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RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCK PROJECT
INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRO NMENTAL ASSESSMENT

This Initial Study/Environmental Assessmél8/EA) has been prepared by the Sacramento
Housing and Redevelopmeftency (SHRA), 801 12Street, Sacramento, CA 95814,
pursuant tdNational Environmental Policy Act (NEPAg¢quirements under 22ode of
Federal Regulations<CFR) Part 58.36California Environmental Quality ACGEQA)
requirements under Title 14, Sectib®070 of the California Code of Regulations (CCR);
and the Local Environmental Procedures adopted by SHRA.

SHRA has prepared the attached Initial Stiithwironmental Assessment (IS/Ef) (a)

review the discussions of cumulativepacts, growth inducing ipacts, and irreversible
significant effects in the 2@3General PlatMEIR to determine their adequacy for the project
(see CEQA Guidelines Sectida®178(b),(c)) and (b) identify any potential new or additional
projectspecific significanenvironmental eficts that were not analyzed in ¥i&€IR and

any mitigation measures atternatives that may avoid or mitigate the identified effects to a
level of insignificance, if any.

As part of theMEIR processSHRA s required to incorporate all feasible mitigation
measures or feasible alternatives appropriate to the project as set fortMiBIRRECEQA
Guidelines Section 15177(d)Any MEIR mitigation measures that are identified as
appropriate are set forth in the applicable technical sections below.

This analysis incorporates by reference the general discussion portions of e &t al
PlanMEIR. (CEQA Guidelines Section 15150(a)lhe MEIR is available for publiceview

at the City of Sacramento, Community Development Department, 300 Ridautis/ad,
Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811, and on
http://www.cityofsacramento.org/CommuniBevelopment/Planning/Environmental/Impact
Reports

SHRA has reviewed the proposptbject and, on the basis of the whole record before it, has
determined that the propospibjectis an anticipated subsequent project identified and
described in the 2@3General Plan Mastétnvironmental Impact Report (MR) and is
consistent with the land use designation and the permissible densities and estefns#e

for the project site as set forth in the 8@3eneral Plan. See CEQA Guidelines Section
15176 (b) and (d)In addition, SHRA has determined that this IS/EA meets the requirements
of CEQA, and therefore the Finding of No Significant Impact (FON&I be usedn the

place of aNegative Declaration p&EQA Guidelines Sectioh5225 (a). SHRA is

delegated authority by HUD as the lead federal agency for this prélectCEQA

Guidelines section$5177 15221,and 15225SHRA and the City may relgn the Finding of
No Significant Impact, anthe review and comment periadll be provided by th&ONSI

and Notice of Intent to Request Release of Funds (FONSI/NOIRROF).

ORGANIZATION OF THE [INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

This IS/EA is organizethto the following sections:

SECTION | —BACKGROUND: Page3i Provides summary background information about the
project name, location, sponsor, and the date this IS/EA was completed.
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SECTION |1 —EXECUTIVE SUMMARY : Paged - Includes a summary of the project
description, environmental analysis and any mitigation measures.

SECTION |l —PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Pagesi Includes a detailed description of the
proposed project.

SECTION IV - ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSEDACTION: Pagel5i Discusses
alternatives to the proposed project.

SECTION V —CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DiscussioN: Pagel9i Contains
the Enwonmental Checklist &'m together witla discussion of the checklist questions. The
Checklist Form is used to determine the faliog for the proposed project:

1) Potentially Significant Impacts, which identifies impacts that may have a significant
effect on the environment, but for which tlegel of significance cannot be
appropriately determined without further analysis, in anifBnmental Impact Report
(EIR)

2) Potentially Significant Impacts Unless Mitigated, which identifies impacts that could
be mitigated to have a letisansignificant inpact with implementadn of mitigation
measures

3) LessThanSignificant Impacts, which identifies impacts that would be-kbss:
significant and do not require the implementation of mitigation measures.

SECTION VI —NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLISTS: PageB9i Contains the Statutory
Checklist and the Enronmental Assessment Checkligirfs, referenced back to the

Section V discussiqgwhere appropriateThe Checklist Forms are usedi&termine the
following for the proposed project: 1) Finding of No Impact, 2) Finding of Beneficial Impact,
3) The Finding of No Significant Impact, and 4) Finding of Significant Impact.

SECTION VII —CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Paged7i
Identifies which environmental factors were determined to have either a Potentially
Significant Impact or Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigatadndicated in the
Environmental Checklist.

SECTION VIII —DETERMINATION : Page99 - Identifies theCEQA determination of whether
impacts associated with development of the proposed project are significant, and what, if
any, added environmental documentation may be requideshtifies the mitigation

measure$ if anyi requiredas Conditions for Approval and tiNEPA determination of
Finding of No Significant Impact or the Finding of Significant Impact for the project as
proposed.

SECTION | X —REFERENCES CITED: PagelO1

APPENDIX A —CORRESPONDENCESAND NOTIFICATIONS : Availablefrom SHRA at the
contact listed above.

APPENDIX B —OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSES: Availablefrom SHRA at the catact
listed below.
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SECTION | —BACKGROUND

Responsible Entity Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency
[24 CFR 58.2(a)(7)]:

Certifying Officer LaShelle Dozier, Executive Director

[24 CFR 58.2(a)(2)]

Project Name Rio Linda Superbloclroject

Project Location The project site consists 8f94 acres on 11 parcels

locatedbetween Roanoke Avenue to the north, Rio Linc
Boulevard to the east, South Avenue to the south, and
Sacramento Northern Bike Trail to the west, inithéhe
Del Paso Heighteeighborhood ofhe City of Sacramento,
Sacramento County, CBAPNs: 251-0131-003 to -005, -
008 to-011, and015 to-018).

Estimated Total Proje€@ost $1,244,534

Project Applicant/ Grant Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency
Recipient 801 12th Street
[24 CFR 58.2(a)(5)] Sacramento, CA 95814

Phone: (916) 440330

ProjectRepresentative Stephanie Green
Environmental Coordinator
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency
801 12th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Phone(916) 4401302
Fax: (916) 4472261
sgree@shra.org

Environmental Consultant  The Ervin Consulting Group
4310 Langner Avenue #B
Santa Rosa, CA, 95407
Phone: (916) 989269
info@ervincg.com

Date IS/EA Completed August21, 2017
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SECTION Il —EXECUTI VE SUMMARY

TheRio Linda Superblock i®ject site consists &.94 acres o1 parcelslocated between
Roanoke Avenue to the north, Rio Linda Boulevard to the east, South Avenue to the south,
and the Sacramento Northern Bike Trail to the west, innttiee Del Paso Heights
neighborhood ofhe City of Sacramentd&;acramento Couy, CA (APNs: 251-0132-003 to -
005,-008 to-011, and-015 to-018).

The Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHRA) has performed Phase | and I
assessments and implemented Interim Soil Removal Actions to address contaminants
identified (mainly heavy metals including lead and cadmium in near surface soils) at a vacant
infill site known as the Rio Linda Superbloldcated in Sacrament8acramento County,
California Thesite isintended to be developed 2% units ofaffordable singleamily

housing

The principal objective of theroposed site remediatiamto reduce the potential for
environmental and public health and safety risks associated with exposure to elevated levels
of heavy metals (mainly lead and cadmium) in surface aadswgface soilsThese site

risks would be reduced and/iminated through the excavation of impacted soils exceeding
appropriate residential screening levels,sdr treatment, and offauling and disposal at an
appropriate disposal facilityOnce he site has been cleared by the county, a request for
proposals can be issued by SHRA for a residential developer.

There are extensive federal, state and local regulations that ga#zardous soils

remediation and disposal activitjess well as constrtion activities. The Rio Linda

Superblock project was specifically analyzed in the General\WEIR as a 44unit infill

housing project. The analysis in this document has determined that the proposed project as
designed will result in no new sipecifc significant impacts that were not considered in the
MEIR.

KEY ACRONYMS USED

=

ABCA i Analysis of Brownfields Cleanup Alternatives

CHHSLsi California Human Health Screening Levels

DTSGSLsi Department of Toxic Substance Control Screening Levels
GSREJI- Greater Sacrameniegion Erironmental Justice Initiative
HAZWOPERT HazardousVaste Operations and Emergency Response
NFA'T No Further Action

MTP/SCS- Metropolitan Transportation PleBustainable Communities Strategy
OSHAT U.S. Department dfabor Occupational Safety & Health Administration
RCRAT Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RSLsi Regional Screening Levels

SCEMDi Sacramento County Environmental Management Department
SSHSRH Site-specific health and safety plan

= =4 4 4 4 48 95 42 43 -2 -2
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SECTION Il —PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PROJECT LOCATION

The project siteonsists 08.94 acres on 11 parcelscatedbetweerRoanoke Avenue to the
north, Rio Linda Boulevard to the east, South Avenue to the souttheshcramento
Northern Bike Trail to the west, in the the Del Paso Heightseighborhood ofhe City of
SacramentdSacramento CountyCA (APNs: 251-0131-003 to -005,-008 to-011, and-015
to-018). The project vicinity is identified on Figure 1,dthe projecparcels arédentified

in Figure 2.

Description of the Proposatlinclude all contemplated actions which logically are either geographically or
functionally a composite part of the project, regardless of the source of funding. [24 CFRABBCEIR 1508.25]

The Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency (SHi@éperformed Phase | and Il
assessments and implemented Interim Soil Removal Actions to address contaminants
identified (mainly heavy metals including lead and cadmium in near surface soils) at a vacant
infill site known as the Rio Linda Superbloldcated in Sacrament&acramento County,
California Thesite isintended to beleveloped aaffordable singldamily housing The

principal objective of th@roposed site remediatiam to reduce the potential for

environmental and public health and safety risks associated with exposure to elevated levels
of heavy metals (mainly lead and cadmium) in surface and near suriisceTé@se site

risks would be reduced and/or eliminated through the excawaitionpacted soils exceeding
appropriate residential screening leyels-sitetreatmentand offhaulingand disposal at an
appropriate disposal facility

Site Description &Background

TheRio Linda Superblock Project areacurrently a vacantoughlyrectangulablock of
parcelsapproximately320 feet wide by650 feet long, and®.94+ acres in size with the
exclusion of two developed parcels Rio Linda Boulevard in theenter of the blocland a
vacant parcel on the northeast cornéfithin the Superblockroject area, SHRA currently
owns the specific parcels where heavy metals are present in near surface soils requiring
mitigation as well as the adjacent vacant paraetiuded in the Superblock project area

The proposedite reuse is for the construction of affordable singlemulti-family dwelling

unit(s). Preliminary designs have been completed for the site and it was determined that the
site would be suitable for approximately €hgle familyhomesaffordable to low and

middle income families As noted in the EPBrownfields Revolving Loan Fungrant

apdication, once the site is cleané&HRA plans to issue sequest for qualification select

a developer for the projecCleanup of theite to a residential standaisithusrequired

before planned reuse/redevelopment can begin.

Thesite is located iran urban area with a mix of residential homes, apartment buildings, and
commercial businessedll except one parcel (zoned RMiXresidential mixed use) are
zoned aUnit Bwdlling Zone (R2A ) andaccommodate higher density development.
Residenti&units up to 17 units per acre and community gardens are allowed by right in this
zone with certain limitationsCurrently, the site cannot be developed duéédollowing
environmental concerns identified during the Phasenvistigations and inten removal

efforts

SHRA RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION

Reference: Rio Linda, California,
USGS 7.5 Series Quadrangle, 1882,

SCALE 1INCH = 2000 FT

487 1235051 pot Revised 1997.
Nichols Consulting Site Vicinity Map PLATE
Engineers, Chid. Soil Removal Corrective Action Plan
8705 Folsom Bivd , Suite 250 Rio Linda Superblock 2
Sacramento, Califomia 95626 Rio Linda Boulevard and Roanoke Avenue
(916) 388-5665 Sacramento, California

TRAWN PROECT NUMEER APPROVED DATE REVISED DATE

YVG AABT 1235 giﬂ

Source: NCE, 2017 FIGURE 1

PROJECT VICINITY
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION
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Rio Linda Superblock
Rio Linda Boulevard and Roanoke Avenue

A487.12.35

Source: Nichols Consultingt/10;ECG, 2017 FIGURE 2
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION

1 Elevated levels of lead and cadmium are present above the human health screening
level in surface and subsurface soil throughout the esitérevith the greatest
concentrations in the western portion of ste.

1 Waste characterization analysesité il found lead exceeding the California
hazardous waste criteria, and in some ctsefederalResource Conservation and
Recovery Ac{RCRA) hazardous waste criteria, indicating that the soil will require
disposal at an appropriate hazardous wiastefill.

1 Interim soil removal actions in 2011 resulted in the successful removal and
stockpiling of approximately 2,500 cubic yards (approximately 4,000 tons) of metals
impacted soils. Confirmation sampling in these areas indicate that the residential
cleanup standards (Residentzdlifornia HumarHealth Screening Levels
[CHHSLSs]) have been achieved. Stockpiled soils remain on the site as a result of
funding limitations. Additional excavation of impacted soils is required to meet
cleanup objectivesSubsequently excavated soils, and existing stockpiled soils, will
likely require offsite disposal.

Proposed Remediation Activities

The contaminated soil on the site can either be excavated and transported to a Class |
disposal site as RCRA waste, or skabd on site, and transported to a Class Il site as
CaliforniaHazardous WasteAn alternatives analysis determined that the latter is the
preferred, and least expensive, alternative.

The preferred remedial plan wouldcawvatethe siteto a depttof 2 feet in areasvhere soilis

in excess of the ABCAcreening level (8filligrams perkilogram for lead) Confirmation
samplingwould be conductedeadwould be stabilized on site to meet screening levéis, o
site disposalof impacted soilss aCaliforniaHazardous Waste, then the site regraded with
clean fill soil. The site will be fenced to prevent access by the public during-sitleon
activities. The soil excavation, confirmation sampling, lead stabilization anditefidisposal

as aCalifornia Haardous Wastevould removeall soil from thesite that exceesithe lead

and cadmium residentiatreening levelof 80and 1.7mg/kg respectively This alternative
includesusing heavy equipment to mechanically phosphatéased binderg caustic

mateial to raise pH with theexcavatedoil that is characterized as a RCRA waste

stabilize lead and redute immobilize soluble lead compounds to a level that would classify
the waste as a California Hazardous W.asgtker excavation4-point compositessamples,

one per 8-foot by 40-foot remedial unitswill be collected for leadnd cadmiunanalysis.

An estimatedotal (existing stockpiles plus future excavation) of California Hazardous Waste
would amount t@®,160 tons RCRA Hazardous Waste (requiristbilization) would equal
approximately?,500 tonsand these materials would be stockpiled and treated.

Some disruption to the local residents from a period of heavy equipment operating in a
confined area would occuilhe onsite remedial efforts willake approximately 4 to 5

weeks to complete. After the stabilization of the RCRA soils, all waste soils would be loaded
into trucks andransported ofiite for disposal at an appropriately licensed treatment/

disposal facility. It is estimated that ding the loading and offiauling portion of the project,
estimated to take about two weeks, approximately 25 trucks pevilléye arriving and

leaving the site.

RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT SHRA
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION

The stockpile removal plan is identified in Figure 3. The excavation plan is identified in
Figure 4.

At the completion of all excavation, confirmation sampling anehatiling, and with the
concurrence of the Sacramento County Environmental Management Department (SCEMD),
the lead regulatory agency for this projebe excavatiomreasvould thenbere-graded to

reduce surface water pondinthe site will be graded, backfilled and fenced, as necefsary
safety purposes.Backfilling will use clean soils from parts of the project site, as well as
clean import fill, which will require approxint@ly 30 trucks per day for about a week.
Excavation will completely remove contaminated soil from the surfacs/zadtbw

subsurface areas, eliminating the threat of accidental ingestion and/or dermaltocontact
current and futureite users.

The cleanugctivities will be conducted in a manner that is protective of nearby residsnts
required by federal, state and local regulatiofise contractor will provide field oversight,
perimeter air sampling and analysis, dust monitomngteorological monitang and
confirmation sampling and analysi$he site will be remediatet unrestricted land use
status so that residentizdescan beconstructed

Statement of Purpose and Need for the Proposako cFR 1508.9(b)]

Theprojectobjective is to mitigate the identified contaminants to levels approfoiatbe
planned reuse as affordable single multi-family dwelling unit(s).

Theppposed pr oj ects2@42018 Strategic Planoécled&ningrup
communities and advaimg sustainable development by remediating @developinga
contaminated and blightedfith property with affordable singldamily homes. SHRA has

been an active and voluntgpgrticipant in addressing brownfield sites in underserved parts
of the commuriy for over 20 years.

Addressing contamination and building housing at this site has been a priority of the
communityand SHRA for over two decaded. report to the Sacramento City Council in
1989 noted thathe former uses on the site, including a gasan, tavern, liquor store and
auto repair shops, haed to the spread of blight and deterioration of the surrounding
residential communityDevelopment of housing would benefit both existing and new
residents as the site enjoys amould enhance acceso the Sacramento Northern Bike Trail
and the Sacramento Regiofiaansit bus line that connects the site to a nearby light rail
station.

The contaminated soils are a threat to the community as trespassers continue to knock down
the fence to access thite and the adjacent bike trail and greensp&ue to continued
trespassing, in part due to the barrier the site presents, there has beeessed exposure

to the lead in the shallow soiRccording to the CDC, exposure to even lewels of leady
children can cause adverse cognitive, cardiovascular and immunological effeatgtical

results show that the soil contains lead and cadmium at concentrations that@®etgids

for residential useRemediation and closure of teie wouldeliminate the environmental

hazard and return the site to viable aeasistent with the underlying residential zoning

SHRA RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION
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STOCKPILE REMOVAL PLAN
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION

Over $1 million had been spent on planning, acquisition, assessment and remediation of the
Rio Linda Superblock prior to the dissolution of redevelopm&eyveloping the vacant
contaminated infill site would have a positive impact onabrmunity as these parcels have
been vacant for at least 20 yeaesulting in a loss of an estimated $560,000 in property tax
revenue to datelt is estimated that the vacant site is also cosBIHRA $10,000a year for
maintenance and fencindiccord ng t o SsroalimetPdy@eryel axdalculatahe

Rio Linda Superblock would generate approximately $28,000 in annual property taxes if
developed with the proposed 21 homes at the median home value of $14lhQ8roject

would signify new and sigificant development in the area and compliment the ongoing

efforts in theadjacent Del Paso Nuevo development.

Existing Conditions and Trends: Describe the existing conditions of the project area and its surroundings, and
trends likely to continue in thebsence of the project. [24 CFR 58.40(a)]

Theprojectsite is known as the Rio Lindguperblock, theecad largest infill site in Del

Paso HeightsTheprojectsite is located adjacent the Woodhaven Senior Apartment
Community, the Gran Casa Lingablic housing authority community, Del Paso Heights
Library, a Sacramento Regional Transis line and the Sacramento Northern Bike Trail and
Greenspace, a Iiile trail connecting theeighborhood to downtown Sacramento and the
rural areas to the north.

This site has been considered a social, physical and economic blight by the community for
over25 years.Parts of the site have been vacant for over 20 years which allowed for illegal
dumpingprior to the acquisitions b$HRA. Previous uses on adjacgrarcels were
incompatible withthe surrounding community anceve razed for development of affordable
housing. Currently, thesite is vacant with stockpiled soil from the excavation that occurred
in 2011.

The site is located in the former Del Paso Heigtegdevelopment Area and targeted for the
development of affordable single famhpmes. The former Redevelopment Agenoggan
assembling &cant parcels in the early 199fbr the development of single family homes.
However, gveral setbacks stalled theopect since its inception in the early 1990sluding

a lengthy acquisition process, dissolution of redevelopment agen@edifornia and

serious environmental contamination from illegal dumping@edious uses such as a gas
station, auto body shopnd a trucking company.

This part of Del Paso Heighssill struggles with physical, social and economic issues.
Accordingto a 2015 Sacramento Business Journal artiodeproject sits in a zip code that
ranks 88th out 080 zip codes in the regiondxd on factors such as median household
income, median homealue, adults with advanced degrees and poverty rate.

In addition to being in a former redevelopment area, the site is located in a federally
designatedPromise ZonePromise Zones are areas ajlipoverty where the federal
government partnemgith and invests in communities to accomplish the goals of creating
jobs, leveraging privatevestment, increasing economic activity, expanding educational
opportunities and reducingolent crime. Del Paso Heights is also one of only three target
areas of the Greater SacrameR&gion Environmental Justice Initiative (GSREJI), a
partnership between local ngnofits through support from the California Wellness
Foundation and the University of Californ2aavisCenter for Regional Change, one of
SHRAOGs Pr omi s eFurthermoes, 9p.3% df studemts at Del Paso Heights

RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT SHRA
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PROJECTDESCRIPTION

Elementary are eligible for free or redugaite meals (FRPM)At Grant Union High
School, the closest high school, it is 91%heaverage for the school district is 87.9% and
59.7% for the County.

