APPROVED
DOWNTOWN A D REGIONAL
ENTERPRISE DEPARTMENT

NOV 19 1999

November 8, 1999

OFFICE OF THE
CITY CLERK

City Council
Sacramento, CA,,
Honorable Members in Session:

SUBJECT: RATIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT AND ADOPTION
OF THE MITIGATION REPORTING PROGRAM; APPROVAL OF CESAR
CHAVEZ PLAZA DESIGN ENHANCEMENTS AND CONTRACTS;
AND AUTHORIZATION TO ISSUE A REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
LOCATION/COUNCIL DISTRICT: Cesar Chavez Plaza, 9 th, 10th, I and J Streets, District 1
RECOMMENDATION:
This report recommends City Council approve the attached resolution authorizing the City Manager to:
•
•
•
•
•

Ratify the Negative Declaration for the Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancement Project (seeAttachment
I);
Adopt the Mitigation Reporting Program;
Approve the design (see Attachment II);
Amend the Consultant and Professional Services Agreement for the Project Landscape Architect,
Quadriga Landscape Architecture and Planning (see Attachment III); and
Approve a Construction Request for Proposal (RFP) (see Attachment IV), advertise the RFP, and
sign a Construction Agreement.

CONTACT PERSON:

Sue Akiyama, Implementation Consultant, 264-7730
Victor L. Edmisten, Parks Manager, 264-5336
Wendy Saunders, Development Manager, 264-8196

FOR THE COUNCIL MEETING OF: November 16, 1999
SUMMARY:
This report requests City Council to ratify the Negative Declaration for the Cesar Chavez Plaza
Enhancement Project, issued October 19, 1999, and to adopt the Mitigation Reporting Program. It also
requests the City Council to approve the proposed design enhancements and to authorize an
Amendment to the Consultant and Professional Services Agreement for Quadriga Landscape
Architecture and Planning in the amount of $50,000.00 in order to provide additional services,
including construction management for the project. This report also requests authorization to issue an
RFP to interested contractors and for the City Manager to sign a Construction Agreement for the
construction of the project to the lowest responsive, qualified contractor, based upon a guaranteed
completion date and a guaranteed maximum price that is within the approved budget.
Building on Our History-Creating The Place to Be.
CITY OF SACRAMENTO
1.030 Fifteenth Street, Suite 250, Sacramento, CA 95814.4009
Tel 916.264.8109, Fax 916.264.8161,

iv ww.sacto.org/dwniwn

BACKGROUND:
• On March 31, 1998, City Council, by resolution #98-113:
• Established the Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Committee (CECPC) to oversee the design process;
• Authorized the call for design services from a design team.
On February 16;1999, City Council, by resolution #99-065:
• Authorized the award of a Consultant and Professional Services Agreement to Quadriga Landscape
• Architecture and Planning.
The CECPC hosted two public workshops, the first on September 17, 1998 and the second on April 29;
1999. The proposed design enhancements are a result of public input and the direction given by the
CECPC. On July 1, 1999, the Citizens' Advisory Committee for Parks and Recreation (CAC) approved the preliminary proposed design enhancements with the final approval occurring on October 7,
1999. The Design Review and Preservation Board (DRPB) approved the design on October 20, .1999.
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS:
Implementation of the proposed improvements will fulfill the City's obligation to expend proceeds in
the amount of $1,000,000 from the sale of State Revenue Bonds from the Cal EPA project.
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the City has prepared an
environmental assessment for the project. The environmental review determined that the project
would not have a significant adverse effect on the environment, with the incorporation of mitigation
measures, and a Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared.
The Negative Declaration identified potentially significant impacts to biological and cultural resources.
These impacts have been reduced to less-than-significant levels by mitigation measures incorporated in
the project design and a Mitigation Reporting Plan has been prepared.
The Negative Declaration was circulated for public review from October 19, 1999 to November 8,
1999. No written public comments regarding the Negative Declaration were received. The City
Design Review and Preservation Board reviewed the design of the project and the Negative
Declaration on October 20, 1999. The Design Review and Preservation Board made two comments
regarding the environmental document.
•

The first comment is that the document needs to correctly cite the Secretary of Interiors Standards
as addressed in the CEQA regulations.
•

•

The comment is acknowledged. The Negative Declaration should have cited the standards as
the "Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with
Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring and Reconstructing Historic Buildings".

The second comment is that the document fails to address and analyze the cumulative impact of the
proposed project on the historic park itself and not just the individual historic pieces within the
park, such as the Coleman Fountain and A.J. Stevens Monument.
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•

The City's analysis of the proposed project does not find that the project creates a significant
cumulative cultural resource impact. CEQA Guidelines state that an historical resource is
materially impaired when a project "demolishes or materially alters in an adverse manner
those physical characteristics of a historical resource that convey its historical significance
and that justify its inclusion in, or eligibility for, inclusion in the California Register of
Historical Resources (Section 15064.5(b)(2)(C)." Although the project would make some
physical alterations to the plaza, the alterations do not alter the ongoing character and public
use tradition of the plaza. The individual historic pieces of the plaza, such as the Coleman
Fountain and the A.J. Stevens Monument, will be cleaned and repaired in accordance with
the Secretary of the Interior's Standards to preserve their historical character. Additional
cultural resources analysis and photographs of the plaza through its history are provided in
Attachment V.

The Planning Division, Environmental Services Section finds that no significant effects on the
environment would result from this project and recommends that the City Council ratify the Negative
Declaration and adopt the Mitigation Reporting Program.
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:
This report is consistent with previous Council action and Council policy and commitment to revitalize
the downtown area.
ESBD CONSIDERATIONS:
Materials and services will be procured in accordance with the City's ESBD policy.
Respectfully submitted,
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VICTOR L. EDMISTEN
Parks Manager

APPROVED:

ANDRE J. PL SCIA
Economi Develo ment Department Director

THOMAS V. LEE
Deputy City Manager

RECOMMENDATION APPROVED:
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ATTACHMENT I

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
DEPARTMENT OF
NEIGHBORHOODS,
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

CALIFORNIA

1231 I STREET
ROOM 200
SACRAMENTO, CA
95814-2998
PH 916-264-5381
FAX 916-264-7185

Negative Declaration for the Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancement Project

PUBLIC NOTICE

TITLE:

CESAR. CHAVEZ PLAZA ENHANCEMENT PROJECT

LOCATION: The project site is the full block located between 9th and 10th streets, and I and J streets, in the
City of Sacramento.

GENERAL DESCRIPTION: The proposed project involves Design Review Preservation Board and City
Council approval of design plans for remodeling of Cesar Chavez Plaza. The project would restore the existing
historic fountain and monument, widen sidewalks, add new paving and landscaping, add a seating area for 200
chairs and tables, and add a stage. Approximately 25 existing trees would be removed, and replaced with 134
new trees.
REVIEW:

The Negative Declaration and project plans may be reviewed at the following location:
Downtown Economic Development and Regional Enterprise Agency
1030 15th Street, Suite 250
Sacramento, California 95814
FAX: 264-8161

Questions or comments regarding the proposed project and Mitigated Negative Declaration should be directed
to Sue Akiyama at the Downtown and Regional Enterprise Department at the above address, or by phone at (916)
264-7730. Comments must be received no later than 5:00 P.M., November 8, 1999.
A public hearing to review the design of the project will be considered by the City Design Review and
Preservation Board on October 20, 1999 at 6:00 p.m. in the Commission Hearing Room, 1231! Street. A public
hearing on the design of the project and the adequacy of the environmental documentation will be considered by
the City Council on November 16, 1999 at 2:00 p.m., City Hall, 9151 Street.

