RESOLUTION NO. 2010-572 |
Adopted by the Sacramento City CounC|I

September 28, 201 0

ADOPTING THE FlNDINGS OF FACT, STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING

CONSIDERATIONS AND THE MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM FOR THE CURTIS

. - PARK VILLAGE PROJECT (P04 109) SN |

e e s reie e - e S—

sackoromn B

A.  On February 25, 2010, the City Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on,
and forwarded to the City Council a reécommendation to approve with condrtlons the
Curtis Park Village Project _

B.  On April 1, 2010 the City. Councrl conducted a publlc hearlng, for WhICh notice was
given pursuant Sacramento City Code Section 17.200.010 (C)(2)(a, b, and c)
(publication, posting, and mail (500 feet)) and received and considered evidence
“concerning the Curtis Park Village Project. The City Council certified the
environmental impact report (EIR) for the project, entitled Curtis Park Village Project
(State Clearinghouse Number 2004-082020). The EIR addressed the potential

~ environmental impacts associated with construction and operation of the Curtis Park
" Village project and proposed update to the previously-approved Remedial Action Plan
(RAP) (1995) for the remediation of the contamination on the project site.

C.  Pursuantto California Environmental Quality-Act Guidelines Section 15096, the -

- ~Department-of Toxic-Substances Control"(DTSC) could-use the environmental impact ™ ~ -

report for the Curtls Park Village prOJect in lts capaC|ty as ResponS|bIe Agency to

D. Subsequent to the certification of the EIR, DTSC began the process associated with
an Explanation of Significant Differencés (ESD) concerning the 1995 RAP. DTSC
conducted a public meeting on September 15 2010 to discuss the proposed changes
to the 1995 RAP. : N . v

The ESD would supplement the 1995 RAP administrative record with the proposed
‘changes to the 1995 RAP to assure that any negative impacts to the environment are
minimized. The DTSC would file a Notice of Determlnat|on (NOD) in comphance with
CEQA for the ESD when approved.

If the ESD is approved by the DTSC, the update to the RAP, as analyzed in the Curtis
Park Village environmental impact, report would not be necessary. .

E. These Findings of Fact and the Mitigation Monitoring Plan do not address any rmpacts
or mrtlgatron associated with the update to the 1995 RAP. '
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F.  On September 28, 2010 the City Council conducted a public hearing, for which notice .

was given pursuant Sacramento City Code Section 17.200.010 (C)(2)(a, b, and c)
(publication, posting, and mail (500 feet)) and received and considered evidence
concerning the Curtis Park Village Project.

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

Section 1. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091 and 15093, and in support of its
approval of the Project, the City Council adopts the attached Findings of Fact
-~ - -and Statement of Overriding-Considerations in"support-of approval of the
' --Project-as set-forth in the-attached EXhlblt A-of this Resolution:- == rmmsmrm e

- Section2.  Pursuant to CEQA sectlon 21081.6 and CEQA Gurdelines section 15091, and

in support of its approval of the Project, the City Council adopts the Mitigation
Monitoring Program to require all reasonably feasible mitigation measures be
implemented by means of Project conditions, agreements, or other measures,
as set forth in the Mitigation Monrtorrng Program as set forth in Exhibit B of this
Resolution.

Section 3.  The City Council directs that, upon approval of the Project, the City’s
Community Development Department shall file a notice of determination with
the County Clerk of Sacramento County and, if the Project requires a
discretionary approval from any state agency, with the State Office of Planning
and Research, pursuant to the provisions of CEQA section 21152.-

Section 4. Pursuant to Guidelines Section 15091(e), the documents and other materials
that constitute the record of proceedings upon which the City Council has based
its decision are located in and may be obtained from, the Office of the City Clerk

w915 "Street, Sacramento, Californial THe City CIerk is the custodlan of

records for aII matters before the Crty Councrl

- - s o e e ——— = B T SRR A 4

“"Table of Contents
Exhibit A - CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overrrdrng Consrderatrons for the Curtls ‘

Park Village Project.

- Exhibit B.— Mitigation Monitoring Plan
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Adopted by the City of Sacramento City Council on September 28, 2010 by the following
vote:

Ayes: Councilmembers Cohn, Fong, Hammond, McCarty, Pannell, Sheedy,
Tretheway, Waters and Mayor Johnson.
Noes:( .’ | None.
 Abstain: None. .
«rr—Absénte‘r—:—r:=-Nonef e e
Attest::

: Shirley Concelino, City Clerk

e
B ——— g T — s T e
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Exh|b|t A -CEQA Fmdmgs of Fact and Statement of Overriding
Considerations for the Curtis Park Village PrOJect

Description of the Project

The proposed project would covert the existing 72-acre project site into a mixed-use, urban
infill development. Curtis Park Village, -as proposed; would be one of Sacramento City’s
largest infill projects. The intent of the project is to create a neighborhood consisting of smgle—
-family home sites, multi-family and senior multi-family residential complexes, a nelghborhood
-+ park-area;-and-neighborhood=serving retail and commercial development areas. The™ -

- -proposed project includes-approximately 260,000 square-feet-of commercial retail,; 189~ =~ == =~

single-family home sites, an 90-unit senior multi-family housing complex, a 117- unit multi-
family residential housing complex, a 131 unlt multl family residential housmg complex and
an 8.7-acre (6.8 net acres) park. :

The proposed project site is currently contaminated with hazardous wastes from the railyard
era and remediation of the site is continuing to occur, pursuant to a Remedial Action Plan
(RAP) approved by the DTSC in 1995. Senate Bill 120 (1998), adopted for the Curtis Park
Village project site, states that DTSC cannot make a determination that the remediation of the
site is complete until the City has completed its land use planning process and the
remediation necessary to allow the approved land use plan is complete. The DTSC

~ determination that the remediation is complete includes such actions as issuing a
certification, a no further action letter, or a closure letter.

Findings Required Under CEQA

1. Procedural Findings

~The City Counigil of the City of Sacrammento finds as follows: -

~__Based on the initial study’ conducted for Curtis. Par_k_V_lIIage Project,. SCH #.2004082020... S
(herein after the Project), the City of Sacramento’s Community Development Department ' ’
determined, on substantial evidence, that the Project may have a significant-effect on the
environment and prepared an environmental impact report (“EIR”) on the Project. The EIR

was prepared, noticed, published, circulated, reviewed, and completed in full compliance with :

the California Environmental Quality Act. (Public Resources Code §21000 et seq. (‘CEQA”), = - . -
the CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations §15000 et seq.), and the C|ty of

Sacramento environmental guidelines, as follows:

a. A Notice of Preparation of the Draft EIR was filed with the Office of Planning and
Research and each responsible and trustee agency August 4, 2004 and was circulated for
public comments from August 4, 2004 through September 3, 2004. A revised Notice of
Preparation was filed on May 12, 2008 for a 30-day comment period, due to changes to the
project description; a second revnsed NOP was released on November 12, 2008 for a 30-day
comment period due to additional project description changes.

'b. A Notice of Completion (NOC) and copies of the Draft EIR were distributed to |
the Office of Planning and Research on April 1, 2009, to those public agencies that have
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~ jurisdiction by law with respect to the Project, or which exercise authority over resources that
may be affected by the Project, and to other interested parties and agencies as required by
law. The comments of such persons and agencies were sought.

c.”  An official 45- day public comment period for the Draft EIR was established by
the Office of Planning and Research. The public comment perrod began on April 1,2009 and
~ ended on May 15, 2009 "

d. - A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR was mailed to all rnterested
groups, organizations, and individuals who had previously requested notice in writing on April
wepes - 1:2009: The NOA-stated-that the City-of Sacramento had ‘completed the Draft EIR and that. ="~
e e COPIES Were available at the-City-of Sacramento, Development:Services Department; New ™ =~~~
City Hall, 915°] Street, Third Floor, Sacramento, California 95814. The letter also indicated
that the offrcral 45-day publrc review period for the* Draft EIR would end on May 15, 2009

e. A publlc notlce was placed in the Daily Recorder on April 1, 2009 which stated
- that the Draft EIR was avarlable for public review and comment.

. f. A public notice was posted in the office of the» Sacramento County Clerk on April
1, 2009.
g. | Followrng closure of the public comment period, all comments received on the

Draft EIR during the comment period, the City’s written responses to the significant
‘environmental points raised in those comments, and additional information added by the Crty .
were added to the Draft EIR to produce the Final EIR.

h. On April 1, 2010, the City Council certified the environmental impact report for
the Project, entitled, Curtis Park Village Project (State Clearinghouse Number 2004-082020).
: The Findings of Fact Statement of Considerations , and Mitigation Monrtorrng Plan were not

2 ); 'Record of Proceedlngs S o Tt .

The foIIowrng information is incorporated by reference and made part of the record supporting '
these frndlngs

a. The Draft and Final EIR and all documents relred upon or incorporated. by
reference

b. The Clty of Sacramento 2030 General Plan adopted March 3, 2009 and all
~ updates;

C. The Master Environmental impact Report for the City of Sacramento 2030
General Plan certified on March 3, 2009, and all updates;

d. Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the Adoption of
‘ the Sacramento 2030 General Plan adopted March 3, 2009, and all updates;

e. - Zoning Ordinance of the City of Sacramento;
Resolution 2010-572  September 28, 2010 h A 5



f. Blueprint Preferred Scenario for 2050, Sacramento Area Council of
Governments December 2004;

g. - Land Park Community Plan; |

h. Curtis Park Village PUD Guidelines and PUD Schematic Plan;

‘ 'Applicétions materials including application informati'on'

o —The Mrtrgatlon Monrtoring Program for the Proiect and "' T

k. AII records of decrsron staff reports memoranda maps, exhrbrts |etters
synopses of meetings, and other documents approved, reviewed, relied upon, or
prepared by any City commissions, boards, officials, consultants, or staff relating
to the Project.

3. Findings

CEQA requires that the lead agency adopt mitigation measures or alternatives, where
feasible, to substantially lessen or avoid significant environment impacts that would otherwise
occur. Mitigation measures or alternatives are not required, however, where such changes
are infeasible or where the responsibility for the project lies with some other agency. (CEQA
Guidelines, § 15091, sub. (a), (b).) L

With respect to a project for which significant impacts are not avoided or substantially
lessened, a public agency, after adopting proper findings, may nevertheless approve the
project if the agency first adopts a statement of overriding considerations setting forth the
specific reasons why the agency found that the project’s "benefits” rendered “acceptable” its

~“unavoidable adverse environmental effécts.” (CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15093, 15043 sub. (b);
" see also Pub Resources Code §21081 sub (b))

“In seekrng fo effectuate the substantnve pollcy of CEQA to substantrally Iessen or avord
‘significant environmental effects to the extent feasible, an.agency, in adopting findings, need
not necessarily address the feasibility of both mitigation measures and-environmentally
~superior alternatives when contemplating approval of a proposed project with significant
impacts. Where a significant impact can be mitigated to an “acceptable” level solely by the -
adoption of feasible mitigation measures, the agency, in drafting its findings, has no
obligation to consider the feasibility of any environmentally superior alternative that could also
substantially lessen or avoid that same impact — even if the alternative would render the
impact less severe than would the proposed project as mitigated. (Laurel Hills Homeowners
Association v. City Council (1978) 83 Cal.App.3d 515, 521; see also Kings County Farm
Bureau v. City of Hanford (1990) 221 Cal.App.3d 692, 730-731; and Laurel Heights
Improvement Association v. Regents of the University of California (“Laurel Heights I”) (1988)
47 Cal.3d 376, 400-403.)

“In these Findings, the City first addresses the extent to which each significant environmental
effect can be substantially lessened or avoided through the adoption of feasible mitigation
‘measures. Only after determining that, even with the adoption of aIl feasible mitigation
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~ and (i) “feasible” within the meaning of CEQA.

measures, an effect is significant and unavoidable does the City address the extent to which
alternatives described in the EIR are (i) environmentally superior with respect to that effect

)

" In cases in which a bfoject’s significant effects cannot be mitigated or avoided, an agenCy,
~ after adopting proper findings, may nevertheless approve the project if it first adopts a.

statement of overriding considerations setting forth the specific reasons why the agency
found that the “benefits of the project outweigh the significant effects on the environment.”