In 2010, after considerable environmental testing and community inGat;ractive Action
Plan was approved by the Sacramento County Environmdataagement Department
(SCEMD). A significant amount of soil contaminatedth metals was removed and
stockpiled orsitein 2011 However, further confirmatiosampling determined that the
contamination was more extensive than origintdilyught and remediation was halted.
Currently, the siteemains vacant wittmpacted soils stockpiled esite.

FUNDING | NFORMATION

Grant Number HUD Program Funding Amount
B-14-MC-06-0003 CDBG Capital Reserve2014) $ 25,000
B-16-MC-06-0003 CDBG Capital Reserve2(016) $165,000
B-17-MC-06-0003 CDBG CapitaReserve2017) $ 95,000
B-11-UN-06-0004 NSP3 $295,000

Estimated Total HUD Funded Amount: $580,000

While this is the current funding identified, NSP | funds may be identified and used to cover
contingencies, such as new sources of contaminéntified and remediated as the project
progressesor unanticipated archaeological finds

Estimated Total Project Cost(HUD and norHUD funds) [24 CFR 58.32(d)}1,244,534

SHRA RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT
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SECTION IV —ALTERNA TIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

ALTERNATIVES AND PROJECT MODIFICATIONS CONSIDERED [24 CFR58.40(e), Ref. 40 CFR 1508.9]
(Identify other reasonable courses of action that were considered and not selected, such as other sites, design modifications
or other uses of the subject site. Désethe benefits and adverse impacts to the human environment of each alternative

and the reasons for rejecting it.)

An Analysis of Brownfields Cleanup AlternativéaBCA) was conducted on behalf of

SHRA in November 2016yhichidentified and compardifferent cleanup scenarios to
address contaminantgentified (mainly lead and cadmium in near surface soils) during the
Phase I/ll investigationand as identified during Interim Soil Removal Actions performed in
2011. Waste characterization sampling oé tstockpiled soils was performed to evaluate
potentialdisposal options if soil were removed from #ite. Total lead was reported at total
concentrations requirin§oluble Threshold Limit ConcentratioB TLC) and or Toxicity
Characteristic Leaching Predure (TCLPganalysis. Chemical profiling of stockpiled soils
resulted in roughly 40% of the material begigssified as a California Hazardous Waste and
roughly 60% of the materials as a RCRlAzardous Waste.

Each cleanup alternative was first evaludtedetermine whether it would achieve the
overallproject goal to mitigate the identified contaminants to levels appropriate for the
plannedreuse, an affordable singler multi-family dwelling unit(s). Those alternatives
deemectapable of achieving theverall project goal were further evaluated for
effectivenessimplementability, and costThe cost estimatemerough orderof-magnitude
estimates that were prepared solely for the comparison of the ideattBedatives

Thethreecleanupscenariosvere ranked on effectivass, implementability, and cost:
1. NoAction Alternative

2. Off-Site Disposal AlternativeSoil excavation, confirmation sampling, and-site
disposal as roughly 60% RCRAazardous Waste and 40% California Hazardous
Waste.

3. PreferredAlternative. Excavation, confirmation sampling, lead stabilization ane off
site disposal as 100%alifornia Hazardous Waste.

The no action alternative is discussed below. The third option is the preferred alternative,
analyzed in detail within thikS/EA.

Three additional alternatives were considered and rejected.

1. Cappingwould install anmpermeable covegpavement, concrete, etc.) to mitigate
exposure to lead impacted soilowever, thisalternative, while effective in reducing
exposure, would naheet the project goals for residential exposure and
redevelopment of the site to benefit the Del Paso Heights Community.

2. In situ soil treatmenfThis alternative would involve theauhanical mixing of
phosphate fronfish bones with soil.Fish bones armade of the phosphate mineral
apatite, which readily combines wilkad to form pyromorphite, a staldgystalline
mineral that can't babsorbed by the human digestsystem. The application of fish
bonesis followed by the application of cleaoil andvegetation to reduce fistdors.
This alternative &n reduce the bioavailability tdad up to 50%; however petential

SHRA RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT
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ALTERNATIVES TO THEPROPOSEDACTION

of leaving bioavailabléead in solil at theite remains.Regulatory approval and
furtherbioavailability testing would beequired o leave lead impacted sai thesite.
Typical in situ soitreatment applications ao®nducted asites with existing

structures where excavation of sisilnot practical.This alternative, like capping,
would be effective in reducing exposure, but Wawot meet the project goals for
residential exposure and redevelopment of the site to benefit the Del Paso Heights
Community.

3. Soil disposal as a speciabste. The excavated soil could be potentiallgsignated
as a special wastéA special waste is subset category ofonRCRA hazardous
wastes pending request to the DTSC for a speasiaste classification in order for
thesolil to be disposed as a nonhazardeaste. Effective to reduce disposal costs
for sites with large volumes of soilConsiderale administrative efforand time is
required for DTSGpecial waste application proceasd this vauld only apply to
that portion ofvaste that is classified as a ARCRA waste.The remediation of
RCRA waste on the site would still be required.

The Off-Site Disposal Alternativevould excavatethe siteto a depthof 2 feet in areawhere
soilis in excess of the ABCAcreening level (8filligrams perkilogram for lead). SHRA
consultants wouldgrformconfirmation soilsampling andinalysis to cofirm that the
cleanupgoals are achievedharacterize&xcavated soil fodisposal inaccordance witithe
receivingfacility requirements, antfansportxcavated soil fodisposal at theppropriate
facility in accordance withpplicableregulationsThesoil excavation, confirmation
sampling, and ofite disposal as part RCRA and p@dlifornia hazardous waste alternative
would remove the impacted soils from Sike thatexceed the lead screening level of 80
mg/kg and the cadmium screening level @t thg/kg. Fourpoint composite samples, one
per 406foot by 40 foot remedial unit wuld be collected fotead and cadmium analysis
following soil excavation.An estimated total (existing plus futuegcavation) of California
Hazardous Waste would amouat,160 tons and RCRA Hazarddisste would equal
approximately 4,460 tonsT'he impacted soil is anticipated to require offgligposal
accordingly as California hazardous waste and RCRA Hazardous Wap@apriate
disposal facilities and at differeanit rates.

The newly excavated soil woutilst be stockpiled orsite, pending laboratory analysis for
wastecharacterizationThe initial waste characterization performed indicates that the
existingstockpiled soil would be roughly 40% a California &aous waste and 60% RCRA
hazardousvaste. The excavated soil would be transportedsitié for disposal at an
appropriatelficensed treatment/disposal facilitfhe excavation would be backfilled and/or
re-graded and@ompacted with clean material apprate for the planned use.

Excavation will completely remove contaminated soil from the surfacs/zadtbw
subsurface areas, eliminating the threat of accidental ingestion and/or dermaltcontact
current and futureite users.This alternative includesollection of confirmation samples
and disposaprofile sampling of excavated soil, edite soil disposal, and backfilling with
clean soil. Thesite is currently vacantand &cess to streets and freeways would be
unaffected, with minimadisruption tathe local residentsThis alternative is moderately
easy to implement.
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PAGE16 INITIAL STUDYENVIRONMENTALASSESSMENT



ALTERNATIVES TO THEPROPOSEDACTION

However, his alternative was rejected for several reasons. First, thamatedl spaceon the
siteto stockpile soil whichmayhinderimplementation.Second, the cost to disposke

RCRA hazardous wast¢ a Class | landfilis significantly higherand requires transport for
longer distances to the few sites that may take RCRA wastectdisposal of RCRA

wastes to the permitted landfils more challenging in Californiandit is no longer possible
to excavate and dispos¢ RCRA waste soilglirectly without treating onsite to get the lead
levels down to what would then be classifexiCalifornia Hazardous Wast€alifornia
landfills have to treat onsite when receiving RCRastes and they are limited to how much
they can receive eaday, thus, the excavation and hauling would be extended over a much
longer period, resulting in additional community disruptions and increased potential for
accidents and exposuré addition,suchtrucking is in extremely high demand aiscan
additionallimiting factor.

While this alternative would ultimately meet the project gbglsemovingthe contamination
and allowing development on the project site, it would result in gr@alverse effects on the
human and physical environment. The additional project costs would have to come from
other SHRA and City funding priorities, and could mean less affordable housing could be
constructed in the city to meet current needs. Extenithe project implementation would
delay redevelopment of the site, and risk continuing community exposusgeti@spassers
and weather events such as wind and rain causing contaminant migration. In addition, the
limited ability for the few Class | tadfills to accept the RCRA waste would result in
increased vehicle miles traveled, and resulting increase in truck emissions, energy usage, and
greenhouse gas emissions. Longer truck routes (likely Central California, as compared to
nearby Class Il landfs that would accept California Hazardous Waste) would increase the
potential for accidents and accidental exposure.

NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE [24 CFR 58.40(e)]
(Discuss the benefits and adverse impacts to the human environment of not implementingrted pitfrnative).

The No Action Alternative would leave the site vacant, and unavailable for reuse as zoned
for residential usesThe NoAction Alternative assumes that the impacted would remain

in place without treatmentThis alternative would ot provide for mitigation of the actual or
potential riskgposed by the impactexbil. If no corrective action is taken, tge cannot be
reused asffordable singleor multi-family dwelling unit(s).

Remediation and development of this site with affdnld housing has been a priority for the
community since at least 1989 when the Del Paso Heights Redevelopment Advisory
Committee (RAC), Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Commission (SHRC) and
Redevelopment Agency sought to remove blighting and incobipaises including a gas
station, liquor store and pool halkeveral of the goals in the Redevelopment Plan and
Implementation Strategy (Redevelopment Plan) from that time were to a) improve the
neighborhood environment and image, b) eliminate bligatetiblighting conditions and c)
increase and develop affordable housing in the area.

The 20092014 Redevelopment Plan called out this project as a top priority noting that
completion of this project would result in reversing depreciated property values and
eliminating factors hindering viable use.

Several setbacks stalled the project over the last 20 years, including lengthy acquisition
processes, elimination of redevelopment in California and serious environmental
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contamination from illegal dumping and pieus uses such as a gas station, auto body shop
and a trucking companyl'he main contributor to the heavy metals contamination is
associated with an esite waste debris field from an unknown source.

There are no benefits to the physical or human enwviem by taking no federal action for
this project and significant adverdeealth and safetgffects of leaving the exposed
contaminated soils on an unsecure.siteaddition, the contamination currently keeps the
site unusable, thusie no projectaltemativewould leave he site vacant and blighted
Needed affordable housing would not be baifid noneof the purposes or needs of the
project would be met.
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SECTION V

CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECK LIST AND DISCUSSION

1. AESTHETICS
Would the proposal:

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact Unlesq
Mitigated

Lessthan-
significant
Impact

No
Impact

A) Have a substantialdverse effect on a scenic vista?

B) Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and histori
buildings within a state scenic highway?

C) Substantially degrade the existing visual characte
quality of the site and its surroundings?

D) Create a new source of substantial light or glare
which would adversely affect day or nighttime viey
in thearea?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Theprojectsite is a vacant infill parcébcatedwithin the Del Paso Heights communityhe

site is surrounded on three sides by narrow sidewsitkstelephongoleslocated within the
sidewalks and above ground utility lines'he west boundary abuts the Sacramento Northern
Bike Trail with approximately 150 feet of open space to Altos Averdreken dain link
fencingsurounds thesite. Thesurroundingarea contains a mix of vacant propertsagle

and multifamily dwellings,anda small church

Sensitive viewer groups in the project area include exisésglentsalong RioLinda

Boulevard as well as bike trail usel®ng the Northern Sacramento Bikrail

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposes of thikS/EA, an impact is considered significant if {i@posedrojectwould:

M Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista

1 Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway

1 Adversely alter the existing visual character or quality of the project area

Create a new source of sufnstial light or glardhat is substantially greater than
typical urban sourcesnd which wouldtcause sustained annoyance and/or hazard
nearby, visually sensitive receptors, such as neighborhood residents

SHRA
INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTALASSESSMENT
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CEQAENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR described the existing visual conditions in the general plan policy area, and the
potential changes to those conditions that could result di@mlopment consistent with the
2036 GeneralPlan. SeeMEIR, Chapter.15, Visual Resources.

TheMEIR determined thatdrause the City of Sacramento is mostly buit with a level of
ambient light that is typical of and consistent with the urban clerata large city and new
development allowed under the 2035 General Plan would be subject to the General Plan
policies, building codes, and (for larger projects) design review, the introduction of
substantially greater intensity or dispersal of light {sawt occur. With an emphasis on
infill development in the General Plan, additional light sources would be primarily
concentrated within existing, welt areas of the city and would be similar to the existing
character of urban lightingPolicy ER 7.13 requires that misdirected, excessive, or
unnecessary outdoor lighting be minimizékthe 2035General Plan contains policies to
address potential nighttime lighting impacg&pecifically, Policy LU 6.1.12, Compatibility
with Adjoining Uses, includes rquirement for lighting to be shielded and directed
downward to minimize impacts on adjacent residential uses.

Daytime glare could be produced by the increased amount of surface area of proposed
commercial and residential structures, which could refieconcentrate sunlighPolicy ER

7.1.4 prohibits new development from (1) using reflective glass that exceeds 50 percent of
any building surface and on the bottom three floors, (2) using mirrored glass, (3) using black
glass that exceeds 25 percentmf aurface of a building, (4) using metal building materials
that exceed 50 percent of any striseting surface of a primarily residential building, and (5)
using exposed concrete that exceeds 50 percent of any builthege design features would
minimize potential impacts related to daytime glare.

The MEIR determined thahe additional lighting that could be created as a result of the 2035
General Plan would continue to be typical of the existing ambient light already present in the
city and would hge a lesghansignificant environmental effect.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT

None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions Aand B

The project area is within an urbanized, built environmdihiere are no designated scenic
vistas or highways locatezh oradjacent tdhe project site that could be affected by the
proposed projdc Thereforesite remediation and construction of housvguld haveno
impacton scenic resources.

QuestiorsCandD

The proposed project would remove barriers to the construction of housing on the site.
Housing developmentould change the site chatar fromvacant to developed, and reduce
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the amount of open space adjacent to the bike trail. However, such redidemtlopment
is consistent with the swounding development in the araad along the bike trail.

Construction of housing would also add lighting to the area. Again, this lighting would be
consistent with existing residential lighting in the area,\wadld result in a minor new

source of nighttime lighting in the area. Construction of 21 units on the site would not be a
substantial source of light or glar&@he project would not create a source of glare that would
cause a public hazard or annoyararecreate a substantial new source of light that would be
cast onto oncomingyaffic or residential uses.

Therefore site remediation andonstruction ohousingwould betypical of the existing
ambient light already present in the city and would havave dessthan-significant
impacton the visual character of the site or its surroundamgklight and glare
MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project woulthve no additional projespecific environmentaffects
relatingto visual resourcebeyond thoseonsidered in the 2035 General PMEIR.
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2. AGRICULTURE AND FO RESTRY RESOURCES
Would the proposal:

Potentially Ppte_n_nally Lessthan-
o Significant o
Issues Significant Significant |No Impact|
Imoact Impact Unless Imoact
P Mitigated b

A) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
CaliforniaResources Agency, to nagricultural
use?

-

B) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, o
a Williamson Act contract?

C) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result
conversion of Farmland, to nagricultural use

D) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to notfiorest use?

E) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result
conversion of Farmland, to nagricultural use or
conversion of forest land to ndorest use?

cC |[C| C |C

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project area is locat@athe Del Paso Heights community of the CitySdcramento
andis fully urbanized withmixedurban uses.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
For purposes of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant gritygosed projeavould:

1 Conflict with adopted agricultural policies or zoning
1 Result in the loss of forestry land.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

Goals and policies included in the Environmental Resources section of the 2035 General Plan
encourage the continued productivity and preservation of existing local agricldhdsland
operations in areas outside of the cifjhese policies include Policy ER 4.2.1, which

encourages infill development and compact new development within the existing urban areas
of the city to prohibit the premature conversion of productive atjuial lands for urban

uses, and Policy ER 4.2.3, which ensures that the City continues to work with Sacramento
County and other adjacent jurisdictions to ensure implementation of all existing conservation
plans to preserverppne farmland outside the cityBecause planned growth would be focused
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within the Policy Area and not on surrounding, regional agricultural areas outside the city

and the remaining agricultural land within the Policy Area is not considered viable or suitable

for largescale agricultu al oper ati ons, the Gener al Pl ands
associated with Important Farmlgiiilliamson Act contracts or adjacent agricultural areas

was determined to Hess than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions A through E

There is no prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance within or
adjacent to the projeereaand no agricultural activities take plaséhin or adjacent to the

project area No agricultural use zone currently exists within the projeea The proposed
project would not convert prime agricultural land to +agmicultural use, would not conflict

with agricultural zoning or a Williamson Act coatt, or involve any other changes resulting

in a conversion of Farmland, nor would the proposed project result in a loss of forest lands or
resources. Therefore, the proposed project would havw@pacton agriculturalbr forestry
resources.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project woulthve no additional projesipecific environmental effects
relatingto agricultural resourcedseyond thoseonsidered in the 2035 General PMEIR.
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3. AIR QUALITY
Would the proposal:
Potentially
Potentially| Significant | Lessthan-
Issues Significant| Impact [Significant|No Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated

A) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the U
applicable air quality plan?

B) Violate any air quality standard or contribute U
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

C) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase U
any criteriapollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or stat
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for
0zOone precursors)?

D) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant U
concentrations?

E) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial U

number of people?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The Environmental Setting is provided in tBeneral Plaackground Report (BR)
included as Appendix C of&Draft MEIR. Section6. 6 ,

AENVI

ronment al

Resour ces,

AAI

by

laws and plans that have been adopted to improve air quality.

The project area is located in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB), which is bounded by
the Siera Nevada on the east and the Coast Range on the west. Prevailing winds in the
project area originate primarily from the southwest. These winds are the result of marine
breezes coming through the Carquinez Straits. These marine breezes diminishhduring t
winter months, and winds from the north occur more frequently at this time. Air quality
within the project area and the surrounding region is largely influenced by urban emission

sources.

The SVAB is subject to federal, state, and local air quality regulations under the jurisdiction

r

Quality, o
0O describergy the
Area, the regulatory agencies responsible for managing and improving air quality, and the

of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD). The

SMAQMD is responsible for implementing emissions standards and other requireents
federal and state laws. As there are minimal industrial emissions, urban emission sources
originate primarily from automobiles. Home fireplaces also contribute a significant portion

of the air pollutants, particularly during the winter monthotor vehicles are the primary
source of air quality hazards, which are primarily caused by carbon monoxide (CO),

particulate matter (PhM), and ozone
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CEQAENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

The Sacramento area is in attainment withNladonal Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS) andCalifornia Ambient Air Quality Standard<JAAQS) for all pollutants except
ozone, PMsand PMo. The Sacramento regiesdesignatedh severe nonattainment area
for the federal eighhour ozone standardnd a norattainment area for the state emsur

and eighthourozone standasd Sacramento County is also nonattainment for the staie PM
standards, and the federalBdur PMe.s standard

Air Pollutants and Ambient Air Quality Standards (AAQS)

Both the state and the federal governments have established AAQSéoal different

pollutants. For some pollutants, separate standards have been set for different averaging
periods (e.g., 1 hour, 24 hour, annual). Most standards have been set to protect public health,
although some standards have been based on a@tlesysuch as protection of crops or
materials, or avoidance of nuisance conditions. The pollutants of greatest concern in the
project area are ozone and inhalable particulate mattero@id PM.s).

Attainment Plan- 2015 Ozone Standard

In 2015, EPA pomulgateda new 8hour NationalAAQS of 70 ppb.In 2016, the California

Air Resource Board recommended that the region be designated nonattainment in their report
Recommended Area Designations for the 0.70 ppm Fedétali8 Standard EPA is

expected tonake a final classification and determination by October 1, 2017 (based on 2014
2016 data).

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposes of this Initial Study, air quality impacts may be considered significant if
construction and/or implementation of the progbpeoject would result in the following
impacts that remain significant after implementation of General Plan policies or mitigation
from the General PlaMEIR:

1 construction emissions of N@bove 85 pounds per day;

1 operational emissions of N@r ROG above 65 pounds per day;

9 violation of any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation;

1 PMao- If all feasible BACT/BMPs are applied, then 80 pounds/day and 14.6
tons/yearHowever, if project missions of NQand ROG are below the emission
thresholds given above, then the project would not result in violations of the PV
ambient air quality standards;

1 PMo2s- If all feasible BACT/BMPs are applied, the@ gounds/day and5 tons/yeay
1 exposureof sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Federal Air Quality Conformity Requirements

40 Code of Federal Regulatiori®art 93

The proposed project requires permits from federal agenciearthaubject to thEPA.