CESAR E. CHAVEZ PLAZA ENHANCEMENT
INITIAL STUDY

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
DOWNTOWN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND REGIONAL ENTERPRISE
AGENCY

Prepared for:

City of Sacramento
Downtown Economic Development and Regional Enterprise Agency
1030 15th Street, Suite 250
Sacramento, California 95814
Prepared By:
Gail Ervin Consulting
8561 Almond Bluff Court
Orcmgevale, California 95662-4419
916/989-0269
October 14, 1999

INITIAL STUDY

NAME:

Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Enhancements

LOCATION: The project site includes the full block located between 9th and 10th streets,
and 1 and J streets, in the Central Business District of the City of Sacramento
(see Figure 1).
LEAD AGENCY: City of Sacramento
Downtown Economic Development and Regional Enterprise Agency
1030 15th Street, Suite 250, Sacramento, California 95814
Contact Person: Sue Akiyama (916) 264-7730
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER: 006-0042-001
CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA
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INITIAL STUDY

BACKGROUND
The City of Sacramento made several physical improvements to Cesar Chavez Plaza Park in 1990, after
a park facilities study and a series of park funding agreements between city agencies. Leasing problems
experienced by an adjacent new office tower led the managing partner to approach the city with a desire
to participate in the park's redevelopment. The managing partner hired a firm to design a conceptual
master plan and offered to contribute matching funds towards the first phase of construction and activity
programming. In 1991, the city held public meetings on the proposed park plans, and the development
of a café / restroom structure with outdoor seating and lighting improvements were identified as
priorities, while other parts of the proposed plan were rejected. In 1992, the existing park restroom
facility was renovated into a café and arrangements were made with the Downtown Partnership, a nonprofit organization, to create and manage park programs and activities, including concessions. In 1998,
money provided as part of the new CalEPA office development has funded a new planning process for
other portions of the park.
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Cesar E. Chavez Plaza is a one square block park located in the Central Business District of the City of
Sacramento. The Plaza is located between 9th and 10th streets, and I and J streets. Surrounding land
uses are the Library Plaza and US Bank building to the west, the U.S. Post Office and Federal Building,
Sacramento City Hall and the new CalEPA Office complex to the north, the city parking garage and city
offices to the east, and office and retail to the south. Light rail transit travels in an east-west direction
one block to the south along K Street. Zoning on the site is C-3, Central Business District.
• The Plaza was originally developed in December 1848. John Sutter's son, Johann Jr., commissioned
Captain William Warner and Lieutenant William Tecumseh Sherman to survey and lay out Sacramento
City. As part of the plan, nine city blocks were reserved as public squares. One of those original squares,
the block first known as the Public Square, was located between 9th, 10th, I and J Streets. The Plaza
has been in continuous use as public space since that time.
The Plaza is currently developed with diagonal pathways leading from the corners, as well as a
north/south pathway all converging on a center circle with a fountain in the middle (Figure 2). A second
great-circle pathway almost touches each side. In 1889 a statue was erected at the central J Street
entrance of the square honoring Andrew Jackson Stevens. On February 26, 1927, the central Coleman
fountain was unveiled and dedicated. The pathways and circular plaza around the fountain are smooth
surfaced and paved. The west central side of the park is occupied by a small café and restroom complex.
The Plaza is known presently for several regular downtown events, including the Wednesday Farmer's
Market held from May to November, and the Downtown Concert Series. A café with outdoor seating
and public restrooms, known as Café Soleil, serves food to the many daytime park visitors, and provides
a daytime security presence for the Plaza. The Downtown Partnership, a non-profit corporation, is
responsible for creating and managing park programs and activities, including the café. The Partnership
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CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA RENOVATION PROJECT

INITIAL STUDY

also runs a Friday night concert series in the park that highlights Sacramento area musicians. In addition,
the Partnership sponsors other activities and special events such as the children's festival at the Plaza
throughout the year.
PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The objectives of the proposed project are:
To upgrade the existing Cesar E. Chavez Plaza through physical improvements that will better
accommodate the growth in lunch time patrons expected as the downtown area develops; and
To enhance the existing Plaza facilities to better support current popular programs and make the
Plaza more functional for additional event programming.
PROPOSED PROJECT
The proposed project involves Design Review and Preservation Board and City Council approval of
design plans for upgrades to Cesar E. Chavez Plaza. The project would rehabilitate the existing fountain,
widen sidewalks, add new paving and landscaping, add a stage, and add a new, shaded seating area with
tables and seating for 200 (Figure 3 - Site Plan). Twenty-six existing trees would be removed, and 151
new trees would be added.
Renovation is anticipated to begin in early 2000 and be completed by that summer.
The scope of the project includes the following:
•

•
•
•
•
•

Rehabilitation of existing Coleman Fountain including new mechanical system and piping,
refurbishing of the statue and basin, and the addition of a new granite tile sides to match the
existing granite slabs of the fountain.
New 6400 square foot scored concrete plaza surrounding existing fountain, 35 feet out from its
perimeter.
12 new misting/light poles that encircle the fountain, 42 feet from its center, 21 feet on center,
and 16 feet tall. The design of the poles is consistent with the historical flavor of the plaza.
Removal of 25,000 square feet of existing concrete walkways and placement of 17,000 square
feet of new scored concrete walkways.
Addition of 6500 square feet of new decomposed granite, bordering both sides of the continuous
circular walkway within the plaza and creating a seating area under a grove of trees.
Addition of 56 - 36" box size "Armstrong" maple trees to flank the circular walkway; 32 - 36"
box size Japanese Maples trees to create a grove of trees on the decomposed granite seating
area; 32 - 24" box size cameilla understory trees at the four corner entrances; 14 - 24" box size
Crepe Myrtle next to the existing café; 5 - 24" box size Southern Magnolia to fill in along J and
10th streets; and 12- 24" box size flowering dogwood trees at the north and south
mid-street entrances. Removal of 26 trees, of various sizes and species.
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INITIAL STUDY

Addition of a 1500 square foot stage, 24" high, with two light poles, 18 feet tall, on the north
side of the plaza.
Widening of the J Street sidewalk between 9 th and 10th streets, with the removal of 4,900 square
feet of concrete and the addition of 9,000 new square feet of concrete.
Removal of 600 square feet of sidewalk at each of the corners of the plaza, and placement of new
concrete and salvaged granite pavers from Old City streets.
New irrigation system
Slight regrading and new, on-site drainage system
Removal of existing turf and placement of new sod 50,000 square feet exchange

PROJECT APPROVALS
This environmental document will be used by the City of Sacramento for the following actions:
1. City Council approval of the project and expenditure of funds.
DOCUMENTS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE
This Initial Study has been compiled from a variety of sources, including published and unpublished
studies, applicable maps, photographs, and independent field investigations. The 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 are incorporated herein by reference, and
subsequently referenced by number in the text:
1. City of Sacramento General Plan, City of Sacramento, January 19, 1988.
2. Draft and Final Environmental Impact Report, City of Sacramento General Plan, City of Sacramento,
Draft EIR is dated March 2, 1987 and Final EIR is dated September 30, 1987.
3. City of Sacramento Zoning Ordinance, City of Sacramento.
4. Environmental Impact Report for the Merged Downtown Redevelopment Plan, Sacramento Housing
and Redevelopment Agency, August 1985.
5. Downtown Cultural and Entertainment District Master Plan, Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Agency and Department of Planning and Development, City of Sacramento, May
22, 1990.
6. Sacramento Central City Community Plan, City of Sacramento, May 15, 1980.

GAIL ERVIN CONSULTING
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7. Air Quality Thresholds of Significance, Workshop Draft January 1994, Sacramento Metropolitan
Air Quality Management District.
8. Official Register City of Sacramento, California, Official Listing of Structures and Preservation
Areas with Architectural or Historical Significance, City of Sacramento, October 1998.
The documents incorporated by reference are available for review at the City of Sacramento, Downtown
Economic Development and Regional Enterprise Agency, 1030 15th Street, Suite 250, Sacramento,
California 95814.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
A. Environmental Factors Potentially Affected
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" or "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigated," as indicated by
the checklist on the following pages.

V

Aesthetics
Agricultural Resources
Air Quality
Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology and Soils
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Mandatory Findings of Significance

B.

CEQA Determination

Land Use and Planning
Mineral Resources
Noise
Population and Housing
Public Services
Recreation
Transportation/Traffic
Utilities and Service Systems

On the basis of the initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared..
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed
to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.
I find that the proposed project MAY have a potentially significant impact or a potentially significant
impact unless mitigated impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately
analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain
to be addressed.
I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because
all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant
to that earlier OR OR NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that
are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Fred B den, vi orunental
14
Coordinator
City o Sacramento
GAIL ERVIN CONSULTING
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C. CEQA INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
Source Documentation is listed above with numbers corresponding to those in 0, below.
I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project:
a)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

b)

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

c)

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and
its surroundings?

d)

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?