. (Public Resources Code, Section 21081, sub. (b); see also, CEQA Guidelines, Sections

15093, 15043, sub.(b).) In the Statement of Overriding Considerations found at the end of

The California Supreme Court has stated that “[tjhe wisdom of approving any development

~ project, a delicate task which requires a balancing of interests, is necessarily left to the sound

_discretion of the local officials and their constituents who are responsible for such decisions.
“The law as we interpret and apply it simply requires that those decisions be mformed and
therefore balanced.” (Goleta I/ (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553 at 576.) '

In support of its approval of the Project, the C|ty Council makes the following findings for each

- of the significant environmental effects and alternatives of the Project identified in the EIR

pursuant to Section 21080 of CEQA and section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines:

-- these Findings, the City identifies the specific economic, social, andother considerations that,
-in its judgment;-outweigh-the-significant-environmental-effects that the' Project will-cause: ~~ = =~~~
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A. Significant or Potentially Significant Impacts Mitigated to a Less Than
Significant Level.

The following significant and potentially significant environmental impacts of the ,
Pro;ect including cumulative impacts, are being mitigated to a less than significant level- and
_ are set out below. Pursuant to Section 21081(a)(1) of CEQA and Section 15091(a)(1) of the
. CEQA Guidelines, as to each such impact, the City Council, based on the evidence in the - -
record before it, finds that changes or alterations incorporated into the Project by means of
conditions or otherwise, mitigate, avoid or substantially lessen to a level of insignificance
--these significant or potentially significant environmental |mpacts of the Pro;ect The ba3|s for ,
-the finding for each-identified- |mpact is set-forth-below. =~~~ R

Transportation and Clrculatlon

521 Impacts to study intersections under baseline plus project conditions. The proposed
Project and all access scenarios would increase traffic volumes at the following study
intersections such that the levels of service are lower than required by the City’s 2030

General Plan:

Freeport Blvd/2nd Avenue; Sutterville Road/Road A; Sutterville/SR 99

Southbound Ramps; Road A/Area 3. Without mitigation, this is a significant impact.

- Mitigation Meésure (from MMP): The foIIowing' mitigation measures have been adopted to
address this impact:

' 5.2-1(a)

5. 2-1(b)

At the Freeport Boulevard / 2™ Avenue intersection, provide protected left-
turn phasing for the northbound and southbound approaches.

At the Sutterwl!e Road/ Road A intersection, provide overlap signal phasmg
to allow the southbound Road A right turning traffic to proceed on a green

“Tarrow Simultanéously with the eastbound left turning movement,” and prohibit

U-tumns for the eastbound left tuming movement; add a southbound left-right

" lane to_provide one._left-tuin_lane,.one. left-right lane,.and.one. right.turn_lane,— ... .

. 5.2-1(d)

and provide a dedicated right turn lane for the westbound Sutterville Road
approach to the intersection.

Modify the southbound approach fo the Sutterville Road / SR99 SB Ramps -
intersection to provide a left-tum lane, a combination left-through-lane,.and
two right-turn lanes. This change would bring the right-turning movements

_.under signal control. This mitigation measure is required at five percent of

development based on trip generation. The design of the mitigation is
subject to the approval of the City Transportation Department and Caltrans.

At the Road A / Area 3 intersection, provide separate right-turn and left-turn
lanes on the eastbound approach.

Finding: The project is required to provide roadway and signal timing improvements that
. would reduce the impacts by improving the circulation in the area.
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e 'address thrs |mpact S

e

srgn/flcant Ievel

With implementation of the mitigation measures, thrs impact is reduced to a less than
significant level. .

' 5 2-7 Impacts to on-site traffic circulation and safety under baseline plus project conditions.

The site plan submitted by the project applicant shows horizontal roadway curves at
some locations that do not meet the City’s centerline radius standards. In addition, the
site plan shows angled parking stalls that require automobiles to back into pedestrlan

- crosswalks. Without mitigation, this is a srgnlfzcant impact. .

Mitigation Measure (from MMP) The foIIowrng mrtrgatron measures have been adopted to > o

5 2-7(a) The desrgn plans for the pro;ect sha!! be consistent with Clty standards Any
deviations are subject to the approval of the City Department of
Transportation, Traffic Engineering Division. The horizontal curvatures shall
be realigned or design elements such as “knuckles” shall be installed in
compliance with City standards. : :

5.2-7(b) The site desigh shall be:modified to reduce the potential for vehicles leaving
parking stalls to back across pedestrian crosswalks. This change may
require the elimination of some angle parking spaces.

Finding: The project site design, including potential circulation is required to conform to
_City standards. In addition, the site designs will be madified to reduce the
potential of vehicles backing across pedestrian crosswalks. According to the
traffic report, after implementation of the site design, the project impact to on-
site traffic and safety under baseline plus project condltlons would be less than
significant. :

Wrth iniplémentation of the mrtrgatron meastres, this impact is reduced toa less than

5 2 g Trafflc rmpacts durlng constructron Constructlon actrvrtres rncludrng the |mport of

clean fill material, would result in disruptions to the circulation system in and around
the project area, including temporary street and sidewalk closures. Heavy equipment
would need to access the project srte Without mitigation, thrs is a srgn/f/cant impact.

(Mltlgatron Measure (from MMP) The following mltrgatron measures have been adopted to
address this impact: : :

5.2-9(a) - Before issuance of gradmg permits for the project site, the project applicant
shall prepare a detailed Traffic Management Plan that will be subject to
review and approval by the City Department of Transportation, Regional
Transit, and local emergency service providers, including the City of
Sacramento fire and police departments. The plan shall ensure
maintenance of acceptable operating conditions on local roadways and
transit routes. At a minimum, the plan shall include:
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The number of truck trips, time, and da y of street closures;
Time of day of arrival and departure of trucks;
Limitations on the size and.type of trucks and provision of a staging
. area with a limitation on the number of trucks that can be waiting; .
Provision of a truck circulation pattern; ‘
Provision of a driveway access plan to maintain safe veh/cular
pedestrian, and bicycle movements (e.g., steel plates minimum ,
_ distances of open trenches, and private vehlcle pick up and drop off
areas),

e Safe and efﬂCIent access routes for emergency vehlcles R
" s Efficient and convenient transit routes; . -,
CTTTET T T Manwal traffic control when necessary;
e Proper advance warning and posted SIgnage concern/ng street

closures;
Provisions for pedestrian safety; and
Provisions for temporary bus stops, if necessary.

- A copy of the construction traffic management plan shall be submitted to
local emergency response agencies and these agencies shall be notified at -
least 14 days before the commencement of construction that would partially
or fully obstruct roadways.

Finding: - The project applicant is required to submit a Traffic Management Plan that
o "~ “would ensure acceptable operating conditions on local roadways and transit
routes. The Traffic Management Plan would be subject to review and approval
by the City Department of Transportation, Regional Transit, and local
emergency service providers, including the City of Sacramento Fire and Police
Departments to ensure the traffic related |mpacts durlng constructlon would be

e o cless -than- S|gn|f|cant~~f«»——e=———ff»f%r e -

T 's:gnlf/cant level™

-With lmplementatlon of the mltlgatlon measures, 1 thus |mpact is- reduced toalessthan -~ = -

5.2—10:Cumulative traffic impacts to study intersections. The project would cause traffic
‘ operations at eight on- and off-site intersections to drop from acceptable levels of ,
service to non-acceptable levels or would increase the delay at intersections operatlng )
" at LOS C, without the project, by five:seconds or more. Without mltlgatlon this is a
_significant impact.

Mitigation Measure (from MMP): The following mltlgatlon measures have been adopted to
address this impact:

5.2-10(a) 24" Street/2nd Avenue — The project applicant shall pay a fair share
contribution to install a traffic signal at this intersection.

5.2-1 O(b)A 24th Street / Portola Way — The project applicant shall pay a fair share
contribution to install a traffic signal at this infersection.
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5.2-10(c) Sutterville Road/ Freeport Boulevard (non‘h) the applicant shall pay a fair
o share contribution to provide protected-permitted left turn phasing and install
proper signage for southbound Freeport Boulevard

5. 2-10(d) Sutterv:lle Road / City College Drive — The applicant shall pay a fair share
' contribution to provide overlap signal phasing to allow the northbound right
turn traffic on City College Drive fo proceed on a green arrow s:multaneously
with the westbound left turning movement, and prohibit U-turns for the
westbound Suttervrlle Road approach to the intersection.

e “2-10(6) Sutterville Road / Road A — apply Mitigation-Measure 5.2-1(b) which Would S

e s - provide-overlap signal phasing to allow-the southbound RoadA-Right - - S

turning traffic fo proceed on a green arrow simultaneously with the
eastbound left turning movement, and prohibit U-tumns for the eastbound left
turning movement: provide one left-turn lane, one left-right lane, and one -
right-turn lane on the southbound approach; provide a dedicated right tum
lane for the westbound Sutterville Road approach to the intersection;
provide an actuated exclusive pedestrian phase to serve pedestrians

- crossing Sutterville Road; and optimize signal timing.

5.2-10(g) Sutterville Road / Franklin Boulevard —The project applicant shall pay a fair
share contribution to add an eastbound right-turn lane that would mitigate
the Saturday peak hour impact of the Proposed Project and Access
Scenario 2 and Access Scenario 3 to a less than significant level. For a.m.
and p.m. peak hour impacts, the cycle length would i increase fo 110
seconds.

5.2-10(h) Sutterville Road / SR 99 Northbound Ramps — The project applicant shall
' pay a fair share contribution to modify signal timing to provide split phase for
""" Tall'approachés and te-stripe the eastbound lanes to provide one left-turn,
one left-through, and one through lane. Construct two receiving lanes on the
7 _on-ramp_for the_turhing.movement.from_eastbound_12". Avenue tothe__ _ __;',___m_

northbound SR 99 ramp.

5. 2 10(/) Road A / Area 1 - The project appllcant shall pay a fair share contribution to
modify the signal phasing to provide overlaps for the eastbound right-turn
movement: provide protected-permitted phasing for the northbound left-turn
movement; prohibit U-turn movement at this intersection; and increase the
cycle length to 95 seconds.

Finding: . The project applicant is required pay fair share contributions to intersection
' improvements at the affected intersections According to the traffic report, after
implementation of the intersection improvements the affected intersections
would operate at acceptable levels. :

With implementation of the mitigation measures, this |mpact is reduced to a less than
significant level.

Air Quality
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Mitigation Measure (from MMP) The followmg mitigation measures have been adopted to
address this impact: :

5:3-2 Impacts related to exhaust emissions and fugitive particulate matter emissions from
project-associated construction activities. The California Air Resources Board
identified particulate matter from diesel-fueled engines as a toxic air contaminant.
Because health risks associated with particulate matter are a function of concentration

- and duration of exposure, it was detérmined that emissions from diesel-powered
~ construction equipment would not affect any specific receptor for any length of time. .
~-However, controlled emissions from-diesel-powered-vehicles-and-equipment-and-dust ==~ -~~~
generated during site grading would exceed 80 pounds per day and,-thereby, result in
local exceedances of the particular matter air quality standards. Wlthout mltlgatlon
this is a. significant impact. .