The NEPA review process must be integrated with other regulatory review processes and
consider applicable regulations; SMAQMD standards are more stringent than the federal
standards, and therefore, the local standards will be used in the CEQAsanalys
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A nonttransportation project located in a nonattainment or maintenance area must undergo a
general conformity analysis in accordance with 40 CFR Part 93 to ensure that the project
does not:

9 Cause or contribute to new violations of any standard iraeeg

1 Increase the frequency or severity of an existing violation of any standard

1 Delay timely attainment of any standard, required interim emission reduction, or
other milestones

As part of the general conformity process, a conformity analysis is reguardéederal action
satisfies one of the following two conditions:

1 Thea c t s dorett@nd indirect emissions have the potential to emit one or more of
the six criteria pollutants at or above emission rates showabie 31.

1 Thea c t s dirett@nd indirect emissions of any criteria pollutant represent 10% of a
nonattainment or maintenance areafds tot al

TABLE 3-1
DE MINIMIS EMISSION RATES FOR CRITERIA POLLUTANTS IN NONATTAINMENT AREAS
Pollutant (ngisp;g? 5:;?)
Ozone (Volatile organic compounféOC]tor NO)
Severe nonattainment areas 25
CO: All nonattainment areas 100
SG: or NOz: All nonattainment areas 100
PMio
Serious nonattainment areas 70
Pb: All nonattainment areas 25
PMzs (direct): All nonattainment areas 100

Note: De minimis threshold levels for conformity applicability analysis.

1 Volatile organic compounds (VOC) are synonymous with reactive organic gases (ROG). VOC is the term used in the
general conformity regulations, while ROG is the term used in the SMAQMD Guide to Air Quality Assessment. Both
terms are used to describe organic compisithat react with N&o form ozone.

Source: 40 CFR 51.853.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS, GROWTH |INDUCING |IMPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR addressed the potential effects of 2035 General Plan on ambient air quality
and the potential for exposure of people, especially sensitive receptors such as children or the
elderly, to unhealthful pollutant concentrations. S#8R, Chapte#.2.

Policies in the 2035 General Plan were i@t as mitigating shosterm construction
effects of development that could occur under the 2035 General Plan. For example, Policy
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ER 6.1.12 requires the City to review proposed development projects to ensure that the
projects incorporate feasible messsithat reduce construmt and operational emissions;
Policy ER 6.1.3 requires the City to ensure development projects that exceed SMAQMD
ROG and NQoperational thresholds to incorporate design or operational features that
reduce emissions equal to 1&rgent from the level that would be produced by an
unmitigated project; Policy ER 6.1.4 requires the City to coordinate with SMAQMD in
evaluating exposure of sensitive receptors to toxic air contaminants, and impose appropriate
conditions on projects to ptect public health and safety; and Policy ER 6.1.15 requires the
City to give preference to contractors using reduemission equipment. The cumulative
effect of longterm operational emissions of ozone precursors and particulate matter were
determinedo contribute to a significant and unavoidable violation of air quality standards,
and a Statement of Overriding Considerations was adopted.

TheMEIR identified exposure to sources of TAC as a potential effeoticies in the 208
General Plan would reduce the effect to a-bessrsignificant level. The policies include
ER6.1.5, requiring consideration of current guidance provided by the Air Resources Board
andSMAQMD; requiring development adjacent to stationary or mobile TACcesuo be
designedvith consideration of such exposure in design, landscaping and filters; as well as
Policy ER 6.115, referred to above.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questbn A

The California Clean Air Act (CCAA) requires areas that do not meet the AAQ&iply

with and implement the State Implementation Plan (SIP) through preparingglans
demonstrate how and when the region could reach attainment for the standisaljetst
practicable dateThe CCAA also requires that, by the end of 1994 @mzk every three

years thereafter, the air districts are to assess their progress &ttaanohg the state ambient

air quality standards. These triennial assessmentg tbpextent of air quality

improvement over the previous three yegdsa c r a me nt o 6Tsienmad Report ane ¢ e n t
Air Quality Plan Revisionwas adopted in May 2015.

The Sacramento County General Plan Air Quality Plan Element includes a list ofddetaile

quality elements that supports Air District efforts to minimize emissions from point sources,
mobil e sources, and indirect sources. The n
the public health, safety, welfare, and environmental qualtybfe c ommuni ty. 0 T |
General Plan listed three objectives for the goal:

1 The integration of air quality planning with land use, transportation, and energy
planning processes to provide a safe and healthy environment.

1 A reduction in motor vehicle emissiotisrough a decrease in the average daily trips
and vehicle miles traveled and an increasing reliance on the use of low emission
vehicles.
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1 Compliance with federal and state air quality standards to reduce all air pollutants,
including ozonedepleting compoutts to ensure the protection of the stratospheric
ozone layer.

The proposedite remediation would remove barriers to construction of an imélhsit
orientedresidentiadevelopment intended to reduce vehicle miles traveled, consistent with
the GeneraPlan, zoning, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (2035). The project therefol@esnot conflict with or obstruct implementation of

the applicable air quality plan

QuestiorsB andC

During grading and housingonstruction, shotterm degradation of air quality may occur

due to the release phrticulate emissions (airborne dust) generated by excavation, grading,
hauling, and otheactivities related to constructiofemissions from construction equipment
also ae anticipated andould include CO, NG volatile organic compounds (VOCs),
directly-emitted particulate mattéPMio and PM.s), and toxic air contaminants such as
diesel exhaust particulate mattlerad and cadmiundiscussed in the response to Quesiion
below. Ozone is aegional pollutant that is derived from N@nd VOCs in the presence of
sunlight and heatThese emissions would be temporary and limited to the immediate area
surrounding theonstruction site.

ConstructionNOx EmissiongOzone Precursor)

SMAQMD has determined that proje@S acres or less in size generailyl not exceed the
Di strict o0s xtheshsld of sigoificanceWhildtks applies to future residential
constructioron thisapproximately-acre sitethe remediation activities involve a short
period of significant truck activityThe onsite remedial efforts will take approximately 4 to
5 weeks to complete. After the stabilization of the RCRA soils, all waste soils would be
loaded into trucks anularsported offsite for disposal at an appropriately licensed
treatment/disposal facilitylt is estimated that during the loading andludluling portion of
the project, approximately 25 trucks per awaif be arriving and leaving theite, over the
courseof 12 to 14 days In addition, after the site tested and th8 CEMD has approved the
remediationclean fill dirt will be importedpy approximately 30 trucks per dawring the
final week of the projectA CalEEMod(V.2016.3.1)analysis was conducted determine
the level ofconstruction NQrelatedto the remedial activities, as identified in Tabié.3

TABLE 3-2
UNMITIGATED CONSTRUCTION EMISSION S
CONSTRUCTION ROG NOx PM1o PMz25s
EMISSIONS (LBS/DAY ) (LBS/DAY ) (LBS/DAY ) (LBS/DAY )
Total 5.07 52.35 21.28 12.62
Air District Threshold 85.00

Source: CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1. Model assumed use of all vacant parcels on block.

The modeling indicates that unmitigated construction emissions do not exceed SMAQMD
thresholds.Therefore,thg@ r o j ect 6 s cxemissibns wotld bkeesrtharN O
significant
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ConstructionParticulates

The region is currently in neattainment for PM, with occasional violations of the CAAQS
24-hour standard occurring over the past several years. Air polseinsitive land uses and
activities adjacent to construction sites may be exposed more frequently to ambient dust
concentrations that exceed the ambient standards. In order to reduce congthag®dust
emissions, standard dust abatement measuresudnealy required by thei@. Such

measures typically include watering as necessary to reduce dust emissions, covering
stockpiles and haul trucks, sweeping dirt from paved surfaces, and suspending earthmoving
activities on very windy days.

SMAQMD has estblished screetevel criteria for the assessment of significant impacts

from constructiorrelated emissions of fugitive dusthese criteria are based on a projects
maximumactively disturbed areaConstruction activities that would disturb less thar®15

acres per dawyould be required to implement the appropriate level of mitigation, identified

bythe SMAQMDa s fiBasi ¢c Construction Emission Cont
further minimizeconstructionarelated impacts regardless of the CEQA digance
determination.Because thproposed project covers an area less than 15 acres, BMPs have

been includedh the contractospecificationd r o m t hGonsfiuBtiarsEmission Control
Practiceso t o -related enissionsob fugdtivdustu ct i on

Dust generated will result in a temporary, local impact, limited to areas of construdtish.
control practices will be incorporated into the project to mitigate this potential imphaet.
dustcontrolpractices must comply wit@ity Codesectons15.40.050 and 15.44.17and
SMAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust) and their Basionstrucion Emissions Control
Practices:

SMAQMD Rule 403 (Fugitive Dust)

These rulesoncerning fugitive dust associated with construction activities, including
demolition areenforced by the SMAQMD. Rule 403 requires the application of water or
chemicals for the control of fugitive dust associated with demolition, clearing of land,
construction of roadways, and any other construction operation that may potentiallyeyenera
dustd including covering haul trucks, sweeping streets daily, and controlling diesel exhaust
from construction equipmentThe general requirements of Rule 403 are:

9 301 Limitations: A person shall take every reasonable precaution not to cause or
allow the emissions of fugitive dust from being airborne beyond the property line
from whichthe emission originates, from any construction, handling or storage
activity, or anywrecking, excavation, grading, clearing of land or solid waste disposal
operation. Reasonable precautions shall include, but are not limited to:

o0 301.1 Use, where possible, of water or chemicals for control of dust in the
demolition of existing buildings or structures, construction operations, the
construction of roadways or the clearigand.

o 301.2 Application of asphalt, oil, water, or suitable chemicals on dirt roads,
materials stockpiles, and other surfaces which can give rise to airborne dusts;

0 301.3 Other means approved by the Air Pollution Control Officer.
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Sacramento City Codetlg 15 BUILDINGS AND CONSTRUCTION

M 15.40.050 Control of dust and mud

Any person who has been issued a permit for any work covered by this code shall
takereasonable precautions to prevent and control the movement of dust created by
work activitiesto adjoning public or private propertySuch dust shall be

immediately settled by wetting tlsame. Work activities shall be stopped during
periods of high winds that may carry dust from jibte site before it can be settled by
wetting.

The permittee shall besponsible for maintaining clean public streets, sidewalks and
alleys inthe immediate vicinity of the job site during and after the period of work
activity. The permitteeshall remove all mud and dust from any public property
which was deposited there bBpyactivity related to the workin order to prevent

mud and other material from entering any pub&uver, the permittee shall properly
pond any affected gutter to permit such material to settlshaitiremove such

material from public propertyThis procedure shall be in accordance with the
requirements and policies of the city water and sewer divisitwe. permittee shall
obtain anynecessary permits for water from the manager of said division.

i 15.44.170 Dust control

All dust resulting from wredkg or demolition operations shall be immediately
settled by wettinghe same with water of sufficient quantity to prevent the dust from
leaving the site of thdemolition or wrecking projectDemolition shall be stopped
during periods of high winds thaarry the dust from the site before it can be settled
by wetting. The permittee shall besponsible for maintaining clean public streets
during such operationThe permittee musibtain the necessary permits for water
from the manager of the division whter and sewerand pay for such permits and

for water used.

The permittee shall wash off public property to remove all silt and dugirder to
prevent suclmaterial from entering any public sewer, the permittee shall properly
pond the gutter in ordeo permit such material to settle, and it shall be then cleaned
up and hauled awayT his procedurehall be followed in accordance with the
requirements and policies of the water and sed@ision.

SMAQMD has established a screening approach to deterfrPM emissions from
construction projects have the potential to cause or contribute to violations of the CAAQS.
The SMAQMD recommends that lead agencies model the PM emission concentrations
generated by construction activity for all projeetsceptthose that medioth of the

following conditions:

1 The project would implement all Basic Construction Emission Control Practices

1 The maximum daily disturbed area (i.e., grading, excavatiopacdfill) would not
exceed 15 acres

The Basic Practices rertge the requirements of Rule 403 and California regulations limit
idling from both oAroad and offroad diesel powered equipment. The proposed project is
approximately8.94acres in size. Projects that meet the above two conditions are considered
by theSMAQMD to not have the potential to exceed or contribute t&GtheA QMD 6 s
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concentratiorbased threshold of significance for R\and, therefore, Pbk) at an offsite
location. Thus, the PMand PM.semission concentrations generatedlisy proposed
projectmeet the above criterialhe CalEEMod calculations conducted for thexNO
emissions also show that the project would not exceed SMAQMD thresholds. Thehefore,
projectwould havea lessthansignificantimpacton PM

Operationallmpacts

Long-term operation impacts could result from the future housing construction on the site.

The District has developed screening levels to help lead agencies analyze operational ROG

and NG and PMo and PM.semissions from projects in Sacramentai@ty. The

operational screening levels represent the size of development by land use type at which the
Districtds operational emi s sNOgRMoandiPkbe shol ds
will not be exceededlhe screening levels fé&tMi0 and PMsin the table assume the

project includes best management practices (BMPs), which allows the project to apply the
nonzero PM thresholds of significanc&herefore, emissions from the operation of projects

below the screening levels presented in the taflldave a lesghansignificant impact on

air quality.

SMAQMD has determined thatsidentiaprojectscontaining 445ingle familyunitsor less

in size general |y wizdné precuostor PMihesheldlof t he Di st ri
significance. Whereas the planneaingle familyresidentialdevelopment of 2units, orthe

General Plan assumeeénsity of upd7 multifamily units would be significantly below these
thresholdst h e p rogejatorakniissions would bkess than significant

The proposed project would genersignificantlyless than the SMAQMD threshalfbr
ozone precursors and PM for both construction and operational phasesalcriteria
pollutantsand PM emissionare thussubstantially lower than the federal confoynit
threshold of 1,10@netrictons per year. Consequently, the proposed project would not
require an irdepth conformity analysis for federal fundingjhe propose project would have
alessthan-significant impact on air quality

Question D

SMAQMD definessensitive receptors as facilities that house or attract children, the elderly,
people with illnesses, or others who are especially sensitive to the effects of air pollutants or
may experience adverse effects from unhealthful concentrations of air pasllutespitals,

clinics, schools, convalescent facilities, and residential areas are examples of sensitive
receptors.The nearest sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project site are residences
within the middle of the block, and in the mitiimily complexapproximatelyb0 feet north

of the project site.The northermesidents regularly gather on the Roanokedatac, using

it like afront porchcommunity gatheng space. These residents would be particularly
affected by construction activitiesd any particulates that migrated-site to the north.

The proposed project involves the remediation of soil contaminatieolving excavation,
addition of soil amendments to bind the heavy metals lead and cadmium, and mixing to
levelsthat allow itto be disposed of at a facility that accepts California Hazardous Waste
Lead and cadmium are both listed @si¢ air contaminantsI{ACs), perTitle 17, CCR §

93000, andare known to be highly hazardous to health, even in small quantities. TACs are
airborne substances capable of causing sleam (acute) and/or loaggrm (Chronic or
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carcinogenic) adverse human health effects (i.e., injury or illn€sghtact with skin is also
of concern

Bench scale testing of the treatment of 80l need to be conducted to ensure the lead
stabilization is effective (may potentially not be effective) in reducing the leachability of lead
to levels below hazardous waste criteria for disposal as-hamsrdous waste at an
appropriate landfill. Currentlevels of cadmium already meet California Hazardous Waste
standardsLead stabilization activities in a residential avgl require aggressive dust

control of lime to control fugitive emission of the caustic material to the neighborhood.

Such ggressivaneasureshavee en i ncl uded i n toboatrolamynt r act or 0:
potential sources of soil or dust migration off the project sitee contractor must develop a
Site-SpecificHealth and Safety Plan (SSHSK)ich complies with California Health and

Safety Regulations as set forth in TitletlBis plan must be submitted to the SHRA Project

Manager forreview and acceptance prior to beginning field worke ontractormust

comply with all state and Federal Occupational Safety and Health Admimst(@5HA)

regulations during performance tbieir contract Lead concentrations in near surface soils at

this site have been reported at levels exceeding 3,000 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) in the
ADebris Fieldod but aver agmajorypopthesite fonESHSPI v 100
preparation and PPE planning.

Dust mitigation measures shall be i mplemented
Dust monitoring shall be performed to verify complianBrist mitigation is required and

shall be theesponsibility of thecontractor as a part of the work activiti€cSommunity air
monitoring usingMini-RAM dust monitors (PDMB or equivalentyvill be conductedo

measure redime dust levels during remediation activities at the perimeter of the weak a
The MinkRAM samplers essentially collect particulate matter (dust) and that is collected in
the samplers, quantified, and compared against background nuriflulrst levels exceed

t hat speci fi e dSSHSRA, bunbdrmoreGhamltmg/ad@ove background

readings in the support zone or along the work site perimeter, all work activities shall cease
and additional dust mitigation measures shall be implement#telogntractor. The

contractor shall have, at a minimum, two MRAMS onsite 6r monitoring. Monitoring

results shall be provided to SHRA at the completion of the work activities.

All mud and dirt must also be controlled to ensure no migration of contaminated soils off
site. The contractor is required to provide a meamsrabving mud and dirt from vehicle
wheels before entering streeds no time during constructionill mud and dirt bellowed to
betracked on to the public right of wayracking of mud and dirt will trigger shikown of
construction untithetrackingproblem is resolved.

As specified in the constructi@pecificationsthesecontrol activitiesare required by SHRA
to be incorporated into theo n t r aSSHSRar@l thus are considered a part of the project
The control activities are intended to idéntmonitor, and mitigate noise, odor, vapors, and
dust. Good housekeeping practicesistbe used during construction at the siégpropriate
mitigation measures for each type of noise, odor, vapors, and dust nutsastbe available
at all times dung the project.The purpose of implementirthe nuisance control plamithin
the SSHSHs to protect the public, other project workers (eantractors), and onsite
personnel.If at any time, SHRA believes tloentractor is not properly mitigating and
controlling these nuisances, a stop work order will be issWatk will not resume untithe
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contractor has enacted corrective measures to control the nuisances to the satisfaction of the
SHRA onsite construction manager and received in writing a notiesume work.

The dust mitigation measures and/or engineering comglsred under federal, state and
local regulations have been develope@nsure thatemediation and constructi@ctivities

will not have an adverse impact sensitive receptorsncluding construction workers

These measures and controls are incorporated as a part of the project, and included in the
contractor requirements. These regulations require regular testing to ensure that the
mitigation measures are working and the oamity and workers are protected. Therefore,
theexposure otonstruction workers argkensitive receptors to toxic air contaminant e

less than significant

Question E

The project does not include any action or facility that would generate foul odors. The
proposedroject would haveo impacton odors.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional ptegpecific environmental effects

relating toconstruction and operational air emissibeyond those considered in the 2035
General PlaMEIR. TACs related to soil contamination will be aggressively managed per
federal, state and local requirements, andeguired in the construction documents, and will
have a less than significant effect on construction workers and nearby sensitive receptors.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal:

Potentially

Potentially S Lessthan-
Issues Significant Slgnlflcalnt J Significant A
Impact 'mpf?‘?tu” == Impact Impact
Mitigated

A) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly g
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special stat U
speciesn local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fis
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

B) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitiveatural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, U
regulations or by the California Department of Fis}
and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

C) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of ti
Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, U
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

D) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species
or with established native resident or migratory U
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

E) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree U
preservation policy or ordinance?

F) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natur@ommunity Conservatior U
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project site consists of ruderal vegetation in an urban and developed area, and the site
has been greatly disturbed by previous site remediation actigiteekpiling of soils and

weed management practiceBhere is on® 4 0 e u cocagdhly thet canser of the sitand

two 1 2 adive trees located on the northeast paré#sidential deMepments around the

project consist of hardscape, compacted soils, and disturbed native andtiven

vegetation.All adjacentvegetation is disturbed due to urbanization, pedestrian use
(walking/cycling trails) landscaping along the bike traahddevelopmentvhich have

degraded the native vegetative communities and associated h@bgbroject occurs
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within the Sacramento Valley floristic region and USFS ecological subsection 262Ag
(Hardpan Terraces), which is a geologically characterizedvyills and alluvial plains.

Based on the lack of wetlands and vegetation on the projecasitehe highly disturbed
nature of the sitegnly alow potential for migratory bird species was identifigdlsearch of
the CNDDB Biosidentified generahabitats and speciatatus species having the potential to
occur within the Rio Linda USGS 7rainute quadrangle.