O
O

0 • 0
• 0
El

O

• El
0 • 0

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES — In determining whether impacts to
agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:
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 California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b)

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

c)

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

III. AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district may be relied
upon to make the following determinations. Would the project:
a)

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

b)

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

c)

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d)

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

e)

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

0 0 0 •
0 •
0 El
O
O
O

El
El
El

• El
• 1:1
• 0

O
I=1

0
U

• El
El •

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
PAGE 11-10
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b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?
Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, 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
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 preservation policy or ordinance?

0

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:
Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in §15064.5?
b)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an
archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c)

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geologic feature?

d)

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS -- Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
1) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist
for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
2) Strong seismic ground shaking?
3) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?
4) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

GAIL ERVIN CONSULTING
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d)

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

e)

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not
available for the disposal of waste water?

CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA RENOVATION PROJECT
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O

0 • 0

O

0

O

0 0

0

r

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Would the project:
a)

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

b)

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

c)

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing
or proposed school?

d)

Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

e)

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working
in the project area?

1)

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

g)

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h)

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

0 0 0
O

0 0

O

0

O

0 0

0 0 0
O

0

U

:

;

0 0 0

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project:
a)

Violate any water quality standards or waste 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 local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

c)

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattpern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

d)

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

PAGE II-12
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e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?
1) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?
h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 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?
j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?
g)

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project:

a)

Physically divide an established community?

b)

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

c)

X. MINERAL RESOURCES -- Would the project:

a)
b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?
Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

•
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0
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0
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XI. NOISE -- Would the project result in:

a)

b)
c)
d)
e)

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?
Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundbame noise levels?
A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?
A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?
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For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING - Would the project:
a)

Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b)

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

c)

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

XHI. PUBLIC SERVICES
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need 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 services:
1) Fire protection?
2) Police protection?
3) Schools?
4) Parks?
5) Other public facilities?
XIV. RECREATION —
a)

Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional
Plazas or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b)

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?

0 0 • 0

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC- -- Would the project:
a)

Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

b)

Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated
roads or highways?

CI

CI

• CI

c)

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

CI

C7

0
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d)

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

e)

Result in inadequate emergency access?

0

Result in inadequate parking capacity?

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans., or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:
a)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Quality Control Board?

b)

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

c)

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause Significant
environmental effects?

d)

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

e)

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's
projected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

0 Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the
project's solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to
XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE —
a)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate
a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods 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 a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects
of probable future projects)?

c)

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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DISCUSSION
Section I: Aesthetics
a) There are no designated scenic vistas or scenic highways located within the project area that could be
affected by the proposed project. The project site is an existing community park, and there are no scenic
vistas or scenic highways on or adjacent to the site. The project would have a less than significant impact
on scenic resources.
b,c) The proposed project would enhance and restore the existing Plaza resources and amenities on the
project site. The existing historic fountain will be rehabilitated, and decorative paving and new
landscaping will be provided to enhance the Plaza. The project proposes to remove 26 existing mature
trees and replace them with 56 Armstrong Maple, 32 Japanese Maple, 14 Crepe Myrtle, 32 Cameilla, 5
Southern Magnoila and 12 Flowering Dogwood trees, for a total of 151 new trees. The existing trees have
been planted at random over the last 20 to 30 years. Of the trees to be removed, 17 are in poor health and
9 are overgrown and/or poorly located to provide necessary shading or install the walkways. The intent
of replacing the existing 26 trees with 151 new trees is to bring aesthetic order to the Plaza's landscaping,
including shading and sunlight in appropriate locations. The Japanese Maples will be specifically planted
to provide a grove effect over a large seating area, to encourage greater use of the Plaza. Therefore, the
proposed project could result in a beneficial impact on aesthetics.
d) The proposed project must install lighting in compliance with the City's Comprehensive Zoning
Ordinance (Section 6-D-8) standards. These standards ensure that all new lighting reduces light and glare
in the project vicinity and that all exterior lighting would be directed away from or properly shielded to
eliminate glare on existing land uses and roadways. Light and glare impacts are therefore not considered
to have an impact with adherence to City requirements.
Section II: Agriculture Resources
a-c) Agricultural resources are not located within or adjacent to the project area, thus the proposed project
would have no impact on agricultural resources or operations.
Section III: Air Quality
a-d) The project area is located within the Sacramento metropolitan area which is considered a nonattainment area for selected pollutants. The 1986-2006 SGPU DEIR identified urban emission sources as
the primary source for existing air quality problems (SGPU DEIR, Z-6). The federal air quality standards
for ozone and particulate matter (PM,,,) are being exceeded several times per year in Sacramento City and
County.
Ozone is a secondary pollutant produced over time by a complicated series of chemical reactions involving
nitric oxide, nitrogen dioxide, carious organic compounds, ultraviolet light, and normal components of the

GAIL ERVIN CONSULTING

PAGE 11-16

CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA RENOVATION PROJECT
INITIAL STUDY

