingbird, Sefasphorus rufus (SC)

Reptiles
northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata marmorata (SC)
San Joaquin coachwhip (-whtpsnake) Masticophis flagellum ruddocki (SC)

Amphibians
foothilt yellow-legged frog, Rana boylii (SC)
western spadefoot toad, Scaphiopus hammondii (SC)

Fish )
green sturgeon, Acipenser medirostris (SC)

" river lamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC)

Pacific tamprey, Lampetra fridentata (SC)
longfin smelt, Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC)

Invertebrates

: Antioch Dunes anthicid beetle, Anthicus antiochensis (SC)

Sacramento anthicid beetle Anthicus sacramento (SC)
Sacramento Valley uger beetle Cicindela hlrlioolﬁs abrupta {(SC) .
California linderieila fairy shrimp, Lmdenella ocadental‘ lis (SC) ;

Plants

Ferris's milk-vetch, Astragalus tener var. ferrisiae (sC)-*
veiny monardella, Monardella dbuglasii ssp. venosa (SC) *
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KEY:
(E) Endangered
(T) Threatened
(P) Proposed
(PX) Proposed
Critical Habitat
(C) Candidate
(SC;) Species of
Concemn
(D) Delisted
(CA) Stale-Listed
*  Extirpated
**  Extinct
Critical Habitat

Listed (in the Federal Register) as being in danger of extinction.

Listed as likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.

Officially proposed (in the Federal Register) for listing as endangered or threatened.
Proposed as an area essenfial to the consetvation of the species.

Candidate to become a proposed species.
Other species of concem to the Service.

Delisted. Status to be monitored for 5 years.

Listed as threatened or endangered by the State of California.
Possibly extirpated from the area.

Possibly extinct

Area essential to the conservation of a species.
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California Department of Fish and Game

List of Elements and Status by Scientific Name
Verona Quad

Federal/ Global/ CNPS/ CDFG

Scientific/Common Name

[
"

{r

State Status State Rank R-E-D Status

AGELAIUS TRICOLOR . None/ G3/ SC
TRICOLORED BLACKBIRD None S3
ATHENE CUNICULARIA None/ G4/ SC
BURROWING OWL None S2
BRANCHINECTA LYNCHI Threatened/ G2G3/
VERNAL POOL FAIRY SHRIMP None S283
BUTEO SWAINSONI None/ G4/
SWAINSON'’S HAWK Threatened S2
LEPIDURUS PACKARDI Endangered/ G2G3/
VERNAL POOL TADPOLE SHRIMP None 5283
NYCTICORAX NYCTICORAX None/ G5/
BLACK-CROWNED NIGHT HERON None S3
POGONICHTHYS MACROLEPIDOTUS Threatened/ G2/ SC
SACRAMENTO SPLITTAIL None S2
RIPARIA RIPARIA None/ G5/
'BANK SWALLOW Threatened S283
THAMNOPHIS GIGAS Threatened/ G2G3/
GIANT GARTER SNAKE Threatened 5283
Date: 08/30/2001 . Commercial Version Page 1

Report: ELMLISTS Information dated 07701/2001



California Department of Fish and Game

Natural Diversity Data Base

—  List of Elements and Status by Scientific Name
Pleasant Grove Quad

Scientific/Common Name

ATHENE CUNICULARIA
BURROWING OWL

BRANCHINECTA LYNCHI
VERNAL POOL FAIRY SHRIMP

DOWNINGIA PUSILLA
DWARF DOWNINGIA

LEPIDURUS PACKARDI
VERNAL POOL TADPOLE SHRIMP

LINDERIELLA OCCIDENTALIS
"CALIFORNIA LINDERIELLA

SCAPHIOPUS HAMMONDII
WESTERN SPADEFOOT

Federal/

State Status

None/
None

Threatened/
None

None/
None

Endangered/
None

None/
None

None/
None

Global/
State Rank

G4/

.82

G2G3/
S283

G3/
S3.1

G2G3/
S2S3

G2G3/
S2S3

G32/
S32

2/
1-2-1

CDFG
Status

SC

‘Date: 08/30/2001
Report: ELMLISTS

Commercial Version .
Information dated 07/01/2001
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California Department of Fish and Game

Natural Diversity Data Base

List of Elements and Status by Scientific Name
Grays Bend Quad

Scientific/Common Name

AGELATUS TRICOLOR
TRICOLORED BLACKBIRD

ASTRAGALUS TENER VAR TENER
ALKALI MILK-VETCH

ATRIPLEX DEPRESSA
BRITTLESCALE

ATRIPLEX JOAQUINIANA
SAN JOAQUIN SALTBUSH

BUTEO SWAINSONI
SWAINSON’S HAWK

CHARADRIUS ALEXANDRINUS NIVOSUS
WESTERN SNOWY PLOVER

CHARADRIUS MONTANUS
MOUNTAIN PLOVER

CORDYLANTHUS PALMATUS
PALMATE-BRACTED BIRD'’S-BEAK

LEPIDIUM LATIPES VAR HECKARDII
HECKARD’S PEPPER-GRASS

PLEGADIS CHIHI
WHITE-FACED IBIS

POGONICHTHYS MACROLEPIDOTUS
SACRAMENTO SPLITTAIL

- THAMNOPHIS GIGAS

GIANT GARTER SNAKE

Federal/

State Status

None/
None

None/
None

None/
None

None/
None

None/
Threatened

Threatened/
None

Proposed
Threatened/
None

Endangered/
Endangered

None/
None

None/
None

Threatened/
None

Threatened/
Threatened

Global/
State Rank

G3/
S3

G1T1/
S1.1

G20/,
S2.2

G2/

S52.1

G4/

‘ 82

GAT2/

G3/
S22

Gl/
S1.1

GaT1/ - 1

S1.2

G5/
Ss1

G2/
52

G2G3/
5283

"CNPS/ CDFG

R-E~-D Status

iB/ .

2-2-3

sC

sc

SC

SC

Date: 08/30/2001
Report: ELMLISTS

Commercial Version
Information dated 07/01/2001



California Department of Fish and Game.
‘Natural Diversity Data Base

Taylor Monument Quad

Federal/ Global/ CNPS/ CDFG
State Status State Rank R-E-D Status

AGELAIUS TRiCOLOR None/ G3/ SC
TRICOLORED BLACKBIRD None S3
ARDEA ALBA None/ G5/
GREAT EGRET None S4
ATHENE CUNICULARIA None/ G4/ SC
BURROWING OWL None S2
BUTEO SWAINSONI None/ G4/
SWAINSON'S HAWK Threatened S2
DESMOCERUS'CALIFORNICUS DIMORPHUS Threatened/ G312/
VALLEY ELDERBERRY LONGHORN BEETLE None S2
EGRETTA THULA None/ G5/
SNOWY EGRET None sS4
NYCTICORAX NYCTICORAX None/ G5/
BLACK-CROWNED NIGHT HERON None S3
POGONICHTHYS MACROLEPIDOTUS Threatened/ G2/ SC
SACRAMENTO SPLITTAIL None s2
THAMNOPHIS GIGAS Threatened/ G2G3/
GIANT GARTER SNAKE Threatened S283
t
Date: 08/30/2001 Commercial Version S Page 1

Report: ELMLISTS Information dated 07/01/2001
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California Department of Fish and Game

Natural Diversity Data Base

Rio Linda Quad

Scientific/Common Name

NORTHERN CLAYPAN VERNAL POOL

ey

NORTHERN HARDPAN VERNAL POOL

THAMNOPHIS GIGAS

GIANT GARTER SNAKE

| .

Federal/
State Status

None/
None

None/
None

Threatened/
Threatened

List of Elements and Status by Scientific Name

Global/
State Rank R-E-D

Gl/
S1.1

G3/
S3.1

G2G3/
S2S3

CDFG
Status

Date: 08/30/2001

Report: ELMILISTS
e .

Commercial Version

Information dated 07/61/2001



California Department of Fish and Game

Natural Diversity Data Base
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List of Elements and Status by Scientific Name
Sacramento West Quad

Scientific/Common Name

AGELAIUS TRICOLOR
TRICOLORED BLACKBIRD

ARCHOPLITES INTERRUPTUS
SACRAMENTO PERCH

BUTEO SWAINSONI
SWAINSON’S HAWK

DESMOCERUS CALIFORNICUS DIMORPHUS
VALLEY ELDERBERRY LONGHORN BEETLE

ELDERBERRY SAVANNA

GREAT VALLEY COTTONWQOD RIPARIAN FOREST

HIBISCUS LASIOCARPUS
ROSE-MALLOW

POGONICHTHYS MACROLEPIDOTUS
SACRAMENTO SPLITTAIL

Date: 08/30/2001
Report: ELMLISTS

Commercial Version

Federal/

State Status

None/
None

None/
None

None/
Threatened

Threatened/
None

None/
None

None/
None

None/
None

Threatened/
None

Information dated 07/01/2001

Global/
State Rank R-E-D Status

CNPS/ CDFG

G3/ SC
S3

G3/ SC
Ss1

G4/
s2

G3T2/
S2

G2/
S2.1

G2/
S2.1

G4/ 2/
s2.2 2-2-1

G2/ SC
S2
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California Department of Fish and Game
Natural Diversity Data Base
List of Elements and Status by Scientific Name
Sacramento East Quad

Federal/ Global/ CNPS/
State Status State Rank R-E-D

Scientific/Common Name

ACCIPITER COOPERII None/ G4/

COOPER’S HAWK None S3
ATHENE CUNICULARIA None/ G4/ .

BURROWING OWL None 52
BRANCHINECTA LYNCHI Threatened/ G2G3/

VERNAIL, POOIL FAIRY SHRIMP None ) 5253
DESMOCERUS CALIFORNICUS DIMORPHUS Threatened/ G3T2/

VALLEY ELDERBERRY LONGHORN BEETLE None S2
ELDERBERRY SAVANNA None/ G2/

None S2.1

LEPIDURUS PACKARDI Endangered/ G2G3/

VERNAIL POOL TADPOLE SHRIMP None S2S83
LINDERIELLA OCCIDENTALIS None/ G2G3/

CALIFORNIA LINDERIELLA None S2S3
RIPARIA RIPARIA None/ G5/

BANK SWALLOW Threatened S2S83
'SAGITTARIA SANFORDII None/ G3/ 1B/

SANFORD’S ARROWHEAD None S3.2 2-2-3

CDFG
Status

SC

Date: 08/30/2001
Report: ELMLISTS

Commercial Version -
Information dated 07/01/2001



APPENDIX C

Summary of Previous Environmental Review
of Planned Urban Development




APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-1

Prior Analysis of Geology and Soils Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of
Significance

Impact

Mitigation

Level of Significance

with Mitigation Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

Potential for exposure to
earthquake groundshaking
at a maximum intensity of
VIII (on the Modified Mercalli
Scale).

Potential for liquefaction,
triggered by groundshaking.

Incremental contribution to
the loss of aggregate
resources if all mineral
resources sectors within the
SGPU area (except the
American River Parkway)
were rendered unavailable
for aggregate production due
to urbanization.

9,700 acres meeting the soll
criteria of the prime land
component of the Important
Farmland Inventory of
California, 7,500 acres of
which are currently irrigated
and considered prime
farmland, would be removed
from agricultural production.

SAC/161795/031060003(TABLE C-1.DOC)

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Implement Goal A and Policies 1, 3, and 7 of the Health and

Safety Element (Seismic Safety section) of the General Plan.

Engineer structures for earthquake resistance.

Implement Policies 2, 4, and 7 of the Health and Safety
Element (Seismic Safety section) of the General Plan.

Require the evaluation of liquefaction potential of proposed
development sites and implement appropriate specially
engineered earthwork and structural design.

Implement Goal B and Policies 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the Open
Space Element (Managed Production of Resources section)
of the General Plan.

Zone mineral resources sectors and adjacent lands to permit

aggregate mining.

Require reclamation of mined lands for urban uses.

Full mitigation would require the adoption of the No Project
Alternative. The City Council determined that this was
infeasible.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant. No further action necessary.

Less than significant. No further action necessary.

Less than significant. No further action necessary.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

Significant.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-1
Prior Analysis of Geology and Soils Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

No significant impacts N/A N/A N/A
identified.

No further action necessary.

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

No significant impacts N/A N/A N/A
identified.

No further action necessary.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

Impact 4.3.1. Future Potentially Implement General Plan Goal 7.B, Policy 7.B.2, and Less than significant.
development in accordance Significant Implementation Program 7.1.

with the proposed General o ) » )

Plan may expose structures Mitigation Measure 4.3.1. Prior to permitting development in

and people to moderate areas of geologic or soils hazards, the County shall require

ground shaking. the preparation of a soils engineering and/or geotechnical

analysis by a licensed civil or geotechnical engineer. The
County shall review and enforce the recommendations of
said analysis by adopting them as conditions of specific
project-level approvals.

Impact 4.3.2. Future Potentially Same as Mitigation Measure 4.3.1. Less than significant.
development in accordance significant.

with the proposed General

Plan may expose structures

to liquefaction and/or seismic

compaction.

Impact 4.3.3. Future Potentially Same as Mitigation Measure 4.3.1. Less than significant.
development in accordance significant.

with the proposed General

Plan may expose structures

to subsidence.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

SAC/161795/031060003(TABLE C-1.DOC)



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-1
Prior Analysis of Geology and Soils Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of Level of Significance

Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Impact 4.3.4. Future Potentially Same as Mitigation Measure 4.3.1. Less than significant. No further action necessary.
development within the significant.
County in accordance with
the General Plan may
subject new development to
geologic hazards associated
with expansive soils.
Impact 4.3.5. Future Potentially Mitigation Measure 4.3.2. Prior to or concurrent with a specific  Less than significant. No further action necessary.
development in accordance significant. development proposal, the County shall adopt and implement a
with the proposed General grading ordinance or other appropriate measures. The grading
Plan will require grading ordinance shall limit the effects of soil erosion and shall include,
activities, resulting in but is not limited to, the following specific areas: (1) timing of
exposed earth and the grading operations (targeted for April 15 — November 15); (2)
potential for soil erosion. erosion control methods which utilize sediment traps, barriers,

covers, or other methods approved by the County; (3)
recommendations for cut and fill angles of slopes; (4)
recommendations for mulching, seeding, revegetation, and other
stabilization measures as approved by the County; and (5) plans
for deposition and storage of excavated materials.

Impact 4.3.6. Increased Potentially Implement General Plan Goal 4.H; Policies 4.H.1, 4.H.2, 4.H.3, Less than significant. No further action necessary.
urbanization proposed by the significant. 4.H.4, and 4.H.5; and Implementation Program 4.5.

General Plan may decrease
accessibility to natural gas
resources or result in
hazards due to new
construction in the vicinity of
abandoned gas well sites.

Mitigation Measure 4.3.3. For future development proposals
located within the vicinity of an abandoned gas well, the
applicant shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the County that
reabandonment operations have been successfully completed, if
necessary, in consultation with the Department of Conservation,
Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources. If any plugged
and abandoned or unrecorded wells are damaged or uncovered
during excavation or grading, remedial plugging operations may
be required. The cost of reabandonment operations is the
responsibility of the property owner.

@ The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.

SAC/161795/031060003(TABLE C-1.DOC) REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-2

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Mitigation

Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

The number of persons and
developments exposed to
potential flood damage from
levee failure would increase by
an unknown amount,
especially in North Natomas.
The amount is unknown since
the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, at the request of
the Federal Emergency
Management Agency, is still in
the process of updating 100-
year floodplain maps for the
American River levees, the
Sacramento River east levee
north of the American River,
and several levees along local
creeks and drainage canals in
the SGPU area.

Transport of pollutants to
streams would increase from
construction activities and
runoff from industrial,
commercial, and residential
development.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.DOC)

Significant.

Significant.

Full mitigation would require: (1) assisting in the
reconstruction of inadequate levees as development occurs,
(2) assisting in the implementation of one or more Corps of
Engineers flood control alternatives, and (3) restricting
development in areas subject to flooding. The City Council
determined that full mitigation under (1) and (2) above was
infeasible because implementation of possible flood control
alternatives is the responsibility of the federal government.
The City Council adopted (3).

Implement precautionary measures during construction, such  Significant.

as minimizing surface disturbance, disposing excavated
materials away from water sources, and grading spoll
disposal sites to minimize surface water erosion.

Implement measures to reduce long-term water quality
impacts, such as provision of onsite retention and detention
storage; designing storm drainage to slow water flows;
minimizing impervious surfaces; and maximizing percolation,
evaporation, and evapotranspiration of stormwater.

The City Council determined that is was infeasible to adopt
full mitigation because the analysis of water quality measures
are conducted on a project-specific basis, and therefore the
feasibility of mitigating citywide water quality impacts could
not be determined.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant.

No further action necessary.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

TABLE C-2
Level of
Impact Significance
Continued rice herbicide Significant.
application has the potential
to impact surface and
groundwater quality, thereby
exposing an increased
population to hazards.
The maximum average Significant.

water demand would
increase 104 percent to
368.2 million gallons per
day, requiring expansion of
existing water treatment
plants, possible a new plant
in North Natomas, additional
storage reservoir capacity,
and new transmission lines.

Reduce the release of agricultural chemicals by establishing
an effective regulatory program.

Less than significant.

The City Council determined that this mitigation measure is
the responsibility of the County and state regulatory bodies.

Implement the following Goal and Policy from the Public
Services and Facilities Element (Water section) of the
General Plan: Goal A, Policy 5

Less than significant.

Require water facilities prior to development.

Require water conservation measures.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

Impact 4.7-1. The [North
Natomas Community Plan]
Update will result in drainage
impacts relating to hydrology
and water quality arising
from the conversion of
agricultural lands to urban
uses. That conversion will
change existing drainage
patterns and increase peak
stormwater discharge rates,
increase stormwater flows in
drainage canals resulting in
increased pump station flows
and discharge requirements,
require increased
maintenance of canals to
prevent bank sloughing, and

Potentially
significant.

At the time the EIR was adopted, mitigation requirements
were assumed to be met by the City’'s Comprehensive
Drainage Plan, which was in draft for at that time.

The City determined
that impacts would be
lessened by the

. . . - adoption of the
The Update also included implementing policies for the

> . ! _ mitigation
drainage system, which were determined to also provide requirements. Because
mitigation measures to reduce drainage impacts. the draft
Comprehensive

Drainage Plan had not
been adopted and
environmental review
completed on the draft
plan, the City
determined that
impacts could not be
demonstrated to be
less than significant.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.D0C))



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-2

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of
Significance

Impact

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

could result in mosquito
abatement problems arising
from the ponding of drainage
waters.

Impact 4.7-2. The Update
area is located in a part of
the City that, at the time the
EIR was adopted, had
protection from a 63-year
flood event. Implementation
of the Update would
therefore expose people and
property to the risk of injury
and damage in the event of
a 63-year or greater flood
event.

The following groundwater
and seepage impacts would
result from development of
the Update area: (1) an
alteration of groundwater
flow patterns in the vicinity of
new canal segments could
result from the interception
of near surface groundwater
with surface drainage; (2) a
reduction in groundwater
recharge due to increased
impervious surfaces in the
area; (3) a reduction in
irrigated agriculture could
lower groundwater levels by

Potentially
significant.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.DOC)

Significant.

Various future scenarios are discussed in which the flood
hazard risk would be lessened. These scenarios generally
involved the actions of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and
the Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency to increase flood
protection in the Natomas Basin.

In addition, the Update also contains measures designed to
reduce flooding by prohibiting new development until flood

protection is secured.

No mitigation proposed.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Impacts would be
reduced to a less-than-
significant level after
completion of regional
flood control projects.
Residual impacts
would remain “so long
as the City of
Sacramento and the
Update Area are
depending upon
levees for flood
protection from major
storm events, no
matter how high the
levee system.”

The groundwater
recharge. groundwater
level, and seepage
impacts of
implementing the
update are irreversible,
unavoidable, and
significant adverse
effects.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-2

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of
Significance

Impact

Mitigation

Level of Significance

with Mitigation

Action

decreasing groundwater
recharge; and (4) lower
groundwater levels due to
canal excavation would
reduce seepage problems in
low-lying areas near the
Sacramento River.

The following impacts to
water quality would result
from development of the
Update area: (1) urban point
discharges and storm water
would increase; (2)
cumulative pollutant
discharge into the
Sacramento River would
increase; and (3)
groundwater resources could
be infiltrated by leaking
chemicals.

Potentially
significant.

The Update contains the following measures: (1) meet all
NPDES and other regulatory permit requirements; (2) all
drainage flows from the NNCP will be discharged to the
Sacramento River; (3) utilize Best Management Practices
emphasizing upstream and on-site treatment; (4) the
Comprehensive Drainage Plan must meet all EPA and Corps
of Engineers 404 permit requirements; (5) ensure that the
CDP operational plans are compatible with the other uses of
the existing canals such as drainage, water delivery, and
preservation of existing Fisherman'’s Lake water levels: (6)
the CDP must be designed in a manner compatible with and
complementary to the Habitat Mitigation Plan under
development by SAFCA for the American River Flood Control
Project; (7) incorporate water quality control into the lake,
canal, and basin maintenance programs; (8) grease and oil
traps should be integrated into the storm drain system
wherever practical; (9) industries that use solvents and/or
other toxic or hazardous materials should be sited in
concentrated locations, on sites with low permeability soil, far
from drainage canals and basins, and close to the freeway to
reduce intrusion of trucks transporting chemicals into
residential neighborhoods; and (10) industries that use
solvents and other hazardous materials will be required to
prepare a Hazardous Substance Management Plan.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Although impacts
would be lessened by
the mitigation
measures, significant
impacts were
determined to remain.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.D0C))



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-2

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance

with Mitigation Action

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

The entire South Natomas
community is located within
an area which may not be
protected by 100 year level
flood protection due to the
potential instability of the
Sacramento River Levee
and the lack of adequate
height of the East Main
Drainage Canal and the
Natomas Main Drainage
Canal Levees.

Increased flows to
Reclamation District 1000
exceed the capacity of the
existing system.

Potentially
significant.

Potentially
significant.

The City identified full mitigation as increasing the height of
the East Main Drain Levee and the Natomas main canal
levee to an adequate level, build additional levees to protect
the area, and stabilize the levee along the Sacramento River.
The City determined that full mitigation was infeasible
because reconstruction of the levees is the responsibility of
the federal government, and recommended partial mitigation
to prohibit additional development in South Natomas.

The City determined that RD 1000 is responsible for
mitigating this impact.

The City did not
identify a level of
significance associated
with the mitigated
project.

The City determined that partial
mitigation was not feasible
because of specific economic,
social, and environmental, and
other considerations.

New developers may be None.
required to contribute to
sufficient system

improvements to reduce

this impact to a less-
than-significant level.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

Impact 4.4.1. Future
development under the
provisions of the General
Plan would alter existing
drainage patterns and
increase stormwater runoff.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.DOC)

Significant.

Implement General Plan Goals 3.D and 7.C; Policies 3.D.1,
3.D.2,3.D.3,3.D0.4,3.D.5,7.C.1,7.C.2,and 7.C.3; and
Implementation Programs 3.9, 3.10, 3.11, 7.2, 7.3, and 7.4.