Regulatory Setting
The following city,state, and federal statues pertain to the proposed project:

National Environmental Policy Act (42 U321 et seq.)
Federal Endangered Species Act (16 USC 1B313)

Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (16 USC 66660
Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 (USC 768L1)

California Environmental Quality Act (PRC 21000 et seq.)
California Endangered Species AGDFW Code 2050 et seq.)

City of Sacramenttunicipal Code Chapter 12.56: Tree Planting, Maintenance, and
Conservation

=4 =4 4 4 4 A8 -2

Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Migratory birds are protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918
(16 USC 703711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or
barter any migratory bird listed in 50 CFR Part 10 including feathers or other parts, nests,
eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21). All nyigrato
bird species are protected by the MBTAny removal of active nests during the breeding
season or any disturbance that results 1in
of the species under federal law.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposs of this IS/EA, an impact would be significant if freposedorojectwould
result in the following:

1 Creation of a potential health hazard, or use, production or disposal of materials that
would pose a hazard to plant or animal populations in the area affected,;

1 Substantial degradation of the quality of the environment, reductiorm dicthitat,
reduction of population below sedistaining levels of threatened or endangered
species of plant or animal; or

1 Affect other species of special concern to agencies or natural resource organizations
(such as regulatory waters and wetlands).
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SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2036 GENERAL PLaN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING |MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

Chapterd.3 of theMEIR evaluated the effects of tl2935 General Plaon biological
resources within the geramlan policy areaThe MEIR identified potential impacts in
terms of degradation of the quality of the environment or reduction of habitat or population
below selfsustaining levels of speciatatus birds, through the loss of both nesting and
foraginghabitat. Policies in the2035 General Plawere identified as mitigating the effects
of development thatould occur under the provisions of @35 General PlanThe MEIR
concluded that theontribution to regional loss of specitiatus plant owildlife species or
their habitathat could occur undeéhe2035 General Plawould be significant and
unavoidable as they related to effectdass of habitat for specistatusbirds (Impact.3-
11).

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions A through F

The Rio Linda Boulevar&uperblockProjectsite represents a small vacant area within a
larger developed miyse residential communityAlthoughSpecial Status Speciage
known to exist within the larger quadrangle aahthoseexcept whitetailed kite and
Swai ns o raé prestmedvabsent due to lack of suitable habitat.

Species of Special Concern:

The white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus) is a CDFW Species of Sp&dacern.
Approximately4 acres of ruderal vegetation dominated by-native grassland are
potentially suitable fospecies foragingDuring thesite visit,no sign of the whiteailed kite
was observedThere isa high level of human activitgroundand through the project area,
including frequent use of thBacramento Northern Bike Traihd a high volume ofehicular
travel on Rio Linda BoulevardThis high level of human activity greatly reduces the
suitability ofon site and nearhblyees for nestg activities. In addition thethreetrees
present withirthe site lack the density preferred for breeding activiti€onsidering the
amount of developmemind hardscape in tiproject areathe current frequency and volume
of human activity, the amaui of affected foraging habitat within the project limits,
anticipated absence of species nesting,imapiementatiorof the project would not impact
the viability of the overall population.

The Swainson's hawk is a State threatened species. The pirtejenst located within or

near a preferred riparian system, and only conthireeisolated treg adjacent to housing
potentially suitable for nesting (10 feet or taller and contgiainibh of 2 inches or greater).
Approximately 4 acres of highly disbed ruderal vegetation dominateddsturbednon

native grasslandrepotentially suitable for species foraginGonsidering the amount of
development and hardscape in the project area, the current frequency and volume of human
activity, the amount adiffected foraging habitat within the project limigs)danticipated

absence of species nesting, the projemtld not impact the viabilitpf the overall

population.
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The Rio LindaSuperblockProject would not result in substantisdgradation of thgquality

of the environment, reduction of the habitat, reduction of populagtow selfsustaining
levels of threatened or endangered species of plant or anifrtadse isalow to moderate
potenti al for the Swai ns ondcaurwihnthéeneral St at e t
projectvicinity. There is also low to moderate potential for the whaiked kite, a CDFW
Species oBpecial Concern to occur within theojectvicinity. Considering the amount of
development andardscape in theroject areathe current frequency and volume of human
activity, thelimited amount ofpoorforaging habitat within the project limitandanticipated
absence of species nesting, the project would not impact the viability of the overall
population and furthezonsutation underCalifornia Endangered Species AGHSA) is not
anticipated.The proposed project wouttlereforehave dessthan-significant impact on
migratory nesting birds.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposednpject wouldhave no additional projespecific environmental effects
relatingto biological resourcelseyond thoseonsidered in the 2035 General PMEIR.
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5. CULTURAL AND TRIBAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal:

Potentially P_ote_n_tlally Lessthan-
o Significant | <.~ No
Issues Significant lesq Significant
Impact Impgpt e Impact Impact
Mitigated
A) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in U
815064.5?
B) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource pursua U
to § 15064.5?
C) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologi( U
feature?
D) Disturb any human remains, including those interr U
outside of formal cemeteries?

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significanc
a tribal cultural resourcélefined in Public Resources
Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cu
landscape that is geographically defined in terms of th
size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or obj¢
with cultural value to a California Native Americtibe,
and that is:

E) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Regist¢
of Historical Resources, or in a local register of U
historical resources as defined in Public Resource
Code section 5020.1(k), or

F) Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in U
subdivisbn (c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

An Area of Potential Effects (APE) wadentified that includeareas of permanent and
temporary disturbance, including construction staging, gragmgstockpiling, and future
residential developmenihe APE has beesubstantiallydisturbed and modified by
vegetation maintenancgreviousdevelopment and demolition activitiess well agprevious
remediation activities.

Based orhistorical records, thproject sitehas been developed sirm®undl1952.
Historical tenants or operations suabject properties have included a tavern, agpair
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shops, single family residences, and a trucking compAdyjacent site uses have included a
service station, residences, auto repair shops, and auto salvage yaltbanthanufacturing
facility. The site has been vacant since the 1990s.

National Register of Historical Places

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 established\tdteonal Register of

Historical PlacesNNRHP) as the official national listing of important historic and prehistoric
resources worthy of preservation. The NRHE&udes districts, sites, buildings, structures,

and objects with local, regional, State, or national significance. The definition of historic
property includes fany prehistoric or histor
includedinorelgi bl e for inclusion in, the National
Preservation, 1986). A historic property must meet specific criteria to be considered eligible

for listing on the NRHP.

NRHP properties are distinguished by the way they arardented and evaluated according

to uniform standards. These criteria recognize the accomplishments of all peoples who have
contributed to the history and heritage of the United States and are designed to help state and
local governments, Federal agencaa®g others identify important historic and

archaeological properties worthy of preservation and of consideration in planning and
development decisions.

Criteria for Evaluation

The quality of significance in American history, archaeology, engineering; e is
present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and:

a. That are associated with events that have made a significant contritoutienbroad
patterns of our history; or
b. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

c. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or tisaeps high artistic
values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components
may lack individual distinction; or

d. That has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICAN CE

In cases where both CEQA and NRHP evaluation criteria apply, federal standards prevail.
Historic properties assessed as NRéligible are considered significant, and procedures for
managing these properties under 36 CFR 800 satisfy the CEQA StauitelRa@Guidelines

as well.

For purposes of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant if the proposiedtwould:

9 Cause a substantial change in the significance of a historical or archaeological
resource as defined the NRHP oiCEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5

9 Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature
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1 Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal ceraeterie

1 Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |MPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR evaluated the potential effects of development unde2@3& General Plaon
prehistoric and historic resourcgsee Chapted.4). The MEIR identified significant and
unavoidable effects on historic resources arwhaeological resourcesnd determined that

no mitigation measures were available to mitigate the cumulative effects of the loss of these
resources Policies HCR 2.1.2 and HCR 2.1.16 in the 2035 Generald&&designed to

protect archaeological resaes by requiring surveys, research, and testing prior to
excavation in hig¥sensitivity areas where there is no known previous disturbance of soils at
the levels of the proposed excavation, proper handling of discovered resources, and
enforcement of applable laws and regulationgmplementation Program 1%hen adopted,

will require discovery procedures for archaeological resources found during grading,
excavation, or construction in any arddowever, because the presence of significant
archaeologicalesources is typically unknown until the resource is uncovered, which often
occurs during ground disturbing activities, adverse effects may occur prior to discovery of
the archaeological resourceBherefore, although laws and regulations combined with
General Plan policy substantially reduce impacts to these resources once they are discovered,
the initial impacts that might occur prior to discovergsconsidered potentially significant

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Question A

The proposed projegite is vacant and there arealwove surface improvements any
historic structures in the vicinityA review ofaerial photograph§acramento Directory Co
(1910 to 1940), R.L. Polk& Cd@l952 to 1980), antHaines and Company Cri€¥oss
Directories (1984 to 1997) at the Sacramento Public LibraryCai€ornia State Library
identified historical tenaninformationfor the site from 1930 to the 2000 heseresources
indicate that the site tdeen developed with commergialito commerciadnd residential
useshetweerl952 and199, and 3605 Rio Linda Blvd has always been vacant

A records search was conducted by the North Central Information CRQHEE {ile No.
SAC-17-102. The records search indicates that there is a low potential for finding historic
period resources on the sitmly theNorthern Electric Railroad/as identifiedwhich is no

longer intact Homes on the block were constructed in 2006, and homes backing up on the
east side of Rio Linda Boulevard were all constructed after 1994. The Sacramento Northern
Bike Trail abuts the project site to the we$herefore, the proposed project will have

impacton historic resources.
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Questions B and Dhrough F

Review ofcultural recordsndicated that therojectareaand all properties within a ¥4 mile
radiuscontains zero (0) recorded prehistegpieriod cultural resourcedn this part of
Sacramento County, archaeologists locate prehispetiod habitation sites on elevated
landforms near streams. This region is known as the ethnogiagtc territory of the
Nisenan, also called the Southern MaiditheNisenan maintaied permanent settlements
along major rivers in the Sacramento Valley and foothills; they also periodically traveled to
higher elevations (Wilson and Towne 1978:380). The proposed project area is situated

in the Sacramento Valley about enalf mile north of Arcade Creek.

Given the extent of known cultural resources and the environmental sBit@hQ,records
search indicates th#tere is low potential for locating prehistoric period cultural resources in
the immediate vicinity of the proposed prctj@area The Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) was also contacted, and respotitsdherevasno specific site
information ontribal cultural resources their sacred lands files, but tldies not indicate

the absence of Native American cu#lresources in any ARPE

Consultatiorpursuant to AB52 and NEPA Section 106 requirememaisinitiated on July 18,
2017with the following eightNative American tribes identified by tidative American
Heritage CommissiorNAHC):

1 Buena Vista Rancheria

Colfax-Todd3s Valley Consolidated Tribe
lone Band of Miwok Indians

NashvilleEl Dorado Miwok

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
T'si Akim Maidu

UAIC of the Auburn Rancheria

1 Wilton Rancheria

As of the writing of this report, the Cof a x s Vallay €dsolidated Tribe respondeah
August 2, 2017that although they realize that thevere Native Americans througu this
areathey do nohave any specific sites recorded in the project. afé® Buena Vista
Rancheria calledn August 15, 201@nd statd that they were not aware of atnipal

cultural resourcem this area.The lone Band of Miwok were notified again on Augut 2
after the initial notice was returnedlo other tribedhaverespondedt the time of
publicationand the formal 3@ay perod for request for AB52 consultation has ended for all
except the lone Band. dwever, SHRAesponds to requests for consultatiorough the end
of the NEPA public comment periodll tribes will receive additional notification of the
environmental docusnt review periods.

= =4 4 4 A8 9

Consultation was conducted with the State Office of Historic Preservation (SHPO) pursuant

to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulations

found at 36 CFR Part B0GBHRA determined that the grosed project would have no effect

on historic propertiesndSHPO concurred with this determinationa letterto SHRA dated

Augustl8 2017.Pur suant to 36 CFR A800.4(d) the SHP
determination that no historic properties will be affected by the undertaking. However,
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SHRA may have additional Section 106 responsibilities under certain circumstances set forth
at 36 CFRPart 800. For example, in the event that cultural or historical resources are
discovered during implementation of the undertakBigRA is required to consult further
pursuant to 8800.13(b).

The construction contract specifigt if buried cultural matels are encountered during
construction, work shall stop in that area uatierchaeologist can evaluate the nature and
significance of the find. In the event that human remains or associated funerary objects are
encountered during construction, allnkonustcease within the vicinity of the discovery. In
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Section 1064.5) and the
California Health and Safety Code (Section 7050.5), the Sacramento @maroter will be
contacted immediatelylf the human remains are determined to be Native American, the
coroner will notify the Native American Heritage Commission, who will notify and appoint a
Most Likely Descendent (MLD). The MLD will work with the archaeologist to decide the
proper treatrant of the human remains and any associated funerary objects.

The project arehas been disturbed previously by construction of the surrounding
development and agricultural usé®emedial work is anticipated to excavate to only two

feet, and minor trenchg for residential utilities is not anticipated to go deeper than four feet.
The site has previously been graded and trenched for various developments over the last 60
years, the NCIC determined the area has a low sensitivity for archaeological ressndces,

the Sacred Lands Search and tribal outreach has not revealed any known resources or
sensitivities in the project aredhereforewith the protections outlined in the construction
contract and state lawhe proposed projegtould havealessthan-significant impact on
archaeological and tribaésources.

Question C

The proposed project is not anticipated to impact paleontological resodftegroject area
has been disturbed previously by construction of the surrounding development and
agriculturaluses. Remedial work is anticipated to excavate to only two feet, and minor
trenching for residential utilities is not anticipated to go deeper than four feet. The site has
previously been graded and trenched for various developments over the lags6@gea
documented in thBIEIR, the general Sacramento area is not considered sensitive for
paleontological resources, therefore the proposed project wouldhbangacton
paleontological resources

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation measures arequired.

FINDINGS

The proposed project woulthve no additional projesipecific environmental effects
relatingto cultural resourcelseyond thoseonsidered in the 2035 General PMEIR.
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6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would theproposal:

Potentially P_ote_n_tlally Lessthan-
o Significant [o. "~ No
Issues Significant | Significant
Impact Imqu:t Unless Impact Impact
Mitigated

A) Expose people or structures to potential substanti
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, o
deathinvolving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Algeisiolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer t
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

-

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismierelated ground failure, including
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

B) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

cC|C|C|C

C) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstab
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in oor off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subside, liquefaction
or collapse?

-

D) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table
1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating U
substantial risks to life or property?

E) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal U
systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The site is located in the southern Sacramento Valley, on a gently slopingsowattth

oriented alluvial plain aan elevation of approximatelyp3above mean sea level (1927 North
American Datum). The topographic gradient in the site vicinity is gepdoalhe south

southwest at approximately 0.0001 feet per foot. Surface drainage generally flows south and
west toward the city sewer system and eventually into the American River, located
approximately one mile southwest of the site.

The Sacramentdalley comprises the northern half of the Great Valley Geomorphic
Province. It is bound bghe Coast Ranges to the west, the Sierra Nevada Mountains to the
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east, the Klamath and Cascade Mountaimsh, and the San Joaquin Valley to the south.
The Great Valleys an asymmetrical synclinal trough overlaiith a thick sequence (nearly
22,000 meters) of sedimentary depositese deposits range in age from e@ngtaceous

to early Quaternary, and represent deep to shallater marine and nonmarine depositional
environments.Recent alluvial soil, derived primarily from erosion granitic terraces in the
Sierra Nevad#ountains, fills the basin.

According to the Public Safety Element of the City of Sacramento General Plangjéet
site does not lie in an arsabject to liquefactionKnown faults in the vicinity of the site
include the Willows Fault Zone (approximatdlymiles east othe site), the Midland Fault
Zone (approximately 2fniles southwest of the site), and E&&tlley Fault (approximately
23 mileswest of the site).Thereare noAlquist-Priolo Special Studies Zones in the City of
Sacramento.

Soil inthe vicinity of the site igdentified by the United States Department of Agricukure

Soil Service as San Joagtiiirban land complex, 0 to 2 percetdes (USDA, 1993)Soils

in the San Joaquidrbanland complex are formed on low terraces, the slopes of which have
been shaped for urban us@heyare typically moderately deep, moderately well drained,
and consist of fine sandy loam on top dfaadpanayer approximately two feet thick.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposes of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant if the proposjedtwould
introduce either geologic or seismic hazards by allowing the construction of projecisson sit
without protection against those hazards.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS, GROWTH |INDUCING |IMPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

Chapterd.5 ofthe MEIR evaluated the potential effects relatedgéismic hazards,

underlying soil characteristics, slope stability, erosion, existing mineral resources and
paleontological resources in the general plan policy dreplementation of identified

policies inthe2035 General Plareducedhe potential hman exposure to seismic hazards

and unstable soil conditioms a lessthansignificant level PoliciesPSH 3.1.8EC 1.1.1and

1.12r equire regular revi ew eafetystdndard€and y6s sei s mi
geotechnical investigations for projedesi. Policies EC 1.1.2 and ER 1.laid

requirements of thBlational Pollutant Discharge Evaluation System (NPDES) Permitting
Program (introduced 1972); Chapter 15.88 of the Sacramento City Municipal Code (Grading
Ordinance)andStormwater Discharg€ontrol Ordinanceeduce potential soil erosion

effects to less than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURESFROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None
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ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions Athrough E

The project area is located approximatédymiles northwest of the nearest active fault and is
not within an AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zon&urface faulting or ground rupture tends
to occur along lines of previous faultingince previously identified fault lines are not

within or nearthe project area, the possibility of fault rupture is negligible within the site, but
in the event of an earthquake on a nearby fault, the project site could experience ground
shaking. The California Geological Survey (CGS) probabilistic seismic hazaggs rshows
that the seismic grourghaking hazard for the city is relatively low, and is among the lowest
in the State.Since previously identified fault lines are not within or near the project site, the
possibility of fault rupture is negligible withimé project site, but in the event of an
earthquake on a nearby fault, the project site could experience ground shaking.

General Plan Goal EC 1.1 and Policies 1.1.1 t@Wwbuld ensureghat lives and property

within the project area protected from seistmzards.These policies include regular review

and enforcement of seismic and geologic safety standards, and geotechnical investigations to
determine potential for hazards such as ground rupture, ground shaking, and liquefaction due
to seismic events, agell as expansive soils and subsidence problems on sites where these
hazards may be presenthis impact is within the scope of the General Plan and was

analyzed in thMEIR. By complying with the General Plan policies and City Code, the
proposed projgavould have a lesthansignificant impact on exposing life and property to
seismic hazardsThe project site is relatively level, so there would be no impacts related to

the possibility of landslides.

The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)mis all regulated construction
activities under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General
Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activity projects with
more than 1 acre of ground disturbandeh e p s aorsteuctionéactivities would be
required to comply with the Cityods ,@mdadi ng,
Stormwater Pollution Prevention PI&®WPPR is required Compliance under this

ordinance includes preparation of an erosionsatiment control plan that identifies and
implements a variety of best management practices to reduce the potential for erosion or
sedimentation.The infill project site is served by municipal sevaed no septic tanks are on
site The proposed projectould thereforeresult inlessthan-significant impactsrelated to
geology and seismicity, soil erosion or unstable soils.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project woulthve no additional projespecific envionmental effects
relatingto geology and soils beyond thasensidered in the 2035 General PMEIR.
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1. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSONS
Would the proposal:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
S S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated

A) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either direct
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on th U
environment?

B) Conflict with an applicable plapolicy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions U
greenhouse gases?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The General PlaNEIR Chapter 4.14ncludes extensive discussion of the potential effects of
greenhouse gas (GHS) emissions that could occur as a result of development proposed under

the General PlanThe Environmental Setting is provided in the Background Report (BR)

included as Appendi€ oftheDraft MEIR. BRSect i on 6. 7, AGreenhouse (
Change, 0 describes the existing environment w
emissions in th&eneral PlafPolicy Area, as well as the laws, plans and policies that have

been adoptedtreduce GHG emissions at tleeleral, statand local levels.The MEIR

discussions regarding climate change are incorporateahlisreeference.