atmosphere. Ozone problems have been identified as the cumulative result of regional development
patterns, rather than the result of a few incremental significant emissions sources (SGPU DEIR, Z-9).
The Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Maintenance District (SMAQMD) identifies the approximate
size of some typical development types (Air Quality Thresholds ofSignificance, Table A-4) that may have
emissions that exceed the following quantitative thresholds:
Criteria Pollutants: Construction and operation impacts are considered potentially
significant if the project would result in a net increase of 85 pounds per day (lbs/day) of
ROGs, 85 lbs/day ofNO„, 275 lbs/day of PK () or 150 lbs/day of SO2 . Operational impacts
for CO are considered potentially significant if CO "hot spots" exceeding state 1-hour and
8-hour SAAQS are generated near major thoroughfares and congested surface streets.
The proposed project would consist of landscaping, minor grading and drainage improvements, pavement
removal and replacement, and some minor structural improvements. The construction on the site would
be well below the trigger levels identified by SMAQMD. Therefore, construction air quality impacts are
considered less than significant and no new pollutants will be added to regional cumulative ambient PAII,
and 03 concentrations.
e) Development of the proposed project will not create objectionable odors.
Section IV: Biological Resources
a-d, 0 The proposed project area is in Urban Land Habitat (SGPU U-14). There are no wetlands or natural
water features in the Plaza site. This site is not known to support foraging or nesting habitat for any animal
species on the State or Federal Threatened or Endangered Species lists, although one large existing tree
that will not be disturbed by the project may support a raptor nest (Dan Pskowski). All trees to be removed
have been determined to not support nests (Pskowski). The project site is a heavily developed and used
urban park. Most surfaces are either pavement or ornamental landscaping.
e) The project site contains numerous trees, including Live Oak, Liquidambar, Magnolia, Hackberry, Fan
and Canary Island Palms, Pistachio, Sequoia, Japanese Maple, Tulip, Zelcova and Carob. Most of these
trees will be retained on site, although 26 trees of various sizes and species will be removed (Figure 4). The
project proposes to replace them with 56 Armstrong Maple, 32 Japanese Maple, 14 Crepe Myrtle, 32
Camellia, 5 Southern Magnoila and 12 Flowering Dogwood trees, for a total of 151 new trees.
The existing trees have been planted at random over the last 20 to 30 years. Of the 24 trees to be removed,
17 are in poor health and have been approved for removal by the City Arborist (Pskowski). Nine trees
have been recommended for retention by the City Arborist, but are considered overgrown and/or poorly
located to provide necessary shading, allow for the sod to grow, or in the way of planned walkways. Two
of the trees, a 31 inch Fan Palm and a 31 inch Liquidambar, are of a size which could potentially qualify
as heritage trees as protected by the City of Sacramento Heritage Tree Ordinance. Heritage trees are
defined by the Ordinance as trees of any species having a trunk circumference of 100 inches or more
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measured 4.5 feet above ground level. Such trees must also be of good quality in terms of health, vigor
of growth, and conformity to generally accepted horticultural standards of shape for its species: However,
neither of these trees was identified by the City Arborist as being fit for retention. With the following
mitigation measure, the proposed project would have a less than significant impact on tree resources:
Mitigation IV-1: To ensure remaining trees are not damaged during construction activities, the following
measures shall be implemented as part of the project:
a. Prior to the beginning of construction, the trees/exposed tree roots shall be marked or fenced or
otherwise identified in the field to ensure that no construction activities will endanger existing trees.
This work must be supervised by the City Arborist.
b. If during excavation for the project or for any necessary sidewalk, curb, gutter repair or driveway
construction, tree roots greater than two inches in diameter are encountered, work shall stop
immediately until the project arborist can perform an on-site inspection. All roots shall be cut clean
and the tree affected may require supplemental irrigation/fertilization and pruning as a result of the
root cutting.
c. No soil or other materials shall be placed around the base of any tree.
d. No storage of materials or parking of vehicles shall be allowed within the dripline of any tree.
e. Protective fencing shall be installed around the trees to be saved. This work must be supervised
by the City Arborist.
f. The Contractor shall hire an International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) certified arborist to make
weekly inspections to ensure the protective fencing stays in place and to monitor the health of the
trees. The arborist will take any required action to ensure the health of the trees. The project sponsor
will be responsible for any costs incurred.
g. The contractor shall be held liable for any damage to existing street trees, i.e., trunk wounds,
broken limbs, pouring of any deleterious materials, or washing out concrete under the dripline of the
tree. Damages will be assessed using "Guide to Plant Appraisal." The project arborist will submit
a report for review by the City Arborist.
h. The trees to be saved under the tree plan (Figure 4) and the protection methods noted above shall
be identified on all grading and building site plans for the project which is subject to final approval
by the City Arborist.
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i. All trees to be removed shall be posted a minimum of 30 days in advance of their scheduled
removal.
Section V: Cultural Resources
a) Cesar Chavez Plaza, formerly Plaza Park, and its cultural resources are listed on the Sacramento Official
Register of historic properties. The Plaza contains the A.J. Stevens statue and the Coleman Fountain, both
listed as priority structures. These resources have been identified as significant to the history of
Sacramento. The following is an overview of the history and significance of these resources.
Historic Overview
In December 1848, John Sutter's son, Johann Jr., had Captain William Warner and Lieutenant William
Tecumseh Sherman survey and lay out Sacramento City.' As part of the plan, nine city blocks were
reserved as public squares. One of those original squares, the block first known as the Public Square, was
located between 9th, 10th, I and J Streets.' It has been in continuous use as public space since that time.
Located in the center of the city, the Public Square was an integral part of the business and social life of
early Sacramento. The square was used for many purposes, such as live stock auctions, haymarket, circus
ground or fashionable promenade.' During the Civil War an artillery battery was kept there and the
cannons were fired to celebrate Union Army victories.' At various times the square has been known as
Public Square, City Park, Plaza Park and now Cesar Chavez Plaza.'
Between February 1854 and December 1856 the square was deeded to the State of California for the first
State Capitol Building. The project became entangled in legal difficulties and the square was deeded back
to the City of Sacramento.6
In the famous 1857 Baker lithograph Birds-eye View of Sacramento, the square shows as a plain field with
no vegetation.' Exhibit 1, taken during the Civil War, shows the Public Square to be an open, grassy field
enclosed by a six-foot board fence. The grasses are above ankle height and appear scraggly and unkempt.
Along the perimeter of the park are evenly spaced trees (probably elms) that are about 25 feet high.
Because of the frequent flooding problems caused by the city's location at the confluence to two rivers, the
city streets were raised about ten feet in the late 1860's and early 70's. At that time the square was left at
the original level, for a while creating an attractive sunken garden.' The City filled in the park in 1872,
lawns and trees were planted and a concrete walk was added. In 1879 a bandstand was erected.9
In 1889 a statue was erected at the central J Street entrance of the square honoring Andrew Jackson
Stevens, the general master mechanic for the Southern Pacific railroad shops. Stevens arrived in
Sacramento in 1870 to work for the Central Pacific, just shortly after the first shop buildings were built.
Stevens became famous for his innovations in construction and redesign of locomotives. He also had
several patented inventions. Stevens was so popular with the railroad workers that they, and the city,
honored him by placing a statue in the Public Square.'°
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The sculpture of Stevens, designed by Albert Weiner of San Francisco, consists of a nine-foot standing
bronze figure. The pose is natural and the clothing contemporary to that period. One arm rests on a pillar
and a sheath of paper is held in the hand. The pillar is a structural element that reinforces and anchors the
statue to the base. Visually it allows for the casual repose of the figure. The pillar is reflective of the
classical roots of American sculpture. The natural pose and contemporary clothing is representative of the
direct and simple treatment of post-Civil War American sculpture." The figure stands on a twenty-foot
granite pedestal. The main shaft has four inscriptions, one on each side, which attest Stevens' commitment
to Labor. Below the main inscription is a bronze plaque depicting a train engine and coal car in relief.
Below the plaque, A.J. Stevens is carved in relief. The pedestal rests on a concrete base.12
In a book published by the Sacramento Bee in 1894 titled Sacramento County and its Resources: A
Souvenir of The Bee, there is a full page picture spread of the square now called the Sacramento City
Plaza.' The pictures show a configuration similar to what we see today: diagonal pathways leading from
the corners, as well as a north/south pathway, all converging on a center circle with a fountain in the
middle. The pathways and circular plaza around the fountain are smooth surfaced and appear to be paved.
However, another picture seems to indicate that they are dirt paths, perhaps filled with decomposed granite.
The circular center plaza is surrounded by wood park benches. A small structure, probably an aviary, is
located on the east side of the center plaza. This building is wood frame and two stories in height. The
first story is enclosed with wood siding. The second is open wood framing that appears to be covered with
screening material.
The fountain and pond are altogether smaller than the current fountain. The shallow pond is octagonal and
the fountain has three tiers and classical design influences. The shallow retaining walls of the pond appear
to be about fifteen inches high. They have a small, raised horizontal band a little more than half
way up from the ground that encircles the exterior perimeter. About two inches down from the top of the
retaining walls is a raised three-inch wide decorative band that appears to be a twisted rope design. The
corners of the octagon are emphasized by short pilasters with capitals slightly higher than the height of the
encircling pool walls. The fountain has three tiers. Each of the tiers consists of a shallow leaf pattern dish
centered atop a decorative columnar base. The bottom dish is about seven feet in diameter and sits atop
a column that is partially obscured in the photograph by two large (3 foot) water birds, probably great blue
herons. A third may be behind the base. The second dish, about five feet in diameter, is supported by a
column that has human figures, probably water carriers, emerging from its sides. The top dish is about
three feet in diameter and supports an approximately three foot tall figure of a water carrier.
The park flora appears to be quite different from today in both type and scale. The areas between the
pathways are grass-covered with plantings of evenly spaced trees of varying varieties. The perimeter of
the park is defined by elm trees, and there appears to be little or no shrubbery. The pathways are bordered
by neatly trimmed lombardy poplars, about twenty feet in height, and another variety of evergreen trimmed
into conical shapes. The trees are trimmed horizontally at the bottom to reveal about four feet of
branchless tree trunk. The interior of the grassy spaces are planted with evenly spaced palm trees about
the same height as the poplars. There are occasional redwoods or incense cedars. This 1894 version of the
park plaza with its "exotic" plants portrays the image of a Victorian garden of the era.
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The current fountain located in the center of the Plaza was initiated in 1910, when Mrs. Florence A.
Coleman bequeathed $30,000 to the city to erect a monument to her husband, William P. Coleman. The
will stated that the design of the monument should provide a drinking fountain for thirsty "birds 8z. beasts"
and should be placed in a prominent place accessible to all. In 1924, after years of delay and the death of
the artist first chosen to execute the fountain, Ralph Stackpole's original design sketches were approved
by the City Council in November of 1924. Stackpole had also been chosen the previous year to create the
Swanston Fountain installed in Land Park."
Ralph Stackpole was a notable San Francisco sculptor who was a part of an influential group of artists
credited with bringing the modern art (impressionism) movement to the Bay Area and culturing its
development and innovations in the movement's early years.' A skilled and talented artist, his sculptures,
etchings, paintings and lithographs sold consistently and profitably throughout his long career from
1901-1973. Stackpole began his career in 1901 with his attendance at the Mark Hopkins Institute of Fine
Arts, where he attracted the attention of two of San Francisco's best known artists of the time, Arthur
Putnam and Gottardo Piazzoni. With their sponsorship, Stackpole went to Paris to study at the famous
Ecole des Beaux Arts. He returned to the bay area in 1908 and began creating busts and portraits for
wealthy clients. He left again in 1911 to study in New York under Robert Henri who was exploring the
new subject of life in modern industrial cities. When Stackpole returned to San Francisco in 1912, he
married Adele Barnes, a recent graduate of the California College of Arts and Crafts. Their son, Peter,
later became one of Life Magazine's original staff photographers.'
Stackpole created decorative sculptures for several buildings of the 1915 Panama-Pacific International
Exposition. His "Kneeling Figure" sculpture at the Palace of Fine Arts, which won an award in the 1918
San Francisco Art Association Exhibition, established his reputation across the county. Franklin Delano
Roosevelt was so impressed by it that he commissioned Stackpole to create a similar statue for Hyde
Park." After a period of working in Florence, Venice, Paris and Switzerland, he returned to San Francisco
in August 1923. At the time, most sculptors in stone created a clay model and then turned the job over to
a professional stonecutter. After his studies in Europe, Ralph Stackpole was committed to the "direct cut"
technique - doing all of the stone cutting and shaping himself. Stackpole completed several works in
Sacramento: the Swanston Fountain; Coleman Fountain; a bas relief limestone frieze on the KFBK
building at 7th & I Streets (1928), Sacramento City College Auditorium fresco mural (1937) and Oak Park
library fresco mural (1939). Other significant works by Stackpole not previously mentioned include: the
fresco mural "Industries of California" in Coit Tower (1934), two of the biggest granite statues in America;
"Mother Earth" and "Man and His Inventions" for the S. F. Stock Exchange (1931); a fresco mural for San
Francisco's George Washington High School library; and the eighty foot statue "Pacifica" for the 1939
Golden Gate International Exhibition.'
Because of Stackpole's commitment to the "direct cut" technique of handling the stone, it took him nearly
four years to finish the Coleman fountain. The fountain was unveiled and dedicated on February 26, 1927.
The fountain was designed as a unique expression symbolic of the Sacramento Valley. It contains a
reflecting pool in the center of which stands a granite base weighting several tons. The remainder of the
design is marble. On the granite stands a smaller base, with six water flows, supporting three stylized
female figures. The figures support a marble bowl for birds to bathe, from which emerges a stylized
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grouping of trees with two spouts and a water jet. The two spouts are symbols of two mountain streams,
sources of the rivers, and the bowl symbolizes a spring. The three female figures represent the flow of life
and the three rivers of the Sacramento Valley - the American, Sacramento and Feather. The six flows of
water are symbolic of our ability to control the rivers in an ordered way for our use. The pool that collects
the water is symbolic of the Valley floor.'
A 1940's photograph of the Park shows the Stevens statue (former Exhibit 3) and the 1879 bandstand that
was on west central side of the park. This site is now occupied by restaurant and rest room complex. The
bandstand may have been demolished to make way for a restroom facility when the park was redesigned
in 19601s.'
In the last 105 years the basic configuration of the park has changed very little. The diagonal pathways
and the north/south pathway converging on a circular central plaza are all still in place. Other than the type
of plantings and the scale of the flora, the only major changes are the installation of the Stackpole fountain,
the addition of the second great-circle pathway that almost touches each side, and the removal of the aviary
and the bandstand.
Sacramento Official Register
A number of special resources and structures in the City of Sacramento are listed in the Sacramento
Official Register, and subject to protections as outlined in Chapter 32 of the City Code. Cesar Chavez
Plaza, formerly Plaza Park, and its resources are listed in the Register.
When demolition or alteration of a listed structure is requested, the applicant must prepare an
environmental evaluation which addresses the following criteria pursuant to the Design Review Process:
1. Demonstrate unfeasibility of rehabilitation;
2. Demonstrate that any planned alterations will not negatively affect a listed resource;
3. Address architectural design and quality of a new project that will affect or impact a listed structure,
and compliance with Urban Design and Architectural Guidelines;
4. Demonstrate community benefits that may be incorporated into a portion of a new project as
compensation for loss or alteration of a listed structure;
Under Chapter 32 of the City Code, the Design Review/Preservation Board reviews demolition and
alteration requests of buildings or resources listed in the City's Official Register. The Board has the
authority to suspend demolition activities for 180 days, and the City Council can extend this suspension
for another 180 days (Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency, 1987). The purpose of this
suspension period is to provide the City and a property owner an opportunity to explore alternatives to
demolition.
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Any project planned to alter a listed resource must comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Guidelines
for the Rehabilitation and Restoration of Historic Buildings.
Impacts and Mitigation Measures
The Plaza has been an open space for Sacramento citizens to use for a variety of activities since its
designation as such by John Sutter. Its use as a community focal point is key to its significance. Special