Mitigation Measure 4.4.1. Prior to the approval of
subsequent development projects in accordance with the
General Plan, the project applicant must demonstrate the
project’s compliance with the County’s Flood Damage
Prevention Regulations, and any approved local drainage
master plan. In the absence of such regulations and local
master plans, project applicants shall be required, on a
project-by-project basis, to demonstrate specific drainage and
flooding impacts and mitigation in accordance with CEQA
and consistent with County policy.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant. No further action necessary.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-2

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.4.3. Future
development under the
provisions of the General
Plan could result in the
degradation of surface and
groundwater quality due to
urban runoff.

Significant

Mitigation Measure 4.4.2. For any development proposed
within the 100-year floodplain, such development will be
conditioned upon the applicant’s ability to demonstrate that
finished grade elevations are raised above inundation levels,
or that other site-specific flood control measures are
implemented to protect new structures from 100-year
inundation.

Implement General Plan Goals 3.B and 3.C; Policies 3.B.2, Less than significant.

3.B.3,3.B.4, 3.B.5, 3.B.6, 3.C.1, 3.C.2, 3.C.3, 3.C.4, 3.C.5,
3.D.6,4.A.2, 9.A.2 and 9.A.3; and Implementation Programs
3.5, 3.6, and 3.8.

Mitigation Measure 4.4.4. As a condition of future project-
level development approvals, project proponents shall
provide and implement a comprehensive plan to prevent
erosion, siltation, contamination of stormwater during
construction, and “first flush” contaminants after construction.
Detail of the plan shall reflect the scale of the project. Such a
plan shall be prepared in accordance with permit conditions
and requirements of the NPDES general industrial
stormwater permit, when applicable.

Mitigation Measure 4.4.5. As a condition of future project-
level development approvals, project proponents shall
provide and implement Best Management Practices to
reduce pollutants from entering the waterways. Best
management practices to reduce pollutants include the use of
oil and sand separators, grassy swales, detention ponds,
vegetative buffers, and other source control measures.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.D0C))



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-2

Prior Analysis of Water Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.4.4. Future
development under the
provisions of the General
Plan may reduce recharged
groundwater supplies as a
result of converting
agricultural uses to urban
uses, and as a result of a
reduction of permeable
ground surface.

Impact 4.10.1. Future urban
development in accordance
with the General Plan
Revision would result in
increased demand for water
in the County. The demand
for water would require
either expansion of existing
systems and/or development
of new water systems.

Potentially
significant.

Significant
impact.

Same as above for Impact 4.4.3. The policies and Less than significant.
implementation actions described above are effective only
when implemented in conjunction with Mitigation Measures

4.10.1, 4.10.2, and 4.10.3 for water supply [see below].

Implement General Plan Goals 3.B and 4.A; Policies 3.B-1, Less than significant.
3.B-2, 3.B-3, 3.B-4, 3.B-5, 3.B-6, 3.B-7, 3.B-8, 3.B-9, 3B-10,

and 4.A-3; and Implementation Programs 3.5, 3.6, and 3.7.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.1. As a condition of subsequent
project-level approvals, project applicants shall submit to the
County for verification that the expansion of an existing water
supply system or acceptable alternative water system
improvements in accordance with Policy 3.B-1 (deemed to be
appropriate by the Community Services Department
Environmental Services Program to meet the water needs of
that project) will be completed.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.2. As a condition of subsequent
project-level approvals, project applicants shall demonstrate
that the water system proposed for the project is designed to
meet the projected water capacity and fire flow requirements
and specifications.

Mitigation Measures 4.10.3. All buildings constructed as
part of subsequent development projects shall be
encouraged to include low-flow plumbing fixtures within
project designs in order to conserve water.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

@ The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.

SAC/161795/031060004(TABLE C-2.DOC)

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

The elimination or
conversion of five natural
communities would occur.
All occurrences of these
communities are not
known. Of the ones that
are known, the following
would be potentially
affected: (1) blue oak
woodland in North
Sacramento east of the
Union Pacific Railroad; (2)
riparian stands in South
Natomas north of Garden
Highway (on either side of
I-5 north and adjacent to
Garden Highway) and
along the Natomas East
Main Drainage Canal, and
in North Sacramento along
Magpie Creek; (3) habitat
supported by creeks and
canals in North Natomas
and South Sacramento;
(4) northern hardpan
vernal pools in North
Sacramento east of Raley
Boulevard and in South
Sacramento north of
Sheldon Road; and (5)
fence row habitat along
the undeveloped edges of
urban and agricultural
habitats.

SAC/161795/031060005(TABLE C-3.DOC)

Significant.

Full mitigation would include preservation of significant
habitat areas by allowing only compatible low-intensity uses.
The City Council determined that full mitigation was
infeasible. Adopted partial mitigation included the
implementation of the following Goals and Policies from the
General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element
(Preservation of Natural Resources section): Goal B, Policies
1 and 2; Goal C, Policies 1 and 2; Goal D, Policy 1; Goad E,
Policies 1 and 2.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Significant.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of
Impact Significance

Level of Significance
Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Elimination or conversion Significant.

of potential (but previously
unknown or unsearched)
habitat could occur for
federally listed, proposed,
and candidate threatened
or endangered plant
species, and California
Native Plant Society rare
and endangered plant
species (especially in
previously unsearched
northern hardpan vernal
pools and riparian
communities).

Elimination or conversion Significant.

for habitat for the state-
listed Swainson’s hawk
and the California fully
protected white-tailed kite.

Elimination or conversion Significant.

of habitat for the federal
candidate (Category 2)
and state-threatened giant
garter snake and the
federally listed threatened
valley elderberry longhorn
beetle.

Full mitigation would include site-specific surveys of all sites Significant.

where special-status plants could potentially occur, and
preserving those habitats where special-status plants are
found. The City Council determined that full mitigation was
infeasible. Adopted partial mitigation included the
implementation of the following Policy from the General Plan
Conservation and Open Space Element (Preservation of
Natural Resources section): Policy 1.

Full mitigation would require the avoidance of all nest and Significant.

roost sites by creating a buffer zone (typically a 400-meter
radius) around each nest. The City Council determined that
full mitigation was infeasible. Proposed partial mitigation
included the implementation of the following Policy from the
General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element
(Preservation of Natural Resources section): Policy 1.

Full mitigation would include site-specific surveys of all sites Significant.

where special-status animals could potentially occur, and
preserving those habitats where special-status animals are
found. The City Council determined that full mitigation was
infeasible. Adopted partial mitigation included the
implementation of the following Policy from the General Plan
Conservation and Open Space Element (Preservation of
Natural Resources section): Policy 1.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action

Removal of potential Significant. Implement Policy 2 of the Conservation and Open Space Less than significant. No further action necessary.
heritage trees, as defined Element (Preservation of Natural Resources section) of the
in the City’s Heritage Tree General Plan.
Ordinance, could occur.

Identify and preserve native and nonnative trees of

outstanding value as heritage trees by enforcing the City’s

Heritage Tree Ordinance.
Canal and river Significant. Full mitigation includes developing citywide canal and creek Significant. The City Council determined that
maintenance activities, maintenance plans (as a joint effort of the reclamation and economic, social, and other
including the removal of flood control districts and the City) to preserve wetland considerations make it infeasible
vegetation and soils, vegetation growing on the edges of canals and creeks and to to mitigate the impacts to below
would alter natural require revegetation with natural species where vegetation significant levels.
habitats, introduce weedy removal could not be avoided. The City Council determined
species, and introduce that full mitigation was infeasible. Partial mitigation included
pollutants into water the implementation of the following Goals and Policies of the
bodies supporting fish General Plan Conservation and Open Space Element
populations. (Preservation of Natural Resources section): Goal B, Policies

1 and 2; Goal C, Policies 1 and 2; Goal D, Policy 1; and Goal

E, Policies 1 and 2.
The elimination of 21,871 Significant. The only mitigation available was to implement the No Project  Significant. The City Council determined that
acres of agricultural land Alternative. The City Council did not adopt this mitigation economic, social, and other
would destroy the habitat measure. considerations make it infeasible
for thousands of water to mitigate the impacts to below
birds. significant levels.
City parks supporting Significant. Implement Policy 5 of the Public Facilities Element Less than significant. No further action necessary.

important natural
communities such as
riparian and freshwater
marsh habitats would be
subject to vegetation, soill,
and wildlife disturbance by
increased human use of
the parks.

SAC/161795/031060005(TABLE C-3.DOC)

(Recreation Services section) of the General Plan.

Design parks to control user densities to be compatible with
preservation of natural habitats by directing use away from
sensitive areas with natural barriers and judicious use of
trails, interpretive paths and displays, and guides.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of
Impact Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

Impact 4.5-1. The Update  Less than

has the potential to significant
generate short-term dust because of

and erosion impacts compliance with
during construction City erosion

activities that could impact  control
water quality via increased  standards.
turbidity, and subsequently

could impact biological

resources.

Impact 4.5-2. Removal of  Significant.
any tree with an active

Swainson’s hawk nest or

disturbance of an active

nest.

All construction sites shall be graded such that the new
topography makes a smooth transition to existing adjacent
topography. Dust and soil control measures shall be
implemented during the construction phases of all projects.
Additional measures include: (a) watering exposed sails, (b)
covering exposed soils with straw or other materials, (c)
adopting measures to prevent construction vehicles from
tracking mud onto adjacent roadways, (d) covering trucks
containing loose and dry soils, and (e) providing interim
drainage measures during the construction period. In non-
pavement areas, any vegetation covered or removed during
grading or construction is to be replaced following the
construction activities.

No disturbance will be allowed within % mile of an active nest
between March 1 — August 15 or until fledglings are no longer
dependent upon nest tree habitat (which could be as late as
September 15). If the nest tree is to be removed and
fledglings are present, the nest tree may not be removed until
September 15 or until CDFG has determined that the young
have fledged or are no longer dependent upon the nest tree.
If construction or other project-related activities which may
cause nest abandonment or forced fledgling are proposed
within the %2 mile buffer zone, intensive monitoring (funded by
the project sponsor) by a CDFG-approved raptor biologist will
be required. Exact implementation of this measure will be
based upon specific information at the project site.

Projects should be designed to avoid direct and indirect
impacts to nest trees. In addition, the revegetation of
historical nesting habitat with suitable native nest tree species
(e.g., oaks, cottonwoods, sycamores, etc.) adjacent to
adequate foraging habitat shall be undertaken. Sites at least
five acres in size are recommended.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant.

Less than significant.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of
Impact Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.5-3. Loss of A significant

wooded riparian/wetland impact could

habitat. occur, although
the City
determined that
implementation
of the proposed
Comprehensive
Drainage Plan
would likely
result in a less-
than-significant
impact because
of the small
amount of
habitat
expected to be
affected.

SAC/161795/031060005(TABLE C-3.DOC)

The Environmental Design Standards contained in the
Update also contain measures to mitigation any impacts to
Swainson’s hawk nest trees and nesting activities: (1) Valley
oaks and other large trees should be preserved wherever
possible. Preserve and restore stands of riparian trees used
by Swainson’s hawks and other animals for nesting,
particularly adjacent to Fisherman’s Lake. (2) Improve the
wildlife value of landscaped parks, buffers, and developed
areas by planting trees and shrubs which are native to the
North Natomas areas and therefore used by many native
animals. Simulate natural riparian and valley oak woodlands
by planting larger stands. (3) Avoid the raptor nesting season
when scheduling construction near nests.

No specific mitigation measures were considered necessary.  Less than significant.

The Update also contains a number of measures intended to
reduce the impacts of the project on wooded riparian/wetland
habitat types: (1) Valley oaks and other large trees should be
preserved whenever possible. Preserve and restore stands of
riparian trees used by Swainson’s hawks and other animals
for nesting, particularly adjacent to Fisherman’s Lake. (2)
Improve the wildlife value of landscaped parks, buffers, and
developed areas by planting trees and shrubs which are
native to the North Natomas area and therefore used by
many native animals. Simulate natural riparian and valley oak
woodlands by planting larger stands.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-3
Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.5-4. The Update  Significant and The Environmental Design Standards of the Update propose  Significant and
would result in the unavoidable. the creation of a minimum 250-foot wide greenbelt along the unavoidable.

conversion of agricultural
lands used as rice fields to
urban uses. Those rice
fields provide seasonal
wetlands values to wildlife.

Impact 4.5-5.
Implementation of the
Update would result in the
conversion of agricultural
lands other than rice fields,
to urban uses. These
agricultural lands include
pastures, grain fields, alfalfa,
and fallow fields, which all
provide some value to
wildlife as foraging areas as
well as nest sites. The
Update could also result in
the loss of tree resources,
such as small stands of oaks
or other trees which provide
nesting and roosting sites for
raptors and other birds.
There is also some potential
for the loss of Heritage trees
or City Street trees.

northern and western boundaries of the Update area to create
a strong edge between the urban area and adjacent areas of
permanent agriculture. The landscaping in this greenbelt will
be of native trees and shrubs, which are used by many native
animals. riparian and wetland areas will have limited human
use so as to enhance their value for wildlife. In addition,
various landowners in the Update Area have entered into a
Memorandum of Understanding with CDFG for the creation of
a Habitat Mitigation Plan. The HMP will preserve and create
wildlife habitat for a riparian species such as the Giant Garter
Snake which is found near rice fields. Thus the HMP will also
mitigate for the loss of rice fields which provide wetland habitat
values during certain times of the year.

The City Arborist will review individual project applications Significant.
and recommend trees for preservation. All trees not
designated for removal and/or replanting shall be protected
during construction by the following means: (1) the placement
of temporary chain link fencing around individual trees or
around protected groves or lines of trees, (2) no trenching or
grading below the driplines of trees shall be allowed, (3) cuts
or fills near trees to be retained on site shall not cause water
to pond continuously around trees, and (4) no parking of
vehicles or storage of material shall occur within fenced
areas.

Various landowners in the Update Area have agreed with
CDFG to work for the creation of a Habitat Management Plan
to preserve and create habitat for certain species, such as
the Swainson’s hawk, which use these “other agricultural
lands” as foraging habitat. To the extent that a HMP is
adopted, it will mitigate for the loss of these types of “other
agricultural lands.”

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of
Impact Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.5-6. Significant.
Implementation of the
Update could result in the
loss of wetland habitat
values and acreage from
areas other than rice
fields. Drainage ditches
and canals may represent
a source of wetlands
habitat. There is also a
slight potential for the
existence of vernal pools
in some areas of North
Natomas, although none
have yet been identified.
The Army Corps of
Engineers and
Environmental Protection
Agency consider any fill
activity in jurisdictional
wetlands to be a
significant impact.
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The Update contains measures to reduce the impacts arising
from a loss of trees in its Environmental Standards Section:
(1) Valley oaks and other large trees should be preserved
wherever possible. Preserve and restore stands of riparian
trees used by Swainson’s hawks and other animals for
nesting, particularly adjacent to Fisherman’s Lake. (2)
Improve the wildlife value of landscaped parks, buffers, and
developed areas by planting trees and shrubs which are
native to the North Natomas area and therefore used by
many native animals. Simulate natural riparian and valley oak
woodlands by planting larger stands.

Prior to any physical alteration on property which contains Less than significant.

jurisdictional wetlands, the applicant shall submit a wetland
mitigation and compensation plan for the creation or
preservation of wetlands. That plan shall include detailed
plans for the creation of new wetlands (when required), the
specific designated area for the wetlands and supporting
watershed, a monitoring program and provision for long-term
maintenance of the created wetlands, fencing and buffer
details, and provisions for future ownership or stewardship
acceptable to the City of Sacramento. The plan shall specify
vegetative performance criteria and standards to judge the
success of the created wetlands, and remedial actions to be
taken if the performance standards are not met. If
endangered, threatened, or candidate species are found to
inhabit or use the wetlands, mitigation shall occur per the
appropriate regulations and guidelines (where promulgated)
or through consultation with the appropriate regulatory
agency. The applicant shall also obtain the applicable Section
404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and enter
into any required Streambed Alteration Agreement with
CDEFG for any proposed modification to jurisdictional
wetlands or streambeds.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Impact 4.5-7. The loss of In cases where a drainage canal is being abandoned, the canal  Less than significant. No further action necessary.

Implementation of the
Update may lead to the
enlargement of
abandonment of the
existing system of
drainage canals which
provide important habitat
for the Giant Garter
Snake.

modification of
canal habitat
used by Giant
Garter Snake
would be a
significant
impact since the
snake is listed
as Threatened
by the California
Endangered
Species Act and
is a Category 1
candidate for
endangered
status under the
Federal
Endangered
Species Act.

should be allowed to dry out slowly while emergent vegetation in
newly restored areas is establishing itself. This allows a
transition period for the emergent vegetation and provides
CDFG with an opportunity to relocate any Giant Garter Snakes
to the new areas if desired. Because relocation or replacement
of Giant Garter Snake habitat will not meet the habitat quality
goal in the short term, replacement of existing habitat will require
compensation at a 2:1 ratio in order to overcome possible
population declines that may occur during the time between
destruction of the original habitat and maturation of the new
habitat. Habitat relocation procedures and timing considerations
specified in the SEIR were: (1) no grading, excavating, or filling
activities may take place within 30 feet of existing Giant Garter
Snake habitat between October 1 and May 1, unless authorized
by CDFG; (2) the construction of replacement habitat may take
place at any time of year, but summer is preferred; water may be
diverted from existing habitat as soon as the new habitat is
completed, but the placement of dams or other diversion
structures in the existing habitat will require on-site CDFG
approval; (3) replacement habitat will be revegetated as directed
by CDFG; (4) dewatering of existing habitat may begin at any
time after November 1, but must begin by April 1 of the following
year; (5) any Giant Garter Snake surveys required by the CDFG
must be completed to the satisfaction of CDFG prior to
dewatering; (6) all water must be removed from existing habitat
by April 15, or as soon thereafter as weather permits, and the
habitat must remain dry without any standing water for 15
consecutive days after April 15 and prior to excavating or filling
the dewatered habitat; (7) CDFG is to be notified when
dewatering begins and when it is completed.

In addition to the above described mitigation measures, further
measures may be required as described in a report published
by CDFG in January 1992 entitled Status and Future
Management of the Giant Garter Snake (Thamnophis gigas)
within the Southern American Basin, Sacramento and Sutter
Counties, California, by John M. Brode and George E. Hansen.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of
Impact Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.5-8. The clearing  Significant.
and removal of riparian
trees during drainage
canal improvements, and
the removal of other
stands of trees (such as
large cottonwoods and
oaks) for various
developments has the
potential to eliminate
nesting habitat for the
Swainson’s hawk, a
protected species under
the California Endangered
Species Act. The
cottonwood trees
bordering Fisherman’s
Lake are considered the
best nesting habitat in the
area of the Update.
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The Environmental Standards Section of the Update also
contained measures to lessen the impacts of the Project on
the Giant Garter Snake: (1) Maintain the natural beauty of
wildlife habitat of creeks and drainage canals and basins as
part of the necessary improvements, including the planting of
native, drought tolerant plants. (2) Protect existing riparian
and wetland habitats when building the proposed drainage
canals and detention basins. (3) Provide vegetation along the
new and existing canals to provide suitable habitat for Giant
Garter Snakes and other wetland species.

In addition to the above mitigation measures, various
landowners in the Update Area have agreed to work with
CDFG for the creation of a Habitat Mitigation Plan to preserve
and create suitable habitat for the Giant Garter Snake.

See above for Impact 4.5-2 and below for Impact 4.5-9. Less than significant.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action

Impact 4.5-9. Significant. Prepare a Habitat Mitigation Plan to lessen the impacts of the  Significant. The City determined that any
Implementation of the Update on the Swainson’s hawk and other wildlife species. remaining unmitigated
Update would remove Also preserve as open space or agriculture the western part of environmental impacts
agricultural fields used as the Project Area near the Swainson’s hawk nesting sites along attributable to the project would
foraging habitat by the Sacramento River and Fisherman’s Lake, or the be outweighed by specific
Swainson’s hawks which preservation and enhancement of foraging habitats outside the economic, fiscal, social,
next along the Project Area but near known nesting territories. In order to environmental, land use, and
Sacramento River and provide funding for the costs of the Swainson’s hawk mitigation other overriding considerations.
Fisherman'’s Lake, west of measures, the developer/applicant shall pay such lawful fees,
the Update area. taxes, or assessments as the City may impose through

development fees, impact fees, fee districts, community

facilities district, assessment districts, or other similar fair,

equitable, and appropriate mechanisms designed to address

the cost of Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat mitigation, and

that the developer/applicant be required to execute an

agreement satisfactory to the City Attorney and suitable for

recordation which obligates the developer/applicant to pay

development fees, assessments, or taxes.
Impact 4.5-10. Earth Potentially Prior to initiation of grading or other earth disturbing activities, Less than significant. No further action necessary.
moving activities and significant. the applicant/developer shall hire a qualified biologist to

construction activities may
cause a direct loss of
burrowing owls or their
habitat.

perform a pre-construction survey of the site to determine if
any burrowing owls are using the site for foraging or nesting.
If any nest sites are found, CDFG shall be contacted
regarding suitable mitigation measures, which may include
the provision of a 300-foot buffer from the nest site during the
breeding season (March 15 — August 31), or a relocation
effort for the burrowing owls. The pre-construction survey
shall be submitted to the City for review prior to the
commencement of construction activities. If future surveys
reveal the presence of burring owls on the project site, the
applicant/ developer shall prepare a plan for relocating the
owls to a suitable site. The relocation plan must include:

(1) the location of the nest and owls proposed for relocation;
(2) the location of the proposed relocation site; (3) the
number of owls involved and the time of year when the
relocation is proposed to take place; (4) the name and
credentials of the biologist who will be retained to supervise

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of
Impact Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.5-11. The Potentially
implementation of the significant.
Update could result in the

direct destruction of other

special-status species or

the destruction of their

nesting or foraging habitat.
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the relocation; (5) the proposed method of capture and
transport for the owls to the new site; (6) a description of the
site preparations at the relocation site (e.g., enhancement of
existing burrows, creation of artificial burrows, one-time or
long-term vegetation control, etc.), and (7) a description of
efforts proposed to monitor the relocation.

The Environmental Standards Section of the Update also
contains mitigation measures: (1) Search for special-status
plants during flowering season prior to construction and
special-status animals during the appropriate season, and (2)
avoid the raptor nesting season when scheduling
construction near nests.

Various landowners and CDFG are taking steps to develop a  Less than significant.