The remediation activities are partially funded by the EPA Brownfields Program. When
implemented effectively, green and sustainable remediation practices enhance the
environmental benefits offered by federal cleanup and redevelopment programs such as the
EPA Brownfields ProgramThe principles governing green and sustainable remediation for

EPA cleanup programs have been outlined in gr
Cleanupf EPA, 2009), but generally seced&dt o Aoptim
implement protective cleanups that greeneiby increasing our understanding of the

environmental footprint and, when appropriate

The following benefits can be reached through preferential use of greediegion
approaches:

1 Waste production and use of materials can be minimized

1 Impacts to water quality and water resources can be avoided
1 Air emissions and greenhouse gas production can be reduced
1

Natural resources and energy can be conserved
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The City ofSacramento adopted the Climate Action RaB012 The Climate Action Plan
(CAP) with the primary objective to reduce GHG emissions throughout the community and
prepare for climate chang&he General Plan integrates and updates the comprehensive,
commuwity-wi de GHG emi ssions reduction strategy ¢
General Plan is updated every five years, and City staff conducts annual progress reporting
on General Plan implementation. The General Plan includes Policy ER 6.5.letveaghi

GHG emissions reduction target of 15 percent below 2005 levels by the year2@20.
General Plan also recommends lortgem goals for GHG reductions of 49 percent below
2005 levels by the year 2035 and 83 percent below 2005 levels by the yearm2@se
longerterm goals are based on the statewide directives in Executive Q8@5 & reduce

GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 emissions levels by 2060mprehensive list of
specific General Plan policies and programs that constitutedpesged GHG emissions
reduction strategy contained within the proposed General Plan is inclulfgiihTable

4.143.

In addition, as discussed in the Background Report, Senate Bill (SB) 375 (the Sustainable
Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008) directs California metropolitan planning
organizations to coordinate regional transportation and land use plannmtevgoal of
reducing vehicle miles travele®MT) and associated GHG reductionghe California Air
Resources Boarsket regional targets for passenger vehicle emissions that are integrated into
the Regional Transportation Plaiihe Sustainable Communés Strategy (SCS3 a set of

land use, housing, and transportation strategies that, if implemented, would allow the region
to meet its GHG emissions reduction targ&@&COG was assigned peapita GHG

reduction targets for cars and ligghiity trucks of7 percent below 2005 by 2020 and 16

percent below 2005 by 2035 (ARB 2014b). SACOG adopted its 2035 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) in 2012, and
demonstrated that the transportation strategy in the MTP woulevactiie GHG reduction
targets (SACOG 2014).

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Generally, thesMAQMD believes that GHG emissions are best analyzed and mitigated at
the prograrrevel, which was conducted for tMEIR. SMAQMD hasalsoreleased GHG
emissions reduatn guidance in the latest update to its CEQA Guide to Air Quality
Assessment including guidance for construction GHG emissashstion May, 2016).

SMAQMD has an adopted threshold for construction GHG emissions of 1,100 metric tons of
CO2e per year. Soces of constructierelated GHG emissions only include exhaust from

fuel combustion for mobile heaxduty diesel and gasolingpowered equipment, portable
auxiliary equipment, material delivery trucks, and worker commuter trips. Operational
emissions hae an emissions threshold of 10,000 metric tons/year.

California Public Resources Code, Section 21159.Z8(t)er provides guidance for
residential or mixedise residential projesthat areeonsistent with the use designation,
density, building intensity, and applicable policies specified foS8project area For
such projectsthe CEQAanalysis is notequired to assess again any progmcific or
cumulative GHG impacts from carsdalght-duty truck trips generated by the project or
impacts on the regional transportation network
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For the purposes of this IS/EA, the projeculd be considered to have a significant impact
on GHG emissions if it exceeded the SMAQMD GHG emissioresttoldsduring
constructiorand operations

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |MPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR found that greenhouse gas emissions that would be ¢eddnadevelopment

consistent with the 2@3General Plan wouldesult in constructionand operationelated

GHG emissions that would contribute to climate change on a cumulative bhsess. Ci t y 0 s
2035General Plan is consistent with the assumptions 8&G6s adopted MTP/ SCS.
also serves as an applicable plan for reduction of GHG emis#@tause he Ci t yo s
GeneralPlag r owt h pr ojections are consistent with S
in the MTP/SCStheGeneral Plan would not conflict thian applicable plan, policy, or

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissamasthe impact on GHG

emissions and climate change, thos impactvasless than significant.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questiors A and B

The proposed project must comply with the 2035 General Plan policies and measures for the
reduction of GHGs to comply with the 2035 MTP and AB 32. Because the traffic from
development on the site was assumed in the 2035 MTP, and the 2035 MTP is anticipated to
meet the goals of AB 32, the proposed project would comply with the 2035 MTP. AB 32
requires an approximate 29 percent reduction from existing emissions on a staeelide |

order to achieve the goal of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. In order for
this to occur, the existing and future operations of the City, as well as individual land uses,
must reduce their emissions accordingly.

The MEIR for the 203%eneral Plan assumed site remediation and development of 47

housing units on the project site. Therefore, the GHG emissions increase that would occur

with implementation of the project has been accounted for in the General Plan. The project
wouldnotinpede the Cityods efforts to comply with A
projects cumulative impacts related to construction and operation of the proposed project

conflicting with applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose oigedu

GHG emissions would be less than significant.

The proposed projegtould remove barriers to constructing 21 single family units on the

project site, whichs below thethreshold of 53 single familyunisd ent i fi edsi n SMAQN
operationakcreeningablesfor GHG. The project is an infill, affordable housing project on

a transit line consistent with the SCBowever, due to the extensive truck traffic required

for the site remediation activities, a CalEEMod assessment was used to determined

constriction related N@emissions.As noted under Section 3 Air Quality, abot@al NOx

emissiondrom this projectvould beapproximately52.35 pounds per day. Over the
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estimated30 days of construction, the project would result in less thaetric tonof NOx.
Themodel also estimated tipeojecb €02econstructioremissiongo be 65.48 metric tons,
and operational emissions for future house were estimated to lmee3ié tons

unmitigated. Both construction and operational GHG emissionsedoes the GHG
threshold of 1,100and 10,000netrictonsper yeay respectively Thereforethe proposed
project will havea lessthan-significant impacton GHGsor climate change

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The prgosed project would have no additional projggecific environmental effects
relating toGHGs and climate chandpeyond those considered in the 2035 General Plan
MEIR.
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8.

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOU S MATERIALS
Would the proposal:

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Lessthan-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous maeds?

U

B)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upse
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

C)

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous of
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or wastg
within onequarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

D)

Be located on a site whichiiscluded on a list of

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a resu
would it create a significant hazard to the public o
the environment?

E)

For a project located wiin an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, withi
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,

would the project result in a safety hazard for peoy
residing or working in the project area?

F)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for peoy
residing or working in the project area?

G)

Impair implementation of or physicallgterfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergen
evacuation plan?

H)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands amdjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Theprojectsite is contaminated by various types of hazardous substances in the shallow soil.
Analyticalresultsfrom soil samples contained arsenic, cadmium and lead levels exceeding

respectiveesidential California Human Health Screening Levels (CHHSL).
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In 2010, after considerable environmental testing, a Corrective Action Plan was approved by
the Sacramento CouyptEnvironmental Management Department (SCEMBEEMD has
regulatory oversight for this project on behalf of the State of Califoini2011, SHRA
begarremediation of the site, removing approximately 3,500 tons of contaminated soil.
However,confirmatiacn sampling determined that further excavation and disposal would be
needed and themediation workvas halted.The excavated soil was stockpiled-site.

With the dissolution ofedevelopment agencies, SHRA was no longer able to finance further
remediaion. It is estimated there is an additiorig660tonsof contaminated soil that neéal

be excavatedThe results of the cleanup must be submitteahh accepted b$CEMD

before site closure can be granted.

The following Environmental Site Investigatis have been performed on the site:

1 Phase | Environment&lite Assessment (ESA) arRhase Il Environmental Site
Investigation, EEI, 2004

Phase Environmental Site Assessment, Geocon, 2005
Corrective Action Plan Testing, Nichols Consulting Engineers, 2009

Draft Analysis of Brownfields Cleanup AlternativeRio Linda SuperblockNichols
Consulting Engineerdyovember 2016

The extent of the lead and cadmium contamination was not fully defined during Phase I
activities; however, the data obtained frimse studies and the data obtained from the
Interim Soil Removal Actions completed were used to estimate the cosithfartreating

the soil onsite, or managingand disposin®f it asa hazardousvaste Lead and cadmium
contamination is present atryang levelsthroughout thesite. Contaminated soil that is
excavated must be managed and disposed of as hazarastesif it is identified as RCRA-
listed or characteristic wastéf. the waste is regulatedhder RCRA, it must be disposed of in
a landill authorized to accept RCRA hazardomaste. Soil identified as California only
hazardous waste is generally disposed of@eaas | landfill. On-site treatmenvill allow

all soil to be classifie@gs California hazardous wastéhe assumptions pvale a
conservative, likely overestimatioof the amount of soil that would require excavation and
disposal. Samples will be collected tetermine the ultimate appropriate-sffe disposal
option.

The site is an existing hazard in its current conditibhe contaminated soils are a threat to
the community as trespassers continue to knock down the fence to access the site and the
adjacent bike trail and greenspadue to continued trespassing, in part due to the barrier
the site presents, there hagbanincreased exposure to the lead in the shallow soil.
According to the CDC, exposure to even lewels of lead by children can cause adverse
cognitive, cardiovascular and immunological effeddnalytical results show that the soil
contains lead andadmium at concentrations that exc€dHSLsfor residential use.

Cleanup Oversight Responsibility

The Sacramento County Environmental Management Department (SCEMD), Local
Remediation Program is a voluntary site cleanup program which provides technical
regulatoryoversight for corrective actions at hazardous materials release sites involving non
petroleumproducts. The SCEMD regulators work closely with other State Agencies to agree
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on the scopef work necessary to assess site contamination and theedefcleanup
required to reach nding of no further action.

Cleanup Standards for Major Contaminants

Cleanup standards for metals detected asitbeare based on the Regional Screening Levels
(RSLs) (EPA, 2016) anDepartment of Toxic Substance CantScreening LevelddTSCG

SLg) for Residential Soil (OEHHA, 2010)The RSLs and DTSCSLwill be used as

guidance or cleanup endpoints for gite. The EPA RSL for lead iresidential soil is 400
mg/kg and the DTSGL for lead in residential soil is 88g/kg. TheDTSGSL for lead in

soil of 80 mg/kg was assuméadthe ABCAto be thecleanup standard that would allow the
SCEMD to issue a No Further Action (NFéAgtermination for theite which would allow

for the residential development as planned.

Lawsand Regulations Applicable to the Cleanup

The Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), an amendment to the Solid Waste
Disposal Act, was enacted in 1976 to address the huge volumes of municipal and industrial
solid waste generated nationwide. UnR&RA, the EPA has the authority to control
hazardous waste from teradleto-graveo This includes the generation, transportation,
treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste. RCRA also set forth a framework for
the management of nonhazardousstes. [Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations

(CFR), Parts 239 through 282].

The responsible party (or the paugdertaking the cleanup) is responsible for ensuring
compliance with all applicable laws aregulations.Cleanup activities at th&te will be
conducted by contractors operating in accordancetiwttJ.S. Department of Labor
Occupational Safety & Health Administration (OSHA) Hazardd(aste Operations and
Emergency Response (HAZWOPER) standard codified at 29 Cderrlefal Regulatits
1910.120(29 CFR 1910.120)Contractors are responsible for preparirgitaspecific health
and safety plan§SHSP and operating in accordance with the most current requirements of
Title 8, California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 5192 (8 CCR)5Ikhe

HAZWOPER standard applies to cleanup operatrensiired by federal, state, local, or other
governmental body involving hazardous substances.

Additionally, the California OSHA AICERARd in Co
Section 1532, is applicable to construction work where an emplogyag be exposed to

lead. Theexcavation, desigand restoration plamust beprepared in compliance with the
applicablerequirements o€CRtitle 22, division 4.5and thereforaddress measures to

prevent migration and/or dispersal of the geil., liners, covers), and identify the

appropriate distance from the upper edge ofextoavation.

All onsite personnel are responsible for operating in accordance with all applibie
regulations outling in 8 CCR General Industry and Construction Safety Orders; 29 CFR
1910;California OSHA requirementand 29 CFR 1926, Construction Industry Standards;
and with other applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations.

Other kderal laws and regations applicable to this cleanup include the Small Business
Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act and the DaBacon Act. Federal, state,
and locallaws regarding procurement of contractors to conduct the cleanup are also
applicable.
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In addition, excavation and grading permits and underground service alert notifications are
potentially required prior to cleanup activitieshe SCEMD would be contacted for potential
input regarding work plan preparation and permitting.

Transport of Hazardus Substances and Hazardous Wastes

TheDepartment of TransportatioDQT) has developed regulations in Titles 10 and 49 of

the CFR pertaining to the transport of hazardous substances and hazardous wastes by all
modes of transportatiorDOT regulations sgcify packaging requirements for different types

of materials. The federal EPA has also promulgated regulations for the transport of
hazardous wastes. These more stringent requirements include tracking shipments with
manifests to ensure that wastes agkvered to their intended destinationsiucking on

highways and local streets is the most common method of transporting hazardous substances
and hazardous waste in the City of Sacrament. I-BO, Capitol City Freeway (Business

80), and major arteriand collector streets are widely used. The California Highway Patrol
(CHP) and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) are the enforcement agencies
for hazardous substances transportation regulations in and around the City. Transporters of
hazardous substances and waste are responsible for complying with all applicable packaging,
labeling, and shipping regulations. The State Office of Emergency Services (OES) provide
hazardous substances incident response services.

Sacramento City MunicipaCode

Title 8, the Health and Safety Code, outlines requirements for hazardous materials cleanup
(Chapter 8.60) and disclosure (Chapter 8.64). The hazardous materials disclosure code
requires handlers of hazardous materials to file a disclosure form Witeen (15) days of a
significant change to the handling, use, and/or location of hazardous materials (Sacramento
City Code 8.64.040).

Sacramento City Fire Department (SFD)

The SFD provides fire suppression, emergency medical services, fire prevemticpeaial
operations services within the City of Sacramento. The SFD Hagardous Materials
Program (HazMat)which provides a daily capability for emergency hazardous materials
response.There are approximately @@partment personnel trained to tha&zardous

Materials Specialist levelThese personnel are available to staff the department's two
Hazardous Materials Response Teaiach team is staffed with eight Hazardous Materials
Specialists and are "Type 1" as designated by Cal Aife 1 meas the teamsare capable

of responding to any hazardous materials incident including Weapons of Mass Destruction
(WMD). The specially designed and equipped rigs used by the teams are dampeupport
decontamination operations as well.

STANDARDS OF SIGNI FICANCE

For the purpose of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant frifposedoroject
would expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workieagjtable
structurego:

1 Existing contaminated soil during construction activities

1 Asbestoscontaining materials (ACMYr lead
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1 Explosive or flammable operations
1 An airport clear zoner accident potential zone

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS, GROWTH |INDUCING |IMPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR evaluated effects of development on hazardous materials, emergency response
and aircraft crash hazar(lee Chapted.6). Implementation of the General Plan may result

in the exposure of people to hazards and hazardous materials during constructisesactiv

and exposure of people to hazards and hazardous materials during the life of the General
Plan. Impacts identified related to construction activities and operations were found to be
less than significantPolicies included in th&eneral Plar2035, including PHS 3.1.1
(investigation of sites for contamination) and PHS 3.1.2 (preparation of hazardous materials
actions plans when appropriate)re@effective in reducing the identified impacts.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions AB, andD

Theprojectsite is contaminated by various types of hazardous substances in the shallow soil.
Analytical results from soil samples contained arsenic, cadmium and lead leveldiagcee
respectiveesidentialCHHSL Lead concentrations in near surface soils at this site have

been reported at | evels exceeding 3,000 mil/l:i
Fieldo but average appr oxi mat eTheprogobed mg/ kg f o
project would complete site excavatjoreatment and removal of existing stockpiles,

remediating the site @TSC-SL for lead in soito 80 mg/kgor less, whictwould allow the

SCEMD to issue &lFA determination for theite thatwould allowfor subsequentesidential

development as planned.

Site excavation, treatment, stockpiling, and transporting théos@ff-site disposalcan
expose construction workergarby sensitive receptoendreceptors along transport routes
to heavy metals exposure without proper handling of the soils throughout the process.
Exposure can occur from batlirectskin exposure to the contaminants, as weihhalation
exposure from dustDue to this, extensive laws and regulatibase been addgd at the
federal, state and local levescontrol this potential for exposure.

As noted above, federal law requires thatt@specific health and safety plamustbe
prepared in complianagith federalregulations and DTSC health and safety requirégme
At a minimum, the SSHASP must include

1 Identification of activities being carried out, the associated risks ande¢hsures in
place to prevent injury;

1 Names and titles of personnel in charge;

Emergency action plan;
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91 Location of HASP, a copy should be site at all times;

Method utilized to train all personnel on site on HASP and excavation safety
awareness (e.g. tail gate meetings and frequency);

Method for identifying hazards, documentation and correction of hazards;

1 System in place to ensure thdtveorkers comply with the rules to maintairsafe
work environment (e.g. disciplinary methods for workers who fail to comply).

As minimum safety requirements for the work, all subcontractors must evaluate job hazards
analyses, prepare the SSHASP, andexg\and accept the Project Safety Health and
Environmental Plan (PSHEPYT.he contractor will determine the level of Personnel
Protective Equipment (PPE) required for performing the work, consistent with OSHA
requirements Hands and shoes may comalirect contact with potentially contaminated

soil. Thereforea a minimum the construction contract requires thah visibility vests,

hard hats, safety glasses, and steetl safety shoes must be worn at all timesposure due

to ingestion may p@&sa risk, which can be mitigated by the proper PPE. Handling of soil,
soil samples, and sampling equipment is only allowed while wearing latex gloves, or work
gloves over latex glovesAfter sampling activity is completed, the latex gloves will be
discaded and hand washing will be required. Additionally, to prevent-atloff-site,

work boots will be decontaminated by brushing off any loose soil on site, and washing the
boots with water.

The field superintendent and the projeiinagers are authorzéo issue a stop work order

at any time if deemed necessary dusdtety concernsAs required in the construction

contract by SHRA, &ch site worker will attend a detailed project orientation on the first day
work and all workers will attend daily tgite meetingsActivity hazards analysis will be
reviewed daily at the tailgate meetings in order to inform each employee of potential hazards
associated to each job step (e.g. exposure to site contaminants, biological hazards, traffic,
etc.). Particularattention will be given to minimizing impacts mearbyresidents and their
surroundingneighbors. This will include establishing clear work zones and areas where the
public may noenter. Dust mitigation is described in detail in Secti®)rAir Quality, above

Excavation, treatment, stockpiling, and transporting the soil tsitdf

Upon acceptance by a landfill, the soil stockpilels be loaded intarucksand transported to
either a Class | landfill under a hazardous waste manifest or a Clasdgfill ilander a bill of
lading (the preferred alternative)5oils not contaminated above the site cleanup goal may be
left on site and reused to backfill the excavated ar8ad.transported for offsite

management or disposal must be transported¢aordancevith applicable state and federal
laws. Loading of transport containewall occuradjacent to stockpiles or excavations, just
outside designated exclusion zonégy soil falling to the ground surface during loading
mustbe placed back intdé container.Loaded containenwill be covered and inspected

prior to departure to minimize the lossméterials in transit.

Backfilling typically occurs after the cleanup objectives have been @mtfirmation

samples are collected from the sides hotiom of the excavation to confirm that #lean

up goals have been achievdglackfill materials will be a combination of clean soils from the
site, and imported clean fill dirt.
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Federal, state and local laws and regulations require mitigation oftaiitfzd dermal and
inhalationpathwaydrom site remediatioand soil transporctivities. These existing
procedures and safetynd testingorotocols arexpectedo mitigate potentiaimpactsfrom
site remediation and soil transportiéssthan-significant levels.

Question C

There are no schoolgithin one quarter mile of the project site. The closest sslaweDel
Paso Heights Elementary School, approximately 0.3 miles to the we&rantdUnion High
School, approximately .42 miles to the eaisthe site. Therefore, the proposed project
would haveno impacton local schools.

Questiors E and F

Theclosest airports to the site are Ri® Linda Airport andvicClellan Airport located
approximately 2.5 milesorthhortheast of the project sitd hesite is not located within the
approach or departurelthough it is currently shown within the western edge of the

overflight zone. However, the CLUP has not been updated since the military base closed and
air traffic was significantly reducedrl'he project site is not within the runway clear zone or

clear zone of any airporfThe proposed projeatould not increase the exposure of

construction workersr future residentt airport safety hazardsT herefore, the proposed

project wouldhaveno impactrelated to airport hazards.

Question G

Constructiorand soil transpomvould be shorterm andconducted in stages to keep the
streets open, and thusuld not interfere with either an adopted emergency response plan or
an emergency evacuation plado roadways would be closed by constructaithough

there will be an increase in truck traffiRio Linda Boulevard is four lanes adjacent to the
project site.Current plans indicate site access will occur off South Avenue, with an
alternative accesdfdRio Linda Boulevard. No construction access will occur off Roanoke
Avenue.