artistic and historical resources contribute to that significance.
The Project will not negatively impact the surrounding neighborhood and its historic resources. The Plaza
has always been dedicated to public uses, and though the specific landscape plantings, minor structures,
and park paths have varied somewhat in design overtime, all elements will still be present in the proposed
design, and the Plaza will continue in its public activities. The proposed plan will not expand beyond the
Plaza boundaries, and the Plaza's character and image will still reflect the open space, greenery, and
recreational activities of its past. The project as described will not negatively affect the use of the Plaza
by the community.
Impact V-1. The A.J Stevens Monument needs cleaning and minor repairs. The project will cause the
monument to be cleaned, and any necessary repairs to be executed. With the incorporation of the following
mitigation measure, no significant impacts to the historic monument are expected to occur:
Mitigation
The monument shall be cleaned and repaired in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's
Standards and Guidelines for the Rehabilitation and Restoration of Historic Buildings. Materials
and techniques specifically appropriate to the cleaning and repair of the historic fabric of the
monument shall be used for its treatment.
Prior to restoration of the A.J. Stevens monument, the monument shall be examined by an expert
in the treatment and cleaning of historic stone in order to determine if any repairs are necessary and
how they will comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for the
Rehabilitation and Restoration of Historic Buildings. Restoration activities shall be monitored by
a qualified historic restoration professional to ensure that specific techniques and products for the
cleaning of the monument that are appropriate to the condition of the stone. Any repairs that are
made shall be identified by the expert, and should be in compliance with the Standards and
Guidelines for the Rehabilitation and Restoration of Historic Buildings. The restoration plans,
expert, and the monitor shall be approved by the City Preservation Director.
Impact V-2. The Coleman Fountain needs cleaning and minor repairs. The project will cause the fountain
sculpture to be cleaned, and pool walls and base need repair. The Fountain has leaked in the past,
apparently through the granite sides and the plaster base. A fiberglass pool liner was installed in order to
prevent further leakage. The installation resulted in an unsightly and poorly crafted seam on the top of the
pool wall around the fountain. The color and material of the liner are not original elements of the fountain.
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The original inside walls of the fountain pool are granite beneath the fiberglass liner, and apparently leak
without the liner. The floor of the fountain pool beneath the plastic liner is constructed of a plaster
material, and there appears to be no granite or granite tile on its surface or beneath.
When the fountain was constructed, a vault beneath it was constructed to provide access to the fountain
base and water piping. The piping is old and failing, and the vault perennially partially filled with water.
The fountain pool will be rehabilitated to include the removal of the existing fiberglass liner, and the
waterproofing of the pool basin floor and sides by the addition of a coat of waterproofing material over
the existing surface. New piping will be installed to replace existing leaking and deteriorated pipe beneath
the Fountain.
The recommended solution is to replace the piping from the vault beneath the fountain in order to avoid
elevating the pool floor to accommodate new piping on the bottom of the pool. This would avoid any
changes to the height of the pool floor. The pool is already shallow and raising the pool floor would affect
the original design character and integrity of the fountain.
Currently, the vault has only one entrance. OSHA regulations require two openings or vents to such vaults,
for the safety of those working in the vault. In order to provide adequate safety measures without
damaging the integrity of the fountain, the State Historic Building Code will be utilized. It is also possible
that a small additional vent opening could be created. A substantially less desirable solution would lay
the new piping from above the pool floor, in channels incised into the existing plaster base, and cover it
with waterproof mortar. The latter alternative will result in the raising of the pool floor approximately 2
inches. If this alternative is chosen, then the installation of uplighting could occur within the same 2-inch
height as the piping, if desired.
A waterproof material to match the color of the granite will be applied to the floor and sides of the pool.
Granite tiles, spaced closely together to minimize the mortar joint, will surface the interior of the pool wall
down to the pool floor, covering the waterproofing matrix. The waterproofing material utilized should be
able to adequately seal the pool without requiring a thick application, in order to allow a minimal mortar
seam between the top of the pool wall and the granite tile applied to the inside of the wall. With the
incorporation of the following mitigation measures, no significant impacts to the historic Coleman
Fountain are expected to occur:
Mitigation
V-2 a) The fountain shall be cleaned and repaired in accordance with the Secretary of the Interior's
Standards and Guidelines for the Rehabilitation and Restoration of Historic Buildings.
Appropriate cleaning and repair techniques and materials shall be used for treatment of the existing
historic fabric of the base and sculpture.
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Prior to restoration of the fountain, the fountain shall be examined by an expert in the treatment and
cleaning of historic sculptures in order to determine if any repairs are necessary and how they will
comply with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards and Guidelines for the Rehabilitation and
Restoration of Historic Buildings. Restoration activities shall be monitored by a qualified historic
restoration professional to ensure that specific techniques and products for the cleaning of the
monument that are appropriate to the condition of the fountain. Any repairs that are made shall be
identified by the expert, and should be in compliance with the Standards and Guidelines for the
Rehabilitation and Restoration of Historic Buildings. The restoration plans, the expert, and the
monitor shall be approved by the City Preservation Director.
V-2 b) The State Historic Building Code will be utilized for fountain restoration activities to provide
adequate safety measures without damaging the integrity of the fountain.
Additional new elements will be added to the Plaza, potentially affecting the Pla7a's image. The
installation of misting towers will provide a minor visual addition to the Plaza while providing a more
comfortable environment for the public during the summer. The towers are very slender, about 6 feet at
the base, and come to a fine point at the top. Encircling the fountain area at a distance of 42 feet from its
center, they are not a dominant visual feature, and will not constitute a major visual element detracting
from the Plaza's image.
A stage will be constructed in the Plaza opposite City Hall for public uses and an entertainment setting.
The stage will consist of a raised, flat concrete platform with a semi-circular front, to take the place of
portable stages that are constructed in that location now. The platform is very low profile, two feet
maximum on the front (southern) edge. The back slopes up to it, and Plaza visitors will only see a slight
raise that diminishes to nothing on the sides because of the grade. From 1 Street, four stair risers will lead
up to the platform. The walls of the stairs that accommodate the railings are the same design and coloring
of the railings and stair walls and ramps of City Hall across the street.
The Bandstand concept is in character with the original public and recreational purposes of the Plaza, and
other such structures have been built and used in the Plaza in the past. The installation of the low profile
stage platform with ADA enhancements that are consistent with the historic features of City Hall will be
in compliance with the character and past use of the Plaza. The project as described will not result in a
significant impact to the historic character of the Plaza.
b-d) There is one recorded pre-historic cultural resource site in the vicinity of the Project Area. This site,
recorded in the 1920's, is located on the west edge of the Plaza about half way between I Street and J
Street.
Impact V-3. Ground disturbing activities during construction could uncover the recorded pre-historic
resource site or other unknown cultural resources beneath the surface of the Plaza. With the incorporation
of the following mitigation measure, no significant impacts to the historic or prehistoric resources are
expected to occur:
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Mitigation
V-3 A qualified archaeologist shall be retained to monitor all ground disturbing activities during
construction. Should any cultural resources, such as structural features, unusual amounts of bone or shell,
artifacts, human remains, or architectural remains be encountered during any development activities, work
shall be suspended and the archaeologist shall develop, if necessary, further mitigation measures to reduce
any archaeological impact to a less than significant level before construction continues. Such measures
could include, but are not limited to, researching and identifying the history of the resource(s), mapping
the locations, and photographing the resource. In addition, Section 5097.98 of the State Public Resources
Code, and Section 7050.5 of the State Health and Safety Code requires that in the event of the discovery
of any human remains, all work is to stop and the County Coroner shall be immediately notified. If the
remains are determined to be Native American, guidelines of the Native American Heritage Commission
shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains.
Section VI: Geology and Soils
a) The project site could be exposed to potentially damaging seismically-induced groundshaking.
However, no known active faults occur in or adjacent to the City of Sacramento. During the past 150
years, there has been no documented movement on faults within Sacramento County. However, the region
has experienced numerous instances of ground shaking originating from faults located to the west and east.
According to the Preliminary Map of Maximum Expectable Earthquake Intensity in California, prepared
by the California Department of Mines and Geology, Sacramento is located near the border between the
"low" and "moderate" severity zones, representing a probable maximum earthquake intensity of VIII on
the Modified Mercalli Scale. In Sacramento, the greatest intensity earthquake effects would come from
the Dunnigan Hills fault, Midland fault, and the Foothill Fault System. The maximum credible earthquake
for those faults is estimated at 6.5 on the Richter-scale. Currently, the City requires that all new structures
be designed to withstand this intensity level.
The City of Sacramento has adopted policies as a part of the General Plan Health and Safety Element
which consider seismic related hazards, including liquefaction. These policies require that the City: 1)
protect levees and property from unacceptable risk due to seismic and geologic activity or unstable soil
conditions to the maximum extent feasible; 2) prohibit the construction of structures for permanent
occupancy across faults; 3) require reports and geologic investigations for multiple story buildings; and
4) ensure the use of Uniform Building Code requirements that recognize State and federal earthquake
protection standards in construction. The Plaza is not located across any currently identified fault. There
is no City requirement for soils reports and geological investigations for determining liquefaction,
expansive soils and subsidence problems for the ancillary structures proposed as part of the project. The
policies listed above are required for all new construction projects and reduce potential seismic impacts
to less than significant levels.
b) The proposed project would result in the excavation, displacement, backfill and compaction of a minor
amount of soil. Minor increases in the volume and rate of water runoff from the proposed project may
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increase offsite soil erosion during construction. This impact would be temporary and would be controlled
by standard grading practices.
All grading activities associated with site development within the City of Sacramento are required to
follow the Grading Permit requirements defined in the pity's Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control
Ordinance 93-068 (GESC). The City GESC Ordinance defines the requirements for grading plans, erosion
and sediment control plans, housekeeping practices as well as standards for cuts, fills, setbacks, drainage
and terracing, and erosion control. Developers are required to carry out dust and soil erosion and sediment
control measures before, during, and after the construction phase of development. This general permit
requires the permittee to employ "Best Management :Practices" (BMP's) before, during, and after
construction. The City has a list of BMP's necessary to 4ccomplish the goals of this permit, approved by
the City's Department of Utilities, Engineering Services Division before beginning construction. No
I
impact is anticipated to occur due to required compliance with the City's' Grading, Erosion, and Sediment
Control Ordinance.
c-e) Soils on the site are categorized as Urban Land and consists of areas covered by up to 70 percent
impervious surfaces. Topography is flat, and there are no! outstanding topographic or ground surface relief
features in the project area which would be disturbed as a result of the proposed project. The proposed
project would not result in impacts relative to landslides or mudflows, erosion or changes in topography,
expansive soils, or unique geologic or physical features.
Section VII: Hazards and Hazardous Materials
a-d) The Plaza was originally developed in December 18f18, and has been in continuous use as public space
since that time. There are no hazardous materials or substances associated with any prior or current uses
of the site. The proposed Plaza renovations would have a less than significant impact regarding
hazardous substances:
e,f) The project site is not located within safety hazard areas of either private or public airports.
g) The proposed project would not interfere with either an adopted emergency response plan or an
emergency evacuation plan. No routes used for emei-gency access and response would be adversely
affected by the proposed project.
h) The proposed project would not create an increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush, grass or
trees.
Section VIII: Hydrology and Water Quality
a,c-e) The proposed project would renovate existing park facilities and would not increase the impervious
surface area on the site by greater than 0.25 acre, the City criteria for significant effects on surface runoff.
The project would actually result in a slight increase in the pervious services in the Plaza, as concrete is
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removed and replaced with decomposed granite. No increase to the street flooding adjacent to the site
would occur.
The project involves upgrading the existing on-site drainage system to minimize ponding and improve
drainage. Some minor grading would occur prior to planting new sod to resolve uneven turf conditions,
and some stormwater catchbasins (12" x 12" grates) would be relocated up to 10 feet to better drain the
Plaza. None of the improvements would have an effect on the off-site City stormwater system. The
proposed project would have a less than significant impact on hydrology and water quality.
g-i) The project site is located within the AR Flood Zone established by the Federal Emergency
Management Administration (FEMA). This zone is applied to areas of the City which have less than 100year flood protection, but which are subject to on-going flood protection restoration activities, such as
levee system repair. The AR Zone is temporary and will expire ten years from the date of classification
(July 1998) or when certification of 100-year protection is obtained.
The City of Sacramento evaluated the risks of allowing development to occur in the A-99 Flood Zone in
the Program EIR for the Land Use Planning Policy within the 100-Year Flood Plain, certified in 1990.
In 1998, the City of Sacramento certified the Addendum III to this EIR, evaluating the risks of allowing
development to continue within the new AR Flood Zone. These documents serve as the program EIR
addressing the flood-related risks of development within the 100-year flood plain. The Program EIR and
Addendums thereto are available at the City of Sacramento, Planning Division, 1231 I Street, Room 300,
Sacramento. This project falls within the scope of the Program EIR and the findings adopted for the City's
flood zone land use policy. The project is consistent with the General Plan and Community Plan
designations for the site. Any new structures proposed would be subject to City Code Sections 9.26 and
9.27 for the provision of adequate flood protection construction methods. The project will not result in
any significant impacts not analyzed in the prior EIR and Addendum.
f) Construction activities may contribute organic pollutants during the construction of infrastructure and
improvements. Construction of the project would also include temporary earth disturbing activities. This
could result in a minor increase in soil erosion leading to increased sediment loads in storm runoff, which
could adversely affect receiving water quality. All ground moving activities associated with site
development within the City of Sacramento are required to followthe Grading Permit requirements defined
in the City's Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance 93-068 (GESC). The City GESC
Ordinance defines the requirements for grading plans, erosion and sediment control plans, housekeeping
practices as well as standards for cuts, fills, setbacks, drainage and terracing, and erosion control. The
GESC includes grading requirements that control excessive runoff during construction. Developers are
required to carry out dust and soil erosion and sediment control measures before, during, and after the
construction phase of development. Implementing accepted dust control practices, revegetating or
covering exposed soils with straw or other materials, and providing interim drainage measures during the
construction period are measures are intended to minimize soil erosion and fugitive dust emissions.
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This general permit requires the permittee to employ "Best Management Practices" (BMP's)before, during,
and after construction. The City has a list of BMP's necessary to accomplish the goals of this permit,
approved by the City's Department of Utilities before beginning construction. The primary objective of
the BMP's is to reduce non-point source pollution into waterways. These practices include structural and
source control measures for residential and commercial areas, and BMP's for construction sites.
Components of the BMP's include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Maintenance of structures and roads
Flood control management
Comprehensive development plans
Grading, erosion and sediment control ordinances
Inspection and enforcement procedures
Educational programs for toxic material management
Reduction of pesticide use
Specific structural and non-structural control measures