Habitat Mitigation Plan that may be expanded to protect all
known threatened, endangered, and candidate species in the
Update Area. Potential impacts could be mitigated by the
measures previously discussed for the protection of specific
habitats. In addition, specific nesting and roosting areas could
be protected from development, along with buffer zones.
Known sites include a communal roost of white-tailed kites at
Fisherman’s Lake and several burrowing owl colonies.
Another mitigation measure would be the scheduling of
construction in the vicinity of raptor nests so as to avoid the
breeding season. Impacts to special-status plant species
could be mitigated by conducting site-specific searches
during the flowering season by a qualified botanist before
construction begins. Mitigation plans could thereafter be
determined if populations of those plants are found. The
Update also contains mitigation measures in its
Environmental Standards Section: (1) Valley Oaks and other
large trees should be preserved wherever possible. Preserve
and restore stands of riparian trees used by Swainson’s
hawks and other animals for nesting, particularly adjacent to
Fisherman’s Lake. (2) Improve the wildlife value of
landscaped parks, buffers, and developed areas by planting
trees and shrubs which are native to the North Natomas area

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of

Impact Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance

with Mitigation Action

Determined to
be significant
and unavoidable

Impact 4.7-5. Excavation
and maintenance of
existing RD 1000 canals

could have significant in the prior
impacts on existing (i.e., 1986)
riparian and wetland environmental
habitat in Fisherman’s review.

Lake and the East
Drainage Canal. In
addition, contamination of
surface and groundwater
could potentially result in
adverse impacts on
wetland and riparian
habitats.

and therefore used by many native animals. (3) Riparian and
wetland areas are more valuable as wildlife habitat when they
are located where human use is limited, such as along
agricultural and freeway buffers and other large open space
areas. (4) Avoid the raptor nesting season when scheduling
construction near nests. (5) Search for special-status plants
during the flowering season prior to construction and special-

status animals during the appropriate season.

The draft Comprehensive Drainage Plan avoids the widening

Less than significant. No further action necessary.

and alteration of the existing wetland and riparian areas along

existing drainage canals.

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

Elimination of agricultural,
waste field, and fence row
habitat for wildlife caused
by urbanization of these
lands.

Significant.

No mitigation measures were identified.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP

EIR/EIS

Significant. Approval was justified by specific
economic, social, environmental,

and other considerations.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Disturbance to wildlife Significant. Preserve riparian habitat and dedicate to the City. Less than significant. No further action necessary.

habitat along Bannon
Slough and main drainage
canal.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

Impact 4.8.1. Future
development in
accordance with the
proposed General Plan
will disturb or degrade
jurisdictional and other
wetland habitat resulting
from modifications of the
canal system and loss of
habitats associated with
existing rice fields.

SAC/161795/031060005(TABLE C-3.DOC)

Considered a
significant
impact.

Implement General Plan Goals 4.B, 4.C, and 4.D; Policies
4.B-1, 4.B-2, 4.B-3, 4.B-4, 4.C-1, 4.C-2, 4.C-3, 4,C-4, 4.C-5,
4.C-6, 4.C-7, 4.D-1, 4.D-2, 4.D-3, 4.D-4, 4.D-5; and
Implementation Programs 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4.

Less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1. Prior to modification of canals,
biological surveys targeting sensitive species shall be
conducted and evaluated. In addition to the implementation of
any mitigation measures prescribed as a result of these
surveys, the following measures shall be implemented: (a)
Prior to destruction or modification of any canals, workers will
allow the canals to slowly drain thus providing escape
opportunities for displaced wildlife. (b) Prior to draining,
replacement canal areas similarly suitable for habitat shall be
constructed and constituent vegetation allowed to become
established. (c) Whenever possible, new canals should be
established in close proximity to existing canals to provide for
easy relocation by displaced wildlife, Sufficient time for
translocation of species if so desired by trustee agencies
should be allowed. (d) A monitoring program to determine the
success of habitat management objectives shall be
developed and implemented by a qualified biologist.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.1A. Subsequent development
projects shall provide species and habitat mitigation in
accordance with the provisions of the Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan, should this plan be adopted by Sutter
County. In the absence of an adopted HCP, or should an
applicant choose not to participate in the adopted HCP,
subsequent development projects for specific sites shall be
required to: (a) Submit to Sutter County verification that no

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-3

Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

special-status species, sensitive resources, or significant
habitat exist at that site; or (2) Participate in an alternative
comprehensive mitigation plan as developed and implemented
by the County. Such a plan would be developed in consultation
with CDFG and USFWS, and would plan for the replacement
of suitable Swainson’s hawk and giant garter snake habitat. (c)
Conduct individual site-specific biological reconnaissance
surveys and provide site-specific mitigation for wetlands,
special-status species, and significant habitat areas. Individual
project mitigation strategies for identified resources will require
review and approval of the County, COE, CDFG, and USFWS
to obtain individual permits; and (4) Implement the general
mitigation strategies of MM 4.8-1 through MM 4.8-6 below.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.2. Prior to any construction activities
resulting from development under the proposed General Plan,
a temporary 100-foot buffer zone shall be established during
project construction near wetlands to avoid possible
inadvertent impacts to wetland habitats. This fenced zone shall
be exclusionary and any construction related activities
including activities which may cause inadvertent fill or
contamination of wetlands shall be avoided within these zones.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.3. Prior to approval of subsequent
project-specific development proposals which would modify
and/or remove man-made and natural wetlands, a
comprehensive mitigation plan shall be prepared at applicant
expense by a qualified habitat restoration specialist. Said
plan shall be developed in cooperation with COE and in
accordance with current requirements.

Mitigation Measure 4.8.4. Prior to disturbance of any
identified vernal pools, project applicants will consult with
COE and negotiate an acceptable mitigation plan. These
plans may consist of construction of artificial pools or
wetlands banking, however, because the COE has
jurisdictions over these wetlands, they retain final approval
authority over all mitigation plans.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-3
Prior Analysis of Biological Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action

Mitigation Measure 4.8.5. Prior to site specific development
within ¥2 mile of documented Swainson’s hawk nest trees,
measures to ensure no disturbance during the breeding
season of March 1 to September 15 shall be applied to
project-specific development approvals in consultation with
CDFG and USFWS. Any activities which may cause the
parents to leave the nest and abandon the young will
constitute a “take.”

Mitigation Measure 4.8.6. Prior to development under the
General Plan within the vicinity of existing and new canals,
measures to ensure the preservation of a band of giant garter
shake habitat shall be required (e.g., 100 feet between a
canal and urban development). Although the primary purpose
of the bank would be giant garter snake habitat, limited
compatible uses such as bike trails may be allowed.

Impact 4.8.2. Future Significant. Same as described above for Impact 4.8.1. Less than significant. No further action necessary.
development in

accordance with the

proposed General Plan

will adversely affect

populations and critical

habitat of special-status

animal species.

 The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-4
Prior Analysis of Cultural Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

Prehistoric and historic Significant. Require consultation with the North Central Information Less than significant. No further action necessary.
resources would be Center to identify known cultural resources and potential

adversely impacted cultural resources that could be found on land proposed for

through ground development.

disturbance and other

development activities. Require an archeological field survey if the development area

The primary prehistoric IS sensitive.

impact areas have been

identified as: (1) along the
Sacramento and American
Rivers, (2) North Natomas,

Implement specific preservation measures recommended by
the survey archeologist.

Cease construction activities and consult qualified

(3) portions of North archaeologists upon discovery of potential cultural resources.
Sacramento lying north of

I-80 along drainage Maintain confidentiality of significant resource locations.
courses and the American

River floodplain, (4) Adopt cultural resource policies as part of the SGPU.

southwest portion of South
Natomas, and (5) Florin
Road vicinity. The primary
historic impact areas are
the: (1) Central city, (2)
0.5-mile buffer along the
Sacramento River in the
Pocket area and Airport
Meadowview, and (3) 0.5-
mile buffer along Folsom
Boulevard in East
Broadway.

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

None identified. N/A N/A N/A No further action necessary.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-4
Prior Analysis of Cultural Resources Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of Level of Significance

Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
South Natomas Community Plan EIR
Potential disturbance of Significant. Cultural resource survey may be required prior to approval for Less than significant. No further action necessary.
community cultural specific developments in the affected area.
resources in the southwest
corner of the community.
Sutter County General Plan EIR
Impact 4.9-1. Future Potentially Implement General Plan Goal 5.B, Policy 5.B-3, and Less than significant. No further action necessary.
development in significant. Implementation Program 5.2.

accordance with the
proposed General Plan
will require excavation and
grading activities, resulting
in potential damage to any
unidentified prehistoric or
historic resources.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-1. The County shall require that an
archeological reconnaissance be conducted and a report be
prepared for development projects located in areas of high
archeological sensitivity. Should the report conclude that an
archeological site exists onsite, the County shall require the
project proponent to implement the report’s mitigation
strategy.

 The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-5
Prior Analysis of Land Use Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of
Level of Significance with
Impact Significance Mitigation Mitigation Action
City of Sacramento General Plan EIR
Farming on parcels Significant. Full mitigation would require the adoption of the No Project Significant. The City Council determined that
adjacent to the SGPU area Alternative. The City Council determined that this was not economic, social, and other
would be more difficult due feasible. No partial mitigation was identified. considerations make it infeasible to
to increased restrictions on mitigate the impacts to below
agricultural activities that significant levels.
are incompatible with urban
uses.
21,871 acres of Significant. Full mitigation would require the adoption of the No Project Significant. The City Council determined that
vacant/agricultural land Alternative. The City Council determined that this was not economic, social, and other
would be converted to feasible. Identified partial mitigation included (1) establishing a considerations make it infeasible to
urban use, including development phasing program, (2) redesignating SGPU land mitigate the impacts to below
approximately 9,700 acres uses to reduce project development by one-half, (3) converting significant levels.
of prime agricultural lands non-farmland to new farmland of equivalent quality and
(7,500 acres of which are quantity, (4) minimizing agricultural conversion impacts on
currently irrigated) and 100 higher quality soils by directing conversion onto lower quality
acres of land under soils, (6) protecting other existing agricultural land through the
Williamson Act contracts. use of Williamson Act contracts, and (7) establishing greenbelt
areas. The City Council adopted (1) and (7) above, and
determined that measures (2) through (6) were not feasible.
No impacts identified for N/A N/A N/A N/A

land use conflicts between
Sacramento International
Airport and Authorized
Development.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-5
Prior Analysis of Land Use Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of
Level of Significance with
Impact Significance Mitigation Mitigation Action
North Natomas Community Plan EIR
Impact 4.2-3. Cumulative Significant and  Develop a greenbelt along the northern and western boundaries  Significant. The City determined that any
planned development in the  unavoidable. of the Project area to create a strong edge between the remaining unmitigated
vicinity of the Project has community and adjacent areas of permanent agriculture. This environmental impacts attributable
the potential to result in the greenbelt should be a minimum of 250-feet wide, not including to the project would be outweighed
conversion of the Elkhorn Boulevard right-of-way and the irrigation canals and by specific economic, fiscal, social,
approximately 12,670 acres maintenance roads on the north side of Elkhorn. The City environmental, land use, and other
of farmland to urban uses. Council determined that it was infeasible to fully mitigate this overriding considerations.
impact, and that significant impacts would remain after the
adoption of this mitigation measure.
Impact 4.6-2(A). No N/A N/A N/A N/A
impacts identified for land
use conflicts between
Sacramento International
Airport and Authorized
Development.
South Natomas Community Plan EIR
There is the potential that Significant. Buffer incompatible features through design review of individual  Less than No further action necessary.
adjacent land uses would projects. significant.
be incompatible.
Conversion of agricultural Significant. None available. Significant. Approval was justified by specific
land to urban use. economic, social, environmental,
and other considerations.
Removal of 2,500 acres of Significant. None available. Significant. Approval was justified by specific
prime agricultural soil from economic, social, environmental,
production. and other considerations.
No impacts identified for N/A N/A N/A N/A

land use conflicts between
Sacramento International
Airport and Authorized
Development.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-5
Prior Analysis of Land Use Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of
Level of Significance with
Impact Significance Mitigation Mitigation Action
Sutter County General Plan EIR
Impact 4.1.1. The Significant. Implement General Plan Goals 1.A, 1.C, 1.D, and 9.C; Policies Less than No further action necessary.
proposed General Plan 1.A-1, 1.A-2, 1.A-3,1.A-4, 1.A-5, 1.A-6,1.A-7, 1.C-1, 1.C-2, 1.C-  significant.
Update will disrupt the 3,1.C-4,1.D-1,9.C-1, 9.C-2, 9.C-3, 9.C-4, and 9.C-5; and
existing physical Implementation Programs 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, and 1.5.
arrangement by allowing for
industrial, commercial, Mitigation Measure 4.1-1. Concurrent with project application
residential, as well as submittals, the County will ensure that such proposals are
recreational and natural evaluated for potential project impacts upon surrounding
resource uses. development patterns and land uses. This evaluation may be

accomplished through the Community Services Department
Planning Program in conjunction with an administrative zoning
clearance process, or through subsequent CEQA
documentation, depending upon the scale and nature of the
project.

Appropriate project-level design standards and mitigation

shall either be included within subsequent development
proposals, or be required through the environmental review
process to eliminate or reduce any identified land use impact.
Mitigation strategies to be considered should include (but not be
limited to): (1) concentration of development within the Industrial-
Commercial Reserve, (2) appropriate development phasing and
the logical provision of infrastructure,

(3) site-sensitive land planning to ensure adequate transitions
between type and intensity of land use patterns both internally
and between parcels, (4) design guidelines and edge treatments
between land uses, and (5) landscape standards.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-5
Prior Analysis of Land Use Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of
Level of Significance with
Impact Significance Mitigation Mitigation Action

Impact 4.1.2. The Significant. Implement General Plan Goals 1.C, 1.E, 1.F, and 9.C; Policies Less than No further action necessary.
proposed General Plan has 1.C-4,1.E-1, 1.E-2, 1.E-3, 1.F-1, 1.F-2, 1.F-3, 1.F-4, 9.C-1, 9.C-  significant.
the potential to conflict with 2,9.C-3, 9.C-4, and 9.C-5; and Implementation Programs 1.4
adjacent land uses or and 1.7.
cause a substantial adverse o
change in the types or Mitigation Measure 4.1-2. In order to ensure that new
intensity of existing land development in the South County in the vicinity of the
use patterns. Sacramento International Airport does not create a conflict in

terms of land use compatibility, the County shall review all new

development projects within the overflight zones for consistency

with the applicable airport comprehensive land use plan.
Implementation of the Significant. Implement General Plan Goal 6.A; Policies 6.A-1, 6.A-2, 6.A-4,  Significant. The Board of Supervisors
project will result in a loss and 6.A-5; and Implementation Programs 6.3, 6.4, and 6.5. determined that the remaining
of prime agricultural land as unavoidable and irreversible
defined by the SCS Soil Mitigation Measure 4.2-1. The C(_)upty shall encourage future impacts of the Project are
Classification System deve|0pment of the 3,500 acres within the 10,500 acres of the acceptable in ||ght of the economicl
and/or other farmlands Industrial-Commercial Reserve designation to locate outside fiscal, social, planning, land use,
designated as Important the area with soils classified as I and Il bordering the and other considerations set forth
Farmlands by the State Sacramento River. herein because the benefits of the
Important Farmlands Project outweigh any significant
Inventory. and unavoidable or irreversible

adverse environmental impacts of
the Project.

Impact 4.1.2. The Significant Implement General Plan Goals 1.C, 1.E, 1.F, and 9.C; Policies Less than Significant  No further action necessary.

proposed General Plan has
the potential to conflict with
adjacent land uses or
cause a substantial adverse
change in the types or
intensity of existing land
use patterns.

1.C-4,1.E-1, 1.E-2, 1.E-3, 1.F-1, 1.F-2, 1.F-3, 1.F-4,9.C-1, 9.C-
2,9.C-3, 9.C-4, and 9.C-5; and Implementation Programs 1.4
and 1.7.

Mitigation Measure 4.1.2. In order to ensure that new
development in the South County in the vicinity of the
Sacramento International Airport does not create a conflict in
terms of land use compatibility, the County shall review all new
development projects within the overflight zones for consistency
with the applicable airport comprehensive land use plan.

 The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-6

Prior Analysis of Socioeconomic Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of
Impact Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

Secondary impacts related Significant Full mitigation would require the redesignation of land uses Significant. The City Council determined
to increased housing costs, to achieve a one-to-one ratio of employment to housing. The that economic, social, and other
longer commute trips, and City Council determined that full mitigation was not feasible. considerations make it
difficulties in attracting Identified partial mitigation included: (1) encouraging infeasible to mitigate the
workers would occur with additional medium- to high-density housing in the Central impacts to below significant
the project increase in the City, (2) rezoning infill areas to residential, (3) using zones levels.
employment-to-housing of opportunity to encourage residential construction,
ratio. (4) rezoning 54 blocks along R Street from C-4 to residential

uses, and (5) establishing citywide requirements for the

development of housing as a mitigation measure for the

creation of jobs. The City Council adopted measures (1),

(3), and (4) above, and determined that (2) and (5) were

not feasible.
An increase in the absolute  Significant. Full mitigation would require establishing a fee program to Significant. The City Council determined
number of households provide financial assistance for the construction and/or that economic, social, and other
unable to afford market rate rehabilitation of affordable housing. The City Council considerations make it
units would occur. determined that this was not feasible. Partial mitigation was infeasible to mitigate the

to adopt a Housing Trust Fund ordinance for nonresidential impacts to below significant

developers to partially offset the increased demand for low- levels.

income housing generated by new employment. The

feasibility of implementing this measure could not be

determined.
North Natomas Community Plan EIR
None identified. N/A N/A N/A No further action necessary.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-6

Prior Analysis of Socioeconomic Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of
Significance

Impact

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

The Community Plan Significant. The square footage of many new non-residential housing Significant. Approval was justified by
shows more jobs than units has been reduced under the revised Community Plan, specific economic, social,
housing units. but there is still an excess of jobs over housing units. No environmental, and other
further mitigation was available. considerations.
The Community Plan Significant. In adopting the Community Plan, the square footage of new Less than significant. No further action necessary.
changes the mixture of office space was reduced and additional single-family homes
housing units whereby at was permitted on some of the vacant land created. In
buildout 60 percent of the addition, the maximum density in several residential areas
housing units are single- was reduced from 14 units to 10 units per acre.
family units.
Changes to the Plan which  Significant. The Council reduced the square footage of new non- Significant. Approval was justified by
reduce the number of residential projects and allowed some of the vacant land specific economic, social,
housing units provided in made available to be used for residential purposes. Additional environmental, and other
South Natomas have an mitigation called for the increase in the supply of housing considerations.
adverse effect on the planned in the Central City including the R Street Corridor,
availability of housing to the 2" Street to Alnambra Boulevard. The Council determined
Central City. that this additional mitigation measure was not feasible
because of ongoing studies on the R Street Corridor.
Sutter County General Plan EIR
No impacts identified. N/A N/A N/A No further action necessary.

 The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-7
Prior Analysis of Transportation Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of
Impact Significance Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

Traffic modeling showed Significant. No mitigation is available to reduce impacts to a
that approximately 90 less-than-significant level because existing development
roadway segments would would have to be displaced.

operate at an
unacceptable level of
service with
implementation of the
General Plan Update.

Traffic modeling showed Significant. Widening these highway segments to 8 lanes would reduce
that three segments of I- the impact to a less-than-significant level. However, widening
80 and one segment of I-5 of freeways requires State approval, and funding was not
would operate at an programmed in the State Transportation Improvement
unacceptable level of Program.

service with

implementation of the
General Plan Update.

Traffic modeling showed Significant. For each roadway, full mitigation was identified, or it was
that about 35 local stated that full mitigation was not possible. The City
roadway segments would determined that the mitigation measures were not feasible
operate at an to adopt for one of the following reasons: (1) the identified
unacceptable level of improvement was not contained in the City’s 5-year Capital
service with Improvement Program, and funding would require
implementation of the displacement of funds for other needed projects;

General Plan Update. (2) mitigation is the responsibility of another local agency

(e.g., Sacramento County); (3) the measure would have
adverse social and neighborhood impacts; or (4) the measure
was being studied.

There would be increased  Significant. Implement all proposed mitigation measures for traffic
delays to transit caused by impacts identified above. The City Council determined that
greater auto traffic. this would be infeasible for the reasons described above.
SAC/161795/031060009(TABLE C-7.DOC) REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
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Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible
to mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-7

Prior Analysis of Transportation Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action

Demand for transit would Significant. Establish funding mechanisms to finance transit expansion. Less than significant. No further action necessary.
increase, thereby requiring The City determined that it has no authority to implement this
that funding be available measure.
to expand that service.

Also implement Policy 4 of the General Plan Circulation

Element (Transit section).
Potential for conflicts Significant. Establish and enforce yield requirements for vehicles using Less than significant. No further action needed.
between Light Rail and shared lanes.
vehicles would increase, ] ) ) ) o ] ]
causing significant delays Design access to Light Rail stations to minimize disruption to
to Light Rail. main line traffic flows and to assure efficient ingress and

egress.
Potential for bike-vehicle Significant. Establish off-street bikeways where feasible. Also implement  Less than significant. No further action necessary.

conflicts and other safety
problems for bicyclists
would increase.

Goal A, Policies 1 and 3 from the General Plan Circulation
Element (Bikeways section).

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

Impact 4.3-1(A). Traffic
modeling shows that the
existing plus Project daily
traffic volumes (assuming
all single-occupancy
vehicles) will result in
avoidable impacts to
seven roadway segments.

Significant.

Additional turn lanes and/or optimization of traffic control at
major intersections, together with stringent access
management policies, will mitigate impacts at three of these
roadway segments. Additional travel lanes will be required on
the other roadway segments.

The Update also contains Guiding Policies to mitigate for

the impacts to the circulation system: (1) link all land uses
with all modes of transportation; (2) connect, don't isolate,
neighborhoods or activity centers; (3) rage an orderly
development pattern through phasing that provides for
adequate local circulation resulting in completion of the
community-wide circulation system; (4) provide multiple
routes and connections to adjacent developments; (5) the
size and layout of the major street system should be based
on traffic projections that assume successful implementation
of the trip and emission reduction programs; (6) street system
capacity should be based on no greater than the future traffic

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant.

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-7

Prior Analysis of Transportation Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?

Level of
Impact Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.3-2(A). Traffic Significant.
modeling shows that the

existing plus Project daily

traffic volumes (assuming

the SACMET mode split

and a 12% reduction in

vehicle trips) will result in

avoidable impacts to six

roadway segments.

Impact 4.3-2(B). If Light Potentially
Rail is not extended to significant.
North Natomas, then

demands for bus service

will increase (12% trip

reduction scenario).

Impact 4.3-3(A). Traffic Significant.
modeling shows that the

existing plus Project daily

traffic volumes (assuming

the SACMET mode split

and a 35% reduction in

vehicle trips) will result in

avoidable impacts to five

roadway segments.

SAC/161795/031060009(TABLE C-7.DOC)

projections; and (7) develop street cross-sections that
encourage all street to be as pedestrian friendly as possible
to encourage walking instead of vehicle use.

Additional turn lanes and/or optimization of traffic control at Less than significant.

major intersections, together with stringent access
management policies, will mitigate impacts at two of these
roadway segments. Additional travel lanes will be required on
the other roadway segments. The Update also contains
Guiding Policies to mitigate for the impacts to the circulation
system as described above.