To prevent interference with emergency response, the City requires all development projects
to prepare Traffic Management Plans for construction activities, as requiredtipnSec
12.20.020 and 12.20.030 of the Sacramento Municipal CGdelpliance would minimize

the potential for construction impacts to interfere with emergency respdheeefore, lhe
proposed project would haedessthan-significantimpacton emergencyesponser

evacuation

Questions H

The project site is not located in a designated wildland area that may contain substantial
forest fire risks or hazargand the infill site is served by a municipal fire departmé@itie
proposed project would have impactrelated towildfire risks or hazards.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.
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FINDINGS

Federal, state and local laws and regulations require mitigation of all potential dermal and
inhalation pathways from site remediation and saih$port activities.The proposed project
would have no additional projespecific environmental effects relatinghtazards and
hazardous materiatseyond those considered in the 2035 General REIR.
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9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the proposal result in or expose people to potential impacts involving:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
S S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated
A) Violate any water quality standardswaste U

discharge requirements?

B) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the locgtoundwater table U
level (e.g., the production rate of pegisting nearby
wells would drop to a level which would not suppo
existing land uses or planned uses for which perm
have been granted)?

C) Substantiallyalter the existing drainage pattern of t
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a manner which wol U
result in substantial erosion or siltation @m off-
site?

D) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increas U
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding ceror off-site?

E) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormw U
drainage systems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted runoff?

F) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? U

G) Place housing within a 18gear flood hazard area a
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

H) Place within a 10§ear flood hazard area structurey
which would impede or redirect flood flows?

I) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss,injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam|

cClCcC|Cc| C

J) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

There are no surface water or natural drainages adjacent tadhe projeciarea The

project area is within the Valles&xmerican hydrologic unit and the Lower Sacramento
RiverWatershed.The aquifer system underlying the County is part of the larger Central
Valley groundwater basin. The American, Sacramento, and Cosumnes rivers, as well as
other tributary streams, generally recharge the aquifee Sacramento River and its
tributary chanels beneficial uses are municipal and domeasiaply, agriculture, industry,
recreation, freshwater habitats (migration and spawning of asia)wildlife habitat

according to the Basin Plan for the Sacramento River and San JoaquiB&sues

(California Regional Water Quality Control Board, 1998).

According to the California Regional Water Quality Control Bo#&@dntral Valley Region
(CRWQCB,1994), the site lies within the Lower American Hydrologic Subareheof

Valley - American Hydrologic Unit.In general, groundwater in this area of the Sacramento
River Basin has been designated as beneficialdorestic/municipal, agricultural, and
industrial uses.

Based on information provided by the California DepartmeiVafer ResourceBivision of
Plannhg andLocal Assistance, there is at least one water well within a-thiieeradius of
theprojectsite. According tomonitoring data for the nearest wells (within a one mile
radius), water levels near the site range faepproximately 50 feet bgs (WeD No.
O9NO5EISR001M) to 60 feet bgs (Well ID No.09N0518R001Nlhe estimated
groundwater flow direction is to the southwest.

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) publishes Flood Insurance Rate Maps
(FIRM) delineatingflood hazard zones for comumities. The project site is located within an
area designated @®neX onthe FEMAFIRM PanelNumber06067C®64J (datedJunels,

2015). The northern half of the project site is located in Zone X, outside any areas of
flooding. The southern half of the project is located witBone X, with a reduced risk due

to levee improvements.

The proposed project is not | ocated The t hin
project is located in Sacramento County which doeshae¢ a sole source aquifer.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Forthepurpose of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant ipteposedroject
would result in

1 Substantially degraded water quality and result in a violation of any water quality
objectives set by the SWRCB, due increased sediments and other contaminants
generated by consumption and/or operation activities

1 Substantially increased exposure of people and/or property to the risk of injury and
damagen the event of a 16@ear flood

1 Constructor substantially improvany structures withia floodwayflood hazard
zoneor designated wetland
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SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

Chapterd.7 of theMEIR evaluates the potential effects of @35 General Plaas they

relate to surface water, groundwater, flooding, stormwater and water qurdiigies

included in the2035 General Plato avoid water quality degradation due to stonction
activities (Policies ER 1.1.111.1.10) and to avoid new sources of polluted runoff that could
violate water quality standardBdlicies U 1.1.1 1.1.5; ER 1.1.3 through ER 1.} Were
identified that reduced all impacts tdegsthansignificant level.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions Athrough J

Theproposed projeds located on an urban infill site served by municipal drainage facilities.
The overall si¢ is approximately 4 acresSite remediation and future housing construction
would not excavate or trench near the groundwater table, which is at least 50 feet below
ground surface. There are no surfaceswhbdies near the project sigsd the site isiot

within a flood hazard zone.

To reduce or eliminate constructione | at ed water quality effects,
Grading Ordinance would require future public or private contractors to comply with the
requirements of t htylm@rovenyedtlanIIQiPInraddiidn,e r Qu al i
before the onset of any construction activities, where the disturbed area is one acre or more in

size, the City would require any public or private contractors to obtain coverage under the

NPDES General Construction Permit and include erasnohsediment control plangssues

related to groundwater or soil contamination are covered in Se;tibtgzards and

Hazardous MateriaBand dust contr ol measures are covere
BMPs may consist of a wide variety of measued®n to reduce pollutants in stormwater

and other nopoint source runoff.

The Cityo6s St6rQwakr Quality Designevianual for the Sacramento Region
(Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership 2014) include BMPs to be implemented to
mitigate impa&ts from new development and redevelopment projdataddition,

construction BMPs that implement the SQIP and General Construction Permit may include,
but are not limited to the following measure:

Prior to issuance of a construction permit, the Cityld@equire public and/or

private contractors to provide an erosion and sediment control prenCity would
verify that a state general permit was obtained including verification that a Notice of
Intent has been filed with the Central Valley Regionaté@uality Control Board
(CVRWQCB) anda SWPPHas been developed before allowing construction to
begin. The City would perform inspections of the construction area to verify that the
BMPs specified in the erosion and sediment control plan are propgrlgmented

and maintainedThe City would notify contractors immediately if there is a
noncompliance issue and would require compliar@@entrol of erosion and sediment
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transport during the construction phase would effectively mitigate potential sediment
impairment of receiving waters.

The City would also require contractorsoé6 ero
to minimize the potential for, and effects from, spills of hazardous, toxic, or petroleum

substances during construction actiwtfer all contractorsThese requirements are included

i n the cont rimapementatiors of thiosnmeasura wotld comply with state and

federal water quality regulations and reduce the impact to @Hassignificant level. The

City would routnely inspect the construction area to verify that the measures specified in the
erosion and sediment control plan are properly implemented and maintdimeCity

would notify contractors immediately if there is a noncompliance issue and would require
compliance.

The federal reportable spill quantity for petroleum products, as defined in 40 CFR 110, is any
oil spill that:

1 violates applicable water quality standards;

1 causes a film or sheen on, or discoloration of, the water surface or adjoining
shorelire; or

1 causes a sludge or emulsion to be deposited beneath the surface of the water or
adjoining shorelines.

I f a spill occurs, the contractoro6s superint
would take action to contact the appropriate safety@eanup crews to ensure that the Spill
Prevention and Control Program is followdd. addition, as part of the proposed project, the
City would respond and investigate any spills reported at construction Aitestten

description of reportable rhses would be submitted to the CVRWQCB and the Department
of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) by the contractor or owtiem appreciable spill

occurs and results determine that construction activities have adversely affected surface
water or groundwateguality, a detailed analysis would be performed to the specifications of
DTSC to identify the likely cause of contaminatiobhis analysis would include
recommendations for reducing or eliminating the source or mechanisms of contamination.
Based on tls analysis, contractors would select and implement measures to control
contamination, with a performance standard that surface agmbiondwater quality must be
returned to baseline condition$hese measures would be subject to approval by the City
andbr the RWQCB.

Adherence to the regulations described above, and implementationS8HAaSPrequired
for the site remediation activiti@gould reduce the potential fthhe projecto substantially
degrade water quality or violate water quality ordéeeneral Plan policies requithe City
to meet water quality requirements of the Phase 1 NPDES Rerdubnstruction
contractors t@omply with erosion and sediment control and stormwater discharge
regulations. Therefore, the proposed project woblavea lessthan-significant impacton
hydrology, water quality, or flooding

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation measures are required.
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FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating tohydrology and wateguality beyond those considered in the 2035 General Plan
MEIR.
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10. LAND USE AND PLANNIN G
Would the proposal:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
o S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated
A) Physically divide an established community? U

B) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy,
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the genepédn, U
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

C) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation U
plan or natural communitgonservation plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Theprojectsiteis located in anixed-useresidential are@n the Del Paso Heights community
of the City of Sacramentdexcept for one parcel zoned RMXResidential Mixed Use
(3601 Rio Linda Boulevardjhe project site is zond®-2A - Multi-Family Residentiall7
units per acreand has a General Plalorth Sacramento Community Plémd use
designation oBuburban Neigiorhood HighDensity Surroundingand uses include the
Sacramento Northern Bike Trail to the wesstnior housing to the nortif Roanoke

Avenue single family residential to the eastross Rio Linda Boulevardnd asmallchurch
and vacant lantb the soutlacross South Avenue

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The discussion of land use and planning effects is treated differently from technical
environmental issues. Any physical impacts associated with development would be
addressed in the appropri&evironmental sections of this IS/EA.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

The City of Sacramento Planning and Development Code, Title 1 @it Code, is one

of the primary means of implementing the General Plan. The Zoning Map is consistent with
the current 208 General PlanLand use policies adopted by Sacramento Area Council

of Governments (SACOG) Metropolitan Transportation Plah%ustainable Communities

Plan (MTP/SCS) guide regional development in a number of cities, including Sacramento, to
mitigate for regional transportatigelated impacts as a result of modeled future growtte

2035 General Plan reflects the six guidimgngiples fom the MTP/SCS adopted by

SACOG.
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The City of Sacramento 2042021 Housing Elemepadopted by the City Council on
December 17, 201 3eflects thelong er m vi si on of Cityds Gener al
infill development and focusing onsainable and complete neighborhoodifie Housing

El ement evaluates t he ci angpoosidedhan imentanyppf condi t i o
vacant residential land available to meet that n€&ohls, policies, and prograrase

identified thatguide City irvestments and land use decisions to address future growth and

existing needs.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT

None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questiors A and B

The proposed project wittmove barriers tplanned residential infill development on this

vacant site The proposed project does not include a change in General Plan land use

designation or zoningRemediation of the site and development of infill housing is
consistent with the City of Sacramedts 2012 Cl i mate Action Plan by
growth patterns and infill development, creating a more complete neighborhood and

developing along existing transit linéBus Route 15connecting with Light Ratio the south

at Arden/Del Paso, and tbe north at Watt Ave/80, and bus route$3, 19, 22, 80, 84, 85,
88,93,and10B Thi s project is consistent with the go
Master Plan by creating a fAHealthy Urban Envi
cleanng brownfields for future useand reducing vehicle trip generation and the use of fossil

fuels by allowing for redevelopment of an infill sie a transit line

The project is also consistent with the following Livability Principles of the interagency
partnership between HUD, DOT and EPA:

1 Promote equitable and affordable housing: The project will result in new affordable
housing for low and moderate income residents.

1 Support existing communities by targeting federal funding toward existing
communitiesand coordinate and leverage federal policies and investments: SHRA is
committed tamproving the community by investing and leveraging local, state and
federal funds.SHRA has already invested over $1 million assessing, remediating and
acquiring parcelatthe site. The EPA grant would leverage an additional $337,000
in low and moderatacome tax increment housing funds to complete remediation of
the site.

1 Value communities and neighborhoods: Subject to significant community input, the
project will resultin the removal 06,660 tons of contaminated soil and turn a vacant,
blighted site back into viable use.

Thereforg the proposed project will have impacton dividing an established community or
conflicting with applicable land use plans, policies, or regulations.
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Question C

The project site is not located within or near a habitat or natural community conservation
plan and thertore will haveno impactonsuchplars.

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation meas@s are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating toland use and plannirgeyond those considered in the 2035 General REIR.
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11. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal:

Issues Potentially| Potentially |Lessthan- No
Significant| Significant |Significant| Impact
Impact Impact Impact
Unless
Mitigated
A) Result in the loss of availability of a known minera U

resource that would be of value to the region and {
residents of the state?

B) Result in the loss of availability of a locally importg U
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a loc
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Mineral resources iBacrament@ounty include natural gas, petroleum, sand, gravel, clay,
gold, silver, peat, topsoi&nd lignite and very few are located within the city limit¥he
principal resources in productiamthecountyare aggregate (sand and gravel) and natural
gas.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposes of this IS/EA, an impact would be significant if the progosgectwould

result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that woutd talue to the
region and residents of the state, or result in the loss of availability of a locally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated orBheramento Couni@eneral Plan.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS, GROWTH |NDUCING I MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

The potential for loss of the availability of known mineral resources of State, regional, or
local importance (Impact 4.%) was determined tbe a lesghansignificant inpact for the
General PlaPolicy Areain theMEIR.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT

None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Question A and B

The projectareais within an existing residential neighborhood, and is not located in an area
known to contain mineral resourceSite remediation and housing construcsiaould have
no impacton mineral resources.
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MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigationmeasures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating tomineral resourcelseyond those considered in the 2035 General RE&IR.
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12. NOISE
Would the proposal result in:
Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
S S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated
A) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise leve
in excess of standards established in the local gen U
plan or noise ordinancey applicable standards of
other agencies?
B) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive U
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels
C) A substantial permaneirtcrease in ambient noise

levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

D)

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existingvithout the project?

E)

For a project located within an airport land use pla|
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, withi
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people disg or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

F)

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or workir
in the project area to excessive noise l&¥e

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The noise environment near the proposed project is dominated by traffic sources.

Background noise levels are influenced by Rio Linda Boulevard, existing surrounding
residential uses, and bik&il activities. Traffic remains the dominant noise source at the

project site.

The vicinity of the project
i dent

and Anor mal ur ban res

i al

area i
0 a tyypical moisel
level of 5055 dBA, while Normal Urban Residential has a typical noise level of 60 dBA

S

(Cowan 1984, Hoover and Keith 1996s identified in theMEIR, ambient traffic noise

from Rio Linda Blvd is currently measured&#.8 dBA at 50 feetand is projected to rise to
64.5 dBA undef035 General Planuildout. TheMEIR analysis specifically identifies the
Rio Linda Superblock project as a subsequent project analyzed in the cumulative analysis,

and assumed 47 units would be constructed esite.

mo s t
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CEQAENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

HUD does not address construction noise, except to encourage the use of quieter construction
equipment and methods in population centers. Therefoesholds of significance are those
established by the CCR Title 24 stiards, and th€it y Mogse Ordinance.

For purposes of this IS/EAnpacts due to noise may be considered significant if
construction and/or implementation of the proposed project would result in the following
impacts that remain significant aftenplementation of General Plan policies or mitigation
from theGeneral PlaMEIR:

1 result in exterior noise levels in the project area that are above the upper value of the
normally acceptable category for wvarious
increases;

1 result in residential interior noise levels of 45 dBA Ldn or greater caused by noise
levelincreases due to the project;

1 result in construction noise levels that exceed the standards in the City of Sacramento
Noise Ordinance;

1 permit existingand/or planned residential and commercial areas to be exposed to
vibration-peakparticle velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to project
construction;

1 permit adjacent residential and commercial areas to be exposed to vibration peak
particle védocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to highway traffic and ralil
operations; or

1 permit historic buildings and archaeological sites to be exposed to vibpatadn
particlevelocities greater than 0.2 inches per second due to project constaradion
highwaytraffic.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS, GROWTH |NDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR evaluated the potential for development under20#5 General Plato increag
noise levels in the communityNew noise sources include vehicular traffic, aircratft,
railways, light rail and stationary sourceBhe general plan policies establish exterior
(Policy EC 3.1.1) and interioPplicy EC 3.1.3) mise standards. A varietf policies

provide standards for thigpes of development envisioned in the general [Bae. Policy
3.1.9, which calls for the City to limit hours of operations for parks and active recreation
areas to minimize disturbance to nearby residences. Ndarittiag application athe
general plan policies, noise impacts for exterior noise levels (Irdg&ad) and interior noise
levels (Impac#.8-2), and vibration impacts (Impaéi8-4) were found to be significant and
unavoidable.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT

None
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ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Question Aand D

Adjacent sensitive receptors include the residential uses surrounding the construction area
the closest residences are surrounded by the projeensigdbut the property line

Theproposedemediatiorwill take four to five weeks and involve usébackhoesgraders,
truck traffic, and other construction noise exempted by the Noise Eler@enistrucion

crews must abide by thet€iNoise Element, and construction will not begin before six am
on weekdays or extend beyond 8 pm, and no weekend construction will d¢eLs,the
proposed project wouldot exposgersons to or geneeatoise levels in excess of standards
establishedn theSacramento @y Noise Ordinanceor applicable standards of other
agencies.

Generally, noise levels at construction sites can vary from 55 dBA to a maximum of nearly
96 dBA when heavy equipment is used. Construction noise of this project would be
intermittent, and noise levels would vary depending on the type of construction activity. For
this project, lowest construction equipmeelated noise levels would be 55 dBA at a

distance of 50 ft for sound from a piclp truck. Highest noise levels widwbe upto 85 dBA

(at a distance of 50 ft) for gradeand dozers (FHA 2017)

The proposed projegtould result in a shotterm increase in existing noise levels on the
project site.Constructiorwill not entail the use of heavy construction equipngitally
associated with loud noise and vibrations, such as pile drivihg Noise Ordinancéurther
requires that all internal combustion engines useistructiormust be equipped with
suitable exhaust and intake silencers which are in good wookitey.

Whereasonstructiomactivities will be shorterm and conducted in accordance with the
Noise Ordinance, construction nosgposurampacts will belessthan significant.

QuestionB

The proposedemediation activities and future housignstructiorwould not involve the

use of construction techniques such as pile driving that could generate groundborne noise or
vibrations Therefore, the proposed project would hasempacton groundborne noise or
vibrations ompermanenambient noiséevels.

Question C

The futureaffordablehousingdevelopmentvould add an anticipated 21 single family homes
to the project site. Aglentified in theMEIR, ambient traffic noise from Rio Linda Blvd is
currently measured at 62.8 dBA at 50 feet, andagepted to rise to 64.5 dBA und2035
General Plamuildout This ismore conservativéhan the results diUD6 s oDNLi n e
calculatorfor a 4lane arterialvith traffic volumesat 10,200 vehicletrips (MEIR Exhibit
4.12-3). The MEIR analysis specifically identified the Rio Linda Superblock project as a
subsequent project analyzed in the cumulative analysis, and assumed 47 units would be
constructed on the sit&Vith the project, ambient noise levels will increase less thB/

due to cumulative development, including assumed development on the project site.
Whereas standard construction under Title IV requirements results in a noise attenuation of
more than 20 dB, interior residential noise levels will remain below 45 wiRker
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cumulative conditionsTherefore, the proposed project would havesathan-significant
impact on permanent ambient noise levels.

Questions E and F

The Rio Linda Airport andicClellan Airportarelocated approximately 2.5 miles
northhortheast othe project site Thesite is not located within theoise contours of either
airport(North Sacramento CommuniBlan Figure NS5). Thus,there isno impactrelated
to the exposure of people residing or workarghe project siteto excessive aircraftoise
levels.

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating tonoisebeyond those considered in the 2035 General RE&IR.
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13. POPULATION AND HOUSI NG
Would the proposal:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
N S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated
A) Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by proposing new hon U
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, througt
extension of roads or othirfrastructure)?
B) Displacesubstantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement hou U
elsewhere?
C) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitg U
the construction of replacement housing elsewher

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project site is vacant and zoned for mifaihily housing(R-2A) and mixed development
(RMX). The intention of the project is to remediate the site to residential standards and seek
a developer to construatfordable single familyrousing on the sitean allowable use in the

R-2A and RMX zones

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The discussion of population and housing effects is treated differently from technical
environmental issuesThe fact that a project brings new people or demand for housing to a
community does not, by itself, change the physical conditiémsincreasen population

may, however, generate changes in retail demand or demand for governmental services, and
thedemand for housing may generate new activity in residential developleysical
environmental impacts that could result from implementing the peabproject are

discussedn the appropriate technical sections.