BMP mechanisms minimize erosion and sedimentation, and prevent pollutants such as oil and grease from
entering the stormwater drains. BMP's are approved by the Department of Utilities before beginning
construction (the BMP document is available from the Department of Utilities Engineering Services
Division, 1391 35 th Avenue, Sacramento, CA). Soil erosion would be limited to the construction period.
Minor increases in the volume and rate ofwater runofffrom infrastructure improvements and development
would be temporary and would be controlled by standard grading practices and the required BMPs,
resulting in a less than significant impact.
b-d) The proposed project would not affect the direction or rate of flow of groundwater or surface water.
Water supplies are provided by the City of Sacramento through a system of pipelines that currently exist
within the streets. Development on the project site will not require new withdrawals from groundwater
sources or affect aquifers by cuts or excavations. The City does not rely on groundwater in this area for
its source of public water supply. As such, the project has no effect on groundwater used for public water
supplies.
j) The proposed project is not in a coastal zone and the topography is flat, therefore there is no hazard from
seiche, tsunami or mudflow.
Section IX: Land Use and Planning
The City of Sacramento treats the discussion of land use and planning effects differently from technical
environmental issues. Any indirect physical impacts associated with development that may be encouraged
by the proposed project would be addressed in the appropriate environmental sections of this Initial Study.
a,b) The Plaza was originally developed in December 1848, and has been in continuous use as public
space since that time. The General Plan designates the site as Regional Commercial and Offices, and the
Central City Community Plan designates the site as General Commercial - Multi-Use. Zoning is C-3,
GAIL ERVIN CONSULTING