Provide for expanded operation by Regional Transit, including Less than significant.

additional buses and personnel, along major roadways in the
North Natomas area. The Update also contains Guiding
Policies that will mitigate for the impacts to the transit system:
(1) provide a concentration of density at each phase to support
appropriate transit service, (2) design for a phased
implementation of transit corridors to accommodate
intermediate stages of land development, (3) maximize

rider access to transit stops and stations, and (4) each
non-residential project shall comply with the Citywide
Transportation Systems Management Ordinance and a
Transportation Management Plan shall be required.

Additional turn lanes and/or optimization of traffic control at Less than significant.

major intersections, together with stringent access
management policies, will mitigate impacts at two of these
roadway segments. Additional travel lanes will be required on
the other roadway segments. The Update also contains
Guiding Policies to mitigate for the impacts to the circulation
system as described above.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.
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TABLE C-7

Prior Analysis of Transportation Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Impact 4.3-3(B). If Light Significant. Same as described above for the 12% trip reduction Less than significant. No further action necessary.

Rail is not extended to
North Natomas, then
demands for bus service
will increase (35% trip
reduction scenario).

scenario.

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

Traffic modeling indicated
that unacceptable level of
service would occur at two
intersections.

Traffic modeling indicated
that unacceptable level of
service would occur at

17 roadway segments and
18 intersections.

Traffic modeling indicated
that unacceptable level of
service would occur at
three additional roadway
segments.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Construct recommended intersection improvements. Less than significant.

Identified mitigation measures (e.g., road widening) were
determined to be infeasible for one or more of the following
reasons: (1) the required road widening would exceed the
maximum design width of City streets, (2) the required road
widening would displace existing development, (3) additional
study was warranted, (4) the project was within the jurisdiction
of another agency, (5) the project would have significant
environmental impacts, or (6) the project was cost-prohibitive.

Significant.

No mitigation measures are available. Significant.

No further action necessary.

Approval was justified by specific
economic, social, environmental,
and other considerations.

Approval was justified by specific
economic, social, environmental,
and other considerations.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

Impact 4.5-1.
Implementation of the
Revised General Plan
Land Use Diagram would
result in numerous State
highway and county
roadway segments to
operate at unacceptable
levels of service in 2015.

Significant.

Implement General Plan Goal 2.A; Policies 2.A-1, 2.A-2,
2.A-3, 2.A-4, 2.A-5, 2.A-6, 2.A-7, 2.A-8, 2.A-9, 2.A-10, and
2.A-11; and Implementation Programs 2.1, 2.2, and 2.3.

Less than significant.

In addition, specific improvements were recommended to 10
roadway segments throughout the County (5 within the
Natomas Basin).

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

No additional action necessary.

SAC/161795/031060009(TABLE C-7.DOC)



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-7

Prior Analysis of Transportation Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?

Level of Level of Significance

Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Implementation of the Potentially Implement General Plan Goal 2.B; Policies 2.B-1, 2.B-2, 2.B-  Less than significant. No further action necessary.
proposed land use significant. 3, 2.B-4, and 2.B-5; and Implementation Programs 2.4, 2.5
diagram may have a long- and 2.6.
term impact on existing or
planned transit facilities Mitigation Measure 4.5-11. Modification of transit service to
and services. Although accommodate new development should be made in
implementation of the consultation with the County and Yuba-Sutter Transit. to
Revised General Plan will enhance the potential for transit service in the areas with
not directly disrupt, modified land uses, development in these areas should
interfere, or conflict with include land dedication, easement agreements, and funding
existing or planned for the installation of transit and rideshare facilities (e.g., bus
operations, future turnouts, transit shelters, park and ride lots).
development will introduce
demand to areas not
currently planned for
transit service.
Impact 4.5.3. Future Potentially Implement General Plan Goal 2.C; Policies 2.C-1 and 2.C-2; Less than significant. No further action necessary.
development will create significant. and Implementation Programs 2.6 and 2.7.

additional demand to the
bicycle/pedestrian
circulation system in areas
not currently planned to
accommodate such
facilities.

Mitigation Measure 4.5-12. Future development under the
Revised General Plan should provide adequate right-of-way
and funding to construct pedestrian/bikeway system facilities
to support increased demand. Such projects should also be
incorporated into the Yuba-Sutter Bicycle Master Plan.

@ The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8

Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of

Impact Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance

with Mitigation Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

Interior noise levels along
some roadway segments
in areas proposed for
development would
exceed normally
acceptable levels for
residential land uses and
would create an adverse
community response.

Significant.

Exterior noise levels along
some roadway segments
in areas proposed for
development would
exceed normally
acceptable levels for
residential land uses and
would create an adverse
community response.

Significant.

Interior noise levels along
some roadway segments
in currently developed
areas would exceed
normally acceptable levels
for residential land use
and would create an
adverse community
response.

Significant.

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)

Reduce noise levels to the normally acceptable levels
identified in the Noise Element through proper site planning
and architectural layout, noise barriers, and construction
modification. Also implement the following Goals and Policies
from the General Plan Health and Safety Element (Noise
section): Goal A; Policies 1, 2, and 3.

Same as above for interior noise levels.

Reduce noise levels to the normally acceptable levels
through proper site planning and architectural layout, noise
barriers, and construction modification. The City Council
determined that it was infeasible to adopt this measure
because it would be impracticable to require owners to retrofit
their homes to comply with the Noise Element since no
mechanism exists to enforce such a requirement and no
public funding sources have been identified to retrofit existing
uses.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant. No further action necessary.

Less than significant. No further action necessary.

Significant. The City Council determined
that economic, social, and other
considerations make it
infeasible to mitigate the
impacts to below significant

levels.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8

Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

Interior noise levels along
some roadway segments
in currently developed
areas would exceed
normally acceptable levels
for residential land use
and would create an
adverse community
response.

North Natomas residents
in the vicinity of
Sacramento International
Airport would be exposed
to noise levels in excess of
that considered normally
acceptable (the proposed
SGPU Noise Element
identifies 60dB).

Additional residences
would be exposed to
interior noise levels in
excess of that considered
normally acceptable as a
result of railroad
operations.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Same as above for interior noise levels.

One of the following measures would be required to mitigate
this impact: (1) amend the noise standard, (2) amend the
land uses in the North Natomas Community Plan, or (3)
request the County Division of Airports to make flight
modifications. The City Council adopted measure (3) above,
but determined that full mitigation, including measures (1)
and (2), would be infeasible.

Reduce noise levels to the normally acceptable levels
identified in the SGPU Noise Element through proper site
planning and architectural layout, noise barriers, and
construction modifications. Also implement the following
Goals and Policies from the General Plan Health and Safety
Element (Noise section): Goal A; Policies 1, 2, and 3.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Significant.

Significant.

Less than significant.

The City Council determined
that economic, social, and other
considerations make it
infeasible to mitigate the
impacts to below significant
levels.

The City Council determined
that economic, social, and other
considerations make it
infeasible to mitigate the
impacts to below significant
levels.

No further action necessary.

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8

Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

Additional residences
would be exposed to
exterior noise levels in
excess of that considered
normally acceptable as a
result of railroad
operations.

North Natomas residences
in the vicinity of
Sacramento International
Airport would be exposed
to noise levels in excess of
that considered normally
acceptable. Note that the
General Plan was under
consideration prior to the
North Natomas
Community Plan Update
(see impacts below).

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)

Significant.

Significant

Same as above for interior noise levels.

Full mitigation would require amending local noise control
standards, amending the 1986 North Natomas Community
Plan, and rerouting air traffic. The City Council determined
that full mitigation was not feasible, and adopted patrtial
mitigation to request the County Division of Airports to make
operational and flight modifications.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less than significant.

Significant

No further action necessary.

The City Council determined
that economic, social, and other
considerations make it
infeasible to mitigate the
impacts to below significant
levels.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8
Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of
Impact Significance Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

Impact 4.6-1(A). Traffic- Potentially Conduct a detailed acoustical analysis for any land use that
related noise would impact  significant. would be potentially incompatible with outdoor noise limits
residential land uses specified by the City’s Noise Element. Residential land uses
proposed within the 60dB should be developed such that there is some usable outdoor
traffic noise contour line. space associated with the development which provides an

exterior noise level that does not exceed a day/night average
sound level of 45dB. Each development proposal should be
reviewed to ensure compliance with this goal. In addition, the
Environmental Standards Section of the Update also contains
mitigation measures for traffic-related noise impacts, as
follows: (1) A detailed acoustical study shall be required for
any land use which potentially would be incompatible with
outdoor noise limits specified by the requirements of the
Noise Element of the General Plan, or which is located within
the Noise Impacts areas shown in the EIR. (2) Development
exposed to surface transportation noise should be designed
to be consistent with the goals of the City General Plan.
Residential land uses should be developed such that there is
some usable outdoor space associated with the development
that provides an exterior noise level that does not exceed an
Ldn of 45dB. (3) Indoor noise levels shall not exceed an Ldn
of 45dB. (4) Setback and landscaping requirements for major
roads identified in the Circulation Element should be provided
dependent on the function of the road and adjacent land
uses. (5) The I-5 Corridor Overlay Zone, described in Section
27 of the City’s Zoning Ordinance, specifies a 100-foot
building setback on both sides of the freeway. The Council
determined that these measures, although feasible to
implement, would not reduce noise impacts to a less-than-
significant level.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Significant.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8

Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Level of Significance
Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.6-1(B). Traffic
associated with the
Update may generate
significant traffic noise
impacts in the South
Natomas area.

Impact 4.6-2(A). Aircraft
noise exposures
associated with existing
and future operations at
Sacramento International
Airport will not affect land
use compatibility in the
Update area because the
area will lie outside the
60dB CNEL contour.

Impact 4.6-2(B). Aircraft
noise exposures
associated with existing
and future operations at
Sacramento International
Airport will not affect land
use compatibility in the
South Natomas because
South Natomas lies
outside the 60dB CNEL
contour.

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)

Potentially
significant.

Less than
significant.

Less than
significant.

No specific mitigation measures were identified to reduce the  Significant.
traffic generated noise impacts of the Update on existing

sensitive receptors in South Natomas. All new development

along Northgate (from 1-80 to Rosin Court), Truxel (from 1-80

to Rosin Court), and San Juan (from 1-80 to Rosin Court)

should include a detailed acoustical analysis and the use of

design measures on new structures that would reduce

potential noise impacts. The City Council determined that

these measures could not assure that noise impacts would

be mitigated below the 60dB threshold.

N/A N/A

N/A N/A

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8

Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of Level of Significance

Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Impact 4.6-3(A). Based Less than N/A N/A No further action necessary.
on the distances to the significant.
predicted light rail
day/night average noise
level contours, it is
anticipated that roadway
traffic on streets adjacent
to the proposed light rail
lines will dominate the
noise environment.
Impact 4.6-3(B). Based Less than N/A N/A No further actions necessary.
on the distances to the significant.

predicted light rail
day/night average noise
level contours, it is
anticipated that roadway
traffic on streets adjacent
to the proposed light rail
lines will dominate the
noise environment in
South Natomas.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8

Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.6-4(A). Noise
from outdoor concerts at
the Sports Complex could
potentially affect land use
compatibility at the
southeast corner of the
Sports Complex, near the
intersection of
Stadium/Market Boulevard
and Truxel Road. In
addition, use of the public
address system could
potentially affect land use
compatibility to the north,
east, and southeast of the
complex.

Impact 4.6-4(B). The
South Natomas
Community Plan area is
outside of the projected
65dBA noise contour line
for the Sports Complex’s
public address system and
the 55dBA contour line for
concerts.

Aircraft noise exposures
will not affect land use
compatibility in the Update
area because the areas
will lie outside the 60 dB
CNEL contour.

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)

Potentially
significant.

Less than
significant.

Less than
Significant

The stadium operator in the Sports Complex should be
required to carefully orient the speaker arrays to minimize
directing sound beyond the seating areas. This can be
accomplished through speaker array design and by the
location of seating areas. The primary mitigation measures
for outdoor concerts and the public address system are
careful targeting of the speaker arrays, establishment of
design sound levels within the stadium, and requirements for
noise level monitoring during concerts and sporting events.
The Update also proposes Guiding Policies and
Environmental Design Standards to mitigate the impacts of
the Sports Complex on surrounding land uses, as follows: (1)
construct and operate stadium and arena to minimize traffic
problems and negative impacts on surrounding residential
neighborhoods. (2) Indoor noise levels shall not exceed an
Ldn of 45dB. (3) A detailed acoustical study shall be required
for any land use which potentially would be incompatible with
outdoor noise limits specified by the requirements of the
Noise Element of the General Plan, or which is located within
the Noise Impacts Areas shown in the EIR. The City Council
determined that further mitigation was not feasible.

N/A

N/A

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Significant.

N/A

Less than Significant

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts
attributable to the project would
be outweighed by specific
economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and
other overriding considerations.

No further action necessary.

None required



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8
Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin?
Level of
Impact Significance Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

Exterior noise levels along  Significant. Implement the policies of the Noise element of the General
many roadway segments Plan (described above). The City Council determined that it
in areas proposed for was not feasible to fully implement the Noise Element.

development will exceed
normally acceptable levels
for residential
development.

No noise impacts N/A N/A
identified between

Sacramento International

Airport and Authorized

Development.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Significant.

N/A

Approval was justified by
specific economic, social,
environmental, and other
considerations.

N/A

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC)



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-8
Prior Analysis of Noise Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Sutter County General Plan EIR
Impact 4.7.1. The Significant. Implement General Plan Goal 8.A; Policies 8.A-1, 8.A-2, 8.A-  Less than significant. No further action necessary.
potential exists for noise 3, 8.A-4, 8.A-5, 8.A-6; and Implementation Programs 8.1, 8.2,
levels at existing and and 8.3.
future noise-sensitive land
uses to exceed acceptable Mitigation Measure 4.7.1. Consistent with the General Plan
noise exposures as Policies, noise exposure may be reduced by increasing the
defined by the General distance between the noise source and receiving use.
Plan. Setback areas can take the form of open space, frontage
roads, recreational areas, storage yards, etc. The available
noise attenuation from this technique is limited by the
characteristics of the noise source, but is generally 4 to 6dB
per doubling of distance from the source. Setbacks, if utilized
as mitigation, will be identified by the project applicant within
subsequent development proposals.
Mitigation Measure 4.7.2. Consistent with the General Plan
policies, noise exposure may be reduced by placing walls,
berms, or other structures, such as buildings, as shielding
between the noise source and the receiver. The effectiveness
of a barrier depends upon blocking line-of-sight between the
source and the receiver, and is improved with increasing the
distance the sound must travel to pass over the barrier as
compared to a straight line from the source to the receiver.
No noise impacts N/A N/A N/A N/A

identified between
Sacramento International
Airport and Authorized
Development.

@ The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.

SAC/161795/031060010(TABLE C-8.DOC) REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

ITDﬁcE);rL i:ailsis of Air Quality Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basin2
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
City of Sacramento General Plan EIR
Reactive organic gas Significant. The City Council determined that full mitigation was not Significant. The City Council determined that

emissions would increase
by 47 percent over
existing levels, and
nitrogen oxide emissions
would decrease by 1
percent, thereby
exacerbating the region’s
non-attainment status for
the federal ozone
standard.

Carbon monoxide levels Significant.

would increase, thereby
resulting in violations of
state or federal carbon
monoxide standards in all
Community Plan areas
except for North
Sacramento and the
Pocket area.

SAC/161795/031060011(TABLE C-9.DOC)

feasible. Partial mitigation included: (1) implementing
Transportation Systems Management measures, such as
ridesharing incentives, parking management measures,
alternative transportation incentives, park-and-ride lots,
bicycle facilities, major roadway and intersection
improvements, signal synchronization, signal preemption,
alternatives fuels, bus tokens for employee business travel,
employee bicycle fleets, flex time, employee-subsidized bus
passes, carpool verification programs, and two-way video
communication links and other electronic communication
facilities; (2) implement all proposed mitigation for traffic
impacts; (3) construct regional facilities; and (4) implement
measures to encourage pedestrian travel, such as eliminate
rounded curbs, separate sidewalks and roadways whenever
possible, and require off-street parking for guests in higher-
density neighborhoods. The City Council determined that it
was feasible to adopt measures (1) and (4) because of the
Goals and Policies contained in the following sections of the
General Plan Circulation Element: Transportation Systems
Management, Central City Transportation, Transit, Parking,
Pedestrianways, Bikeways, and Pedestrians. The City
Council determined that it was infeasible to adopt measures
(2) and (3) for the same reasons as described under “Traffic.”

Same as above for reactive organic gasses and nitrogen Significant.

oxides.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible to
mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.

The City Council determined that
economic, social, and other
considerations make it infeasible to
mitigate the impacts to below
significant levels.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-9

Prior Analysis of Air Quality Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

Impact 4.4-1. Buildout of
the proposed Update will
result in an increase in the
regional air quality
pollutants such as reactive
organic gases, nitrogen
oxides, particulate matter,
and sulfur oxides.

Significant.

Mitigation measures would not entirely eliminate an increase
in emissions. Partial mitigation could be achieved through
implementation of the Air Quality Mitigation Strategy, which
established a goal of reducing reactive organic gases by 35
percent over the baseline by achieving a 1.4 person per
vehicle average ridership ratio and promoting low-emission
vehicle use. Specific measures were of three types: (1) site
design measures, such as orienting buildings to promote
transit use; (2) target area measures, such as reducing the
amount of parking allowed at any site within ¥ mile of a light
rail station; and (3) community-wide measures, such as the
provision of a community shuttle system. The Update also
contains a number of Guiding Policies which also act as
mitigation measures to reduce the regional air quality impacts
of the update, including the following: (1) development in
North Natomas shall comply with the Federal and the
California Clean Air Acts; (2) the Air Quality Mitigation
Strategy shall have as a goal a 35 percent community-wide
daily reduction in vehicle and other related reactive organic
compound emissions at buildout; (3) structure the community
and each development to minimize the number and length of
vehicle trips; (4) each non-residential project shall comply
with the Citywide Transportation Systems Management
Ordinance and a Transportation Management Plan shall be
required; (5) minimize air quality impacts through direct street
routing, providing a support network for zero-emissions
vehicles, bicycles, and pedestrians, and sizing streets
suitable to the distance and speed of the traveler. The City
Council adopted this partial mitigation.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Significant.

The City determined that any
remaining unmitigated
environmental impacts attributable
to the project would be outweighed
by specific economic, fiscal, social,
environmental, land use, and other
overriding considerations.

SAC/161795/031060011(TABLE C-9.DOC)



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Prior Analysis of Air Quality Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

TABLE C-9
Level of

Impact Significance
Impact 4.4-2. Buildout of Less than
the Update will result in significant.
increased levels of carbon
monoxide concentrations,
but these concentrations
will not exceed the
strictest guidelines set for
one-hour and eight-hour
localized emissions.
Impact 4.4-3. Buildout of Less than
the Update will result in significant.

increased levels of carbon
monoxide concentrations
in South Natomas, but
these concentrations are
not expected to exceed
state and federal
standards at any
intersections in South
Natomas.

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation
N/A N/A
N/A N/A

Action

No additional action necessary.

No further action necessary.

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

Development in South
Natomas will contribute to
increased ozone
emissions by exacerbating
the region’s non-
attainment status of the
Federal ozone standard.

Significant.

SAC/161795/031060011(TABLE C-9.DOC)

Implement the Transportation Systems Management Significant.

measures prescribed in the General Plan.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Approval was justified by specific
economic, social, environmental,
and other considerations.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-9
Prior Analysis of Air Quality Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of Level of Significance

Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Violation of the carbon Significant. Implement the measures described under Traffic that reduce  Significant. Approval was justified by specific
monoxide standards are traffic congestion. As described in that section, most economic, social, environmental,
expected to occur under intersection improvements could not be mitigated to a and other considerations.
full buildout of South less-than-significant level.

Natomas with worst-case
traffic conditions resulting
from buildout of
surrounding areas at
various intersections
throughout the Community
Plan.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

Impact 4.6.1. Significant. Implement General Plan Goal 4.1; Policies 4.1-1 and 4.1-2; and  Significant. The Board of Supervisors
Implementation of the Implementation Program 4.6. determined that the remaining
Comprehensive General ) o unavoidable and irreversible impacts
Plan Revision will result in Implement the following mitigation measures (MM 4.6.1 of the Project are acceptable in light
exceedance Of ambient air through 4.6.11. (1) For Subsequent d.e‘:ve|0pment pl’OpOSBJS, Of the economicl fiscaL sociall
quality standards and the County shall encourage (or condition) the use of energy planning, land use, and other
contribute to an existing or efficient street lighting and parking lot lighting to reduce considerations set forth herein
projected air quality emissions at the power plant which serves the County. (2) For because the benefits of the Project
violation. subsequent development proposals, the County shall outweigh any significant and
encourage (or condition) the use of low polluting and high unavoidable or irreversible adverse
efficiency appliances for development plans wherever environmental impacts of the
possible. (3) For subsequent development proposals, the Project.

County shall consider the design of circulation systems, traffic
flow and ingress and egress points to minimize idling vehicle
emissions. (4) Sutter County shall coordinate with the Feather
River Air Quality Management District and other local air
districts to implement consistent air quality policies and
coordinate efforts to regulate and monitor regional problems,
such as pollutant transport. (5) The County shall promote the
use of signal synchronization, one-way streets, computerized
traffic controls, removal of unnecessary signals, and other
engineering techniques to decrease idling time and maximize
the speed of traffic on congested surface streets. (6) For

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP SAC/161795/031060011(TABLE C-9.DOC)
EIR/EIS



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-9
Prior Analysis of Air Quality Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of

Impact Significance Mitigation

Level of Significance

with Mitigation Action

Impact 4.6.2.
Implementation of the
Comprehensive General
Plan Revision will cause
an increase in the
concentration of localized
pollutants resulting from
construction that, as
predicted, would result in
a violation of the most
stringent State or federal
standards.

Significant.

subsequent development proposals, the County shall require
that space and water heaters comply with District Stationary
Source Rules and Uniform Mechanical Code requirements.
(7) For subsequent development proposals, the County shall
recommend (or condition) the use of HVAC equipment with a
SEER of 12 or greater. (8) The County shall explore the
feasibility of converting (or participating in a program which
converts) a portion of the local public service vehicle fleet from
gasoline or diesel to compressed natural gas (CNG), or
electricity. Examples include county owned vehicles, local
transit providers, U.S. Postal Service vehicles, and school
buses. (9) The County shall encourage the retirement of pre-
1974 vehicles to help offset new emissions generated by the
General Plan land uses. (10) The County shall encourage (or
condition) the use of Parking Management Programs for land
uses which generate peak attraction or event-related traffic
volumes. (11) The County shall promote county-wide or
departmental implementation of employee-based trip reduction
strategies, such as flexible work week schedules and carpool
incentives, as an example for other County residents. The
Board of Supervisors determined that these measures were
feasible to implement, but would not reduce impacts to a
less-than-significant level.

Implement General Plan Goal 4.J, Policy 4.J-1, and
Implementation Program 4.7.