Mitigation Measure (from MMP) The following mitigation measures have been adopted to
address this |mpact :

5 3-2(a) The pro;ect appllcant shall ensure that emissions from all off-road diesel
powered equipment used on the project site do not exceed 40 percent
opacity for more than three minutes in any one hour. Any equipment found
to exceed 40 percent opacity (or Ringelmann 2.0) shall be repaired
immediately, and SMAQMD shall be notified within 48 hours of identification
of non-compliant equipment. A visual survey of all in-operation equipment
shall be made at least weekly, and a monthly summary of the visual survey
results shall be submitted throughout the duration of the project, except that
the monthly summary shall not be required for any 30-day period in which
no construction activity occurs. The monthly summary shall include the

" quantity and type of vehicles survéyed as well as the dates of each survey.”
The SMAQMD and/or other officials may conduct periodic site /nspectlons fo

___..._determine_compliance..Nothing.in_this_section.shall.supercede.other ... ...
SMAQMD or state rules or regulations. :

5.3-2(b) Pr/or to the approval of any grading permlt the pro;ect proponent shall
‘ submit a dust-control plan, approved by the SMAQMD, to the City of

Sacramento Community Development Department. The dust-control plan
shall stipulate grading schedules associated with the project phase, as well
as the dust-control measures to be implemented. Grading of proposed
project phases shall be scheduled so that the total area of disturbance
would not exceed 15 acres on any given day. The dust control plan shall be
incorporated into all construction contracts issued as part of the proposed
project development The dust-control plan shall, at a minimum, /ncorporate
the following measures:

o Apply water, chemical stabilizer/suppressant, or vegetative cover to
~ disturbed areas, including storage piles that are not being actively
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used for construction purposes, as well as any portions of the
. construction site that remain inactive for longer than 3 months;
o Water exposed surfaces sufficient to control fugitive dust emissions
during demolition, clearing, grading, earth-moving, or excavation
" operations. Actively disturbed areas should be kept moist at all times;
e Cover all vehicles hauling dirt, sand, soil or other loose material or
' maintain at least two feet of freeboard in accordance with the
requirements of California Vehicle Code Section 23114, ‘
e Limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of prOJect-generated
mud or dirt from adjacent public streets at least once every 24 hours
'When construction opérations aré occurrlng, ‘and’
“Limit onsite vehicle speeds on unpaved surfaces to 15'mph, or Iess

Finding: The SMAQMD’s Guide to Air Quality As‘sessm'ent recommends measures to
' reduce the amount of particulate matter generated during grading. The project
applicant is required to ensure that all off-road diesel powered equipment does
not exceed 40 percent opacity for more than three minutes. In addition the
applicant shall submit a dust-control plan to the City of Sacramento Community
Developmeént Department. Measures within the dust-control plan would reduce
fugitive particulate matter emissions to a Iess than significant level.

With |mplementation of the mitigation measure, this |mpact is reduced to a less than
'S/gn/flcant level.

5. 3 3 Impacts related to a temporary increase in Nitrogen OXIdeS (NOX) emissions. NOx are
ozone precursors and could contribute to the creation of smog. Construction-
. generated emissions of NOXx are short-term and temporary, lasting only as long as
construction occurs. However, it was determined that the vehicles and equipment
_associated with construction of the project would result in NOx emissions above the

standard. Without mitigation, this is a significant /mpact

__m_“uMitigation Measure- (from MMP—)-—T-he feliowmg mitigatlen measures-have-been- adopted T SSE——

address this impact:

5 3-3(a) - Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall submit a SMAQMD-
approved plan, which demonstrates that the heavy-duty (>50 horsepower)

. off-road vehicles fo be used during construction of the project (including
owned, leased, and subcontracted vehicles) will achieve a project-wide
average of 20 percent NOx reduction and 45 percent particulate matter
reduction, based on the most recent CARB fleet average at the time of
construction. In addition, the applicant shall submit fo SMAQMD a
comprehensive inventory of all off-road construction equipment (>50
horsepower) that will be used an aggregate of 40 or more hours during any
portion of the construction project. The inventory shall include the
horsepower rating, engine production year, and project hours of use or fuel
throughput for each piece of equipment. The inventory shall be updated and
submitted monthly throughout the.duration of the project. Inventory shall not
be required for any 30-day period in which construction activities do not
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occur. At least 48 hours prior to the use of subject heavy-duty off-road

~ equipment, the applicant shall provide SMAQMD with the anticipated
construction timeline, including the start date and the name and phone
number of the project manager and on-site foreman.

'8.3-3(b) Priorto issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall provide a
construction mitigation fee fo the SMAQMD sufficient to offset project
emissions of NOx above 85 pounds per day. The amount of the fee shall be
based on updated construction scheduling and equipment lists, and shall be

. calculated using the SMAQMD method of estimating excess emissions. The

Cos e e e s uTENE Price” of NOX construct/on offsets calculated by SMAQMD is $1 6 000
s e s = =pertonff——>—v s - - -

Finding: The project applicant is required to submit a plan and inventory which
demonstrates that the heavy duty off-road vehicles used during-construction will
achieve project-wide emission reduction, based on the most recent CARB fleet
average. In addition, the applicant is required to pay a construction mitigation
fee to the SMAQMD sufficient to offset project emissions of NOx above 85
pounds per day. A reduction of construction vehicle emissions and payment of
mitigation fees would reduce the impact related to a temporary increase in NOx
emissions to a less than significant level. :

With implementation of the mitigation measures, this impact is reduced to a less than

~ significant level.

Noise

5.4-2 Construction noise impacts to surrounding existing uses.AItho_Ugh construction
activities are exempted from the noise standards in the City Code, construction of the _

~ Tproject could €xposé nearby noise-sensitive receptors to high levels of noise during
the day Withcut mitigation this is a signiﬁcant impact ‘

address this impact:

5.4-2 Construction activities shall be limited to the hours set forth below, unless an
: . exceptlon is granted by the Commumty Development Department

) Monda y through Saturday
7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
e Sunday
9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.

These restricted hours shall be included on all grading and construction
plans submitted for the review and approval of the Community Development
Department prior to issuance of grading and construction permits.
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Finding: ~ Construction activities are exempt from noise standards and would be limited to
the hours set by the mitigation. Construction related noise would not occur
during prohibited hours and a less than significant impact would occur.

With implementation of the mltrgatron measures ‘this |mpact is reduced to a Iess than
srgnlf/cant level.

5.4-7 Railroad noise levels at exterior noise spaces of proposed project residences. The
residential development that lies approximately 100 feet from the Union Pacific
- Railroad tracks could be exposed to exterior norse that exceeds the Crty S standards
- Wlthout mltrgatron th|s isTa srgnlf/cant Impact R

s — == - = P o = e

Mrtrgatron Measure (from MMP) The foIIowrng mltrgatlon measure has been adopted to
address this impact: _

5.4-7 Prior to the issuance of building permits,-a noise barrier shall be shown on
 the plans along the western boundary of the project site, from the northern
boundary of the CPV site to the southern end of any parcel with residences
- for the review and approval of the City Engineer. A barrier 10 feet in height
" (relative to-nearest outdoor activity elevations) would intercept line of sight to
railroad pass-bys, thereby reducing future UPRR noise levels to 70 dB Ldn
or less at the nearest outdoor activity areas proposed adjacent to the tracks.

Barriers can take the form of earthen berms, solid walls; or a combination of

the two. Appropriate materials for noise walls include precast concrete or

masonry block. Other materials may be acceptable provide they have a
~surface density of approximately four pounds per square foot.

Finding: The proje'et includes construction of a noise barrier 10 feet in height along the
7T “western boundary to the southern end of any parcel with residences. According”
to the Noise Report, construction of the noise barrier would reduce railroad

I __n0|se levels_at.exterior noise.levels.to.a less. than.significant.level.. - . . .. _

 With implementation of the mrtrgatron measures, this |mpact is reduced toa Iess than
significant level.

5.4-8 Railroad noise levels at interior spaces.of proposed residences on the. project site. The
residential development that lies approximately 100 feet from the Union Pacific
. Railroad tracks could be exposed to interior noise that exceeds the City’s standards.
Without mitigation, this is a significant impact.

Mitigation Measure (from MMP): The followrng mitigation measures have been adopted to
address thrs impact:

5. 4-8(a) Prior to the issuance of building permits, all residential lots and residential

buildings located within the 70 dB Ldn contour shall include noise insulation
features such as the following:
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e Sound-rated windows and doors with STC rating of 35; and
Stucco exterior siding:

5 4-8(b). Prior to sale of any residential lots, statements shall be included in the title
for all properties within the 65 dB Ldn contour that informs the buyer of
elevated noise levels during train passages, and that train passages

. routinely occur during nighttime hours.

Finding: . All residential lots within the 70 dB Ldn contour shall include insulation features.
In addition, the buyer of a residence within the 65 dB Ldn contour shall be

hemasmeas _om o mmomenas i= b Ln s

 noise levels at interior spaces of proposed reS|dences would be less than
significant Ievel : . :

With lmplementatlon of the mltlgatlon measures, th|s impact is reduced to a less than
S/gn/f/cant level.

5.4-9 Noise-producing commercial uses proposed within the project site. If unshielded
nighttime truck circulation or unloading occurs within the commercial areas of the
project site, the noise generated by these activities could result in noise above City

- standards. Without mitigation, this is a significant impact.

- Mitigation Measure (from MMP): The following mltlgat|on measures have been adopted to
address this impact:

5.4-9(a) Unshielded (i.e. unloading activities which are visible from any res:dehtlal
window) nighttime truck unloading shall be prohibited within 200 feet of any
_residential unlt ' . e

o - 54- 9(b) Prior to issuance of a bu:ldmg permlt the site plans shall lndlcate that a
e e _parapet.wall-shall-be.constructed-along-the-edge-of-the-roofs-of-the—

informed of elevated noisé 1évels during train passages. TheANGi’S‘Jé:R'ébdrt‘vm S
“determined that with insulation and notification the"impact related to railroad ™ ™

commercial buildings of sufficient height to intercept line of sight from
‘rooftop mechanical equipment at the nearest residences to reduce noise
levels at those nearby residences.

Finding: Unshielded nighttime truck unloading shall be prohibited within 200 feet of any -

residential unit. In addition, a parapet wall would be constructed along the edge
of the roofs of commercial buildings to intercept the line of sight from rooftop
mechanical equipment at the nearest residences. The Noise Report determined
that with restricted nighttime unloading and parapet walls, the noise producing
commercial uses within the project site would be less than significant level.

With implementation of the mitigation measures, this impact is reduced to a less than
_significant level. :

5.4-10 Park generated noise at residential uses prop‘osed within the project site. There would
be residences constructed on the project site that would be located approximately 200
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feet from the center a soccer field. The resulting noise could exceed the City’s
standards. Without mitigation, this is a significant impact.

Mltlgatlon Measure (from MMP): The following mitigation measure has been adopted to
address this impact:

5.4-10 Park activities shall be restricted to daytime hours, with exceptions allowed
- on a case-by-case basis subject to the approval of the Director of the Parks -
and Recreation. .

e Fmdlng Park activities ' would be restricted to daytime hours' ‘Therefore, park-generated T

- noise-would-not-impact residential-uses during-evening -hours and a-less than--
- S|gn|f|cant impact would occur.

“With implementation of the mitigation measures, this impact is reduced to a less than

significant level.

Biological Resources

5. 5 2 Impacts to burrowing owl. If the project site remains undlsturbed for some time after
the completion of the remediation ‘activities and prior to initiation of grading for the
project, burrowing owls could potentially forage or nest on the Curtis Park Vlllage site.
Wlthout mitigation, this is a significant impact. .

.'Mitigatlon Measure (from MMP):_ The followmg mltlgatlon measure has been adopted to

address this impact:

5.5-2 Prior to any ground disturbance associated with grading or construction, the
applicant shall initiate a burrowing owl consultation with the Califoria '

" "Department of Fish"and Game (CDFG) and shall implement the following
mltlgat/on measures or equivalents, based on the results of the consultation.

: The developer shall arrange for burrowmg owI surveys to be performed
consistent with the CDFG’s 1995 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl and the
California Burrowing Owl Consortium’s (CBOC) Survey Protocol (1997) not
less than 30 days prior to ground disturbance for each phase of project

- grading. If burrowing owls are not detected, further mitigation is not
necessary. However, if burrowing owls are detected the following steps shall
be taken: :

If site disturbance commences during the nesting season (between
February 1 and August 31) and burrowing owls are detected, a fenced buffer
shall be erected on the project site by the developer not less than 250 feet
between the nest burrow(s) and construction activities. The 250-foot buffer
shall be observed and the fence left intact until a qualified raptor biologist

. determines that the young are foraging independently, the nest has failed, or
the owls are not using any burrows within the buffer. :

I ground disfurbance associated with grading or construction commences
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outside of the nesting season, and burrowing owl(s) are present on-site or
within 160 feet of site disturbance, passive relocation consistent with the
CDFG Staff Report (1995) and the CBOC Survey Protocol (1997) shall be
performed. At least one or more. weeks will be necessary to accomplish this
and allow the owls to acclimate to off-site burrows. The pre-construction
surveys shall be repeated if more than 30 days elapse between the last =
survey and the start of construction activities. .