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Question A

The proposed project wouteémove existing barriersoil contaminationjo constructing up

to 21affordablehousing units othis urbaninfill site. The General PlaMEIR analyzed the

population and housing affects using an assumption of 47 units on the projethsste.

project is consistent with the City of Sacram
City shall promote and facilitatefit development as well the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments (SACOG) Seven Principles of Smart GrowtiRA in partnership with

future developers will take advantage of the various tools geared towards infill development.

For example, since 200he City of Sacramento has offered its Infill Strategy that creates a

more streamlined regulatory process and provides flexible standardgmed house
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plans and reduced or waived fees for infill development projddts. Infill Strategy also
identifies target areas, including Del Paso Heights, for focusing its financial infill incentives.

Therefore, theproposedorojectwill have alessthan-significant impacton population
growth either directly or indirectly.

Questions Band C

Theproject siteis vacant There is no housing demolition or construction proposed. The
project would have@o impacton displacementfdiousing or people.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating topopulations and housirgeyond those considered in the 2035 General MEIR.
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14. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the proposal:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
S S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated

A) Result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically
altered governmental facilitieseed for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or other|
performance objectives for any of the public sezsiq

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

c|Cc|iCc|iCc|C

Other public facilities?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Sacramento City Fire Department (SFD)

The City of Sacramento pvides fire protection servicés the project areand it is likely

that the future residential project would be servedripy Station 17. Fe Station 17 is
located at 1311 Bell Avenue approximately 1nmiégtheast othe proposed project site. The
Fire Department operates approximately 21 statiém® stations are located so as to
provide a maximum effective service radiusldd miles. This service radius virtually
assures blanket coverage of the City.

The SFD provides fire suppression, emergency medical services, fire prevention, and special
operations services within the City of Sacrameme.discussed in Section 8, Hazards and
Hazadous Materials,ite SFD has Blazardous Materials Program (HazMatyhich

provides a daily capability for emergency hazardous materials respbimse&lepartment'’s

two Hazardous Materials Response Teanestaffed with eight Hazardous Materials

Specialists and ar@e capable of responding to any hazardous materials incidelnding
decontamination operations.

Sacramento CityPolice Department (D)

The City of Sacramento provides police protection se@pproximatelyl mile east othe
project area. The William J. Kinney Police Facility is the police stationttbald service
the project area. It is located at 3550 Marysville Boulevaditte SPD maintains an
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unofficial goal of 2.0 to 2.5 sworn poéoofficers per 1,000 residents and 1 civilian support
staff per 2 sworn officers.

Schoobk

TheTwin Rivers UnifiedSchool District serv&the Project Area-or the school impact
analysis, expected student yields were derived using current-&angly and multifamily
student generation rates for the elementary, middle, and high school Egethe purposes
of the analysis the SCUSD singlmily and muti-family generation ratesom the MEIR
wereused. Singlefamily generation rates are 0.44 grade6 Ktudents and 0.12 grade8,7
and 0.23 grades-92 students per unitMulti-family generation rates are 0.19 grade6,K
0.03 grades-B, and 0.04 grags 912 students per unit.

Libraries

The Sacramento Public Library (SPL) serves the cities of Sacramento, Citrus Heights, Elk
Grove, Galt, Isleton, Rancho Cordova, and the County of SacramBEmtoSacramento

Public Library Authority is governed by a dibExercise of Powers Agreement between

these cities and counties to provide public library services that provide open access to diverse
resources and ideas that inspire learning, promote reading, and enhance community life to all
citizens in the jurisdiedns. The 20072025 Facility Master Plan establishes thresholds,

targets, and prime goals for library standards. Overall SPL exceeded the thresholds and target
goals for library space per capita, but just missed the threshold for library volumes per

capita.

Emergency Services

The City of Sacramento has an Emergency Oper
response to extraordinary emergency situations associated with natural disasters,

technological incidents, and nuclear defense operatibhe County of Sacramento has a
LocalHazard Mitigation Plan, which is a mujtirisdictional plan that aims to reduce or

eliminate longterm risk to people or property from natural disasters and their effEotse

are no standards or ratios for the prowvisad emergency service personnel and equipment

per a specific population.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For the purposes of this IS/EA, an impact would be considered significanipifdpesed
projectresulted in the need for new or altered services related to fire protection, police
protection, school facilitiedipraries, emergency servigex other public facilities.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

The MEIR evaluated the potential effects of @35 General Plaon various public
services.These include police, fire protection, schools, librarieseandrgency services
(Chapter4.10).

The general plan provides that adequate staffing levels for police and fire are important for
thelong-term health, safety and wdleing of the communityGoal PHS 1.1, PHS 2.1).
Implementation of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Policies ERC 1.1.1 tifBah.1.3
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would ensure that adequate school facilities are provided to serve the anticipated student
growth in the city.Policy ERC 3.1.1 requires that adequate library services and facilities are
maintained for all residentd2olicy PHS 5.1.1 hefpensue that adequate human services and
medical facilities are established in the city to serve the city populami®olicies PHS

4.1.1 through PHS 4.1.5 ensure that disaster preparedness and response would be adequate to
serve the city population.

The MEIR concluded that effecisf buildout to General Plan densitiesuld have dess
thansignificantimpacton public services

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Question A

Theproposed project is an infill site currently served by established police, fire, schools,
libraries and emergency services. The MEIR specifically identified development on the Rio
Linda Superblock site, and therefore population and service demands weigeced in the
MEIR analysis, which determined that impacts are less than significant.

Theproposeduture 21-unit single familyresidential project would adgpproximatelyd new
elementary student8,newmiddle schooktudents to th#lartin Luther KingJr. Technology
Academy (at 36% capacitygnd5 new high schoobktudents td&rant Union High School (at

99% capacity) The Del Paso Elementary School serves elementary students in the Project
Area, and is currently at approximately 85% capacity (Backgtoeport, Table £2),

although the District provides open enroliment, which allows students to attend their schools
of choice

The student demand identified in the General Plan MEIR included an assumption of 47
multi-family dwelling units on the Superblosite. Using multifamily enroliment rateghis
assumed the site would add 9 elementary studemsjdle school studenand 2 high

school studentsThe proposedingle familyproject wouldgenerat@approximately 2 middle
school students and 3 high school students above what was anticipated for tBassgtton
enrollment numbers and school capacity, capacity levels are at approximately 75 percent
throughout thé&seneral PlaPolicy Area The TwinRivers UnifiedSchool District

maintains sufficient capacity at its schools to accommodate more than General Plan.buildout

The proposed General Plan policies include measures to accommodate growth and increased
service demands. Policies ERC 1.1.1 aR{EL.1.2 encourages the City to work with school
districts to ensure that schools are provided to serve all existing and future residents and
constructed in the neighborhoods that they serve, in safe locations, and connected to
surrounding uses by walkwaysicycle paths, and greenwayBolicy ERC 1.1.3 suggests

that schools be developed with joint uses to integrate recreational, cultural, aschooh

related activities.

Implementation of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Policies ERC 1.1.1 through ERC 1.1.
would ensure that adequate school facilities are provided to serve the anticipated student
growth in the city. Those policies, coupled with the payment of statutory fees by developers
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under SB 50 would serve as complete CEQA mitigation to satisfy fh&cinof development
on school facilities.

Therefore, the impaain public facilitiesdue to residential development on the project site
would beless than significant

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating to public facilities and services beyond those considered in the 2035 General Plan
MEIR.
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15. RECREATION
Would the proposal:

Issues

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Lessthan-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

A) Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreati
facilities such thasubstantial physical deterioration
of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

U

B) Does the project include recreational facilities or
require the construction or expansion of recreation
facilities which might havan adverse physical effe
on the environment?

U

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The North Sacramento Community Plan area is served by a variety of recreational resources.

Recreational resources include rivers, ponds, bike trails, and parks maintained by the City of

SacramentoThe Northern Sacramento Bike Trall is publicly ownedeliky used as a

recreational resource within the project area.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposes of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant if the proposjedtwould:

1 Cause or accelerate substantial physical deterioration of existingaaksaop

recreational facilitiesor

1 Create a need for construction or expansion of recreational facilities beyond what was

anticipated in the 2@General Plan.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT

EFFECTS

Chapterd.9 of theMEIR considered the effects ofthe ZXGe ner a | P
existing parkland, urban forest, recreational facilities and recreational serVicegeneral

planidentified agoal of providing an integrated park and recreation system in the City (Goal

an on

ERC 2.1). New residential development will be required to dedicate land, plguiriees or
otherwisecontribute a fair share to the acquisition and developmepdrébs and rereation

facilities (Policy ERC 2.2.4) Impacts were considered less than significant after application

of the applicablgolicies(Impacts 6.91 and 6.92).

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT

None
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ANSWERS TO CHECKLI ST QUESTIONS
Questions A and B

Parksand recreational aregsovide a wide range of services that are affected by population
increases The proposed 21nit infill single family housing development would not cause or
accelerate substantial physiceaiterioration of existing area parks or recreational facilities

A multi-family housing development has been analyzed for this site in the General Plan and
MEIR, therefore, the proposed project would not result in additional significant impacts on
recreation that were not addressed or considered MEMR. The proposed project would

have dessthan-significantimpact on recreational resources.

MITIGATION MEASURES

No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effects
relating to recreational resources beyond those considered in the 2035 Gendvit IRan
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16. TRANSPORTATION AND T RAFFIC
Would the proposal:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
S S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated

A) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or polig
establishing measured effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mas
transit and nomotorized travel and relevant U
components of the circulation system, including b
not limited to intersectionstreets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass|
transit?

B) Conflict with an applicable congestion manageme
program, including, but not limited to level of servi
standards and travel demame@asures, or other U
standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?

C) Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels ortzaage in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

D) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feg
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

E) Result in inadequate emergency access?

F) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease therformance or
safety of such facilities?

cC | C | C

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The project site is located on Rio Linda Boulevard, between Roanoke Avenue and South
Avenuein the City of Sacrament®io Linda Boulevard is a designataderial roadway in

the 2035 General PlaiRoanoke terminates in a edé-sac north of the site, and South
Avenue is a major collector connecting to arterials east and west of th@ lstMEIR
identified traffic volumes of 10,200 vehicle trips a dayRio Linda Boulevard at General
Plan buildout MEIR Exhibit 4.123), which represents level of servibefor a fourlane
arterial.

Regional Transit serves the siia Bus Route 15. This is a major route providing peak and
off-peak service, connecting with Light Rail to the south at Arden/Del Paso, and to the north
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at Watt Ave/t80, and to bus routes 13, 19, 22, 80, 84, 85, 88, 93, andTHg3Sacramento
NorthernBike Trail forms the western boundary of the site.

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE
For purposes of this IS/EA, an impact is considered significant if the proposiedtwould:

1 Result inasignificant increase in projecteghicle miles traveleMT) over
current conditions or beyond thoaaticipated in the 2035 General Pamd the
SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Pl&ustainable Communities Strate@p35.

1 Adverselyaffect public transit operations tail to adequately provide for access to
public trarsit.

1 Adverselyaffect bicycle travel, bicycle paths fail to adequately provide for access
by bicycle.

1 Adverselyaffect pedestrian travel, pedestrian path&ibto adequately provide for
access by pedestrians.

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE |IMPACTS, GROWTH INDUCING | MPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

Transportation and circulation were discussed irMB4R in Chapter.12. Variousmodes

of travel were included in the analysis, includirghicular, transit, bicycle, pedestriand

aviation componentsThe transportation impact analysis focused on circulation effects that
would occur from increased travel demand associated with development under the circulation
diagrams, policies, and imgrhentation measures provided in 2@85General Plapand
specifically included the Rio Linda Superblock Project 43-anit multi-family project on

this infill site. VMT/capita is expected to decline by about seven percent in the Policy Area
through tle General Plan 2035 buildout horizon, which means that vehicle trips are expected
to get shorter and shift to naehicle travel modes (e.gransit, walking, and bicycling)

Policies and Implementation Programs throughou@Geeral Plahhand Use and Mbility
elements promote reductions in VMT through mix and density of land uses, walkable
neighborhood design, bicycle facilities and infrastructure, public transportation facilities and
infrastructure

While the general plan includes numerous policiesth di r ect t he devel op me
transportation system, tiEIR concluded that the general plan development waesddlt in

significant and unavoidabimulativeeffecton freeway segmentsee Impact.12-4).

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT

None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions ABandF

The State Clearinghouse is currently redraftimg StateaCEQA Guidelines to address new
focus onvehicle miles travele@MT), pursuanto Senate Bill743. Senate Bill 743
mandates a change in the way that public agencies evaluate transportation impacts of projects
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underCEQA. Generally, development projects that locate within-bak mile of either an
existing major transit stop or a stop along an exidtigy quality transit corridor may be
presumed to cause a less than significant transportation impact. Similarly, development
projects that decrease vehicle miles traveled in the project area compared to existing
conditions may be considered to have a tbsin significant transportation impadthe site
was analyzed for cumulative traffic impacts in MEIR, which assumed 47 muli@mily

units would be constructed on the sitiéhe future residential development on this infill site
is anticipated to ba 2Xunit affordable, single family developmenthichwould potentially
represent a decrease in VMT compared to modeled conditions MEH

The proposegrojectwould result in shosterm construction traffic foapproximately three

to four weeks, asoil is trucked to offite disposal locations, and clean fill dirt is trucked in
It is estimated that 25 trucks per days will be needed to transport soiditeodfisposal, for

a period of approximately two weeks. It is estimated that 30 trucldayerwill be needed

to bring in clean fill dirt soil for a period of approximately one weblk blockingof local
traffic would be requirediuring construction Construction ingress and egress will occur off
South Avenue, near its intersection with Riada Boulevard.

The proposed project is consistent with the 2035 General Plan and regional plans and policies
regarding infill development, development along transit lines, and congestion management.
Construction traffic will be temporary and short terirhe remediation plan and future

residential site plan will be reviewed and approved by the City building division to ensure
adequate and safe site access and circulalicaific generated by residential uses was

modeled in theMEIR. Therefore, lhe proposedrojectwill have alessthan-significant

impacton trafficand circulation

Questions C and D

The proposed project removes barriers to the construction of singlg Feousing on an

infill site that is not within any airport safety zones, amastwould have no effect on air
traffic. The proposed project would make no roadway capacity improvements or change
existing road configurations. Construction staging is all within the project site and would
have no effect on emergency access rouiée. proposed project will therefore have
impacton air traffic, emergency access, or site design hazards

MITIGATION MEASURES
No mitigation measures are required.

FINDINGS

The proposed project would have no additional pregpetcific environmental effext
relating to transportation and circulation beyond those considered in the 2035 General Plan
MEIR.
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17. UTILITIES AND SERVIC E SYSTEMS
Would the proposal:

Potentially
Potentially| Significant |Lessthan-
o S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated
A) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the U

applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

B) Require or result in the construction of new water
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of U
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

C) Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilis or expansion of existing U
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

D) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve th
project from existing entitlements anesources, or U
are new or expanded entitlements needed?

E) Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatn
provider which serves or may serve the project thg
has adequate capa cprojegted U
demand in addition to
commitments?

F) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodat U
disposal needs?

G) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and U
regulations related to solid waste?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Existing utilities within the project limits include natural gas, water, sewer, and
telecommunications service. Natural gas is provided by Pacific Gas and Electric Company
(PG&E). The City provides municipal water service, wastewater collection (sevegarate
stormwater servicegnd solid waste servide the project site Telecommunications services

in the project area are provided by AT&T.h e ar eas served by the
systems are divideidto 54 sewer basins, and wastewater froenldasins is conveyed to the
SRWTP via gravity flow or onef the 40 pumping stations located throughout the city.
Wastewater treatment is provided by the Sacramento Regional County Sabitstia
(SRCSD).

SHRA RIO LINDA SUPERBLOCKPROJECT
INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTALASSESSMENT PAGE83



CEQAENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

STANDARDS OF SIGNIFICANCE

For purposes dahis IS/EA, an impact is considered significant if fhe@posedrojectwould
require or resulin either the construction of new water, wastewater, stormwater, or solid
waste facilities or the expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effecteeyond what was anticipated in the 2035 General Plan

SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS UNDER THE 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR , INCLUDING
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS, GROWTH |INDUCING |IMPACTS, AND | RREVERSIBLE SIGNIFICANT
EFFECTS

TheMEIR evaluated the effects of development under thé Zxheral Plan on water
supply, sewer and stordrainage, solid waste, electricity, nedl gas and
telecommunications ée Chapted.11). TheMEIR evaluated the impacts of increased
demand for water that would occur widbvelopment under the 2b&eneral PlanPolicies
in the general plan would reduce the impact generally to dHassignificant level (see
Impact 4.111) but the need for new water supply facilities results in a significant and
unavoidable effect (Impadt11-2). The potential need faxpangn of stormwater and
wastewateconveyance antteatment facilities was identified &ss than significant
(Impacts4.11-3 and4.11-4). Impacts on solid waste facilities were less thamificant
(Impact4.11-5). Implementation of energy efficient sidards as set forth ifitles 20 and 24
of the California Code of Regulations for residential and-residentiabuildings,in
conjunction with the continued efforts on behalf of SMUD and PG&E to promote energy
efficiency and renewable energyould redue the need foenergyproduction or
transmission facilitieso a lesshansignificant level.

MITIGATION MEASURES FROM 2035GENERAL PLAN MEIR THAT APPLY TO THE PROJECT
None

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Questions AB, Dand E

The proposed project wouptovide 21 affordable single family housing unitstgpportthe

City in meeting its Housing Element goals for kimcome housing developmeiais

identified above in Section 10, Land Useer Ehapter 727, Statutes of 2004 (SB72)0
approved on October 7, 2005, water and sewer providers must grant priority for service
allocations to proposed developments that include housing units affordable torlooree
households. Chapter 727 was enacted to improve the effectivenessagf thddcilitating
housing development for lowéncome families and workers. Local public and/or private
water and sewer providers must adopt written policies and procedures that grant a priority for
service hoolups to developments that help meet therwnity's share of the regional need
for lowerincome housing. In addition, the law prohibits water and sewer providers from
denying, conditioning the approval, or reducing the amount of service for an application for
development that includes housingoaffable to loweiincome households, unless specific
written findings are made.

SB 1087 added certain provisions to the Government Code and amended a portion of the
UWMP Act. As it relates to the UWMP Act, SB 1087 requires the water use projections of
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an UWMP to include the projected demands for siAigiaily and multifamily residential

housing needed for lower income households as identified in the housing element of any city

or county in the service area of the supplier (Water Code § 10631(a).) Thes#fioe the

proposed project is meeting part of the identified demand for laweeme housing in the

Cty, the water demands have been planned for

Whereas the proposed projeemoves barriers tieedevelofng an infill site thatis served by
adequate water and wastewater infrastructure, and state law requires the provision of water
and sewer service to lowarcome housing, the proposed project would halessthan-
significant impacton water and wastewater treatment and faediand supplies.

Question C

See discussion under Section 9, Hydrology and Water Quality. The proposed project would
notsignificantlyalter onsite drainage patterns significantlyincrease stormwater runoff

into the existing drainage systemhe MEIR assumed development on the site when it
determined thageneral plan buildout would have a less than significant effect on stormwater
infrastructure.

However, North Sacramento existing systems have generally been determined to be
inadequate (according turrent City design standards) to convey runoff from the area to the
creeks and canals. Master Plans have been developed for many basins in North Sacramento
identifying these issues and proposing appropriate mitigations to address these issues.
Facility improvements that have been suggested to improve these problems include flood
proofing, upsizing mains, new pipelines, pump station improvements, and new detention
basins. The future residential project wile required to meet all city and any localstea

plan conditions for tyingnto the existing system serving the ar@herefore, the proposed

project would havea lessthan-significant impacton stormwater infrastructure.

Questions Fand G

The disposal of contaminated soils is discussed in depth in S8¢titazards and Hazardous
Resources, above.

Construction activitie$or the future residential development wogleherate solid waste
associated with construction of new building3onstruction waste would be disposed of at a
landfill based on market conditions and capacity.

CCR Title 24, also known as the California Building Standards Code, includes CALGreen
(Part 11). CALGreen Section A5.408.3 states that a minimum of 50% of tHeazadous
construction and demolition debris shall be recycled and/or salvaged for reuse, or must meet
a local construction and demolition waste management ordinance if more strimgent

City's Construction and Demolition (C&D) Ordinanhapter8.124)wasestablished in

order to comply with AB939 (signed into California state law in 1989) and CCR Title 24,
which require local governments to divert 50% of materials sent to the landfill by the year
200Q and each successive year thereafter. Required megywibgrams, including the Waste
Reduction and Recycling Plan for how C&D waste would be disposed of which is required
before a building permit is issued, will ensure that a large amount of the C&D waste would
be recycled to minimize the amount of wastéeaisposed of at the landfill.