Implement the following mitigation measures (MM 4.6.12
through 4.6.21. (12) For subsequent development proposals
under the General Plan, the County shall require that all active
portions of construction sites, earthen access roads, and
material excavated or graded by sufficiently watered to prevent
excessive amounts of dust. Watering shall occur at least twice
a day with complete coverage, preferably in the late morning
and after work is done for the day. Where feasible, reclaimed
water shall be used. (13) For subsequent development
proposals under the General Plan, the County shall require
that all clearing, grading, earth moving, or excavation activities

Less than significant.

No further action necessary.

SAC/161795/031060011(TABLE C-9.DOC)
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EIR/EIS



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-9
Prior Analysis of Air Quality Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action

shall cease during periods of winds greater than 20 miles per
hour averaged over one hour. (14) For subsequent
development proposals under the General Plan, the County
shall require that all material transported off site shall be either
sufficiently watered or securely covered to prevent excessive
amounts of dust. (15) For subsequent development proposals
under the General Plan, the County shall require that the area
disturbed by clearing, earth moving, or excavation activities
shall be minimized at all times. This can be accomplished by
mowing instead of discing for weed control and seeding and
watering inactive portions of the construction site until grass is
evident. (16) Construction site vehicle speeds shall be limited
to 15 miles per hour, unless particular vehicles require greater
speeds to operate. (17) For subsequent development
proposals under the General Plan, the County shall require the
use of petroleum-based dust palliatives, if used, that meet the
road oil requirements set forth by the Air District. (18) For
subsequent development proposals, the county shall require
that streets adjacent to specific project sites shall be swept as
needed to remove silt that may have accumulated from
construction activities. (19) For subsequent development
proposals under the General Plan, the County shall require
that all internal combustion engine driven equipment shall be
properly maintained and well tuned according to the
manufacturers specifications. (20) For subsequent
development proposals under the General Plan constructed
during the smog season (May through October), the County
shall encourage the lengthening of the construction period to
minimize the number of vehicles and equipment operating at
the same time. (21) For subsequent development proposals
under the General Plan, the County shall encourage the use of
diesel powered or electric equipment in lieu of gasoline
powered engines.

@ The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented would
be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-10

Prior Analysis of Aesthetic Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of

Impact Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

The urbanization of 22,000 Significant Partial mitigation included updating the Community Design Significant. The City Council determined that
acres of currently vacant and Element. Partial mitigation was not adopted because: (1) economic, social, and other
land in the City of unavoidable. future urbanization of vacant land will generally occur in considerations make it infeasible
Sacramento would change areas with existing community plan design elements (e.g., to mitigate the impacts to below
many viewsheds and North and South Natomas), and existing design guidelines significant levels.
intensify the urban character expressed in the Community Plans partially address the
of Sacramento. impact; and (2) City policy requires that large development

projects be permitted as Planned Unit Developments, which

would include project-specific design guidelines that could not

be evaluated at the time the Findings were adopted.
North Natomas Community Plan EIR
No significant impacts N/A N/A N/A No further action necessary.
identified.
South Natomas Community Plan EIR
No significant impacts N/A N/A N/A No further action necessary.
identified.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

Impact 4.12.2. Future Significant.
development in accordance

with the proposed General

Plan and require

infrastructure improvements

will introduce new sources of

light and glare into the

development areas and

surrounding rural setting.

Implement General Plan Goal 1.H, Policy 1.H-3, and
Implementation Program 1.9.

Mitigation Measure 4.12.1. The County shall review and
approve the type, location, and limits of project lighting for
consistency with the adopted design and development
standards. Lighting standards shall be structured and
implemented to minimize project contribution to ambient light
production and minimize direct nuisance light sources.

Less-than-significant.

No further action necessary.

@ The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-11

Prior Analysis of Public Service and Utility Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Mitigation

Level of Significance
with Mitigation

Action

City of Sacramento General Plan EIR

The average daily dry
weather flows would
increase to 88.5 million
gallons per days, possibly
requiring expansion of the
Regional Plant earlier than
currently planned.

Sewer collection facilities
would be inadequate to
serve North Natomas and
Airport-Meadowview.

Infill would necessitate that
deteriorating sewer lines be
upgraded.

Solid waste generation
would increase by 165
percent to 543,338 tons
annually, necessitating
additional landfill capacity.

496 additional sworn police
officers (90 percent
increase) and facilities would
be required.

SAC/161795/031060013(TABLE C-11.DOC)

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Reevaluate phasing of the Regional Plant expansion and
accelerate construction of the expansion, as needed. Also,
adopt Goal A and Palicy 1 from the Public Facilities and
Services Element (Sanitary Sewers section) of the General
Plan Update.

Require sewerage facilities in advance of development. Also,
adopt Goal A and Policies 1 and 3 from the Public Facilities
and Services Element (Sanitary Sewers section) of the
General Plan Update.

Provide necessary infrastructure in infill areas. Also, adopt
Policy 2 from the Public Facilities and Services Element
(Sanitary Sewers section) of the General Plan Update.

Expand landfill capacity. Also, adopt Goal A and Policy 5
from the Public Facilities and Services Element (Solid Waste
section) of the General Plan Update.

Provide adequate funding for needed police personnel and
facilities. Also, adopt Goal A from the Public Facilities and

Services Element (Police Services section) of the General

Plan Update.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS

Less-than-significant.

Less-than-significant.

Less-than-significant.

Less-than-significant.

Less-than-significant.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-11
Prior Analysis of Public Service and Utility Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina
Level of Level of Significance

Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
The potential for criminal Significant. Require expanded site design review by the police Less-than-significant. No further action necessary.
activity would increase department. Train officers to combat high technology crime.
(especially where residential Establish crime control programs in recreation areas. Require
and commercial uses are additional security for special generators. Expand public
proximate, where high education and involvement in crime prevention. Also, adopt
technology industry is Goal A and Policies 1 and 2 from the Public Facilities and
proposed, in parks, and in Services Element (Police Service section) of the General
new large-scale Plan Update.
developments).
Demand for fire services, Significant. Require site design review by the fire department. Expand Less-than-significant. No further action necessary.
facilities, and flows would fire protection education programs. Provide adequate funding
increase. for needed fire facilities and personnel. Assess the ability of

existing fire services and facilities to accommodate infill
growth. Also, adopt Goal A and Policies 1-5 from the Public
Facilities and Services Element (Fire section) of the General

Plan Update.
Demand for library services Significant. Expand temporary use of portables until permanent facilities Less-than-significant. No further action necessary.
would increase. can be constructed. Reevaluate and update the libraries

master plan. Provide funding mechanisms for library
improvements. Also, adopt Goal A and Policies 1 and 2 from
the Public Facilities and Services Element (Library section) of
the General Plan Update.

Demand for heath services Significant. Continue to require special permits for health care facilities. Less-than-significant. No further action necessary.
would increase. Coordinate with other health care organizations. Also, adopt

Goal A and Policies 1-3 from the Public Facilities and

Services Element (Medical Facilities section) of the General

Plan Update.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP SAC/161795/031060013(TABLE C-11.DOC)
EIR/EIS



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Prior Analysis of Public Service and Utility Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

TABLE C-11
Level of
Impact Significance
The total student yield would  Significant.
increase by 57 percent to
106,366, requiring the
designation of additional
school sites or deletion of
surplus sites.
Peak electricity demand Significant.

would increase to
approximately four times the
current annual actual use of
1,381,597 kW, requiring a
significant expansion in
electrical capacity.

Six mitigation measures were identified for which the school
districts have primary responsibility for implementation
(provide adequate school sites, reevaluate school sites where
a surplus is projected, institute extended day programs where
needed, institute year-round attendance where needed,
evaluate redistribution of students, and establish funding
mechanisms for school improvements). A seventh mitigation
measure was to increase school involvement in City planning,
which would be accomplished by adopting Goal A and
Policies 1, 2, 3, and 5 from the Public Facilities and Services
Element (Schools section) of the General Plan Update.

Three mitigation measures were identified for which the
Sacramento Municipal Utility District has primary
responsibility for implementation (develop and utilize
alternative energy sources to the extent feasible, incorporate
energy management and conservation measures, and
coordinate with energy suppliers to ensure designation of
right-of-way for transmission lines and substations). Two
other mitigation measures were to adopt energy conservation
policies and to require maximum practicable use of solar
technologies. These two measures would be implemented by
the City through adoption of Goal C, Policy 7 of the
Residential Land Use and Housing Element and Goal A,
Policies 1 and 2 of the Public Facilities and Services Element
(Miscellaneous Utilities section) of the General Plan Update.

Less-than-significant.

Less-than-significant.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

North Natomas Community Plan EIR

No significant impacts N/A
identified.

N/A N/A

No further action necessary.

South Natomas Community Plan EIR

Increased demand for police
officers.

Significant.

SAC/161795/031060013(TABLE C-11.DOC)

Provide additional funding for police personnel and
equipment as development occurs and by buffering, lighting,
and numbering of buildings.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
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Less-than-significant.

No further action necessary.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-11

Prior Analysis of Public Service and Utility Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Level of Significance
Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Increased demand for
additional 500 gallons per
minute of water for fire
protection.

New students for Del Paso,
Natomas Union, and Grant
Union School Districts would
exceed capacity.

Planned development would
increase demand for parks in
excess of the amount of park
space currently available.

Increase of potentially 83.7
megawatts over existing
electrical demand constitutes
adverse environmental
impact and may require two
to three new substations to
be constructed.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Significant.

Include safety measures in final discretionary approvals for all  Less-than-significant.
developers.

The City Council determined that school districts and not the Less-than-significant.
City are responsible for mitigating these impacts. The City

Council further determined that state school funding and

developer fees should enable the school districts to mitigate

the impact to a less-than-significant level.

Additional land for parks is to be dedicated by developers of Less-than-significant.
Sutter West, Natomas Corporate Center, River Plaza, and

Capital 80 projects. In addition, new parks will be acquired

pursuant to the City’s Quimby Act ordinance in the

Metropolitan Center and Willow Creek projects.

The City Council determined that another public agency, Less-than-significant.
Sacramento Municipal Utility District, is responsible for

mitigating these impacts. The City Council further determined

that SMUD construction of substations and its programs for

energy conservation and load management measures should

mitigate this impact to a less-than-significant level.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.

Sutter County General Plan EIR

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
EIR/EIS
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APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-11

Prior Analysis of Public Service and Utility Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Impact

Level of
Significance

Level of Significance

Mitigation with Mitigation

Action

Impact 4.10.2. The
proposed General Plan
Revision will allow for urban
uses, which will result in an
increases in wastewater
flows over current treatment
capacity, will require the
extension of sewer trunk
lines, and will require
construction of treatment
facilities.

Impact 4.10.3. The
proposed project may
generate the need for
approximately 13 additional
sworn patrol deputies, and
may create additional
demands upon the existing
administrative unit and
capital facilities of the

County Sheriff's Department.

SAC/161795/031060013(TABLE C-11.DOC)

Significant.

Significant.

Implement General Plan Goal 3.C, Policies 3.C-1 through
3.C-5, and Implementation Program 3.8.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.4. As a condition of subsequent
project-level approvals, the applicant shall submit to the
County verification that the appropriate service district has
adequate capacity to process the estimated wastewater
generated for that phase of the project.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.5. As a condition of subsequent
project-level approvals, the proposed use of individual
sewage disposal systems, if applicable, must be addressed in
an engineer’s report as required by the County to confirm that
such systems are acceptable.

Implement General Plan Goal 3.F and Policies 3.F-1 and 3.F-
2.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.6. As a condition of subsequent
project-level approvals in the areas of proposed land use
changes, project applicants shall submit verification that the
County Sheriff's Department can provide adequate police
protection, and that the subject project does not significantly
degrade the level of service currently being provided in the
County. The applicant shall also participate in the County’s
existing public facility fee program (which is required of all
projects), and/or provide “fair share” funding as required by
the County.

Mitigation Measure 4.10.7. In conjunction with the
development review process, plans shall be made available
for review by the County Sheriff's Department for specific
service or crime-prevention recommendations.

REVISED NATOMAS BASIN HCP
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Less-than-significant.

Less-than-significant.

No further action necessary.

No further action necessary.



APPENDIX C: SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW OF PLANNNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

TABLE C-11

Prior Analysis of Public Service and Utility Impacts from Planned Urban Development in the Natomas Basina

Level of Level of Significance
Impact Significance Mitigation with Mitigation Action
Impact 4.10.4. Significant. Implement General Plan Goals 3.G, 7.D, and 7.F; Policies Less-than-significant. No further action necessary.
Implementation of the 3.6-1,3.G-2,3.G-3,7.D-1, 7.D-2, 7.F-1, 7.F-2, 7.F-3, 7.F-4,
proposed General Plan and 7.F-5; and Implementation Programs 7.5, 7.7, 7.8, 7.9,
Amendment will result in a 7.10, and 7.11.
significant increase in the
service demands on the Mitigation Measure 4.10.8. As a condition of subsequent
various fire districts. project-level approvals, the applicant shall obtain verification
Additional fire facilities and from the appropriate fire protection district that facilities and
personnel will be required to personnel are available as required to provide adequate fire
serve the project area. protection service, and that the subject project does not
significantly degrade the level of service currently being
provided in the County based upon ISO ratings or other
County standard. The applicant shall also participate in the
County’s existing public facility fee program (which is required
of all projects), and/or provide “fair share” funding as required
by the County.
Impact 4.11.1. Long-term Significant. Mitigation Measure 4.11.1. The Community Services Less-than-significant. No further action necessary.

implementation of the
General Plan will result in
increased consumption of
energy resources to support
the proposed land uses.

Department Building Inspection Program shall continue to
enforce Title 24 of the California Administrative Code as
related to energy conservation. The County shall also
encourage the use of alternative energy resources for new
development whenever feasible.

 The analysis of environmental impacts presented in these documents was prepared in accordance with the requirements of CEQA. No changes to the types of impacts presented
would be anticipated if the documents were prepared for NEPA purposes.
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Mitigation Monitoring Plan — NBHCP EIR/EIS

Introduction

The following is the Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) for the Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan (NBHCP) Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement
(EIRZEIS). Itincludes a brief project description, a description of the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and a compliance checklist. The NBHCP
EIR/EIS includes mitigation measures. The intent of the MMP is to prescribe and enforce a
means for properly and successfully implementing the mitigation measures as identified within
the NBHCP EIR/EIS. Mitigation measures related to Planned Development (e.g., North
Natomas Community Plan, South Natomas Community Plan, South Sutter County Specific
Plan) have been adopted by the respective Land Use Agencies and will be monitored in
accordance with individual, project-specific MMPs. In addition, the NBHCP includes
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for the Covered Species that will be
implemented in accordance with the terms and conditions of the Implementing Agreement and
monitored in accordance with the NBHCP’s compliance and biological effectiveness monitoring
provisions (Section VI.E of the NBHCP).

Project Description

The project comprises: 1) applications for Section 10(a)(1)(B) and Section 2081 permits or permit
modifications for each of the permittees; (2) approval of the NBHCP and issuance of permits by
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Game; (3)
implementation of the NBHCP; (4) adoption of the Implementing Agreement(s); and (5) the
issuance of incidental take permits (ITPs). The Applicants are the City of Sacramento, Sutter
County, and The Natomas Basin Conservancy (TNBC).

The NBHCP would establish a comprehensive program for preservation and protection of
habitat for threatened and endangered species potentially found in the Natomas Basin, which is
comprised of approximately 53,537 acres of developed and agricultural land in northwestern
Sacramento County and southern Sutter County. The acquisition of lands or conservation
easements for the purpose of creating and managing permanent habitat reserves would be the
primary mechanism for mitigating impacts to listed species. The management of the Mitigation
Lands would be performed by TNBC as the Plan Operator.

Compliance Checklist

Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines requires all state and local agencies to establish
monitoring or reporting programs for projects approved by a public agency whenever approval
involves the adoption of either a “mitigated negative declaration” or specified environmental
findings related to environmental impact reports.

NATOMAS - MMP.DOC 1



NBHCP EIR/EIS MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN

This MMP is intended to satisfy the requirements of CEQA as they relate to the NBHCP
EIR/ZEIS. This MMP is intended to be used by City of Sacramento and Sutter County staff and
mitigation monitoring personnel to ensure compliance with mitigation measures during project
implementation. Mitigation measures identified in this MMP were developed in the EIR/ZEIS.

The NBHCP EIR/EIS presents a detailed set of mitigation measures that will be implemented
throughout the lifetime of the project. Mitigation is defined by CEQA as a measure that:

e Avoids the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action.

e Minimizes impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its
implementation.

e Rectifies the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted environment.

e Reduces or eliminates the impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations
during the life of the project.

e Compensates for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or environments.

The intent of the MMP is to ensure the effective implementation and enforcement of adopted
mitigation measures and permit conditions. The MMP will provide for monitoring of
construction activities as necessary and in-the-field identification and resolution of
environmental concerns.

Monitoring and documenting the implementation of mitigation measures will be coordinated
by the City, Sutter County, and TNBC. The table attached to this report identifies the mitigation
measure, the monitoring action for the mitigation measure, the responsible party for the
monitoring action, and timing of the monitoring action. The Applicants will be responsible for
fully understanding and effectively implementing the mitigation measures contained within the
MMP. The City of Sacramento and Sutter County, as Lead Agencies under CEQA, will be
responsible for ensuring compliance.

During construction of the project, the City and/or County will assign an inspector who will be
responsible for field monitoring of mitigation measure compliance. The inspector will report to
the City’s and/or County’s Planning and Building Department and will be thoroughly familiar
with the MMP. In addition, the inspector will be familiar with construction contract
requirements, construction schedules, standard construction practices, and mitigation
techniques. In order to track the status of mitigation measure implementation, field monitoring
activities will be documented on compliance monitoring report worksheets. The time
commitment of the inspector will vary depending on the intensity and location of
implementation activities. Aided by the attached table, the inspector will be responsible for the
following activities:

¢ On-site, day-to-day monitoring as needed.

e Reviewing construction plans and equipment staging/access plans to ensure conformance
with adopted mitigation measures.

e Ensuring contractor knowledge of and compliance with the MMP.

o Verifying the accuracy and adequacy of contract wording.

e Having the authority to require correction of activities that violate mitigation measures. The
inspector shall have the ability and authority to secure compliance with the MMP.

e Acting in the role of contact for property owners or any other affected persons who wish to
register observations of violations of project permit conditions or mitigation. Upon
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NBHCP EIR/EIS MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN

receiving any complaints, the inspector shall immediately contact the construction
representative. The inspector shall be responsible for verifying any such observations and
for developing any necessary corrective actions in consultation with the construction
representative and the City of Sacramento and/or Sutter County.

¢ Obtaining assistance as necessary from technical experts in order to develop site- specific
procedures for implementing the mitigation measures.

¢ Maintaining a log of all significant interactions, violations of permit conditions or mitigation
measures, and necessary corrective measures.
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TABLE 1
Mitigation Monitoring Plan Summary

Mitigation Measure

Implementing
Responsibility

Monitoring
Responsibility

Compliance Standards

Verification of
Compliance
(Initial & Date)

Timing

Water Resources

Reduce potential construction-related stormwater
pollution during creation of habitat on the Mitigation
Lands by:

a. Adhering to requirements of SWRCB General
Permit for Stormwater Discharge Associated with
Construction Activity.

b. Prepare a SWPPP that includes BMPs
consistent with City’'s Administrative and Technical
Procedures for Grading and Erosion and Sediment
Control and Sacramento County’s Erosion and
Sediment Control Standards and Specifications
(regardless of location of reserve in Sutter or
Sacramento counties).

c. Focus BMPs on control of sediment discharge
into local drains (e.g,. installation of silt fences,
tracking controls) and release of hazardous
materials from construction operations (e.g.,
designated staging areas).

City and Sutter
County

TNBC

As stated in the SWRCB General
Permit for Stormwater Discharge
Associated with Construction
Activity, City of Sacramento
Administrative and Technical
Procedures for Grading and
Erosion and Sediment Control,
and Sacramento County’s Erosion
and Sediment Control Standards
and Specifications.

Measures shall be
considered during the
design of habitat
improvements on the
Mitigation Lands.

Measures shall be fully
implemented during
active construction
activities on Mitigation
Lands.

Biological Resources

As part of the process for development review, the
City and Sutter County will include a provision that
public or private development project that could
support jurisdictional wetlands will result in no net loss
of wetlands and will ensure that wetland functions and
values will be maintained.

Preconstruction surveys required pursuant to Section
V.A.1 of the NBHCP shall encompass the habitat
areas that could support dwarf downingia or rose
mallow. If dwarf downingia or rose mallow are found
during the habitat surveys, mitigation shall conform to
the mitigation requirements for Delta tule pea and
Sanford’s arrowhead as described in the NBHCP and
in accordance with the California Native Plant
Protection Act.

NATOMAS - MMP.DOC

City and Sutter
County

City and Sutter
County

City and Sutter
County

City, Sutter
County, and
TNBC

No net loss of wetlands.

Listed plant species are salvaged.

The measure shall be
fully implemented prior
to approval of
individual development
projects with in the
Permit Areas.

Measures shall be fully
implemented prior to
issuance of permits as
described in the
NBHCP.



TABLE 1
Mitigation Monitoring Plan Summary

Mitigation Measure

Implementing
Responsibility

Monitoring
Responsibility

Compliance Standards

Verification of
Compliance
(Initial & Date)

Timing

Preconstruction surveys required pursuant to Section City and Sutter City, Sutter Nest sites and local areas are Measures shall be fully
V.A.1 of the NBHCP shall encompass the habitat County County, and preserved during the nesting implemented prior to
areas where nesting birds could occur. In accordance TNBC season. issuance of permits as
with the requirements of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, described in the
vegetation containing an occupied nest and an NBHCP.
appropriate-sized buffer around the nest of Coopers’s

hawks, American bitterns, black terns, lark sparrows,

white-tailed kites, Pacific-slope flycatchers, and

Bewick’s wrens shall not be removed until the nest

has been abandoned by the nesting pair or the young

have fledged.

Cultural Resources

Reduce potential cultural impacts by: City and Sutter TNBC 1) Standard mitigation procedures Measures shall be

a. Preconstruction literature review and/or field
survey for parcels being considered for habitat
reserves; completion of an archaeological report
and site-specific mitigation measures if determined
necessary by qualified archaeologist based on
preconstruction review and survey.

b. Immediate cessation of work within 100 feet of
any historic or archaeological feature discovered
during reserve development activities, consultation
with qualified archaeologist and NAHC
representative; development of further mitigation
measures if determined to be necessary by the
qualified archaeologist and NAHC representative.

c. Immediate cessation of work within the vicinity of
finding human bone of unknown origin and
immediate contact of County Coroner; the Coroner
will notify the NAHC if the remains are determined
to be Native American and NAHC will notify the
person it believes to be the most likely descendant
who will work with the contractor to develop a
program for reinterment of the human remains and
any associated artifacts. No additional work is to
take place in the immediate vicinity of the find until
the appropriate actions have been carried out.
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County

for the City and Sutter County

2) In the event of encountering
Native American archeological,
ethnographic or spiritual
resources, all identification and
treatment shall be conducted by
qualified archaeologists, certified
by SOPA or meeting 36 CFR 61
standards and Native American
representatives approved through
the local Native American
community as scholars of their
cultural traditions or if not
available, persons who represent
tribal governments and/or
organizations in the locale where
the resources will be affected.