Finding: Prior to any ground disturbance for the Curtis Park Villege project, the applicant
shall initiate a burrowing owl consultation with the CDFG: With Implementa’uon
- -~ of burrowing owl surveys and-appropriate mitigation as recommended in" '

2o - consultation with-CDFG; the impact to burrowing-owls would- be less than* ST

S|gn|f|cant

With implementation of the mitigation measure, this |mpact is reduced to a less than

significant level.

5.5-3 Impacts to nesting Swamson s hawks Due to the’ prewous lndustrlal activities on the _
project site and the current remediation activities, the site is not considered as foraging
habitat for Swainson’s hawks: If the project site remains undisturbed for some time
after the completion of the remediation activities and prior.to initiation of grading for the -
project, Swainson’s hawk could potentially nest on the Curtis Park Village site. Without
mitigation, this is a significant impact.

:Mltlgatlon Measure (from MMP) The followmg mltlgatlon measure has been adopted to

address this impact:

5.5-3 If site disturbance associated with grading or construction activities is
proposed by the developer during breeding season (February to August), a

~pre-construction survey for Swainson’s hawk nests shall be conducted
-within 30 days prior to site disturbance/construction activities by a quallfled

. results of the survey shall be submitted to CDFG and the Community
Development Department. If active nests are not found during the pre-
construction survey, further mitigation is not required. If active nests are

* found, pursuant to consultation with CDFG, a fenced buffer shall be erected
by the developer on the project site not less than one-quarter mile
(approximately 1,300 feet) around the active nest. Site disturbance

- associated with grading or construction activities that may cause nest
abandonment or forced fledging shall not be initiated within this buffer zone
between March 1 and September 1. Any trees containing nests that must be
removed as a resulf of project implementation shall be removed during the
non-breeding season (September to January).

~ Finding: ~ Prior to site disturbance, during the Swainson’s hawk breeding season, a pre-

construction survey shall be conducted within 30 days prior to site
disturbance/construction activities. With implementation of appropriate
mitigation as recommend by CDFG, the impact to Swainson’s Hawk would -be
less than significant.
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'_M|t|gat|on Measure (from MMP) The foIIowmg mltlgatlon measures have been adopted to
' "‘:’*address thns |mpact "-" e T ’

W|th |mplementat|on of the mitigation measures, this |mpact |s reduced to a less than
significant level

5.5-4 - Impacts to raptors and migratory birds. Suitable habitat for raptors, such as while-

tailed kites, as well as migratory ground, tree, or shrub nesting avian species is ‘
present within, and adjacent to, the project site. Disruption of this habitat would be a
significant impact. Without mitigation, this is a significant impact.

~

P = e ma e o S T . e

5 5-4(a) Prior to any grading or constructlon activities during the nesting season
(February 1 to August 15), a preconstruction survey shall be conducted by a
qualified wildlife biologist within 15 days of the start of project-related
activities. If nests of migratory birds are detected on site, or within 75 feet
(for migratory passerine birds) or 250 feet (for birds of prey) of the site, the
developer shall consult with the CDFG to determine the size of a suitable

- buffer in which new site grading or construction disturbance is not permitted
until August 15, or the qualified biologist determines that the young are
foraging independently, or the nest has been abandoned. :

5.5.4(b) Perior to any grading or construction activities from March 15 to May 15
within 100 feet of the overcrossing of the railroad tracks on Sutterville Road,.
adjacent to the project site, a preconstruction survey shall be conducted by
a qualified biologist within-15 days of the start of project-related activities. If
active nests are present in the overcrossing, no construction shall be
conducted within 100 feet of the edge of the purple martin colony (as
demarcated by the active nest hole closest to the construction activity) at the

" “beginning of the purple maftin breeding season from March 15 to May 15.
The buffer area shall be avoided to prevent disturbance to the nest(s) until it

e _is.no.longer.active..The.size.of.the.buffer.area.may.be.adjusted.if.a.qualified_. — .. .-

biologist and CDFG determine it would not be likely to have adverse effects
on the.purple martins. No project activity shall commence within the buffer
area until a qualified b/ologlst confirms that the nest(s) is no longer active..

. Finding:. Prior to. and grading or constructlon activities during the nesting season, a pre- -

construction survey would be conducted within 15 days prior to site
disturbance/construction activities. With implementation of appropriate

mitigation as recommend by CDFG, the impact to migratory birds would be less
than S|gn|f|cant

With implementation of the mltlgatlon measures, thlS impact is reduced to a less than
significant level. _
B. . Significant or Potentially Signiﬁcaint Impacts for which Mitigation Measures
Found To Be Infeasible.

- Mitigation measures to mitigate, avoid, or substahtially lessen the foIIowing significant and
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potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project have been identified. However, =
pursuant to section 21081(a)(3) of the Public Resources Code and section 15091(a)(3) of the . -
'CEQA Guidelines, as to each such impact and mitigation measure, the City Council, based

on the evidence inthe record before it, specifically finds that the mitigation measures are
infeasible. The impact and mitigation measures and the facts supporting the finding of
infeasibility of the mitigation measure is set forth below. Notwithstanding the disclosure of this
impact and the finding of infeasibility, the City Council elects to approve the Project due to the
“overriding considerations set forth below in Section F, the statement of overrldlng
considerations.

o '5 2 1OCumulat|ve traffic impacts to study mtersectlons The project would cause traffic =~
e - ‘operations-at the intersection-of Sutterville Road and Curtis Drive Westto drop from™=—— =~~~
acceptable levels of service (LOS C for evening and LOS A on Saturdays) to non-
acceptable levels (LOS F and D, respectively). Without mitigation, this is a significant
" impact. '

Finding: Adding a southbound right turn lane to the intersection would‘mitigate the .
impact but was not considered to be feasible because of the need for
~demolishing several existing buildings to provide additional right-of-way.

The cumulative impact for the Proposed Project and all access scenarios would remain
significant and unaVOIdabIe

- C. _ _Significant and Unavoidable Impacts.

The following significant and potentially significant environmental impacts of the Project,
including cumulative impacts, are unavoidable and cannot be mitigated in a manner that
would substantially lessen the significant impact. Notwithstanding disclosure of these

~ impacts, the City Council elects to approve the Project due to overriding considerations as set,
““forth below in Séction F, the statement of overrldlng considerations.

5.2-2 Impacts to study roadway segments under baseline plus project conditions. The traffic
generated by the project would result in significant traffic impacts at the Sutterville
overcrossing roadway segment and on Sutterville Road between-East Curtis Dnve and
West Curtis Drive. Without mitigation, this is a significant impact.

Mitigation Measure (from MMP): The following mitigation measure has been identified to-
reduce this impact to the extent feasible: -

5.2-2 The project developer shall work with the Regional Transit District to provide
bus service or provide private shuttle service from 6:00 to 9:00 a.m. and
from 4:00 to 7:00 p.m. between the commercial areas of the project site and
the City College light rail station. As an alternative, the project developer
shall coordinate with the City to reserve the required right of way needed to
construct a pedestrian and blcycle bridge to provide access to the City -
College Station.
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Finding:

For these reasons, the impact' remains signiﬁcant and una.voidable. -

e -5:2-3 ‘Impacts to-freeway ramps under baseline plus project conditions: Traffrc generated by

- The bus service and private shuttle mitigation measure, or the pedestrian and

bicycle bridge mitigation measture, is proposed to help reduce the impact on
roadway segments, but would not reduce the impact to a less than significant

level. To reduce the impact to less than significant would require widening

Sutterville Road. Widening of Sutterville Road would impact existing o
development on both sides of Sutterville Road and would be against the City of
Sacramento Smart Growth policy. The Sutterville Road widening mitigation is

‘not considered to be feasible.

the project would result in traffic queues at the traffic signal at the 12" Avenue off-
ramp to exceed the rlght turn storage capacrty of the ramp. Without mltrgatlon this is
a srgnlflcant impact. - ‘

Mitigation Measure (from MMP): The folIowrng mitigation measure has been adopted to
- address thls |mpact to the extent feaS|bIe

5. 2—3

Finding:

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 5.2-1(c) would reduce the traffic
queue at the southbound 12" Avenue off-ramp for baseline condltlons for
the Proposed Project and all access scenarios.

_ Implementatlon of Mrtlgatron Measure 5.2-3 would reduce the trafflc queue at.

the southbound 12! Avenue off-ramp for baseline conditions for the Proposed
Project and all access scenarios. However, the reduction would not be sufficient
to fully mitigate the project impacts and no other feasible mitigation measure
was identified.

“"For these reasons, the impact remains srgn/ﬂca’TE d unavoidable.”

w__m;__S 2-11.Cumulative.imipacts.to. study._ roadway segments..The. project would.add-traffic.to R
- roadway segments in 2027 that would result in significant cumulative conditions. The '
effected road segments are on Sutterville railroad overcrossing, Sutterville Road, 14™
Street, Freeport Boulevard, and Road A. Wlthout mitigation, this is a significant
Impact. '

Fkindlng:

- No mitigation was identified to reduce the significant impact for cumulative

conditions on roadway segments to less than significant. To reduce the impact
to less than significant for the Proposed Project and all access scenarios,
Sutterville Road, 24™ Street and Freeport Boulevard would need to be widened.
No-roadway wrdenrng is considered to be feasible. :

While widening the on-site roadway of Road A would reduce the impact to less
than significant for the Proposed Project and Access Scenarios 2 and 3,
secondary impacts might arise as a result of the widening. A widened roadway
would attract incremental traffic and contribute to higher speeds. Additional -
traffic, higher speeds, and the added roadway width would make the roadway
less friendly to pedestrians and bicycles. Because Road A is located ina
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* Forthese reasons, the impact remains signiﬁca'nt and Lrnavoidable.
Air Quality

i 5ﬁ3ﬁ 5 Impacts related to long-term increases of criteria air pollutants. The project would

~commercial area where high pedestrran traffrc is antrcrpated a safe pedestrian-
friendly street is desirable. ‘

Mrtrgatron Measure 5.2-2, which requires the developer to work with Regional

~ Transit to provide or a bicycle or pedestrian connection between the '

- commercial areas of the project site and the City College light rail station, would
reduce the impact on roadway segments. However, the reduction would not be
sufficient to fully mitigate the project impacts and no other feasrble mitigation .
measure was identified.

For these reasons; the |mpact remarns srgnrfrcant and unavordable T s e et

5.2-12 Cumulative |mpacts to freeway ramps In 2027 the prolect would add traffic to 12th
Avenue off-ramp and State Highway 99 that would result in significant cumulative
conditions in 2027. The southbound 12" Avenue off-ramp would operate below
standard during the p.m. and Saturday peak hours without the project. In addition, the
traffic queue for the right turn movement at the northbound 12" Avenue off ramp would
.exceed the storage capacity of the ramp. The project would add traffic to the ramps
and thereby exacerbate the conditions. Wrthout mitigation, thrs is a significant impact.

No feasible mitigation measure was identified that would reduce the 2027
cumulative impacts on the freeway ramps. . Widening the freeway would
reduce the impacts, but is not considered feasible.

““result in the development of commercial and office uses that would generate
emissions of ozonea-precursor pollutants (i.e., reactive organic compounds and

_’_",__;__ukm_.nrtrous oxides).._These_polluntants.are. antlcrpated to.exceed.-the. thresholds _Without—— . ____

mitigation, this is a significant impact.