PAGE 11-30

CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA RENOVATION PROJECT
INITIAL STUDY

Central Business District. The Plaza is also identified as a part of the Plaza Park Central Preservation
Area. Renovation of the Plaza to encourage its use by downtown employees and residents would be
consistent with General Plan and Community Plan policies that encourage pedestrian, 18-hour activity
downtown. These policies include:
•

Actively support efforts to develop visitor and convention facilities in the downtown area (Goal A,
Policy 3, Section 4-13).

•

Implement the provisions of the Central Business District Urban Design Plan (Policy 4 Sec. 4-14).
The proposed project is consistent with general plan designations, zoning, and adopted plans and
policies. The applicable goals for the CBD included in the Central City Community Plan are:
•

Continue revitalization of the Sacramento Central City area as a viable living, working, shopping
and cultural environment with a full range of day and night activities (Primary Goal, pg. 3).

•

Improve the physical quality of the environment for Central City residents, shoppers, employees,
and visitors. Create an attractive urban setting through the preservation of existing amenities in
the Central City and development of an urban design addendum to the Central City Plan
(Environmental Goal, pg. 8).

The Plaza is also discussed in the Cultural and Entertainment Master Plan. It is located in the East End
District as a "focus area" recommended for intensive programming, specialized street furniture and lighting
treatments. The Plaza acts as a "focus" for contiguous areas, and is identified as a supporting element to
the cultural facilities outlined in the plan. Programming was identified as perhaps the single most
important factor in attracting and sustaining the public's use of the downtown area in an on-going fashion.
The proposed project would facilitate expanded programming at the Plaza by providing a permanent stage
platform with electrical hookups and additional shading and seating. The project is consistent with the
overall goal of the plan to revitalize and activate downtown Sacramento to create an 18-hour city.
c) The project area is urban land habitat and no habitat conservation or natural communities conservation