3) In the event of encountering
historic archaeological sites or
historic architectural features, all
identification and treatment shall
be carried out by historical
archaeologists or architectural
historians meeting either SOPA or
36 CFR 61 requirements

implemented
concurrent with
construction activities.



TABLE 1
Mitigation Monitoring Plan Summary

Mitigation Measure

Implementing
Responsibility

Monitoring
Responsibility

Compliance Standards

Verification of
Compliance
(Initial & Date)

Timing

Land Use

Reduce land use impacts associated with loss of City and Sutter TNBC None specified. Measures shall be

farmland by developing site-specific management County identified and

plans that will incorporate provisions that consider implemented

farmlands and agricultural use to the extent concurrently with

practicable and to the extent that biological goals are preparation of a Site

not compromised. Specific Management
Plan.

Traffic

Address the potential for traffic safety impacts and City and Sutter TNBC None specified. Identification of

minimize the potential for impacts by:

a. Identify potential traffic-safety impacts through
evaluation of traffic levels on rural roadways
providing construction access to locations of

substantial habitat reserve development activities.

b. Prepare and implement a Traffic Control Plan to

include (but not be limited to):

Provide adequate warning to users of roadway in

vicinity of construction through signs or other
visible means from roadway

Provide adequate assistance to the public in

navigating the construction site through the use

of flagmen

Install adequate signage for construction zones

and detours

If traffic and circulation would be interrupted for a

period of time, provide for the opportunity for
public input from affected residents

County

potential safety impacts
shall be identified prior
to commencement of
construction activities.
Submittal and approval
of the traffic
management plan to
the City of Sacramento
and/or Sutter County
(and Sacramento
County based on
whether location of
construction is within
unincorporated County
boundaries) shall occur
prior to the
commencement of
activities.
Implementation of
safety measures will be
implemented prior and
concurrently with
construction.
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TABLE 1
Mitigation Monitoring Plan Summary

Mitigation Measure

Implementing
Responsibility

Monitoring
Responsibility

Compliance Standards

Verification of
Compliance
(Initial & Date)

Timing

Noise
4.9-1 Reduce potential noise impacts by: City and Sutter TNBC None specified. Determination of
County proximity of sensitive
a. Determine if residences or other sensitive receptors receptors to
are located within 1000 feet of a construction site construction area shall
associated with substantial habitat reserve occur prior to
development activities commencement of
o ) » ) construction;
b. If it is determined that sensitive receptors exist, implementation of
operation of the construction equipment and vehicles restricted work hours in
would occur between 7am and 6pm, Monday through the vicinity of these
Saturday and between 9am and 6pm on Sunday. identified receptors
shall be concurrent
with construction
activity.
4.10 — Air Quality
4.10-1 Reduce or otherwise minimize ozone precursor  City and Sutter TNBC Sacramento Area Regional Ozone Identification of
air-pollution emissions by: County Attainment Plan contractors that can
provide low NOx
a. To the extent feasible, use construction equipment and
contractors that use low-NOx, heavy-duty construction phasing
construction vehicles schedule shall be
) o determined prior to
b. Phase construction activities to reduce the commencing
simultaneous operation of construction equipment construction
4.10-2 Reduce or otherwise minimize ozone precursor  City and Sutter TNBC Sacramento Area Regional Ozone  Concurrent with

air-pollution emissions through the following activities
implemented by the contractors:

a. Perform routine maintenance/testing of
construction equipment

b. Use existing on-site electric power sources in

place of diesel generators to the extent that these
sources are available

NATOMAS - MMP.DOC

County

Attainment Plan

construction activity



TABLE 1
Mitigation Monitoring Plan Summary

Mitigation Measure Implementing Monitoring Compliance Standards Timing Verification of
Responsibility  Responsibility Compliance
(Initial & Date)
4.10-3 Reduce or otherwise minimize PM10 air- City and Sutter TNBC Regional air quality attainment Concurrent with
pollution emissions through the following activities County plans construction activity

implemented by the contractors:

a. Reduce or suspend grading and excavation
activity during windy periods (i.e., in excess of 15
miles per hour)

b. Post and enforce speed limits on unpaved
driving areas

c. Treat completed sites with soil binders or
vegetation

d. Wash dirt off of trucks and other equipment
before leaving construction site

NATOMAS - MMP.DOC 8
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INTRODUCTION

The Dixon Field Station of the U.S. Geological Survey, Biological Resources Division, entered
into an agreement with the Natomas Basin Conservancy to study giant garter snakes
(Thamnophis gigas) in the Natomas Basin area of northern Sacramento County during the 2002
field season. Giant garter snakes are federally and state listed as threatened and, with
Swainson’s hawks, are the subject of a habitat conservation plan for the Natomas Basin. Our
purpose is to develop information on distribution and abundance, habitat use, and demography of
giant garter snakes in the Natomas Basin and to help develop strategies to properly manage and
conserve giant garter snakes in this part of Sacramento County. We specifically surveyed
property recently acquired by the Conservancy for giant garter snakes as well as continuing our
assessment of giant garter snakes in other areas of the Natomas Basin. This agreement is a
continuation of the giant garter snake project conducted at the Station since 1995. This
document is a summary report of our findings for the 2002 field season.

METHODS
Study Sites

Because most lands in the Natomas Basin are privately owned, areas in which we could search
for giant garter snakes were limited by specific permission to enter these properties. In addition
to properties owned by the Conservancy, various landowners allowed us access to their lands.

Capture

We began the field season in late April using as our primary source of capture floating modified
minnow traps deployed along edges of ditches, canals, and wetland vegetation (Casazza et al.,
2000). We also searched on foot for snakes along the trap locations. We moved traps to new
locations if we caught no snakes in a three to four week period. We used global positioning
system (GPS) units to determine the geo-coordinates of capture locations with an error of about 5
meters. We also recorded environmental characteristics of the sites of snake captures, such as
vegetation and substrate types and ambient temperature.

Measuring and Marking

Each snake was processed as soon as possible after capture to determine weight, total length,
snout to vent length, and sex. Taxonomic features were also quantified such as labial scale
counts on the head and dorsal scale counts at mid-body. Individuals were implanted with
passively induced transponder (PIT) tags for permanent identification. All snakes were released
at the point of capture as soon as possible after they were processed. Density estimates to giant
garter snakes were mad using the program CAPTURE for two week sampling intervals when
recaptures warranted a density estimates for a sampling area.



Results

From late April into September we captured 76 female giant garter snakes and 64 male snakes,
for a total of 140 individual captures; we captured 58 snakes multiple times. The size frequency
distributions for the snakes caught in 2002 are shown in Figure 1 and Figure 2, and are consistent
with results from previous years. Size frequencies indicate recruitment of young giant garter
snakes into the population.

Our mark and recapture information for each of the ten trapping sites is shown in Tables 1-10.
The total number of technician hours for the 2002 field season was 2814, which includes trap
assembly, data entry and analysis, trap checking, and searching on foot. The effort we spent on
trapping and searching is broken out by site in Table 11. Total captures ranged from 35 to 0 for
the sites.

Development of giant garter snake habitat on Conservancy lands should proceed as quickly as
practical. In the Sacramento Valley, water is being purchased from rice growers and the water
exported to the south, and rice fields fallowed by water sales may increase. If land fallowed by
water sales increases in the basin, the habitat managed by the Conservancy becomes all the more
important to protecting snake populations. Also, development projects in the southern end of the
Basin will destroy local snake populations, particularly when there is no avenue of escape from
construction activity. In these cases the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service should consider if snakes
in these areas of imminent development should be captured in a salvage effort and relocated to
TNBC property with suitable habitat. We could do a radio telemetry study to examine how these
transplanted snakes adapt to their new locations and determine if transplanting within the Basin
is a viable conservation measure.

Literature Cited

Casazza, M. L., G. D. Wylie, and C. J. Gregory. 2000. A funnel trap modification for surface
collection of aquatic amphibians and reptiles. Herpetological Review 31(2), 91-92.

Wylie, G. D., M. L. Casazza, L. Martin, and E. Hansen. 2000. Investigations of giant garter
snakes in the Natomas Basin: 2000 field season. Progress report to The Natomas Basin
Conservancy. USGS-BRD, Dixon, CA.



Ditch on Sills Ranch property.

Table 1. Snake and trapping statistics associated with the Sills Ranch Property trapping

effort.
Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps
Sills * * 6 0 55 7/11/02-
Ranch 8/26/02




rport property, adj

Table 2. Snake and trapping statistics associated with trapping effort at Miester Road

ditch.
Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps
Miester * * 1 0 28 8/8/02-
Road 9/10/02




Ditch off of Elkhorn Road.

Table 3. Snake and trapping statistics associated with trapping effort at Elkhorn ditch.

Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps
Elkhorn * * 0 0 59 7/18/02-
8/23/02
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nnett South property.

Table 4. Snake and trapping statistics associated with the trapping effort at Bennett

South property ditch.

Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap

Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps

Bennett S. 27 45 +599 20 6 30 6/11/02-
(95% C.1. 20-47) 8/8/02




Table 5. Snake and trapping statistics associated with the trapping effort at the Lucich

North property.

Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap

Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps

Lucich N. 4] 31.8+75 35 13 62 4/23/02-
(95% C.1. 37-64) 6/7/02




Edge of rice located at west side of Ayala property

Table 6. Snake and trapping statistics associated with the trapping effort at the Ayala

property.
Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of | Dates
(snakes/’km) | captures recaptures traps
Ayala * * 0 0 73 7/3/02-
8/22/02




Table 7. Snake and trapping statistics associated with the trapping effort at Snake Alley.

Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of | Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps
Snake 38 20+ 8.3 24 10 59 5/17/02-
Alley (95% C1.28-64) 7/18/02
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Table 8. Snake and trapping statistics associated with trapping effort at canal known as

Airstrip.
Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes’km) | captures recaptures traps
Airstrip * * 23 | 55 5/13/02-
7/11/02
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Table 9. Snake and trapping statistics associated with trapping effort at Lucich South

property.
Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps
Lucich S. S5 551125 23 3 60 5/10/02-
(95% C.I. 38-89) 7/3/02
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Table 10. Snake and trapping statistics associated with trapping effort at the BKS

property.
Trapline Population Density Total Total Total Trap
Name Estimate Estimate number of number of number of Dates
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures traps
BKS * * 2 I 63 6/7/02-
9/10/02
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Table 11. Trapping effort and technician hours involved in giant garter snake surveys in
the Natomas Basin for the 2002 field season.

Trapline Population | Density Total Total Total Trap Tech
Name Estimate Estimate number of | number of | number Dates Hours
(snakes/km) | captures recaptures | of traps

Airstrip * * 23 I 55 5/13/02- | 264
7/11/02

Ayala * * 0 0 73 7/3/02- | 227
8/22/02

Bennett 27 45 +5.99 20 6 30 6/11/02- | 264
South (95% C1. 2047) 8/8/02

BKS * * 2 1 63 6/7/02- | 417
9/10/02

Elkhomn * * 0 0 59 7/18/02- | 170
8/23/02

Lucich 41 31.8+ 75 35 13 62 4/23/02- | 207
North (95% C.1. 37-64) 6/7/02

Lucich 55 55+12.5 23 3 60 5/10/02- | 240
South (95% C.1. 33-89) 7/3/02

Miester * * I 0 28 8/8/02- | 146
Road 9/10/02

Sills * * 6 0 55 7/11/02- | 209
Ranch 8/26/02

Snake 38 20+83 24 10 59 5/17/02- | 272
Alley (95% C.1. 28-64) 7/18/02
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Figure 1. Length frequency distribution of giant garter snakes caught in 2002.
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Background

In November 1997, the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (NBHCP)
(City of Sacramento 1997) was submitted to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Ser-
vice (USFWS) and the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) in
support of an application for a federal permit under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of
the Endangered Species Act and a state permit under Section 2081 of the Cal-
ifornia Fish and Game Code. The USFWS and DFG subsequently approved
the plan and issued permits.

Among the 26 species covered in the NBHCP is the Swainson’s hawk (Buteo
swainsoni), a state-threatened species in California. The Swainson’s hawk
is known to occur throughout portions of the Natomas Basin, and along

with the giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), is one of two focus species
covered in the NBHCP.

The NBHCP and its Implementing Agreement specify the agreed-upon con-
ditions upon which the permits are granted. Among these conditions is
the requirement to conduct an annual survey of nesting Swainson’s hawks
(Chapter 1V, Section C.2.c of the NBHCP). In compliance with the condi-
tions as described in the NBHCP, this report summarizes the results of 2002
surveys for the Swainson’s hawk in the NBHCP area.

On August 15, 2000, Federal Judge David Levi made a ruling related
to a federal lawsuit (National Wildlife Federation vs. Bruce Babbitt, Secre-
tary of the Interior) related to the NBHCP that invalidated the Section 10
(a)(1)(B) permit issued by the USFWS. One result of the lawsuit is that a
revised HCP would be required, which would subsequently result in a new
Section 10(a)(1)(B) permit. The revised draft NBHCP, dated July 2002,
is expected to be finalized by the end of 2002 and a new 10(a)(1)(B)
permit is expected by spring 2003. The revised draft NBHCP also specifies
basin-wide annual monitoring for Swainson’s hawk. However, until the
new permit is issued, the monitoring requirements specified in the original
NBHCP, including conducting annual surveys for nesting Swainson’s bawk,
remain in effect.




Location

The Natomas Basin is a §3,341-acre low-lying area of the Sacramento Valley
located in the northern portion of Sacramento County and the southern portion
of Sutter County (Figure 1). The Natomas Basin is bounded on the west by the
Sacramento River, on the east and south by the Natomas East Main Drain Canal,
and on the north by the Natomas Cross Canal (Figure 2). The NBHCP area
includes the interior of the Basin, inside the inner peripheral levees of Sacramento
River, Natomas Cross Canal, and Natomas East Main Drain Canal.

Setting

The Natomas Basin is within the historical floodplain of the Sacramento and
American Rivers. Prior to agricultural conversion, the Basin consisted of
wetlands, narrow streams with associated riparian vegetation, shallow lakes,
and grasslands on the higher terraces along the eastern edge of the Basin.
During the late 1800’s and early 1900s, most of Basin was converted to agri-
culture. Most native habitats were removed and channelized water delivery
systems replaced the natural stream corridors.

The central and northern portions of the Basin are the lowest elevation areas
within the Basin. With deep clay soils the flat, largely treeless terrain is char-
acterized primarily by rice farming (Plate 1). Very few trees or other veg-
etation types are present with the exception of the Cross Canal along the
northern border of the basin. This area consists of a mature riparian forest
and wetland complex throughout its length (Plate 2).

Plate 1. Typical Habitat of the North and Plate 2. Natonmas Cross Canal.
Central Basir.

Situated primarily on alluvial soils, the southern and western portions of the
basin are characterized by a mixture of row, grain, and hay crops. Through-
out this area, small remnant stands of valley oak woodland and remnant
patches of riparian woodland, such as along Fisherman’s Lake, persist in an
otherwise entirely agricultural area (Plate 3). The southern portion of this
area is also rapidly converting to urbanizacion, primarily residential develop-
ments (Plate 4). Along the western edge is the Sacramento River, consisting
of mature cottonwood-dominated riparian forest (Plate §).

[R]



Marysville &z
\ ry

Figurc 1. Natomas Basin Regional Location Map



Woodland

-—

Sankey Rd.

Powerline Rd.

70

Riego Rd.

SUTTER CO.

SACRAMENTO €O,

-‘.' Natomas East Main
Drainage Canal

Elverta Rd.

Elkhorn Bivd,

\

El Centro Rd.

Scale in Miles

. S : :
rSacramm(o 000” /P\\

i

Figurc 2. Natomas Basin




Plate 3. Typical Habitat of the West and Plate 4. Residential Development in the
South Basin. South Basin.

Plate 5. Riparian Forest along the
Sacramento River.

The eastern edge of the Basin occurs on a slightly higher terrace than the rest
of the Basin. This area, consisting primarily of loam and clay-loam soils and
gently rolling topography is characterized by annual grasslands and grazed
dry and irrigated pastures (Plate 6). This area is bordered on the cast by the
Natomas East Main Drain, a channelized drainage that supports an extensive
wetland complex and sparse riparian vegetation along its length (Plate 7).

Plate 6. Typical Habitat of the East Basin. Plate 7. Nutomas East Main Drain.




Life History and Habitat Associations

Status and Range. The Swainson’s hawk (Plate 8) inhabits grassland plains
and agricultural regions of western North America during the breeding
season and winters in grassland and agricultural regions extending from
Central Mexico to southern South America (England et.al 1997, Bradbury
et al. in preparation). Early accounts described the Swainson’s hawk as one
of the most common raptors in California, occurring throughout much of
lowland California (Sharp 1902). Since the mid-1800s, these native habi-

\ el b

Plate 8. Adult Swainson’s Hawk.

tats have undergone a gradual conversion to agricultural uses. Today, native
grassland habitats are virtually nonexistent in the state, and only remnants of
the once vast riparian forests and oak woodlands still exist (Katibah 1983).
This habitat loss has caused a substantial reduction in the breeding range
and the size of the breeding population in California (Bloom 1980, England
et al. 1997). Swainson’s hawks are also sensitive ro habitat fragmentation
and will avoid low-density development (e.g., parcels with improvements
subdivided to <10 acres) even though suitable prey conditions may exist
(Estep and Teresa 1992) {(However, Swainson’s hawks are known to rein-
habit dense urban areas to nest if suitable nesting trees are present and suit-
able foraging habitat exists within 2 miles of the nest (England et al. 1995).
The state currently supports between 700 and 1,000 Swainson’s hawk breed-
ing pairs (Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory Committee file data), which
represents less than 10% of the historic population (Bloom 1979).

The Central Valley population (between 600 and 900 breeding pairs) extends
from Tehama County southward to Tulare and Kings Counties. The Central
Valley is surrounded by mountains, including the Sierra Nevada on the east and
the Cascade Range on the north, and is thus geographically isolated from the
rest of the species’ range. Extensive banding (Estep 1989, unpublished data,
P. Bloom unpublished data, B. Woodbridge unpublished data) suggests that no
movement occurs between the Central Valley breeding population and other
populations. Results of satellite radio-telemetry studics of migratory patterns




further indicates little to no interaction between the Central Valley population
and other populations of Swainson’s hawks (Bradbury et al. In preparation).

Despite the loss of native habitats in the Central Valley, the Swainson’s hawk
appears to have adapted relatively well to certain types of agricultural patterns in
areas where suitable nesting habitat remains (Plate 9).

The optimal foraging and nesting habitat conditions in Yolo and portions of Sacra-
mento and San Joaquin Counties support the bulk of the Central Valley Swainson’s
hawk population (Estep 1989, Estep In preparation) (Figure 3).

Plate 9. Typical Swainson’s Hawk Nesting and Foraging Habitat in the
Central Valley.

Habitat Use. Swainson’s hawks usually nest in large native trees such as
Valley Oak (Quercus lobata), cottonwood (Populus fremontia), willow (Salix
sp.) {or occasionally in non-native trees, such as eucalyptus [(Eucalyptus sp.]).
Nests occur in riparian woodlands, roadside trees, trees along field borders,
isolated trees, small groves, and on the edges of remnant oak woodlands.
Stringers of remnant riparian forest along drainages contain the majority
(87%) of known nests in the Central Valley (England et al. 1997, Estep 1984,
Schlorft and Bloom 1984). Nests are usually constructed as high as possible in
the tree, providing optimal protection and visibility from the nest (Plate 10).

Nestng pairs are highly traditional in their use of nesting territories and nest-
ing trees. Many nest sites in the Contral Valley have been occupied annually
since 1979 (Estep unpublished data), and banding studies conducted since 1986
confirm a high degree of nest and mate fidclity (Estep in preparation). Nesting
habitat for Swainson’s hawks continues to decline in the Central Valley because
of tlood control projects, agricutrural practices, and urban expansion.
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Figure 3. Distribution of the Swainson’s Hawk in the
Central Valley of California

In the Central Valley, Swainson’s hawks feed primarily on small rodents, usu-
ally in large fields that support low vegetative cover (to provide access to the
ground), and provide the highest densities of prey (Bechard 1982, Estep 1989).
These habitats include fields of hay and grain crops and certain row crops,
such as tomatoes and sugar beets, and lightly grazed pasturelands. Fields lack-
ing adequate prey populations (e.g., flooded rice fields) or those that are inac-
cessible to foraging birds (e.g., vineyards and orchards) are rarely used (Estep
1989, Babcock 1995). Urban expansion and conversion to unsuitable crop
types (e.g., vineyards and orchards) are responsible for a continuing reduction
of available Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat in the Central Valley.

Breeding Season Phenology. Swainson’s hawks arrive onto the breeding
grounds from early March to early April. Breeding pairs immediately begin
constructing new nests or repairing old nests. Eggs are usually laid in mid-to
late-April, and incubation continues until mid-May when young begin to
hatch. The brooding period typically continues through early- to mid-July
when young begin to fledge (England et al. 1997). Studies conducted in the
Sacramento Valley indicate that 1 or 2 young and occasionally 3 young typi-
cally fledge from successful nests, with an average of 1.4 to 1.8 young per
successful nest (Estep in preparation) (Plate 11). After fledging, young remain
near the nest and are dependent on the adults for about 4 weeks, after which
they permanently leave the breeding territory (Anderson et al. in progress).
By mid-August, breeding territories are no longer defended and Swainson’s
hawks begin to form communal groups. These groups begin their fall migra-
tion from late August to late-September. Unlike the rest of the species, which
migrates to southern Argentina for the winter, the Central Valley population
winters primarily in Central Mexico, and to a lesser extent throughout por-
tions of Central and South America (Bradbury et al. in preparation).




Plate 10. Tyvpical Swainson’s Hawk Nest.

Methods

Surveys were conducted by systemarically driving all available roads within the
NBHCP area. Where roads were not available to drive {e.g., levee road along
the Cross Canal), or where there were no roads to access potential nest trees,
the survey was conducted on foot. All potential nesting trees were searched for
nests and adult Swainson’s hawks using binoculars and/or a spotting scope.

Surveys were conducted in three phases. Phase one was conducted early in
the breeding season (late March to mid-April) to detect Swainson’s hawk activ-
ity at previously known nest sites and in all other suitable nesting habitat.
All suitable nesting habitat was checked for the presence of adult Swainson’s
hawks and to note all nesting activity and
behavior (e.g., nest construction, court-
ship flights, defensive behavior). Activity
was noted and mapped on field maps.

Phase two surveys were conducted in mid-
May through June to determine if breeding
pairs detected during phase one surveys
were actively nesting and to resurvey all
previously unoccupied potential nesting
habitat for active nests.

Phase three surveys werc conducted in July
to determine nesting success and record
the number of fledged young per nest.