_ Mitigation. Measure (from MMP): The following mitigation measures have been adopted to
address this impact to the extent feasible: -

5. 3 5(a) Prior to the issuance of any gradmg permit, the pro;ect appllcant shall

coordinate with the SMAQMD and the City of Sacramento Development

- Services Department to develop a project Air Quality Mitigation Plan

(AQMP). In accordance with SMAQMD recommendations, the AQMP shall
achieve a minimum overall reduction of 15 percent in the project’s
anticipated operational emissions. SMAQMD-recommended measures and
corresponding emissions-reduction benefits are identified in SMAQMD'’s
Guidance for Land Use Emission Reductions, which can be found in
Appendix E of the SMAQMD document. The AQMP shall be reviewed and
endorsed by SMAQMD staff prior to project implementation. Available
measures to be included in the AQMP include, but are not limited to, the
following: .
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Prohibit the installation of wood-burning fireplaces and stoves;

Provide onsite bicycle storage and showers for employees that bike

to work sufficient to meet peak season maximum demand; A

Provide preferential parking. (e.g., near building entrance, sheltered

area; etc.) for carpool and vanpool vehicles;

Provide transit enhancing infrastructure that includes: transit shelters,

benches, etc.; street lighting; route signs and displays; and/or bus

turnouts/bulbs;

Incorporate onsite transit facility improvements (e.g., pedestrian L

shelters, route /nformat/on benches, I/ght/ng) to comc:de with ex:st/ng S
““or planned transit service; S

-Incorporate landscaping and sun screens to reduce energy use.

Deciduous trees should be utilized for building shading to increase

solar heating during the winter months. Install sun-shading devices

(e.g., screens)-or recessed windows on newly proposed buildings;

Install efficient lighting and lighting control systems; -

Install energy-efficient heating and cooling systems, appliances and

equipment:

Install light colored “cool” roofs and pavements (i.e., high reflectance,
" high emittance roof surfaces, or exceptionally high reflectance and

low emittance surfaces) and strategically placed shade trees to the

extent practical;

Limit hours of operation of outdoor Ilghtlng to the extent practical, and

Provide shade (within 5 years) and/or use light-colored/high-albedo

materials (reflectance of at least 0.3) and/or open grid pavement for

at least 30 percent of the site's non-roof impervious surfaces,

including parking lots, walkways, plazas, etc.; or, place a minimum of
e e =50 -pereent-of- parking-spaces-underground-or-covered-by-structured——————
~ parking; or, use an open-grid pavement system (less than 50 percent

lmperwous) for a mlnlmum of 50 percent of the park/ng Iot area. - - -

e i e = e e s = s

5. 3-5(b) Documentation confirming implementation of the Air Quality Mitigation Plan
' shall be provided to the SMAQMD and City prior to issuance of occupancy
permits.

Finding:  The proposed project would have a minimum of 15 percent reduction of ROG
' and NOx emissions due to the implementation of the mitigation measure
" requiring an Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) for the project, which
requires a project to achieve a minimum overall reduction in operational
. emissions of 15 percent. However, the mitigation measure would not reduce the
project’s emissions of ROG and NOx to levels below the thresholds of
significance for ozone precursors.

For these reasons, the impact remains signiﬁeent and unavoidable.

5.3-8 Cumulative contribution to regional air quality conditionvs. Because the Sacramento
~ Valley Air Basin is considered to be in non-attainment for ozone precursor pollutants
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“and PM10 and the pI’OjeCt s long-term generatlon of these poIIutants would exceed the
 thresholds, the cumulative impacts would be considered significant. Without mitigation,
this is a significant impact.

Mltlgatron Measure (from MMP) The foIIowrng mltrgatlon measurehas been adopted to.
address this impact to the extent feasible: -

5.3-8 Implement Mitigation Measures 5.3-2(a) ahd (b) and 5.3-4(a) and (b).

- Finding: Implementation of Mitigation Measure 5.4-2(a) and (b) and Mitigation Measure
e e -5 3-6(a) and (b) would reduce short-term and long-term increases in emissions " "¢
s e e attributable to the proposed project by-a minimum-of 15 percent.‘However;-as - -

noted in Impact 5.3-5, long-term operational increases in emissions would still
be anticipated to exceed SMAQMD'’s significance threshold.

For these reasons, the impact remains significant and unavoidable. :

D. Findings Related to the Relationship Between Local Short-term Uses of the
Environment and Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-term Productnwty

Based on the EIR and the entire record before the City Council, the City Council makes the
following findings with respect to the project’s balancing of local short term uses of the -
environment and the maintenance of long term productivity: :

. "As theoroject is rirrrolemenfed, certain imypacts vrrould occur on a short-terrh Ie\rel.‘ éuch ,
short-term impacts are discussed above. Where feasible, measures have been
incorporated in the project to mitigate these potential impacts.

e The prolect would result in the long-term commitment of resources to develop and

operate the project |nclud|ng water, natural gas, fossil fuels, and electricity. The long-
, term implementation of the project would provide economic benefits to the City. The =~
S —— _TuprOJect would-be-developed-within-an-existing-urban-area-and- not- contnbute 40-UDAR-——— e e
sprawl. Notwithstanding the foregoing, some long-term impacts would resuilt.

AIthough there are short-term and long-term adverse impacts from the prOJect the short-term
and Iong -term benefits of the project justify implementation.

E. PrOJect’s Contribution of Greenhouse Gas Em|s5|ons

The City of Sacramento has adopted a proactlve and comprehensive approach to cllmate
change issues, including adoption of the 2030 General Plan to encourage a pattern of urban
development that avoids dispersed residential and employment centers that by their design
encourage motor vehicle trips, one of the largest contributors to greenhouse gas emissions.
Likewise, the 2030 General Plan calls for strengthening the City’s efforts to promote building
. standards to reduce the carbon footprint of buildings, another of the major contributors.. The
Curtis Park Village project is consistent with this approach and |mplements the City’s plan to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.
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The 2030 General Plan and the Maste_r Environmental Impact Report

_The City Council approved the 2030 General Plan on March 3, 2009. As part of its action, the

~* City Council certified the Master Environmental Impact Report (Master EIR) that evaluated
‘the environmental effects of development that is reasonably anticipated under the 2030
General Plan. The Master EIR includes extensive discussion of the potential effects of
greenhouse gas emissions. The Master EIR discussions regardlng climate change are
incorporated here by reference. See, for example:

Draft EIR: 6.1 Air Quality (Page 6.1-1) _ :
== Final EIR: City Climate Change master- Response (Page4 1) e R

“wom s <ErrataNo.2--Climate Change (Page 12) - A

The impact of greenhouse gas emissions from human activities, specifically with regard to
global climate change, has been acknowledged by the City of Sacramento and others as an
inherently cumulative effect. Global climate change occurs, by definition, on a global basis.
Greenhouse gases remain in the atmosphere for extended periods, and combine with GHG
emissions from other areas of the globe, thus creating an inherently cumulative impact.

The 2030 General Plan and Master EIR recognized these unique aspects of the problem.
The Master EIR acknowledges that the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from
development that would be consistent with the 2030 General Plan would be cumulatively
considerable, and significant and unavoidable. See Errata 2, February 23, 2009.

In addition, at City Council direction staff reviewed the various policies and implementation
programs in the 2030 General Plan that could mitigate greenhouse gas emissions, and
determined that a number of these policies could be revised. A list of such policies, and the
~ changes that were made to respond to the continuing discussion of climate change, were )
“included as part of the Mltlgatlon Monitoring PIan that implemented mitigation identified in the

Master EIR e —— _H i

L_;_L_W__Theﬁffects of the.2030_General_Plan_promote denser. urbanddeykelopment W|th|n the current.
: - City territorial limits to accommodate population growth, which will reduce growth pressures
and sprawl in outlymg areas. While total greenhouse gas emissions within the General Plan
policy area may increase over time due to growth in populatlon in the region, this increase |s
less than what.would have occurred if the 2030 General Plan were not adopted and .
development of more land in outlying areas had been permitted under the 1988 General
~ Plan. Adoption of the 2030 General Plan put these key strategies in place immediately and
has -begun to shape development as well as the activities of day-to-day living and move the
City and the region toward a more sustainable future.

Because' the actual effectiveness of all the feasible policies and programs included ih the
2030 General Plan that avoid, minimize, or reduce greenhouse gas could not be quantified,

- the impact was identified inthe Master EIR as a significant and unavmdable cumulative
impact. : :

General Plan Consisten‘cv of the Curtis Park Village Project

‘The 2030 General Plan identifies a mix of Traditional Neighborhood Low Density (TNLD),
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. Quidelinescallfor,____ "

Traditional Neighborhood Medium Density (TNMD) and Traditional Center (TC) on the Curtis
Park Village site. These designations include detached and attached single-family homes,
multifamily dwellings, commercial or mixed use development and compatible public and .
quasi-public uses. The Land Use and Urban Form Diagram in the 2030 General Plan
designates TNLD for the northern portion of the site, TNMD for the central portion and TC in

-the southern portion. Each of the three designations permit residential and commercial

'development. The development program analyzed in the Master EIR for the Curtis Park
~Village site included a mix of 549 attached and detached dwelllng units and 200, 000 square
- feet of commercial development. ‘ ,

’The'proposed‘Curtis Park-Village-project development program-and mix of uses-is generally-
-+ consistent with the development program-anticipated-by the-2030 General-Plan-and the-— - ===+ - -~

Master EIR. The Curtis Park Village project proposes a mix of TNLD, TNMD, Traditional

- Neighborhood High Density, and TC development. The proposal locates lower density single

family homes to the north, higher density attached homes and apartments in the central area
and commercial uses to the south. The proposed 527 dwelling units fall within the range

anticipated by the General Plan (549). The 259,000 square feet of commercial space appears
* to be about 30% greater than was studied in the Master EIR. However, the commercial floor -

area ratio (FAR) of 0.37 is well within the range of 0.3-2.0 FAR permitted in TC. As a result,
the land uses and their associated density and |ntenS|ty are consistent with the 2030 General

© Plan.

In addition to determining consistency with the Land Use and Urban Form Dlagram goals

' and policies of the General Plan’s ten elements are reIevant

" Land Use and Urban Design Element:

l__U 5 Traditional Center Urban rForn"l Guidelines (2030 General Plan, page 2-68)

7V\7ﬁ|I?eﬁtﬁé*§'ﬁla"’éllﬁﬁé§er’e not goals or policies; and are not mandatory of binding on the
applicant, they do express the C|ty s deswed urban form V|S|on For Tradltlonal Centers the

= e = === - - 5 2 s o i e e

small, rectangular blocks; _

small, narrow lots providing a fine-grained development pattern;

building heights ranging from one to four stories;

lot coverage not exceeding 80 percent; : -

buildings sited at or near the sidewalk and typlcally abuttlng one another W|th I|m|ted

side yard setbacks; , .

building entrances set at the S|dewalk

rear alleys and secondary streets providing service access to reduce the need for

driveways and curb cuts on the prlmary street;

8. parking provided on-street as well as in...lots at the side or rear of structures,

9. transparent building frontages with pedestrian-scaled artlculatlon and detalllng,

10. moderately wide side sidewalks;

11.public streetscapes serving as the center’s primary open space, complemented by
outdoor seating, plazas, courtyards, and sidewalk dining areas.

O bW

No

These guidelines provide the staff and applicant with guidance regarding project design, and
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support the City’s identified goal of encouraging development by providing specific and
enforceable standards for development. '

LU 5 Traditional Centers Goals and Policies

Policy LU 5.3.1 Development Standards. The City shall continue to support development and
operation of centers in traditional neighborhoods by providing flexibility in development

- standards, consistent with public health and safety, in response to constraints inherent in
retrofitting older structures and in creating infill development in established neighborhoods.

Moblllty Element: -

e s T S e e i [ —_

The followmg goals and poI|C|es are relevant to the de3|gn of the Curtls Park V|Ilage prOJect
They primarily relate to the design of public and private streets and the deswed relationships
among bUl|dIngS streets and parking faC|l|t|es .

Pollcy M 1.3.1 Grid Network. The City shall require all new residential, commercial, or
mixed-use development that proposes or is required to construct or extend streets to
develop a transportation network that provides for a well- connected walkable
community, preferably as a grid or modlfled grid.