The proposed project would implement all required waste reduction and recycling
requirements, and would be consistent with the planned waste stream includeldliifhe
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analysis of landfill capacityThe contractor will beesponsible for identifying the
appropriate landfill that will accept the California Hazardous Waste from theTdite.
proposed project would thus result ifeasthan-significant impacton solid waste.
MITIGATION MEASURES

None required.

FINDINGS

Theproposed project would not generate a new demand for wastewater, stormwater or solid
waste capacityot previously considered in tR835General PlaMEIR.
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18. MANDATORY FINDINGS O F SIGNIFICANCE

Does the proposal:

Potentially
Paentially | Significant | Lessthan-
S S No
Issues Significant| Impact |Significant
Impact
Impact Unless Impact
Mitigated

A. Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce th
habitat of a fish or wildlifespecies, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below seHustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal U
community, reduce the number or restrict the rang
of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminaf
important examples of the neajperiods of
California history or prehistory?

B. Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of project are considerable U
when viewed in connection with the effects of pasf
projects, the effects of other current projects, and
effects of probable future projects)?

C. Does the project have environmental effeeksch
will cause substantial adverse effects on human U
beings, either directly or indirectly?

ANSWERS TO CHECKLIST QUESTIONS
Question A

The proposed proje@ governed by federal, state and local regulationsabatd avoidany
impacts thatvould significantly degrade the quality of tiphysicalenvironmentjmpact
biological resourcer eliminate important cultural or tribal resources beyond those
identified in the2035 General PlaWEIR. Therefore, the propesl project would have a
lessthansignificanteffect on the environment.

Question B

The proposedonstructiomprojectwould be short terprand project specific GHG emissions
do not exceed thresholds of significandde project is consistent with all plans, including
the MTP/SCS that ensures the region will meet GHG reduction tarfle¢se are no
cumulative impacts redting from the proposed action beyond those identified in the MEIR.

Question C

The proposed pregt as a hazardous waste remedial aciegpverned by federal, state and
local regulations that would avoid any impacts that waaldse substantial adverse effects
on human beings, either directly or indirectigite monitoring and mitigation procees are
clearly articulated in the contractor specifications as a part of the prdjgetproject would
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further mitigate an existing hazard to nearby sensitive receptors by eliminating an existing
source opotentialdermal and inhalation TACs and prepdne site for redevelopment,
consistent with plans and policies for reducing VMT and GHG emissiBosstruction

noise is restricted to nesensitive daylight hour&HG and PM emissions aregligible

and construction waste must be recycled to thenek¢asible Theefore, theproposed

project would notausea substantial adverse effect on human beings, either directly or
indirectly, and would have beneficial effects
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COMPLIANCE WITH 24 C FR 50.4,58.5 AND 58.6 LAWS AND

AUTHORITIES

Record below the compliance or conformance determinations for each statute, executive order, or regulation.
Provide credibletraceable, and supportive source documentation for each authority. Where applicable,

complete the necessary reviews or consultations and obtain or note applicable permits of approvals. Clearly note

citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page nefesseAttach additional documentation as appropriate.

Compliance Factors: Statutes,
Executive Orders, and
Regulations listed at 24 CFR
§58.5 and §58.6

Are formal
compliance
steps or
mitigation
required?

Compliance determinations

STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATI ONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 AND 58.6

1973 and National Flood Insuranc
Reform Act of 1994 [42 US@001-
4128 and 42 USC 51544a]

Airport Hazards Yes No | Referto CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussi
N X Section 8, Hazards and Hazardous MateriAlthough
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart D the CLUPmap currery shows the site within the
western edge of the overflight zone, the CLUP has na
been updated since the military base closed and air tr
was significantly reduced.he project site is not within
the runway clear zone or clear zone of ainyat.
ERR Exhibit 2-A
Coastal Barrier Resources Yes No | Notwithin a coastal zone; 100 miles inland.
Coastal Barrier Resources Act, as O X
amended by the Coastal Barrier
Improvement Act of 1990 [16 USQC ERREXxhibit 2-B
3501]
Flood Insurance Yes No | The projectis located in Zone X. No flood insurance i
. ) required. Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklistdh
Flood Disaster Protection Act of O X

Discussion Sectiofl, Hydrology and Water Quality.

ERR Exhibit 2-C
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STATUTES, EXECUTIVE ORDERS, AND REGULATI ONS LISTED AT 24 CFR 50.4 & 58.5

Safe Drinking Water Act of 1974,
as amended, particularbgction
1424(e); 40 CFR Part 149

CleanAir Yes No Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discassi
Clean Air Act, as amended, 1 X Section 3, Air Quality. The proposed action does not
particularly sectiorl76(c) & (d); 40 meet the thresholds for a conformity finding.
CFR Parts 6, 51, 93 Ref. 3 ERREXxhibit 2-D
Coastal Zone Management Yes No | Notwithin acoastal zone; 100 miles inland.
Coastal Zone Management Act, O X ERR Exhibit 28
sections 307(c) & (d)
Contamination and Toxic Yes No Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussi
Substances 1 X Section 8, Hazals and Hazardous Materials.
24 CFR Part 50.3(i) & 58.5(i)(2)
Endangered Species Yes No | Referto CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussi
) 1 X Section 4, Biological Resources.
Endangered Species Act of 1973,
particularly section 7; 50 CFR Part
402
Explosive and Flammable Yes No | There are no above ground storage tanks within the
Hazards 1 X Acceptable Separation Distance from the project site.
24 CFR Part 51 Subpart C Ref.1,2
Farmlands Protection Yes No Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussi
. ] 1 X Section2, Agriculture.
Farmland Protection Policy Act of
1981, particularly sections 1504(b
and 1541; 7 CFR Part 658
Floodplain Management Yes No | The projectis located in Zone )XRefer to CEQA
) ) 1 X Environmental Checklistral Discussion Section 9,

EXe(I:U“Ve Q@der 11988, partlcularly Hydro'ogy and Wadr Qua“ty
section 2(a); 24 CFR Part 55 ERRExhibit 2-C
Historic Preservation Yes No | Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discuss

) o ) 1 X Section 5, Cultural ResourcesNo historic properties
National Historic Preservation Act within the Area of Potential Effect. SHPO concurrer
of 1966, particularly sections 106 onAugust 18, 2017
and 110; 36 CFR Part 800 ERRExhibit 1
Noise Abatement and Control Yes No | Referto CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discuss

] 1 X Section 12, Noise. Mitigation required.
Noise Control Act of 1972, as ERR Exhibit 2E
amended by the Quiet Communitig
Act of 1978; 24 CFR Part 51
Subpart B
Sole Source Aquifers Yes No | No sole source aquifers in Sacramento County

1 X http://epa.gov/region09/water/groundwater/ssa.html.
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Wetlands Protection Yes No | Referto CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discuss
0 X Section 9, Hydrology and Water Quality. There are

Executive Order 11990, pal’ticulal‘l wetlandson or near the project site.

sections 2 and 5 ERR Exhibit 2F

Wild and Scenic Rivers The American River, a designated wild and scenic uf

] o Yes No river, is approximatel®.6 miles south of the project sit¢
Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 0 X The project has no effect on a wild and scenic river.
1968, particularly section 7(b) and http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/voll/sec3/special/ch19wsrivers/ch
(© 19.htm#CWSRS

Ref. 7
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTIC E
Environmental Justice Yes No | The proposed project provides affordable housing on
] X infill site near public transit and communityrgiees.

Thereproject will remove an existing environmental
hazardon the site. Extensive public outredds been
conducted

Executive Order 12898

Ref. 1, 2, 6, 9,12

Environmental Assessment Factor§24 CFR 58.40; Ref. 40 CFR 1508.8 &1508.27]
Recorded below is the qualitative and quantitative significance of the effects of the proposal
on the character, features and resources of the projecEadafactor has been evaluated

and documented, as appr@te and in proportion to its relevance to the proposed
action.Verifiable source documentation has been provided and described in support of each
determination, as appropriate. Credible, traceable and supportive source documentation for
each authority &is been provided. Where applicable, the necessary reviews or consultations
have been completed and applicable permits of approvals have been obtained or noted.
Citations, dates/names/titles of contacts, and page references are clear. Additional
documentatin is attached, as appropriat&ll conditions, attenuation or mitigation

measures have been clearly identified.

Impact Codes Use an impact code from the following list to make the determination of
impact for each factor.

(1) Minor beneficial impact

(2) No impact anticipated

(3) Minor Adverse Impact May require mitigation

(4) Significant or potentially significant impact requiring avoidance or modificatibich
may require an Environmental Impact Statement

. Impact
Environmental P

Assessment Factor Code Impact Evaluation

LAND DEVELOPMENT

Conformance with Plans / Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1(
Compatible Land Use and Land Use and Planning

Zoning / Scale and Urban Ref. 1,2, 6,78,
Design
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Soil Suitability/ Slope/

Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 6,

Erosion/ Drainage/ Storm | 2 Geology and Soils
Water Runoff Ref. 1,2, 6,7, 8,
Hazards and Nuisances Refer to CEQA Environment&thecklist and Discussion Section 6,
including Site Safety and 1 Geology and Soilsand Section 12, Noise.
Noise Exhibit 2-E; Ref. 1, 2, 6, 7, 8,
Energy Consumption Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 7,
Greenhouse Gas Emissiomsid Section 1Jtilities andService
2 Systems
Ref. 1,2,6,7, 8,
Environmental Impact
Assessment Factor Code Impact Evaluation
SOCIOECONOMIC
Employment and Income Temporary construction jobs may be generated during constructiol
Patterns 1 Redevelopment of the site will
Ref.2, 13
Environmental Impact
Assessment Factor Code Impact Evaluation

COMMUNITY FACILITIES

AND SERVICES

Educational and Cultural
Facilities

Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1
Public Services.

2
Ref. 1, 2, 8,
Commercial Facilities The site is in a residential area, with direct transit access to commi
2 facilities throughout the region.
Ref. 1, 2, 8,
Health Care and Social Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1.
Services 2 Public Services.
Ref. 1, 2, 8,
Solid Waste Disposal / > Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1
Recycling Utilities and Service Systems.
Waste Water / Sanitary Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1
Sewers 2 Utilities and Service Systems.
Water Supply 2 Refer toCEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 17

Utilities and Service Systems.
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Public Safety Police, Fire Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1]
and Emergency Medical 2 Public Services.
Parks, Open Space and Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1
Recreation 2 Public Services.
Transportation and Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 1
Accessibility 1 Transportation.The infill project will make econtaminated site on a
transit line available for development as affordable housing.
Environmental Impact
Assessment Factor Code Impact Evaluation
NATURAL FEATURES
Unique Natural Features, 5 Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist aDiscussion Section 1,
Water Resources Aesthetics and Section 2, Agriculture and Forestry Resources
Vegetation, Wildlife Refer to CEQA Environmental Checklist and Discussion Section 4,
2 Biological Resources
Other Factors Refer to CEQAENnvironmental Checklist and Discussion Section 7,
Climate Change 1 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

L1ST OF PERMITS OBTAINED :

None

PuBLIC OUTREACH [24 CFR 50.23& 58.43]:

This project has been subject to significant community involvement over the past twenty
years.Variousphases of this project, including the proposed cleanup, were previously
presented andpproved in public forums including the Del Paso Heights Redevelopment

Advisory CommittedRAC), Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Commission (SHRC)
and the City Count The SHRC serves as an advisory panel to the Agency on projects prior
to going to the CityCouncil. All meetings held by the RAC, SHRC and the City Council are
publicly noticed and arepen to the public. Additionally, the Del Paso Heights Community
Association (DPHCA)Yeviewed the draft grant and is supportive of the project.

This draft proposal and the attached Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA)
weremade available for public review and
office from December 48, 2015. A public meeting was held on December 8, 2015. No
comments wereeceived by SHRA or at the meeting. The public notice was posted online at
www.shra.org anat the following locations:

1 SHRA Main Office, 801 12th Street, 95814

1 Woodhaen Senior Residences, 3731 Rio Linda Boulevard, 95838
1 Gran Casa Linda Public Housing Community, 3725 Cypress Street, 95838

Comme
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1 The Mill Public Housing Community, 480 Redwood Avenue, 95815

Woodhaven and Gran Casa Linda are both adjacent to the subje€hsitéill is two miles
from the subject site and the location of the public meeting.

Upon project approval and fundin§HRA will post progress on the cleanup, site closure and
development oi$SHRA's website and Facebook pagelRA leadership will also provide
projectupdates to the local Council member at their regular meetings and to the DPHCA.
FurthermoreSHRA will release a solicitation for a developer once remediation is complete.
A Dispositionand Development Agreement wiklentered into between SHRA and the
selected developer.

This process will be vetted through the SHRC and City Cousilyell as the CEQA and
NEPA environmental review public comment perigaigyviding additionabpportunities for
community input on therpject.

NEPA CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS [24 CFR 58.32]:

Cumulative impacts to Del Paso Heights include poor air quality, major underground storage
facilities and supply pipelines and poor access to fdamtording to the California

Communities Environm#al Health Screening Tool (CalEnviroScreen), the community is in

the Top 10% of the highest scoring (most polluted) zip codes in California and the 6th

highest impacted zip code in Sacramento CouG®lEnviroScreen is a screening

methodology used to heldentify California communities disproportionately burdened by

multiple sources of pollutionThe CalEPA uses the tool to designate disadvantaged
communities which should be specifically targ
andtradeprogram

TheGSREJpr oduced a 2013 report called AFrom Wast
Transforming Brownfields aTherepdrahighlightedtBep aces i n
environmental justice inequities in Del Paso Heights, listing the community in thertomt

all of the maps produced including the CalEnviroscreen Environmental Health Burden
Screeningscore, Sum of Hazardous Waste Facilities and Generators by Zip Code for the

Region and_eaking Underground Storage Tank Sites by Zip Code for the Region.

Furthermore, according to the pollution information website "Scorecard”, as of 2002,
Sacramento County ranked among the dirtiest/worst 10% of all counties in the United States
in terms of water releases of recognized developmental toxic8ntsecard indiates the
following additional impacts in Sacramento County:

1 Releases of toxic chemicals impact minorities more with a ratio of 1.70; and
1 Distribution of burdens impact69 low income families more with a ratio of 1.79.
Poor Air Quality

According to the Saamento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, Sacramento
County is designated nonattainment for the California Staieut and 8hour and the
federal 8 hour Ambient Air Quality Standards (AAQS) for ozone.
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Major Underground Storage Facilities

Students from the nearby Harmon Johnson Elementary School were relocated five years ago
because its original site was too close to an underground rgagatorage facility and high
pressure lines. Pacific Gas and Electric Company listed the pipeline amonyg 1100

pipeline segments in need of monitoring, replacing or upgrading because of safety concerns.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

The impacts caused by the closure of McClellan are still being felt today as the base is now a
Superfund site and ttdmmunity is still trying to recover from the loss of jobs, population
andtax base. Further compounding the impact to the community, Mather Air Force Base and
theSacramento Army Depot were also closédl.three bases are now Superfund sites
locatedwithin a twentymile radius of Del Paso Height&dditionally, there are 14 current

or formerLeaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) sites within one mile ghitbject

site.

Sensitive populations in the community, such as seniors and chidesmore seerely
impactedby these sites due to exposure from contamination in soil, air and groundwater.
Theprojectsiteis adjacent to sensitive populations including the Woodhaven Senior
Apartment Community, th&ran Casa Linda public housing authority commyriitel Paso
Heights Library and severainglefamily homes.

Food Desert

According to the USDA, Del PasHKooddesertgdrd s i s ¢
areas characterized by a food imbalance between fast food restaurants and stores or markets
offering healthy food optionsThe projectsite is located in a census tract where a significant

number of residents are more thatyamile from the nearest supermarkétccording to a
Centers for Disease Control acReviewofdaod nt i on (
Deserts, 19662 0070 ( Beawul ac, Kristjansson, Cummi ns,
supermarkets, there is a lower prevalence of overweightness and obesity, improved fruit and
vegetable consumption and a higher quality of dietiqdarly among lowincome

households.lt is the goal of SHRA that with continued infill development on sites such as

the Rio Linda Superblock that there wild/l be
household income developed over time to encouragaetlopment of a local grocery

store. It is critical that the disconnected urban fabric with significant gaps be filled in

appropriately to create new opportunities and services.

MITIGATION MEASURES AND CONDITIONS [40 CFR 1505.2€)]

Summarize below all itigation measures adopted by the Responsible Entity to reduce,
avoid, or eliminate adverse environmental impacts and to avoidarmapliance or non
conformance with the abouisted authorities and factors. These measures/conditions must
be incorporatednito project contracts, development agreements, and other relevant
documents. The staff responsible for implementing and monitoring mitigation measures
should be clearly identified in the mitigation plan.

None required.
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SECTION VII
ENVIRONMENTAL FACTOR S POTENTIALLY AFFECT ED

The environmental factors checked below would potentially be affected by this project.

10. Land Use and Planning

1. Aestheticgpage19) (page63)

2. Agriculture and Forestry Resource 11

(page22) . Mineral Resourcegpage66)

3. Air Quality (page24) 12. Noise(page698)

4. Biological Resourcegage34) 13 Population and Housing

(page72)

5. 3C8l)JIturaIand TribalResourcegage 14, Public Servicegpage74)

6. Geology andsoils(page43) 15. Recreatiorjpage78)

7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions 16. Transportation and Traffic
(page46) (page80)

8. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 17. Utilities and Service Systems
(page50) (page83d)

9. Hydrology andWater Quality 18. Mandatory Findings of
(pages8) Significancgpages?)
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SECTION VIl -DETERM INATION

CONDITIONS FOR APPROVAL AND MITIGATION S UMMARY : (Listal

mitigation measures adopted by the responsible entity to eliminate or minimize adverse environmental impacts. These
conditions must be included in project contracts and other relevant documents as requirements). [24 CFR 58.40(d), 40 CFR
1505.2(c)]

1 None required

CEQA DETERMINATION

On the basis of the initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
U FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT prepared pursuant EQA Guidelines Section
15225 (awill be prepared.

| find that although the proposed project couldéda significant effect on the environment, there w
not be a significant effect in this case because the prgpedific mitigation measures described in
Section Ill have been added to the projectMAIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION  will be
prepared.

| find that theproposed projedlAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT s required.

NEPA DETERMINATION
FINDING: [58.40(9)]

U Finding of No Significant Impact
(The projecwill not result in a significant impact on the quality of the human environment)

Finding of Significant Impact
(The project may significantly affect the quality of the human environment)

PREPARER’S SIGNATURE :

m m 21 August2017

Gail M. Ervin,Ph.D.,Principal Date
The Ervin Consulting Group

RESPONSIBLE ENTITY APPROVING OFFICIAL SIGNATURE:

% M@ 21 August2017

LaShelle bgz/er &xecutlve Director Date
Sacramento Hou§|ng and Redevelopment A
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SECTION I X - REFERENCES CITED

This IS/EA has been compiled from a variety of sources, including published and
unpublished studies, applicable maps, aerial photographs, and independent field
investigations.NEPA required additional studies, and agencies and persons consulted per 40
CFR1508.9(b) are also cited her&he State CEQA Guidelines recommend that previously
completed environmental documents, public plans, and reports directly relevant to a
proposed project be used as background information to the greatest extent possible and,
where this information is relevant to findings and conclusions, that it be incorporated by
reference in the environmental document. The following documents have been used as
reference materials for the IS/EA. These documents are available for puldie edvthe
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment AgeBey,12thStreet, Sacramento, CA 95814,

or online as specifiedThe NEPA Environmental Review Record Exhibits are also available
for public review at the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency

ADDITIONAL STUDIES PERFORMED
CalEEMod Analysis of Air Emissions. August 2017. Ervin Consulting.

LIST OF SOURCES, AGENCIES, AND PERSONSCONSULTED [40 CFR1508.96)]

1. Field Observation conducted by Gail M. Ervin, Ph.D., Principal, Ervin Consulting Group,
Augug 11, 2017.

2. Unless otherwise noted, assessments based upon expertise and experience of Gail M.
Ervin, Ph.D.

3. Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, CEQA Guidance and Tools.
Accessible from http://www.airquality.org/businesses/eaaa-useplanning/ceqa
guidancetools. Accessed August 7, 2017.

4. Programmatic Agreement between the SHRA, SHPO and Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, June 1993.

5. City of Sacramento City Code, Current through Ordinance -20B2 and the May 2017
code supplenmd. Accessed August 11, 2017. Available from
http://www.qcode.us/codes/sacramento/

6. City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Update, Master Environmental Impact Report.
City of Sacramento. Draft EIR dated August 2014; Final EIR dated January 15, 2015.

7. City of Sacramento. Sacramento 2035 General Plan Background Report. Adopted
March 3, 2015.

8. City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan, City of Sacramento, adopted March 3, 2015
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