Incidental observations were also noted,
including foraging and roosting, and other
observations of adult Swainson’s hawks to
determine nesting status.

Plate 11. Nestling Swainson's
Havks.




Results

Nest sites occur primarily in the southern portion of the Basin, or along the
tar western and northern edges of the Basin. These are areas that support
both suitable nesting and foraging habitat. Crop patterns include a mixture
of hay, row, and grain crops. Suitable nesting trees occur along roadsides,
remnant riparian and oak woodlands, and isolated trees. Most of the Basin
north of Elkhorn Boulevard and east of Powerline Road is unsuitable or mar-
ginally suitable for nesting or foraging Swainson’s hawks, and thus most of
the area does not support nesting pairs. The agricultural land use is domi-
nated by rice, which provides limited foraging value to Swainson’s hawks;
and very few trees exist in the region, limiting potential nesting sites.

A total of 70 Swainson’s hawk nesting territories were monitored in 2002
(Table 1). Among these are 4 new sites in the interior of the basin (NB-63,
NB-64, NB-65, and NB-69) and 3 new territories along the Sacramento River
(NB-66, NB-67, and NB-70).

During 1999 and 2000 surveys, Sacramento River data were sepa-
rated from the rest of the NBHCP Swainson’s hawk data because of incon-
sistent coverage. 2001 and 2002 surveys included the Sacramento River
nesting pairs during all phases of monitoring, and thus all known nest sites
within the NBHCP boundaries and peripheral areas (i.e., Sacramento River,
Natomas Cross Canal, and Natomas East Main Drain) are now combined
into one data base. This area, the NBHCP area and peripheral drainages, is
heretofore referred to as the survey area.

Of the 70 known nesting territories in the survey area, 43 were active (i.e., at
least one adult was present on the nesting territory) and 27 were inactive (i.e.,
neither adult was observed on the nesting territory) in 2002. Of the 43 active
sites, 24 were occupied by breeding pairs that successfully nested (i.e., reared
young to fledging), producing a total of 38 fledglings. Eighteen of the remaining
19 active sites did not successfully reproduce; and the reproductive outcome of 1
site was undetermined. Eleven of these nested but failed to rear young ro fledging
and 7 were occupied by the adult breeding pair but they did not attempt nesting.
Table 2 presents the activity and reproductive data available for all 70 known
nesting territories in the survey area between 1998 and 2002.

Overall reproductive performance was similar to 2001 but low compared with
1999 and 2000 results (Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory Committee 1999,
2000, 2001) (Table 3). While the total number of known nests and active nests
has increased each year since 1999, the proportion of these successfully repro-
ducing has declined. However, the number of young per successful nest has
remained relatively stable between these years (Table 3), and is generally con-
sistent with the Sacramento Valley population as a whole since the mid-1980s
(Estep in preparation).
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Table 1. Results of 2002 Swainson's Hawk Survey,
Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan Area

Nest Site Status
Number
NB-1 inactive
at farmstead
NB-2 Inactive
NB-3 inactive
NB-4 inactive
NB-5 inactive
NB-6 active/not nesting
NB-7 inactive
NB-8 active/successful
NB-9 inactive
NB-10 inactive
NB-11 active/failed
NB-12 active/did not nest
NB-13 active/successful
NB-14 active/successful
NB-15 inactive
NB-16 inactive

Number of Nesting Nest Tree
Young Habitat Species
0 remnant grove walnut
0 ornamental cottonwood
0 two isolated cottonwood
cottonwood
trees
0 riparian cottonwood
0 riparian willow
0 ornamental eucalyptus
0 nest trees none
removed in 2002
1 ornamental cottonwood
landscaping
0 riparian along cottonwood
irrigation
channel
0 isolated tree cottonwood
0 riparian cottonwood
0 riparian cottonwood
2 riparian cottonwood
2 ornamental eucalyptus
0 nesting habitat none
removed in 2002
0 remnant valley oak
oak grove
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Table 1, Continued

Nest Site Status Number of Nesting Nest Tree
Number Young Habitat Species
N )
NB-17 inactive 0 lone tree, ornamental
removed in 1998 mulberry
NB-18 active/successful 2 lone tree, just cottonwood
south of former site
NB-19 active/failed 0 tree along willow
irrigation channel
NB-20 inactive 0 nest tree removed none
in 2002
NB-21 active/did not nest 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-22 active/did not nest 0 tree along cottonwood
irrigation channel
NB-23 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-24 active/successful 2 riparian valley oak
NB-25 active/did not nest 0 riparian walnut
NB-26 inactive 0 nesting habitat none
removed in 2002
NB-27 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-28 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-29 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-30 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-31 active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
NB-32 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-33 active/successful 1 riparian willow




Table 1, Continued

Nest Site Status Number of Nesting Nest Tree
Number Young Habitat Species
@—m

NB-34 active/did not nest 0 riparian cortonwood
NB-35 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-36 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-37 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-38 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-39 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-40 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-41 active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
NB-42 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-43 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-44 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-45 active/did not nest 0 riparian valley oak
NB-46 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-47 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-48 inactive 0 riparian valley oak
NB-49 active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
NB-50 mactive 0 riparian sycamore
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Table 1, Continued

Nest Site Status Number of Nesting Nest Tree
Number Young Habitat Species
-—

NB-51 active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
NB-52 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-53 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-54 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-55 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-56 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-57 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-58 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-59 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-60 inactive 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-61 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-62 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-63 active/successful 2 lone tree willow
NB-64 active/successful 2 riparian cottonwood
NB-65 active/failed 0 riparian cottonwood
NB-66 active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
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Table 1, Continued

Nest Site
Number

NB-67

NB-68

NB-69

NB-70

Status Number of Nesting Nest Tree
Young Habitat Species
active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
active/successful 1 riparian cottonwood
active/successful 1 freeway willow
landscape tree
active/unknown unknown riparian valley
outcome oak

Active = at least one adult observed on the nesting territory

Inactive = neither adult observed on the nesting territory

Successful = young reared to fledging

Failed = nesting attempted with no young reared to fledging

Unknown Outcome = nesting attempted, but unknown if young reared to fledging
Did not nest = adults present on the nesting territory but not nesting




Table 2. Swainson's Hawk Nesting Status and Reproductive Data, 1998 through 2002,
Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan Area

Nest Site

NB-1

NB-2

NB-§

NB-7

NB-8

NB-9

NB-10

NB-11

NB-12

NB-13

NB-14

1998 1999 2000 2001
no data active; active; active;
successful; successful; successful;
2 young 2 young
active; active; active; inactive
unknown successful; did not nest;
outcome 2 young 0 young
no data active; active; active;
successful; successful; did not nest;
1 young 3 young 0 young
no data active; active; inactive
successful; did not nest;
2 young 0 young
no data active; inactive active;
successful; failed;
1 young 0 young
active; active; inactive inactive
unknown successful;
outcome 2 young
active; active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful; successful;
outcome 2 young 3 young 2 young
active; active; active active;
unknown successful; did not nest; successful;
outcome 3 young 0 young 2 young
active; active; active; active
unknown successful; successful; did not nest;
outcome 2 young 2 young 0 young
no data active; active; tnactive
successful; failed;
1 young 0 young
active; active; active; active;
unknown successful; failed; failed;
outcome 2 young 0 young 0 young
active; active; active; active;
failed; successful; did not nest; did not nest;
0 young 1 young 0 young 0 young
active; active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful; successful;
outcome 2 young 2 young 2 young
active; active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful; successful;
outcome 2 young 2 young 2 young

2002

inactive
1 young

inactive

inactive

inactive

inactive

active;
did not nest
0 young

inactive

active;
successful;
1 young

inactive

inacnve

active;
failed;
0 young

active;
did not nest;
0 young

active;
successful;
2 young

active;
successful;
2 young
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Table 2, Continued

Nest Site 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
NB-15 active; active; inactive inactive mactive
failed; failed;
0 young 0 young
NB-16 active; inactive inactive inactive inactive
unknown
outcome
NB-17 active inactive inactive inactive inactive
failed;
0 young
NB-18 active; inactive inactive inactive active;
failed; successful;
0 young 2 young
NB-19 no data no data active; active; active;
failed; successful; failed;
0 young 2 young 0 young
NB-20 no data no data active; active; inactive
successful; failed;
1 young 0 young
NB-21 no data no data active; active; active;
failed; failed; did not nest;
0 young 0 young 0 young
NB-22 no data no data active; active; active;
successful; failed; did not nest;
1 young 0 young 0 young
NB-23 no data no data active; active; active;
successful; successful; successful;
2 young 2 young 2 young
NB-24 no data no data active; active; active;
successful; successful; successful;
2 young 1 young 2 young
NB-25 no data no data no data active; active;
failed; did not nest;
0 young 0 young
NB-26 no data no data no data active; inactive
successful;
2 young
NB-27 no data no data no data active; active;
successful; successful;
2 young 2 young
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Table 2, Continued

Nest Site 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
NB-28 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful;
outcome 1 young 2 young
NB-29 no data no data active; inactive inactive
unknown
outcome
NB-30 no data no data no data active; inactive
failed;
0 young
NB-31 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown did not nest; successful;
outcome 0 young 1 young
NB-32 no data no data active; active inactive
unknown did not nest;
outcome 0 young
NB-33 no data no data no data active; active;
successful; successful;
1 young 1 young
NB-34 no dara no data active; active; active;
unknown did not nest; did not nest;
outcome 0 young 0 young
NB-35 no data no data active; inactive active;
unknown successful;
outcome 2 young
NB-36 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown failed; failed;
outcome 0 young 0 young
NB-37 no data no data active; active; inactive
unknown did not nest;
outcome 0 young
NB-38 no data no data no data active; active;
failed; failed;
0 young 0 young
NB-39 no data no data no data active; active;
failed; failed;
0 young 0 young
NB-40 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown failed; failed;
outcome 0 young 0 young
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Table 2, Continued

Nest Site 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002
NB-41 no data no data no data active; active;
successful; successful;
2 young 1 young
NB-42 no data no data no data active; inactive
failed;
0 young
NB-43 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown failed; successful;
outcome 0 young 2 young
NB-44 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown successful; failed
outcome 1 young 0 young
NB-45 no data no data no data active; active;
successful; did not nest;
2 young 0 young
NB-46 no data no data no data active; inactive
successful;
2 young
NB-47 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful;
outcome 2 young 2 young
NB-48 no data no data active; inactive inactive
unknown
outcome
NB-49 no data no data no data active; active;
successful; successful;
2 young 1 young
NB-50 no data no data active; inactive 1nactive
unknown
outcome
NB-51 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful;
outcome 2 young 1 young
NB-52 no data no data active; active; active;
unknown successful; successful;
outcome 2 young 2 young
NB-33 no data no data active; active; inactive
unknown failed;
outcome 0 young
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Table 2, Continued

NB-55

NB-56

NB-57

NB-58

NB-59

NB-60

NB-61

NB-62

NB-63

NB-64

NB-65

NB-66

Nest Site

NB-54 no data no data no data

1998

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no dara

no data

no data

no data

no data

1999

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

2000

no data

active;
unknown
outcome

active;
unknown
outcome

no data

active;
unknown
outcome

active;
unknown
outcome

no data

active;
unknown
outcome

no data

no data

no data

no data

2001

active;
successful;
1 young
active;
successful;
1 young

inactive

inactive

active;
failed;
0 young

inactive

inactive

active;
successful;
1 young
active;
successful;
2 young

no data

no data

no dama

no data

2002

inactive

active;
successful;
2 young

inactive

inactive

Inactive

inactive

inactive

active;
failed;
0 young

active;
failed;
0 young

active;
successful;
2 young

active;
successful;
2 young

active;
failed;
0 young

active;
successful;
1 young




Table 2, Continued

Nest Site 1998
NB-67 no data
NB-68 no data
NB-69 no data
NB-70 no data

1999

2000

2001 2002

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

no data

m

no data active;
successful;
1 young

active;
successful;
1 young

no data

active;
successful;
1 young

no data

no data active;
unknown
outcome

Active = at least one adult observed on the nesting territory
Inactive = neither adult observed on the nesting territory

Successful = young reared to fledging

Failed = nesting attempted with no young reared to fledging

Unknown Outcome = nesting attempted, but unknown if young reared to fledging
Did not nest = adults present on the nesting territory but not nesting
No Data = Survey not conducted or no activity detected during the year indicated




Table 3. Reproductive Data for Active Swainson's Hawk Territories in the Natomas Basin
Habitat Conservation Plan Area, from 1999 to 2002

Year Number Number Number Number Number Number Number Number
Active Successful Failed  Active  Young Young per Young per Young per
Territories Nests Nests butnot Rearedto Active Occupied Successful
Nesting Fledging Territory  Nest Nest
- — N
Excluding
Sacramento
Riverl
1999 15 14 1 0 25 1.67 1.67 1.79
2000 18 10 4 4 20 1.11 1.43 2.00
2001 19 10 6 3 18 0.95 1.13 1.80
Including
Sacramento
River
2001 46 24 15 7 40 0.87 1.03 1.67
2002 422 24 11 7 38 0.90 1.09 1.58
1) The Sacramento River territories are excluded here because
only two years (2001 and 2002) of reproductive data are available.
2) NB-70 is excluded because reproductive outcome at that active site
was undetermined. The actual number of active territories in 2002
was 43.




Development and Acquisition

To date, acquisition of conservation lands (Table 4) has kept pace with the
number of acres of development permitted under the HCP, using the 0.5:1
ratio required under the HCP. Figure 4 illustrates the approximate locations
of lands permitted for development under the HCP and lands acquired as con-
servation lands by the Natomas Basin Conservancy. As of September 1, 2002,
a total of 4,061.84 acres of land has been permitted for development under the
HCP, and (with the addition of two parcels for which the sale has not closed
as of this report [Table 4]) a total of 2,782 acres on 15 parcels will have been
acquired and will be managed as conservancy lands. Site-specific management
plans have been prepared and approved by the Natomas Basin Conservancy
for 11 of the 15 conservation land parcels (Wildlands, Inc. 2001, 2002).

Recommendations

1. Rely on survey results to strategize acquisition efforts with the goal of
sustaining the existing Swainson’s hawk population. Many of the pairs are
within or near areas that will be impacted by current or planned develop-
ment. Thus, a net loss of suitable nesting and foraging habitat, and breeding
pairs, is expected. To sustain the population in the basin and to offset this
loss, efforts should be made to create new nesting and foraging habitat in
protected areas.

2. Focus acquisition efforts within 1 mile of the Sacramento River. This is
the area that is currently most critical to sustaining the existing population
because it supports suitable nesting and foraging habirtat, and the majority
of breeding pairs that use the basin. Enhancement efforts (i.e., converting
unsuitable habitat to suitable habitat) within this area will help to offset the
loss described in number 1 above.

3. Focus acquisition and restoration efforts on upland habitats. While
seasonal wetlands can provide some foraging value to Swainson’s hawks,
permanent uplands provide the highest value foraging habitat. Permanent
uplands include non-rice agricultural fields, grasslands, and pastures.

4. Develop a Basin-wide strategy for acquisition and management of Swain-
son’s hawk habitat. Identify areas throughout the Basin that could contrib-
ute to sustaining and/or expanding the Swainson’s hawk population through
management, enhancement, or creation of suitable habitat.

5. Carefully select and give preference to conservation sites that provide
potential for additional acquisition of neighboring properties.

6. Preference should be given to utilizing simple management techniques
and existing farm resources for the Swainson’s hawk components of the
reserve lands. Efforts should be made to integrate surrounding farmlands
with reserve lands.




Table 4. Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan
Mitigation Land Acquisition as of August, 2002

Property Date Acquired Acres
—_—
Silva 1-7-99 159.200
Betts 4-5-99 138.992
Kismat 4-16-99 40.293
Bennett (North) 5-17-99 226.675
Bennett (South) 5-17-99 132.486
Lucich North* 5-18-99 247.31
Lucich South 5-18-99 351.889
Brennan 6-15-00 241.376
Frazer 7-31-00 92.600
Souza™ 7-02-01 44.68
Natomas Farms 7-09-01 96.46
Ayala 2-20-02 317.3674
Salls** 7-15-02 575.5559
Alleghany 50 Not Closed 50.2601
Cummings Not Closed 66.8307

s

Lucich reduced from records reflecting up to 20.68 acres conveyed to SAFCA (pending).

Agreement of Purchase and Sale provides that seller can partition 3.68 acres during a
24-month period following sale.

Partially donated in lieu of Acquisition Fund portion of fee, partially paid for by TNBC.
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WHEREAS, the County and the City have mutual policy and economic 1 ts 1n

the long term development and permanent preservation of open space within that area of the County
kmown a;s Natomas, which area is penerally depicted on Exhibit A of the Memorandum of Underétanding
(MOU); and _ '

WHEREAS, cooPeratic.m berween the County and the City is an opportunity (0

develop a vision for Natomas which reflects areas of collective interest. ‘This Shared Policy Vision is

contained iw Exhibit B to this memo; and ,
WHEREAS, the County and City desire to establish principles 1o form the
parameters of a future agreement Or agreements encompassing the manner in which the County and City
share revenue and land use decisions within the Natomas arca.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors
Authorizes the County Executive to execute on behalf of the County the Memorandum of
Understanding between the City and County of Sacramento regarding principles of 1and use and
revenue sharing for the Natomas area (Joint Vision) on file with the City Clerk.
On a motion by Supervisor Dickinson  Seconded by Supervisor
Collin _ the foregoing resolution was passed and adopted by the Board of Supervisors

of the County of Sacramento, State of California, at a regular meeting thereof this 10tk . day of
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NOES: Supervisors: None

ABSENT:  Supervisors: None

: Supcf\i{sms: None

L0 oudene wih Secton 25109 O te Govenest Colb - W'
ik dlh:ﬂaucfmﬁmiaatmufmﬂmdmm

Hﬁdﬂaﬂbﬂlﬂﬂl‘\ldﬁ!mawgﬂ Chair, Board of Supervim

FILED

DEC 1 0 2002

e P DY, na




§4/84,2003  13:57 NORTH NATOMAS > 96143437 ND. 225 -
MAR-28-2003 FRI 02:39 PH FAX NO. P. 03/[;12);

Attachment A
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING BETWEEN
THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO AND
THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO
REGARDING PRINCIPLES OF LAND USE AND REVENUE SHARING
FOR NATOMAS AREA

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is entered into this 10th day of December 2002, by
and between the County of Sacramento, a political subdivision of the State of California
(hereinaler referred to as “County”) and the City of Sacramento, a chartered, California municipal
corporation (hereinafter referred to as “City’™);

WHEREAS, the intent of the MOV and Joint City and County Natomas Vision is to reach a
formal conceptual agreement for broad collaboration between the City and County regarding
principles for growth, revenue sharing, and permancat open space preservation in the
unincorporated portion of the Natomas Basin within Sacramento County.

WIEREAS, the County and the City have _mutual policy and economic interests in
accommodating long term devcloprent while securing permanent preservation of open space
within that area of the County known as Natomas, which area is generally depicted on Exhibit A to

this MOU; and

WHEREAS, cooperation between the County and the City is an opportunity to develop a vision
for Natomas which reflects areas of collective interest. Protecting and maximizing existing, and
future, airport operations, open space preservation, and fair distribution of revenue are shared core
values. There is a common stake in pro-actively influencing the cimerging urban form, by guiding
inevitable growth to provide for residential and employment opporfunities close to the region’s
urban core. This promotes improved air quality throngh trip reductions, and distance traveled, and
maximizes the retumn op existing and future public infrastructure investment in Natomas, this
Sharcd Policy Vision is contained in Exhibit B to this memo; and -

iN

WHEREAS, together, the City and County can forge a Jeadership role on a regional scale for
growth management. Such a cooperative effort can address land use, economic development, and
environmental opportunities and challenges in Natomas. The result can be quality development
balanced with permanent open space preservation systems; and

4
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WHEREAS, Citics and counties are dependent upon tax revenues generated by coptinued
commercial and industrial growth. The tax system creates intense competition between
jurisdictions and can lead to economic devclopment al the cxpense of good [and use planning.
Such competition between the City and County can be reduced or climinated by establishing a
revenue sharing agreement. In this way, each jun sdiction can benefit from economic development
through cooperation rather than competition; and

WHEREAS, the County and City desire to establish principles to form the parameters of a future
agrecment or agreements encompassing the manner in which the County and City share revenue
and land use decisions within the Natomas area; and

cITY s a1
AGRFFuENTIn 2002224
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WHEREAS, the County and the City desire to pursue jointly proposed cormmon principies to
define the parameters of a future agreement or agrecments encompassing the manner in which the
County and City share revenue and land use decisions within the Natornas area; and

WHEREAS, should the County and the City wish to adopt and inmplement the proposed common
principles set forth in the MOU, cach will be required to undertake 2 series of discretionary
legislative actions, including but not limited to amendments of their respective general plans and
agreements concerning revenue sharing, all of which will require the exercise of legislative
discretion, and all of which will require compliance with CEQA, notice and public hearings, and
satisfaction of all other applicable requirements of federal, state and local law. :

WHEREAS, the County and the City, recognize that, pursuant to the Califomnia Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and other staic and fedcral statutes, additional environmental analysis will be
required for any development beyond that contemplated by the current land use plans of the
jurisdictions, including the current North Natomas Community Plan (NNCF) of the City of
Sacramento; and

WHEREAS, the County and City recognize that, should the govemmental cntities interested in, or
“nvolved with, any further development of the North Natornas Basin wish to pursue such
development, they will necessarily have to propose and consider a new, separate or enhanced
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) to address devejopment impacts to protected species under
federal and state endangered speoies laws; and

WHEREAS, the County and City recognize that, the proposed HCP currently under consideration
by the City, Sutter county and the relevant federal (U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service) and state
(Department of Fish and Game) agencies deals solely with the mitigation requirements for
devclopment under the current land use plans for thosc jurisdictions, including the current NNCP
of the City, and that any further Natomas Rasin development plans for these jurisdictions and the
County, including future development pursuant to the proposed principles set forth in this MOU,
will require additional or alternative mitigation, and additional environmental analysis.

WHEREAS, the County and the City acknowledge that approval of this MOU changes no existing
land uses approved by either the County or the City nor commits the County or the City to specific
Jand uses or to agreement on any specific armexations to the City. Approvals necessary for such
commitments have not been considered by either the County, the City or any other appropriate

authority.
NOW, THEREFORE, the County and City agrec as follows:

Purpose of MOU: The purpose of this MOU is to define a mutually acceptable set of proposed
principles that the City and the County are prepared to consider when considering the future land
use planning and revenue sharing in the Natomas area. This MOU reflects the parties’ definition
of a praposed sct of principles to govern future development in the Nalomas areas that they are
interested in studying and analyzing for possible future adoption and implementation upon

completion of all necessary studics and work, including but not limited to the completion of all
necessary cnvironmental analyses under CEQA and other federal and state statutes.

1. Land use and revenue sharing within the Natomas areas should be guided as follows!
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A. Open Space.