Policy M 1.3.2 Private Complete Streets.' The City shall require large private -
developments (e.g., office parks, apartment complexes, retail centers) to provide

. internal complete streets that connect to the existing roadway system. -
Policy M 2.1.3 Streetscape Design. The City shall.require that pedestrian-oriented
streets be designed to provide a pleasant environment for walking including shade
trees; plantings; well-designed benches, trash receptacles, news racks, and other
furniture; pedestrian-scaled lighting fixtures; wayflndlng S|gnage mtegrated tran3|t

shelters ‘public-art;” and ‘other amenities.

e_,_;_;t ... PolicyM2.1.4_ Coheswe Network. The City shall develop a cohesive pedestrian

P Tl B ASFLALSAL AA, LI A2 AL

network of public sidewalks and street crossings that makes. walklng a convenient and o

safe way to travel

- Policy M 2. 1 5 Contmuous Network. The City shall prowde a continuous pedestrian
. network in existing and new neighborhoods that facilitates convenient pedestrlan travel
- free of major impediments and obstacles -

Policy M 2.1.6 Building De3|gn The City shall ensure that new bundlngs are deS|gned
to engage the street and encourage walking through design features such as placing
the building with entrances facing the street and providing connections to sidewalks.

Policy M 2.1.7 Parking Facility Design. The City shall ensure that new automobile
parking facilities are designed to facilitate safe and convenient pedestrian access,
including clearly defined corridors and walkways connecting parking areas with
buildings. :

Policy M 2.1.8 Housing and Destination Connections. The City shall require new
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‘subdivisions and large-scale developments to include safe pedestrian waIkways that
provide direct links between streets and major destinations such as transit stops and
stations schools, parks, and shopping centers.

’ Policy M 3.1.12 Direct Access to Stations. The City shall ensure that proiects Iocated

~in the Central City and within % mile walking distance of existing and plannedlight rail

. stations provide direct pedestrian and bicycle access to the station area, to the extent
feasible.

Goal M 4.3 Neighborhood Traffic. Enhance the quality of life within existing :
ssmew == peighborhoods through the-use of neighborhood traffic management techniques; -while —- ~-- -~ -
e o —enes e ra@cognizing- the-City's-desire to prowde a grid system-that- creates a-high-level-of--- e e
connectivity. '

Policy M 4.3.1 Neighborhood Traff,ic'Managernent. The City shall continue wherever
- . possible to design streets and approve development applications in such as manner .
~as to reduce high traffic flows and parking problems within residential neighborhoods. -

M 5.1.8 Connections between New Development and Bikeways. The City shall ensure -
that new commercial and resideritial development projects provrde frequent and direct
. connections to the nearest bikeways. -

Buildings constructed as part of the project would be required to comply with current
. California building codes that enforce energy efficiency.

The City of Sacramento has adopted an approach that seeks to implement community
" development principles that encourage pedestrian-friendly, multi-use development that
reduces vehicle miles travelled. The various goals and policies applicable to the project
through the 2030 General Plan provides just such a framework, and are effective tools to

" mitigate climate change through reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. These'goalsand—
policies have accurately been described in the Master EIR as mitigation for such effects

The City has acknowledged that the sum of greenhouse gas emissions that could be
generated by development under the 2030 General Plan would be cumulatively considerable,
and has identified the goals and policies under the 2030 General Plan as the primary vehicle
to mitigating such impacts. This programmatic approach achieves reductions in-the two main
emitting categories: motor vehicle emissions and energy used in buildings. By adopting
measures that are applicable community-wide, the City has implemented a reduction strategy
that is fair and can be implemented with confidence that emission reductions will actually
occur.

The City has identified greenhouse gas reductions goals as stated in AB 32 and other State
guidance as relevant to the impact analysis. This is consistent with guidance provided by the -
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD). In its CEQA Guide,
December 2009, the District suggests that local agencies properly consider adopting a
threshold that considers whether an individual project's GHG emissions would substantially
‘hinder the State’s ability to attain the goals identified in AB 32. (CEQA Guide, page 6-11)

_ Conclusion ' | ‘ |
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The Master EIR concluded that greenhouse gas emissions that could be emitted by
development that is consistent with the 2030 General Plan would be cumulatively
considerable and unavoidable (Errata No. 2, Page 12). The Master EIR includes a full
analysis of greenhouse gas emissions and climate change, and adequately addresses these
issues.

The project is consistent with the City’s goals and policies as set forth in the 2030 General
Plan and Master EIR relating to reduction of greenhouse ‘gas emissions. The project would
~ not impede the City’s efforts to comply with AB32 requirements. The project would not have
“~any-significant addltlonal envrronmental effects relatmg to greenhouse gas emissions-or: «- =:- s e
~-climate-change.-——= ===« mrme et PR s e i s e

F. Pro;ect Alternatives.

‘The City Councrl has consrdered the PI‘OjeCt alternatlves presented and analyzed in. .
~the final EIR and presented during the comment period and public hearing process. Some of
. these alternatives have the potential to avoid or reduce certain significant or potentially
significant environmental impacts, as set forth below. The City Council finds, based on N
specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, that these alternatives
are infeasible. Each alternative and the facts supportlng the finding of infeasibility of each
alternative are set forth below.

o AII alternatlves to the project assume that the site is fuIIy remedrated to DTSC
standards. The site is currently undergoing remediation under the auspices of DTSC.
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Alternatives Considered and Dismissed froh_1 Further Consideration
Off-Site Alternative