¢1) Open space planning wiil rely on, and coordinate with, existing open space programs, and will
address linkage issues. Some specific areas will be designated for preservation as permanent
open space to provide assurance that community separators are implemented, Other areas may
not require active preservation.

(2) Open space mitigation may be in conjunction with or distinct from any applicable criteria of
ihe Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) and may, depending upon circumstances,
exceed that of the HCP. Any new development beyond that analyzed in the Natomas Basin
HCP shall be required, subject to state and federal Jaws and regulations, adequate habitat and
buffer areas sufficient to protect impacted endangered specics. A joint funding mechanism

will provide funding for Jand and easement acquisitions.

(3) Land to be prescrved as farmland must not be restricted by nearby development and needs to
have a secure supply of affordable water. Buffer areas will be derived from developing lands.

(4) An zirport protection plan will protect the airport by preserving open space around it and
keeping noiss-scnsitive development and waterfow] attractors in relatively distant areas. An
emphasis on open space will also lend permanence (o any buffers that are established. Such a
plan may be achieved {trough a multi-jurisdictional agreement as 10 land uses designed to

maximize airport protection.
B. Future Growth.

(1) Consideration of new growth shonld be done in partnership with the preservation of open
gpace. The wrban form should snclude a well integrated mixture of residential, employment,
commercial, and civic uses, interdependent on quality transit service with conneclions linking
activity centers with streets, {ransit routes, and linear parkways with ped/bike trails.

(2) The City, rather than the County, js the appropriate agent for planning new growth in Natomas
and can better provide a full range of municipal services. The County is the appropriate agent
for preserving open space, agricultural and rural land uses.

(3) The County will preserve its jnterest in the planning and development of Sacramento
International Airport and Metro AirPark.

(4) New growth will be supportive of the City’s Infill Strategy. It will contribute to the
sustainability of established neighborhoods/ commercial corridors/business districts.

(5) Development in Natomas will tuild on the vision of the cwrrently planned growth in North
Natomas, including the application of the City Council adopted (Resolution No, 2001-805)
Smart Growth Principles.

(6) Future Growth arcas shall foster development pattemns which achieve a whole and
complete, mixed-use commaunity.

(7) The City, as the agent of developmenl, will apply the adopted Smart Growth Principles to
any new development in Natomas. Smart Growth Principles emphasize pedestrian and
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transit orientation by addressing density, efficient design, and urban open space to provide
sustainable, livable communities with fewer impacts than standard development.

The City and County will develop a joint planning process for major uses in Natomas that
are likely to have important economic impacls to existing commercial facilities in the city
or county. Among the goals of that process will be to aveid competition for tax revenues,

in favor of balanced regional planning.

C. Economic Development.

(1

The area subject to revenue sharing batween the County and the City shall include all that
area depicted on Bxhibit A exoept for those areas designated as Metro Air Park and the
grounds of Sacramento International Airport, excepting those Airport properties curreutly
used as buffer lands for Airport operations. Ifretail or commercial development other than
Airport-related operations is permitted on such buffer Jands, revenues derived from such
development shall be subject to this MOU. For purposes of this scetion, airport-rel ated
operations are defined as ajrport support services such as terminal expansion, aviation fuel
sales, aircraft maintenance and support; and hotel molcl uses, to the extent such uses are

existing or are relocated from existing premises.

(2) The one percent, general ad valorem tax levy on all property within defined area, which is

annexed to the City, shall be distributed, from the offective date of annexation, equally

between the County and the City prior to accounting for the fmpact of distribution of such
taxes to the Edncation Revenue Augmentation Fund.

(3) 1t is generally intended that al} other revenues from the area be shared as follows subject to

an agreed upon projection of need for County or City services:

(a) Upon the effective date of the anmexation of undeveloped property for single-
purpose/regional tax generating 1and use the County and City will share the 1%
Bradley-Bums sales tax and City General Fund share of transient occupancy tax

equally,

(b) Upon issuance of certificates of accupancy, or their equivalent, property within the
unincorporated area, except 8s excluded in Section C (1), which is approved for
single-purpose/regional tax generating land use by County, the County and City
will share the 1% Bradley-Burns sales tax and County General Fund share of
transient occupancy tax equally.

(¢) Upon the effective date of the annexation of undeveloped property for a Multi-
Purpose/Master Planned Community Are2 but prior to commencement of
development beginning, revenues (including (he general ad valorem property tax
but excluding special taxes, fees or assessments) shall be shared by comparing the
projected City municipal revenucs 10 projected City municipal expenses including
capital/development costs funded by the City.

In the event of a projected City surplus (revenues exceed expenses), 30% of such
surplus shall be allocated to the County by adjusting the County’s property tax
share for the arca,

NO.225 DpEgs

P. 06/17
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(d) Upon the effective date of Annexation of any area developed for urban purposes as
of the date of this MOU, the County municipa] revenuss transferred with the arca
shall be calculated against ihe costs of municipal services being transferred. The

' County’s property tax share will be increased in the case of a surplus (i.e. County
revenues transferred exceed County €Xpenses transferred), and the City’s share will
be increased in case of a deficit (i.e. County revenues transferred are less than
County expenses transferred). The County will consider a one-time contribution to
the City upon annexation of any such arca calculated on the basis of avoided, near-
term capital maintenanee costs together with a one-time contribution for the costs of
necessary, significant infrastructurc repairs which are identified prior {0 completion

of annexation.

(€) In the event either the County or the City approve development in a fashion which
would require payment pursuant to Government Code Section 53084, the County or
the City, as the case may be, should be entitled to the greater of the revenue
calculated pursuant to either that section or the ultimate provisions of a revenue

sharing agreement,

(f) Should legistation be enacted which alters the manner in which local agencies are
allocated revenue derived from property or sales taxcs, any agreement shall be
subject to good faith renegotiations.

1l. The principles set forth are intended to guide further discussions and the ultimate
negotiation of an agreement between the County and the City. Itis recognized that certain of the terms
used are subjcet to further definition and refined during the process of negotiation, It is the intent of
the County and the City to work cooperatively to establish a review process, by agreement, 10 evaluate
the likely impacis of large-scale commercial uses in Natomas on competing uses in the County and
City. The goals of such a process will be to avoid competition for tax revenues, in favor of balanced
regional planning and to assure that proposed land uses conform to the principles articulated in this
MOU. It is further the intent of the County and the City that the revenue sharing principles set forth
in this MOU shall govem the adoption of a Master Tax Sharing and Land Use Agreement for

annexations.

Nevertheless, this Memorandum of Understanding is a good faith expression of the intent of
the County and (he City 1o cooperatively approach development and revenue within the Natomas area

" of our regional community.
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EXHIBIT B
Joint City-County Shared Pelicy Vision in Natomas

1. Statement of Intent

1,

The intent of this joint City and County Planming exercise is that both the City Council and
Board of Supervisors will reach a formal agreement regarding growth, economic development
and permancat open space preservation in the umincorporated portion of the Natomas Basin
within Sacramento County. The agreement will be adopted by Sacramento County and the

City of Sacramento.

Introduction

A. Background

A preliminary set of planning principles for Natomas was presented to the Board of
Supervisors at a public workshop in May 2001. Before that, in June 2000, the City Council
held a public hearing to consider goals and policies to modify the City Sphere of Influence for
several study areas, including Natomas. ’

Subsequent discussions among City and County mana gement and staff have fostered a spint of
mutual gain. There is opportunity to develop a vision for Natomas, which reflects arcas of
collective interest. Protscting and maximizing existing, and future, airport operations, open
space preservation, and fair distribution of revenue are shared core values, There is a common
stake in pro-actively influencing the emerging urban form, by guiding inevitable growth to
provide for residential and employment opportunities in close to the regions urban core. This
promotes air quality measures through trip reductions, and distance traveled, and maximizes
the return on existing and future public infrastructure investment.

Together, the City and County will forge a leadership role on a regional scale for growth
management, The coopérative effort addresses land use, economic development, and
environmental opportunities and challenges in Natornas. The result will be quality
development balanced with permanent open space preservation systems.

B. Vision - Coopesative Land Use Planning

The best way to insure sustainable commnity building in Natomas is for the City and County
10 plan jointly. Such an effort will provide opportunity to focus more on sound Jong-term
planning principles, and less on quick retum revenue generation. Such a planning policy
foundation may be without precedent, however, the highly regarded American River Patkway
Plan (ARP) stands as an excellent result of City-County cooperation. That plan also provides
an example of an administrative structure that involves third-party ratification of any
amendments 1o the plan.

II. Basic Issues

There are three main areas where the City and County will come to agreement, each compriscd

of several sub-issues.
8
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1. Open Space

The planning principles offer agreement regarding the size, location, and nature of open space
preservation arcas in the Natomas area. The location of open space areas Will be based in part
on the natural value of the land (e.g. habitat value, community separators), but alse on
constraints to development (e.g. airport protection or flood-prone areas), This agreement will
ultimately designate the location of open space and provide principles for its permanent
preservation. 1dcally, the County will be the agent for maintaining rural and agricultural land
uses, and permanent open space preservation.

Open Space systems provide multiple values/ benefits for human nceds (health, public safety,
cultural, recreational, economic prosperity, and civie identity), for wildlife, for productive
agriculture, and for a healthy, sustainable built environment. Open Space also contributes to
the provision of clean air and water for the region. Open Space systems must be of adequate
sizc to support their intended purpose, €.g., agriculiural areas must be large enough to maintain
{he agriculturat economy; regional recreation facilities must be diverse enough to
accommodate multiple passive and active uses; habitat areas must be large enough 1o support
the requirements of native species; vistas/viewsheds should be sufficient to provide a sense of
place. Open Space systems should be linked by trails, act as community separators, and
accommodate habitat conservation plan requirements.

2. Economic Dgvelopment

Cities and counties are dependent upon tax revenucs generated by continued commercial and
industrial growth, The tax system creates intense competition between jurisdictions and can
lead to economic development at the cxpense of good land use planning. This joint agreement
will lessen competition between the City and County by establishing a revenue sharing
agreement. In this way, each jurisdiction stands to benefit from economic development,
without becoming subject to the forces of competition.

New development will be consistent with the City’s Smart Growth Principles, by supporting
reinvestment in existing communities, particularly designated infill areas, as an altcrnative to
greenficld development. New growth will not detract from the sustainability of established
neighborhoods, commercial corridors, and business districts in the city and county.

Sacramento International Airport is recognized as a regional asset for cconomic development.
The vision will incorporate effective measures for protection of airport operations and
expansion, such as where residential development will not be considered.

The Natomas Mutual Water District and Rio Linda/Elverta Parks and Recreation District
currently provide services 1o the Natomas arca and are, thereforc, stakeholders in the economic
development of the area. The City and County will cooperate with the districts to address their
unique circumstances prior to the LAFCo process. The LAFCo process required for
consideration of amendments to spheres of influcnce and snncxation proposals will determine

the appropriate roles for these districts.
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3. Future Growth

The vision will provide the acreage and location for future growth, and identify principles to

, define the nature of growth appropriate for Natomas. Constraints and opportunities inherent in
the land (c.g. habitat values) or ils Jocation (¢.g. proximity to existing urbanization) will help
definc wherc growth is desired. The City will be the agent for growth, by planming areas to be

developed.

Conclusion. Now is the time to scize the opportunity to craft the common vision for Natomas.
This is best addressed through a cooperative planning effort between Sacramento City and
County. This will curb land specujation, competition between jurisdictions and establish

planning principles to guide growth in concert with permanent open space preservation.

1. PlanningIssues and Principles

The City and County discussions regurding Natomas identified seven primary issues areas
related to possible development in Natomas, Those issues areas are listed below along with
principles that address the general concerns of the City or County. Thesc principles will
constitute the basis of an agreement between the City and County for making decisions
regarding Jand uses.

1. Open Space
A. Open Space Preservation
B. Farmland Preservation
C. Airport Protectjion

2, Economic Development
A. Fiscal Collaboration

3. Future Growth
A. Jurisdictional Roles
B. Infill Linkages

1. Open Space
A. Open Space Preservation

1, Permanent Protection of Open Space. Achieve a permanent open spacc by acquiring land
or easements. A variety of funding sources will be used to make Jand and easement
acquisitions. Open Space encompasses Jands that essentially are unimproved and that have
limited development potential due to the physical characteristics of the land, due to value as a
drainage or habitat corridor, due to land being restricted to agriculural production, due to
Jocation of the Jand 2s a community separator/ buffer between developed arcas, or due to the
scenic value of the Jand and its role in maintaining a community’s sense of place or heritage.

2. Community Separators. Provide community separators at the Sutter/ Sacramento County
line, by using open space that defines urban shape by providing gateways, landscaped freeway
comdors, defined edges and view sheds. The community separator is land designated as
permanent open space, by both the City and County General Plans, in order to avoid an

uninterrupted pattern of urbanization, and to retain the character f distinct communities.
10
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3. Open Space Linkages. Coordjnate and connect permanent open space in Natomnas with the
Jarger open space systems 1o provide linkages for trail extensions and biological connectivity.

4, Mitigation Ratio. Require development to provide permanent open space, preserved in the
Natornas area, at a mitigation ratio of at Jeast one-to-one.

Implementation, The agreement will establish a policy framework for open space planming in
Natomas which will rely on, and coordinate with, existing open space programs, and will
address linkage issues. Some specific areas will be designated for preservation as permancnt
open space to provide assurance that community separalors are implemented. Other areas,
such as west of Sacramento International Airport, may not require active prescrvation because
of specific constraints related to inadequate infrastructure or public ownership.

This mitigation may be in conjunction with or distinet from any applicable eriteria of the
Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (HCF). A minimum one-to-one mitigation ratio
within the Sacramento unincorporated arca of Natornas will exceed that of the HCP by one-
half acre of mitigation per acre of development, A joint funding mechanism will provide

funding for land and casement acquisitions.

B. Farmland Preservation

1. Require Mitigation for Losses. Plan tand use in Natomas in 2 manner that minimizes
and mitigates loss of overall agricultural productivity.

Tmplementation. 1dentify areas of Natomas that are to be developed or remain in general
agriculture. Land to be preserved as farmland must not be restricted by nearby development
and neceds to have a secure supply of affordable water. Buffer arcas will be derived from
developing lands. The City and County shall work jointly with agricultural interests to develop
a comprehensive program 1o assist in fapmland viability.

C. Airport Protection

1. Protect Futurc Airport Operations. Plan land use in Natomas in a manner that will
protect Sacramento [nternational Airport from complaints originating from encroaching
uses that might eventually limit its operations or future expansion.

2. Coordinate long range land use planning. The various affected jurisdictions will
coordinate planning cfforts to ensure the continued viable operations and expansion of
Sacramento International Airport

3. Maintain Airport Safety Related to Habitat. Avoid compromising airplane safety when
estabtlishing open space by keeping waterfow] habitat at safe distances from the airport.

Implementation. A multi-jurisdictional airport protcction plan will protect the airport by
preserving open space around it and keeping noise-sensitive development and waterfowl
altractors in relatively distant areas. An emphasis on open space will also lend permanence {0
any buffer that are established,

11
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2. Economic Development

A. Fiscal Collaboration
1. Revenue Agreement. Adopt a Revenue Exchange Agreement.

Implementation, The City and County will negotiate an agreement that defines, and provides
for, revenue exchange for dev elopment that occurs within the agreement area.

3. Future Growth

A. Yurisdictional Roles

1. City and County Roles. The City is the appropriate agent for planning new growth in
Natomas. The County is the appropriate agent for preserving open space, agricultural and rural

land uses.

2 Maintain County Interests. The County will preserve its interest in the planning and
development of Sacramenio International Airport and Metro AirPark. '

Tmplementation. Define the Toles of each jurisdiction in the agreement.

B, Infill Linkage

1. Support City Infill Strategy. New growth will be supportive of the City’s Infill Strategy. It
will contribute to the sustainability of established neighborhoods/ commercial corridors/

business districts.

Implementation, Create a linkage program between new growth and the City’s Infill
Strategy, extension of the Downtown/Natomas/Airport transit line and implementation of the
North Natomas Community Plan goals and objeciives as a part of the General Plan

amendment process.

4. Urban Growth Principles

|. Smart Growth, Development in Natomas will build on the vision of the currently planned
growth in North Natomas, including the application of Swmart Growth Principles.

2. Regionally Significant Land Uses. The City and County will develop a joint planning
process for major uses in Natomas that are likely to have important economic impacts to
existing commercial facilities in the ¢ity or county.

3. Balanced Communities. Undeveloped areas shall foster development patterns which achieve
a whole and complete, mixed-nse community.

12



R4/04,2003  13:57 NORTH NATOMAS > 96143437 ND
225 DB
MAR-28-2003 FRI 02:41 PH FAX NO. P. 15/1714

Implementation. The City, as the agent of development, will apply Smart Growth Principles to
any new development in Natomas. Smari Growth Principles emphasize pedestrian and transit
orientation by addressing density, officient design, and urban open space to provide sustainable,
livable communities with fewer impacts than standard development.

Establish a review commities, by agreement, to evaluate the likely impacts of large scale
commercial uses in Natomas on competing uses in the county and city. The committee’s goal will
be to avoid competition fot tax revenues, in favor of balanced regional planning.

IV. ldentify Areas for Growth and Perman ent Open Space Preservation

Consideration of new growth should be done in partacrehip with the preservation of open space.

The urban form should include a well intcgrated mixture of residential, employment, commercial,
and civic uses, interdependent on quality transit servicc with connections linking activity centers
with streets, transit routes, and linear parkways with ped/bike trails. \

V. Plan Administration and Agreement

The agresment will be adopted by Sacramerrto County and the City of Sacramento. 1t may also be
desirable to have the agrecment adapted by an outside party, e.g. the Statc Legislature (similar to
ihc American River Parkway Plan) to provide additional strength (o the agreement, and to Tequire
inter-jurisdictional coordination on agreement implementation.

The means to implement this common vision is yet to be defined. There are various mstruments
available for the legislative bodies of the City and County, such as a Joint Resolution, or a
Memorandum of Understanding.

The agreement will consist of:

o A map clearly delinealing the areas for growth and for permanent open space and
agricultural preservation.

o The Planning Principles.

o The implementation program inclading adoption of permanent open space and agricultural
preservation strategics.

The implementation includes:

o A third party agrecment

o Amcndments to both General Plans 1o incorporate the commen vision

o Adoption of a Revepue Sharing Agrecment

o Define Goals, Roles and Responsibilities for the respective jurisdictions, and a mechanism
for future, regional scale participation.

12
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o Benchmarks for performance

o A funding program for permanent open space and agricultural preservation.

onsistent with the Capitol Regional Compact, endorsed by
ed by Valley Vision, it promotes regional coordination,
t defines four goals for future collaboration:

This cooperative' planning effort is ¢
both jurisdictions recently, Develop
cooperation and collaboration. The compac

o Create Regional Growth and Development Patterns

o Coordinate Land Use, Infrastructure, Public Services and Transportation

o Reinforce our Community Identities and Sense of Place

o Protect and Enhance Open Space and Recreational Opportunities.
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RESOLUTION NoO, 2002-830

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

3 F- Y

ON THE DATE oF _ UEC 1 6 2002

=
———
cus. CIT. «om

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO
EXECUTE A MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
REGARDING PRINCIPLES OF LAND USE AND REVENUE
SHARING FOR THE NATOMAS AREA (JOINT VISION). {M02-

. 014)

..
.- Ol

CERTIFIED AS TRUE COpY

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOUNGIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO THAT:

WHEREAS, the County and the City have mutual policy and economic interests in the
long term development and permanent preservation of open space within that area of the
County known as Natomas, which area is generally depicted on Exhibit A of the
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU); and :

WHEREAS, cooperation between the County and the City is an opportunity to develop a
vision for Natomas which reflects areas of collective interest. This Shared Policy Vision

is contained in Exhibit B to this memo: and :

WHEREAS, the County and City desire to establish principles to form the parameters of
a future agreement or agreements encompassing the manner in which the County and
City share revenue and land use decislons within the Natomas area. '

NOW THEREFORE, be it resplved by the City Council of the City of Sacramento, as
follows: : ' :
The City Manager is authorized to execute on behalf of the City the Memorandum of

Understanding between the City and County of Sacramento regarding principles of land
use and revenue sharing for the Natomas area (Joint Vision) on file with the City Clerk.

HEATHER FARGO
. MAYOR
ATTEST:
~_VALER
CITY CLERK
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

- 2002-830
N Ao T T 6 207
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City of Sacramento Resolution 2001-518
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RESOLUTION NO. 2001-518

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

ON DATE OF JUL 2.4 0

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING RESTRICTIONS ON APPROVAL OF
FIRST-STAGE LEGISLATIVE ENTITLEMENTS
FOR CERTAIN PROPERTY LOCATED OUTSIDE OF
THE BOUNDARY OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO

WHEREAS:

A.  TheCity, intervening developers, and certain environmentalorganizationshave
heretofore entered into an agreement entitled “Agreement to Settle Litigation”
(“Agreement”) with respect to litigation filed in the United States District Court
(National Wildlife Federation v. Bruce Babbitt, Secretary of Interior) regarding
the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan.

B.  Section4.c. of the Agreement (as shown in Exhibit 2 attached hereto) provides
that the City shall within 60 days following the effective date of the Agreement,
initiate proceedings to establish restrictions on issuance of land use
entitlements for certain properties located outside the City’s boundary, until the
City’s Sphere of Influence study is completed.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SACRAMENTO that:

1. Pending completion of the City’s currently ongoing Sphere of Influence Study,
no first-stage legislative entitlements shall be approved for:

A Lands located within the proposed Camino Norte, West
Lakeside and Greenbriar Farms areas, as described on Exhibit
A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference;

B. Any lands otherwise located outside of the existing boundaries
of the North Natomas Community Plan Area or the South
Natomas Community Plan Area, except for the area included
within the proposed “panhandle” annexation area (P97-125)

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO. 2001-518

Jio2 4

DATE ADOPTED:




ATTEST:

which area shall be free of the restrictions adopted by this
resolution.

The term “first stage legislative entitlements” shall mean development
agreements, general plan or community plan amendments, rezoning,
prezoning, or the establishment of a Planned Unit Development.

The Camino Norte, Greenbriar Farms and West Lakeside areas are not
included within the acreage anticipated to receive incidental take coverage
under the Revised Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan and the new
Incidental Take Permit to be issued in conjunction therewith. If said areas are
eventually issued first stage legislative entitiements by the City, any necessary
incidental take coverage for such areas would have to be separately secured
from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish
and Game.

HEATHER FARGO
MAYOR

VALERIE BURROWES

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO. 2001‘518

DATE ADOPTED:




Exhibit 1
CAMINO NORTE, WEST LAKESIDE,
AND GREENBRIAR FARMS AREAS

]
I
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FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO. .2001'_518

DATE ADOPTED: i1 ! 4




EXHIBIT 2
Excerpt from Agreement to Settle Litigation - May 10, 2001
Section 4.c

Restrictions on First-Stage Legislative Entitlements. City shall, within sixty (60) days following the
Effective Date, initiate processing of a resolution providing for restrictions on its approval of “First-