Section 15126.6(f)(2)(B) of the CEQA Guidelines states, “If the lead agency concludes that -
~ no feasible alternative locations exist, it must disclose the reasons for this conclusion, and
~ should include the reason in the EIR.” A feasible alternative location for the proposed project
~ that would result in substantially reduced impacts does not exist.
. The CEQA Guidelines (Section 15126.6[b]) requires that only locations that would avoid or
- ~~~substantially lessen any-of the significant effects of the project need be considered for- - -~ -
- =+~inclusion-in-the-EIR. The Off-Site Alternative-would-involve the-construction:of-the-proposed -~ - -
project on an alternative location. The Off-Site Alternative would have the same type and
intensity of uses as the proposed project. However; the Applicant does not own an alternative
location in which to construct the proposed project. Furthermore, although other vacant '
- properties are located in the City of Sacramento, infill parcels of substantial size like the
project site are limited. It should also be noted that, by definition, CEQA states that an
alternative should avoid or substantially lessen one or more of the environmental effects of
the project. Alternative locations within the City would generally contain similar characteristics
as the project site, and the development of greenfield sites located outside the City would
likely result in greater impacts than the proposed project. Therefore, development of the
_ project on an alternative location would be expected to result in at least the same level of
“impacts as the proposed project. As a result, an environmentally feasible off-site location that
~ would meet the requirements of CEQA, as well as meet the baS|c objectives of the proposed
~ project, does not exist.

Village Green Alternative

The Vlllage Green AIternatlve was proposed durlng communlty consultatlon '

_ " The stated purpose of the Alternative is to create a more human scale enwronment with
— ,_Aﬁactlwtles centered_on_a.village green_as_a means_of reducing the emphasis_on_the automobile
and the visual impacts of parking lots. Overall, the Village Green Alternative would result in
the construction of 126,000 square feet of commercial space and 602 residential units. By =
comparison, the proposed project lncludes approximately 260, 000 square feet of commercial

uses and 470 reS|dent|aI units.

As shown in Table 5.2-10 in the Transportation and Circulation chapter of this Draft EIR, the
mix of commercial uses included in the proposed project would result in traffic throughout the
day, whereas residential traffic typically is concentrated at the peak morning and evening
commute hours. Therefore, the substantial number of additional residential units included in
the Village Green Alternative would result in greater impacts to traffic. In addition, due to the
increased population associated with the additional residential units, this Alternative would
increase the demand for police and fire protection services, as well as park and school
facilities, beyond what is anticipated for the proposed project.

With respect to the other alternatives included in this DEIR, the Village Green Alternative
uses are substantially similar to Reduced Commercial Alternative A, though Reduced
Commercial Alternative A would have slightly more commercial space and fewer reS|dent|aI
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~units. In addltlon Reduced Commercual Alternative B would contaln less commercial space
than the Village Green Alternative, and has fewer residential units. The Multi-Family
Alternative assesses a similar number of residential units, 545 versus 602 for the Village

_ Green Alternative, while including a larger commercial area. In addition, the Village Green
Alternative would require additional park space based on an increase in the number of units.
The alternatives included in the analysis below include a range of commercial square
footages with the lowest total being lower than the Village Green Alternative. None of the -
alternatives would include as many residential units as the Village Green Alternative.
Therefore, the Village Green Alternative would not reduce impacts to a greater extent than
the alternatives included in the analysis and may increase impacts as a result of the high

- - === number of residential units included in‘the Alternative.- Furthermore, the Village Green

~Alternative-is-not anticipated to reduce :any-environmental-impacts that-would result from- -~ - - ..
lmplementation of the proposed project. Therefore, because the Village Green Alternative .
‘would increase some environmental impacts and would not reduce any impacts, the
Alternative i is dismissed from further consideration.

Exis_ting Zoning AIternative

Under the Existing Zoning Alternative, the project site would be built out pursuant to the
existing zoning designation for the site. The site is currently zoned Heavy Industrial (M-2),
which allows for the “manufacture or treatment of goods from raw materials.” The Existing
‘Zoning Alternative is not a feasible alternative for the project because the existing M-2 zoning
for the project site is not consistent with the General Plan land use designations (Traditional
Neighborhood Low Density, Traditional Neighborhood High Density, and Traditional Center)
for the site and buildout of the project site W|th mdustrlal uses would not meet any of the
proposed project’s objectives.

. Summary of Alternatives Considered

:NSﬁPFSjEEﬂN?BﬁiIaTI’t'e'fﬁitlve .

‘_,,-‘___Sectlon 15126.6 (e)(1).of the_State CEQA_deehnes requires that a no project alternative”_
be evaluated in comparison to the proposed project. The No PrOJect/No Build Alterative is
‘defined in this section as the continuation of the existing condition of the project site. The No
Project/No Build Alternative would allow the project site to continue in the existing

undeveloped vacant state and would meet only one of the project objectives.

The remediation of the site to DTSC standards will be completed with or without the ’

development of the Curtis Park Village project. It should be noted that although remediation
. of the site would continue until complete, DTSC cannot not issue a No Further Action letter

certifying the site as clean until the City has approved a land use plan, pursuant to SB 120.

Facts in Support of Finding of Infeasibility’

- DTSC can not issue a No Further Action letter certifying the site as clean until the City has
approved a land use plan. In addition the No Project/No Build Alternative would not meet any
of the project objectives.

Bedchd Commercial Alternative A
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The Reduced Commercial Alternative A would include a reduction in the commercial land use
area from approximately 260,000 square feet to 100,000 square feet. The other 160,000
~square feet would instead be developed as an additional 74 single-family residential lots for a
~ total of 252 single-family residential units on the project site, as opposed to 178 single-family’
units under the proposed project. In addition, the Alternative would include 310 multi-family
residential units, which would be 18 more than included in the propdsed project.

Facts in Support of Finding of Infeasibility

“= The Reduced Commercial Alternative A would-develop-additional residential units that would-- -~ -~ -

-~—-generate additional demand-for-public-services and utilities,-as-well-as-impactthe -+ ---cc oo e

jobs/housing balance. In addition, the Reduced Commercial Alternative A would not meet

Objective 4, as the project would have limited neighborhood serving commercial and retail
uses, and entertainment opportunities. .

' Reduced Commercial Alternative B

The Reduced Commercial Alternative B -would include a reduction of square footage in the -
commercial land use area from the proposed plan of 260,000 square feet to 100,000 square
feet. In addition, the Reduced Commercial Alternative B would result in the development of
112 more single-family residential units and 18 more multi-family residential units than the

- proposed project. The reduction in square footage in the commercial land-use area from the

" Facts in Support of Finding of Infeasibility
The Multi-Family Alternative would develop additional residential units that would generate

additional demand for public services and utilities, as well as impact the jobs/housing
____ balance. The Multi-Family Alternative would not meet Objective 4, as the project would

~“include limited néighiborhood serving commercial and Tetail usés; and enteftainment
opportunities. ‘ ~ '

F.  Statement of Overriding Considerations:

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15092, the City Council finds that in approving
the Project it has eliminated or substantially lessened all significant and potentially significant -
effects of the Project on the environment where feasible, as shown in Sections 5.0 through
5.6. The City Council further finds that it has balanced the economic, legal, social,
technological, and other benefits of the Project against the remaining unavoidable .
environmental risks in determining whether to approve the Project and has determined that

_those benefits outweigh the unavoidable environmental risks and that those risks are
acceptable. The City Council makes this statement of overriding considerations in
accordance with section 15093 of the Guidelines in support of approval of the Project.

The project would provide a range of residential uses and retail services that would serve the
Curtis Park Village neighborhood. The project would construct approximately 259,000 square
feet of retail uses, including a two-story building with 38,000 square feet per floor for athletic
club and recreation/entertainment uses. The project would generate sales tax revenue for the
City, which can be used to support City services and programs. '
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* ~determined that the-economic; legal, social; technological and other-benefits- of the Project -~ - -~ - - -
- outweigh-the identified impacts. The City-Council-has determined that the project benefits set- ~ -~ -

The project site is a former industrial railroad site ahd a superfund site. The project site is
currently undergoing remediation by DTSC as an action separate from the Curtis Park Village
project. : :

The project provides a range of residential uses, including smgle family, multl-famlly, and
senior housing, near the Sacramento light rail statlons : :

The City Council has considered these benefits and considerations and has considered the
potentially significant unavoidable environmental effects of the project. The City Council has

forth above override the significant and unav0|dable environmental costs assomated with the
project.

The City Council adopts the mitigation measures in the final Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, incorporated, by reference into these Findings, and finds that any
residual or remaining effects on the environment resulting from the project, identified as
significant and unavoidable in the Findings of Fact, are acceptable due to the benefits set -
forth in this Statement of Overriding Considerations. The City Council makes this statement
of overriding considerations in accordance with Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines in
supporting approval of the project.
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5.2-10 Cumulative impacts'to. ]| 5.2-10(a) 24" Street / 2nd Avenue — The, project | Department.of | Priorto'issuance-of
studyintersections. ||, | applicant shall pay- a fair share | Transportation |buildingpermits
: e contribuition to install.a traffic. signal at this' { '
\ | intersection. Department.of | Prior tojissuance of |
al : | Transportation | building permits
1| 5.2-10(8) 24th Street / Portola, Way — The prject, .
1 applicant._ shall. _pay a fair share L
- CHAPTER 4 ~— MITIGATION MONIEORING PLAN g “'
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ement%tlﬁ

conmbutton to installaitraffic, s:gnal at tlz is:
intersection..

‘5.2-1,0,'19)‘Suﬁer:ville Road. / Fregport Boulevard.

{north) — the applicant. shall pay a fair
share contribution to provide protected:
permitted left turn phasing and install
proper signage for ‘southbound Freeport
‘Boulevard. .

5 2-10 d) Sutterville Road"/ Ctty College Drive ~ The.

A
L

|
!

applicant. shall pay a  fair share
contribution to! provide overlap 'szjgngl'
phasing to allow. the northibound right turn.
traffic.on City College Drive to proceed.on.
a green, arrow stmulfaneausly with the
westbound: left -turning: movement, .and
prohibit  U-turns  for the westhound
Sutterville Road .approach to- the,
infersection. :

.

3.2 0(2) Suttervzlle Rodd. / Road” 4 - apply.

]

!

!

Mitigation Measure 5.2- I(b)- which: would,
provide overlap.signal phasing to allow the:
southbound Road A Right turning. trafficito
proceed on a green arrow simultaneously.
with the eastbound. left turning movement;
and prohibit U-turns. for the-eastbound. left
turning, movement; provide one. lefi-turn
lane, one lefi-right lane, and.one right-turn.
lane on the southbound approach; .provide:
1 dedicated. right- turn- lane. for the

Department-of
‘Transportation

Departmentiof
Transportation

Prior. to'issuance.of
‘building permits

Pnor to‘ issuanceiof

bu:ldm g permits

[
i
\ ;

P

CHAPTER 4 —MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
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pedestrign phase to serve pedestrians;
crossing: Sutterville: Road; and’ optimize:
signal:timing...

[

Sutterville Road /"Franklin. Boulevard —The
project applicant. shall ‘pay a fair share
contribution to add. an edstbound;right-tisrn
lane ‘that would, mitigate the Saturday peak,
hour.  For -aim: and p:m; ‘pedk hour
impacts, the cycle length would increaseito.
110 secands

Sutterville Road /' SR 99 -Northbound
Ramps — The project applicant shall.pay a
Jair share, contribution to modfv stgrzal'
timing to provide split: phase for all

approaches and re-stripe the. -eastbound.| -

lanes’ to provide. one: lefi-turn, .one left:
throughy and one through; lane., Construct
two, receiving lanes on the on-ramp for the,
turning. movement from eastbound 12"
Avenue to the northbound SR 99 ramp.

Road A / Area' I ~ The project appltcant
shall; pay, @ fair share contribution to.
modify. the. signal’ phasing; to provide.
overlaps for the  éastbound right-tirn:
movement; _provide _protected-permitted.

westbaund Sutterwlle Road approach to the
intersection; provide an actuated exclusive..

Dvepartment of
Transportation

Department of

Transportation

Department of
“Fransportation

-Prior tolissuance of

"building permits

‘bu11dmg permlts

i
’
}‘
; b
11

building permits

Priortofissuance.of.

Pnor to issuance’of

6¢€

| CHAPTER-4 — MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
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phasmg Jor: the northbaund left- turn
movement;. prohtbzt U-turn movement -at.
this intersection; and: increase: the: cycle:

‘| Impacts related” to
exhaust emissions and
fugitive particulate
matter-emissions from

_project-associated !
x

‘
‘,c‘:ons,tguctio'n,activmcg;!& v

The project applicant. .shall' ensure ‘that
emissiohs ﬁ'omall oﬁ'road diesel ) powered
ex(;_eed, 401pker‘cent opacﬂy for more ﬂmm
three minutes . in .any one hour: Any:
equipment found to exceed. 40 percent:
opacity. (or ‘Ringelmann 2.0} shall be:
repaired: immediately, and SMAQMD shall.
be notifiedwithin 48 hours of identification:
‘of inon-compliant equipment. A wisual
survey- of, all in-operation equipment. shall.
be..made at least weekly, and' a monthly.

SMAQMD)

summary.-of the visual survey results: shall’|. -

be.submitted. throughout the. duration: «of the.
_project, except: that the. monthly. summary;
- shall not-be'required for any 30-day period

in which no construction activity- occurs.
The monthly summary shall include the:
quantity and type of vehicles surveyed. as,
well as the dates of -each survey. .The
SMAQMD- and/or  other officials  may

conduct periodic: site inspections- to:

determine: compliance. Nothing, in this.

Section shall supercede other&\}{AQMD or

state rules or regulations..

Com'mﬁmty-
Development
Departinent’

and durmg

CHA‘PfERA — MITIGATION'MONITORING PLAN
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gati
fPrlor to."the appraval of arny. gradmg
_permit; the.project proponent shall submit
a . dust-control plan approved by the
t SMAQMD, to ithe City of Sacramento.
Community Development Department. The,
dust-control plan shall stipulate grading:
| schedides .associated with the "project
_phase, as'well as:the*dust-control measures:
“to be implemented. Grading of proposed:
project phases .shall* be scheduled so ‘that.
the total .area. of disturbance would, not.
exceed.15 acres on.any given.day. The dust.
' control'plan shall- be: incorporated into all
construction contracts, issted-as_part of the.
proposed: project ‘development.. The. dust-

incorporate the-following measures:

e Apply -water, chemical stabilizer/
suppressant, -or ‘vegetative: cover tg
disturbed areas; including storage piles-
that are not being actively used. for
construction purposes,, .as well’ as any

1 portions of the construction site; that.

remain inactive: jbr longer than: 3

} months;

| & Water exposéd. surfaces. sufficient to'

! ccontrol. fugitive dust emissions: during,

4 demolition,, clearing, grading, earth-

?j moving, or excavdtion operations.

* Actively disturbed-areas should be kept

_moist at all times;

PI'IOI' to approval

of’ grading permit-

CHAPTER.4 — MITIGATION,MONITORING PLAN
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o Cover all, vehicles, haulmg dzrt sand,
soil or other loose-material or maintain
at least two. Jeet of freeboard in
‘accordance: with the. requirements ‘of
California. Jehicle Code:  Section,
23114; '

o Limit. onr e.xpedzttou.sly remove the:
accumulation of project-generdted mud.
or dirt from, adjacent:public' streets .at.
Jeast once every' 24 hours when
construction: operatzons are- occurrmg
and’

o Limit onsite vehicle speeds on Aunpaved ’

surfaces to 15'mph, or.less.

533

Tmpacts related o

‘NOx.emissions..

temporary increasejin;

5.3:3(a). Prior to issyance. of a grading permi, the:

appltcam‘ shall submit a  SMAQMD-
approved. plan, which demonstrates that the;
heavy-duty (>50. horsepower) off-road
vehiclés to be used during. constriiction af
the praject (including .owned, leased, and
subcontracted vehicles). will; «achieve a:
project-wide. average of 20 percent NOx.

reduction.and-43 percent particulate matter |-

reduction, based on .the-most recent CARB.

[leet. average:at the time of construction. In:}
dddition, :the applicant shall submit tolf

SMAQMD a comprehensive inventory:of-all

off-road copstruction, equipment (>S50

horsepower) that-will'be used'an aggregate.
of 40-or. more -hours during any portion of

the -construction project. The inventory:

SMAQMD™

CHAPTER:4 — MITIGATIONMONITCRINGIPLARN
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shall include the, horsepawer rating, engine.
production year, and project hotirs of use.
or fuel throughput for each ‘piece of
equipment: The inventory shall be updated:
and’ submitfed monthly. .throughout. the
duration. of the project, Inventory shallnot
be. requiired for any 30-day, period-in-which
Construction. activities do not occur, At

least 48 hours: prior to the use of subject|

heavy-duty  off-road .equipment, .the
applicant shall'provide SMAQMD. with', the,
anticipated- construction timeline, including
the start date and the name and phone'
number: of the project manager- and on-site
foreman

Prior to issuance of @ gradmg permtt the:
applicant shall provide a construction;
mitigation fee to'the MQMD,szgﬁ‘ Cient. to:
offset project emissions -of NOy. above 83:
pounds per-day. The amount of the fee:
shall: be. based -on. updated’ construction.

scheduling, and equiprmient lists, .and ‘shall'{

be calculatediusing the- SMAQMD' method:
of estimating excess emissions. The current
price of NOy construction offsets, calculated,
by SMAQMD is'$ 16,000 per ton.

SMAQMD,

Community:
Development
Department’

Y

PI'IOI' tosissuance:of
gradmg permit,

5.3-5
“term increases of |
criteria air pollutants. .
; ]

Impacts related tolcpg-

Prior to the issuance of any-grading permit,
the praject-applicant shall: coordinate vith;
the SMAQMD.and the City: of Sacramerito:
Community Development Departiment to.
develop a pra/ect Air Qualzty Mitigation’

SMAQMD:

Community
Development
Department

: Prmr to issuance-of

gradmg permit:

| -~

CHAPTER 4 — ‘MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
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MitigationsMeasur

R P

i lt’ormgg%g ”‘Im plementatic
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e o ot ey g g i i e e

i 88 1 b 3 e - o e i

B

Plan  (AQMP).. In -accordance: with
SMAQMD recommendations, the AQMP-
shall achieve. a minimuntoverall reducnon
of 15 percent: in .the project’s: anticipated,
operational emissions,  SMAQOMD-
recommended:measures and’ correspandmg
emissions-reduction benefits are identified
in SMAQMD’s Guidance for Land Use

Emission Reductions,, which can .be found:

in Appendix E. of the SI\/IAOMD document.
The AQMP: shall be revtewed and endorsed
by SMA OMD, stoff prior to. project:

implementation. Available measures’-to-be.
included in:the. AQMP include, but are-not

limited to, the following:

o ‘Prohibit' ithe - .installation of “wood-
burmng fi replaces and stoves;
o Provide ‘onsite bicycle. storage .and:
showers Jor -employees. that bike ‘to
- work sufficient.-to meet peak -season.
maximum demand:
‘o, Provide preferential.parking (e.g., near

building entrance, sheltered area; ete )

for carpool and-vanpool vehicles;
o Provide. transit enhancing
infrastructure that -inchudes: fransit
shelters, benches; etc.; street lighting,
route signs -and’ displays; and/or bus.
turnouts/bulbs;
o Incorporate onsiter transit facility

st wsimmenfioa

CHAPTER 4 — MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
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improvements, (e.g., pedestrian shelters,
route information, benches, lighting) to
coincide "with: existing or planned
transit service; ' T

o Incorporate landscaping and sun
screens -to reduce energy use.
Deciduous trees should be utilized for
building shading to increase solar
heating during the winter months.
Install:  sun-shading devices (e.g.
screens) or recessed windows on newly
proposed buildings;

o Install efficient lighting and’ lighting
control systems;

o Install energy-efficient. heating and

: cooling  systems, appliances .and
equipment; o

» Install light colored *“cool” roofs and
pavements (i.e:, high reflectance, high,
emittance roof  .surfaces, or

exceptionally high reflectance.and low-|.

emittance surfaces). and strategically
placed shade trees 'to ‘the extent
practical; .

o Limit .hours of operation of outdoor.
lighting to the extent practical; and,

*  Provide shade (within 3 years) and/or
use light-colored/high-albedo materials
(reflectance of at least 0.3) and/or open.
grid pavement for at least 30 percent.gf
the site's non-roof impervious. surfaces,

SMAQMD

Community -

Prior to issuance of
occupancy permit

CHAPTER.4 — MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
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schedul”é'%% \isign’

5.3-5(b):

including. parking lots, walkways,
plazas, etc.,, or, place ‘a minimum.of 50.
percent of parking spaces underground
wor covered'by structured parking; or,
use.an-open-grid pavement'systenti(less:
than 50 percent impervious) for ‘a
minimum of 50 percent of the parking.
Jot area.

Documentation ‘confirming implementation:
af the dir: Quahty Mitigation.Plan shall, be}
provided to.the. SMAQMD: and City priorito
issuance:of occupancy-permits.

Development
Department:

1538

Cumuilative contributio
| to regional air. quallty‘

condmons

Implement Mitigation Measures. 5.3:2(q)
and (b) and 3.3-4(c) and ().

See 5:3:2:(a)
and(b)*

’See i5: 3 -2(a):and

(OF

Priortocissuance of

S.42 Qd_nstrucno’n-ngjse’ ’ i ' Constmctzon actlvrtzeb shall be hmzted toi Comrﬁumty 0
‘impacts to surrounding. - the hours et forth below, unléss. an Development grading and
| existing uses. T exception is granted' by the- Commumty Department building permits

‘ I i Development Department: ' o
J ,: . Mandayfthrough'Saturday ;

i 7:00 a.m. t0.6:00'p.m. |

| 4 e Sunday i
} ! 9:00.a.m. to 6:00:p.m. §
| ‘ 1\} These restricted hours, shall-be’ included on : :
I y  all grading -and construction plans ﬁ
= v submitted for- the review ‘and’ approval of
i the Community Development Department 1
! ) CHAPTER 4 —MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN ; i
b : . . : t
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men atl

prior
] ' construction permits.- : [
547 Railroad.noisellevels at || 5.4-7 | - Priorto the.issuance of building permits, a | City Engineer. | Prior;to;the
exterior noise spaces of] | noise barrier shall be shown .on. the plans. issuanceof
proposed pmJect (1K : along the western: boundary of the:project - “building permits
residences. R | site, from the northern boundary -of the. ' iy

| CPV:site toithe southern end of any parcel: ot
K | ‘with.residences for: the review and: .approval: : L
[ i of the City.Engineer. A barrier 10 feet.in
' height (relative to nearest outdoor activity.|: ;
elevations) would intercept, line of sight to
' W‘: railroad pass- bys thereby reducing future L
! | UPRR noiselevelsto 70 dB Ldn or'less:at I
| the nearest outdoor-activity areas proposed: P
; \ adjacent.to the tracks.

to. issuance of gradmg and

Barriers -can: take. the form. of earthen.
berms; solid walls, or a combination of the:
} two..Appropriate. materidls for noise walls.
| include precast concrete or mdasonry block.
. . Other materials may- be acceptable provide: . :
11 - they' have .af .surface  density of) _ i
: ] approximately four pounds per square foot. ! -
548 Ratlroad noiselevels-at | 1. 5.4-8(d)] Prior to.the: issuance' of building permits, [ Community Prioritorissuance of
‘interior'spaces:of i all' residential lots and residential’buildings:| Development building permits
proposed.residences on | | | y located:within the 70 dB.Ldn contour shall| Department [
the project:site. ' include noise. insulation features such as:
: the following:

. Sound-rated, windows and doors: with |
STC rating of 35; and : . R

CHAPTER 4 — MITIGATION MONITORING PilAN
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{
J
5.4- S(b)i

o Stucco exterior szdmg

Prior to. sale of any residential lots,
statements shall ‘be included in-the:title for
all propertiés within.the-65 dB.Ldn-contour.
that -informs the: buyer af elevated: -noise:
levels during:train passages, and. that train;

passages routmely occur during: mg/:tttme

‘hours..

Community

Development
Department

Taslomaent.
A

‘ i Schedule.

lI’ﬁ(ﬁ)r.,,to?"s:i!e‘of
Aresiiie,nt,i,al lots

5:4:9:

| Noise-producing

commercial.uses.
proposed within' the
prg_]eet site.

‘ 5 4-9(%)

Unshielded (i.e. unloadmg acttvztzes which,
are visible from» «any residential. window).
nighttime  truck unloading .shall. be
prohibited within: 200 feet of any residential;
unit,

Prior to issuance.of a building permit, the
site plans shall indicate-that a parapet wall;
shall be constructed along the edge of the

_roofs of -the commercial buildings of

sufficient height to intercept line: of sight
from. rogfiop ‘mechanical. equipment at.the:
nearest residences to reduce:. noise.levels at.
those nearby residences.

Community:
Development
Departnient:

Community

Development -

Department

‘buxl‘dmg permit
and,during project
opcratnqns

Pnor 10 issuance.of |

bmldmg permit

i

54-10

Pirk generated noise at :i
:

residential uses
proposed within the:

project site.

Park  activities shall ‘be restricted to

- daytime. hours, with exceptions allowed'on.

a case-by-case -basis. subject to the
approval of the Director of the Parks and.
Recreation.

Parks and

- Recreation

Department.

_Durmg ‘project:

operatlons

552 Impacts to burrowing  }|73.5-2 Prior to any grourzd dlsmrbance assocmted CDFG’ fPrlor tolany ground
owl. ; with grading or construction, the applicant dlsturbance

E ] f
I CHARTER 4 — MITIGATION MONITORING:PLAN ; '
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shall initiate. a ‘burrowing- owl consultarzon
with.the:California Department of Fish.and
Game' (CDFG) sand shall tmplement the
following ~ mitigation ~ measures, or
equivalents, based on-the resulls of the:
_consultation. B

The developer shall arrangeifor burrowmgt
owl.surveys to be,performed.consistent with.
the 'CDFG’s 1995 Staff Report. on:
Burrowmg, OWZ and the Cahforma
Burrowing Owl Consortium’s. (CBOC)
.Survey -Protocol (1997) not less than 30.
days prior to ground. disturbance for each:
.phase of projectgrading. If burrowmg owls:
are: not detected, further: mitigation. 'is :not:
necessary: However zf burrowmg owls are;

August 31) and burrowmg owk are(

detected, .a fanced buffer shall be erected.|

on the. project site by the.developer not- less>
than 250 _feet between the nest burrow(s)
and construction. activities. The . 750—foot
buffer.shall be observed: and. the. fence left
intact wntil a qualified raptor bidlogist.
deterinines ‘that' the young .are foragmg
independently, the nest has failed, or the.
owls .are. not, using. any' burrowsawzthm the:

buffer.

assocmted w1th
grading.or
construction

| CHAPTER:4 — MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
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v If ground disturbance .associated, -with.
i grading.or.construction commenges, outside.
i of the.nesting season, and burrowing’ owl(s)
'+ are presention-SIte orwithin 160 feef'of site.
g C dtsturbance, passive. relocatzon congsistent |-
i ¢ with the:CDFG Staff Report (1993) and. the
L {  GBOC Survey. Protocol (1997): shall: be:
) i performed. At.least one or'more-weeks. will
! t  be necessarysto accomplish this: and allow: ;
' the .owls to’ acclimate 1o offsite burraws - !
s The pre-construction surveys, shall be: '
w " | repeated if more than 30 days uelapsa
1 between. the last survey and the start of
constructionactivities. i

i5.5-3, Impacts to Swainson’s{ | 3.5-3 |  Ifsite disturbanice, associated with grading | CDFG* ‘Pre-construction
» hawknestingand  § ?} oriconstruction activities is proposediby the. survey-prior tosite

(February to .August), a pre-construction | Development | construction
survey for Swainson’s hawlk nests: shall: be.| Department ‘
' conducted within 30: days priort io. site|
| {  disturbance/construction .activities i by a e ‘
'} gualified biglogist in order to 1dent ﬁ)ﬁ , . '
Ik } active nests-in, the: project site vicinify. T} Te. S
i i results of the survey shall be submitted to : o
A CDEG and the Community Develépment : y
Department. If active nests are -not;found : ‘
during the pre-construction survey, further |
i .V - mitigation is not required. If activé nests
1 . are found, pursuant to consultation with
] CDFG, .q fenced buffer-shall be- erected. by
{  the.developer on the project site. not less

CHAPTER 4y MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN )
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£ 2

g ‘than one-quarter mzle (apprmlmately
i

l

!

i

1,300 feet) around. the .active nest. Site:
distirbance associated® with: gradmg or
construction: activities that may. cause nest,
abandonment or. forced ﬂedgmg shall -not.
be initiated within this buffer.zone between’
“March 1 and September .1. Any: trees
containing . nests that: ‘miust be removed as.d.
result of project 4mplementatzon shall be:
removed. during the inon-breeding Season
(September toJ anuarv) :

554

Impacts to raptors and
nugratory birds.

ST S s n

554(

Prior to -any grading or conslructlon
activities during the: nesting Season
(February 1 to August 1 5) a.

3

' preconstruction.survey -shall be’ conghcted

“by a qualified wildlife biologist within 15
days ‘of the start of prq]ect-related
actiyities. If nests. .of ‘migratory birds; are.
detected on ssite, or. within- 75 feet (for
migratory passerine birds) or 250 feet (for

birds of prey) of the: site, tie, developer-

shall consult with the CDFG to determine.
the:size .of a suitable ‘buffer: in whtch ‘new:
site! grading or construction’ dzsturbance Is

not permitted until- August- 15 qr the

qualified. biologist determines- sthat  the.
young.-are foraging independently, lor the:
nest. hgs.been; abandoned

PI'IOI' do -any’ grading or' constructxon
activities from:March 15'to; M’ay 15 within
1 00 feet of the: overcrossing of the: railfoad

Community

Development

Department

CDFG

Pre-construction
“Survey:prior to-
grading:or.
construction
-activities
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MITIGATION.MONITORING PLA
Curtis Park Village:

be.conducted by-a qualified biologist wzthm
15 days of "thei start of project-rélated,
activities. If: active nests are; present-im: the,
avercrossing, no construction shall. be:
conducted withiny1 00, ) feet of the.edge.of the
purple martin.colony.(as demarcated. by the:
activesnest hole closest to the constriction.
activity) at the beginning ‘of the purple.

martin breeding season from Madrch 5 to| .
May 5. The buffer.areashall be.avoided:to.

Dprevent disturbance to the nest(s) until.it is
no longer actlve T he size: of the bujj%r arecd:
CDFG determme lt would not- be: lzkely to
have: adverse:effects.on the. purple martins.
No project dactivity shall commence: within
the _buffer area. unttl a qualj f ted: blologzst

tracks on. Sutterville Road adjacent‘-taathe )
.project-site, a precomtructzon surveyishall.

-confirms.that the nest(s) isno Ionger active,

-~