plans would be affected by development.
Section X: Mineral Resources
a-b) The proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource or a•
locally-important mineral resource recovery site in the project area.
Section XI: Noise
a,b) The major environmental noise source at the project site is traffic on 9th and 10th, J and I Streets.
The Plaza currently holds regular Friday night concerts during the summer, and other festivals and events
sometimes provide music that may temporarily increase ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Plaza.
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The permanent stage platform would facilitate the use of the Plaza for such activities, but is not expected
to significantly increase the number of events held in the Plaza. There are no residential uses in the
vicinity that would be affected by such activities. Concerts are generally conducted during lunch or after
business hours, limiting temporary noise impacts on adjacent users. The project is subject to the
indoor/outdoor noise goals of the City of Sacramento's Noise Element of the General Plan. The proposed
Plaza enhancements would have a less than significant impact on noise.
c,d) Construction activities, including the erection, excavation, demolition, alteration or repair of any
structure, are conditionally exempt from the Noise Ordinance. Construction activities are exempt from
the noise standard from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday, and from 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
on Sunday. Internal combustion engines that are not equipped with suitable exhaust and intake silencers
that are in good working order are not exempt. Operation of the project will not result in a significant
increase in vehicle trips or other noise sources. No significant increases, in noise levels would occur as a
result of the project.
e,f) The project area is not located within two miles of either private or public airports.
Section VII: Population and Housing
a-c) The proposed project site will renovate an existing park facility. The proposed project would not
result in changes in population or housing, nor induce substantial growth.
Section XIII: Public Services
a) The City's General Fund and other special collections such as Measure G, state school funds and
developer fees provide the financial support to achieve basic safety, school, library and park services. The
City does not recognize the level of provision of these services as physical environmental impacts. The
City views fire, police, school, maintenance of public facilities, library and park services as basic social
services to be provided by the City. The level of service is based in part on the economic health of the
service provider, in this case, the City of Sacramento.
Police/fire personnel, schools, libraries and parks provide a wide range of services that are affected by
population increases. These services, however, are not impacted by physical environmental effects created
by the proposed project. Section 15382 of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines defines
a significant effect on the environment as a substantial or a potentially substantial adverse change in any
of flora, fauna, ambient noise, and/or objects of historic or aesthetic significance. An economic or social
change is not by itself considered a significant effect on the environment.
1-2) Any proposed new development on the site is required to incorporate design features identified in the
Uniform Building Code and the Uniform Fire Code, where appropriate. Both the Police Department and
the Fire Department are given the opportunity to review and comment in the design of the proposed project
that could affect public or fire safety. The project would upgrade existing Plaza facilities, including new
lighting, paving and landscaping. The City permitting requirements and Crime Prevention through
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Environmental Design Program are expected to reduce any physical public safety impacts associated with
the proposed project to a less than significant level.
3) The proposed project would upgrade existing park facilities. There is no impact on local schools.
4-5) The proposed project would not result in an increase in population, thus no new demand for parks or
other public services. Upgrades to the Plaza would increase the accessibility and capacity of the park for
increased usage. There would be no adverse impacts on park facilities or other public services.
Section XIV: Recreation
a,b) The City's General Fund and other special collections provide the financial support to achieve basic
Plaza and recreational services. The City does not recognize the level of provision of these services as
physical environmental impacts. The City views recreation services as basic social services to be provided
by the City. The level of service is based in part on the economic health of the service provider, in this
case, the City of Sacramento.
Recreational facilities and landscaped areas will be provided on-site. The proposed project would not result
in any adverse impacts upon the quality or quantity of recreational facilities.
Section XV: Transportation/Circulation
a-b) Access to the proposed project will not change. The site is very well served by Regional Transit, both
bus and light rail. Day time activities would be expected to target downtown employee pedestrian usage,
and extensive parking both on street and in adjacent and near by lots would be available to serve evening
and weekend events drawing a broader audience. Renovation of the project would not result in the
generation of substantial additional vehicular trips. The proposed project will have a less than significant
impact on traffic and intersection levels of service.
c) The proposed project does not affect air traffic patterns.
d,e) The public streets supporting the project are a part of the downtown area grid system, with no sharp
curves or dangerous intersections. All land uses are urban. The proposed improvements may increase the
pedestrian usage of the Plaza, though not beyond the existing capacity of the street, sidewalk and signal
system to handle. The project would have a less-than-significant impact on emergency access and
transportation hazards.
f,g) Extensive parking both on street and in adjacent and near by lots would be available to serve evening
and weekend events drawing a broader audience. The project site is well served by alternative
transportation modes. Light Rail Transit runs north and south through the project area, and significant bus
service from throughout the region serves the central business district. Numerous bike routes also serve
the project area, as well as special shuttle services. The project would have a less-than-significant impact
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on area parking, and would not conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs supporting alternative
transportation.
Section XVI: Utilities and Service Systems
a,b,e) Wastewater. Sewage treatment for the City of Sacramento is provided by the Sacramento Regional
County Sanitation District (SRCSD). The SRCSD is responsible for the operation of all regional
interceptors and wastewater treatment plants, while local collection districts maintain the systems that
transport sewage to the regional interceptors. From the collection system and regional interceptors, sewage
flows ultimately reach the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP), which is located
south of the City of Sacramento east of Freeport Boulevard. The SRWTP has an existing treatment
capacity of approximately 181 million gallons per day (mgd) of seasonal dry-weather flow and 392 mgd
of peak wet-weather flow (SRWTP Master Plan Draft Update, 1995). This expanded capacity is
anticipated to serve a projected year 2005 service area population of approximately 1.6 million people.
The project site is served by the City of Sacramento's Combined Sewer Service System (CSS). This
system consists of a single network of pipelines that collect both storm water drainage and sanitary sewer
discharges. The CSS conveys flows from the City south to the SRWTP, and is currently undergoing
phased improvements by the City.
The proposed project will increase seating capacity in the park, encouraging greater use of the Plaza.
There will be some new demand on the CSS by an increased usage of the existing restroom facilities. This
demand will not represent an increase in flow of wastewater in excess of 40 Equivalent Single Family
Dwelling Units (ESD) to the Combined Wastewater Control System, which is the significance criteria set
by the Utilities Division. An ESD is equal to 400 gallons per day. The proposed project will have a less
than significant impact on wastewater.
b,d) Water Service. The City of Sacramento provides water service to areas within the City limits from
both surface and groundwater sources. The City has water rights to 326,800 acre feet of. water per year
(AFY). Of this, Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) has rights to 15,000 AFY. About 100,000
acre-feet or 32 percent of available supplies were consumed by the city water users during 1990.
The City's Department of Utilities, Division of Water has a policy of serving all planned developments
within the City boundary that are part of the City's General Plan, thereby allowing the City to plan future
treatment facilities in advance of the required demand. Eventually, the City's water rights to the
Sacramento and American Rivers may be the limiting factor of future development beyond the year 2035;
however, treatment capacity is currently the deciding factor in determining a level of significant impact
on the City's Water System. The City has adequate water rights to supply anticipated demand within the
project area at buildout. New water supply system infrastructure would be coordinated with development
as it occurs throughout the City, and all necessary infrastructure would be put in place to serve projects on
a case by case basis. Increased usage of the Plaza may result in a minor increase in water use for drinking
and food preparation at the existing cafe. The project would be required to contribute towards its share
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ofexpanding the water treatment facility to accommodate increases inflow through the system, thus water
supply impacts would be less-than-significant.
c) See Section VIII: Hydrology and Water Quality
f,g) Solid Waste. The City of Sacramento, Department of Public Works, Solid Waste Division currently
collects most of the solid waste in the project area. Most commercial establishments, however, hire private
collectors to dispose of their dry solid waste. Waste generated within the City is taken to a transfer station,
where a private contractor provides disposal to appropriate landfills consistent with federal, state, and local
statutes and regulations. The proposed project has access to such services.
Increased Plaza usage encouraged by the proposed improvements may result in increased solid waste being
deposited on the site. The existing café meets the City's Recycling and Solid Waste Disposal Regulations
and provides for the recycling of materials at the Plam The proposed project would result in a less than
significant solid waste impacts and would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste.

GAIL ERVIN CONSULTING

- PAGE 11-35

11111111M101/11,10..Alle9111111101111

111MAPAP
7r,,,
a

....
AIL
maintsialioli

,40-S

.,..a.r, .

/11111110USIIII...- - _ '''''''
•-I
.
illairmIL•011:
MreVINFINNIIIIIIIIii..
IIINSIIIIMIIMINi .= =.7. 1.11•Wh:10113111.111101.11.111i
1015e1111••11.1111!Ni...guil
INIIIIIIMENIIIM
IIIIIIIMIA10•111.-'•101
• miNtipingi I ..,-;-i0,,,
werq og.fili4-11
1

•• 00690001
HIE

I'
.1
il 1 •111
I' l

11011

1
f

2'
1 a a i 0 i3 a aige faa0l "-l 6'c8 e CDEao
i ci 2

N
D

SR.
<

• .R"

i

I

7 2: P

ar

ill

o .....

0 0 K a-u =0 -.to
30
(c3. S. R '2'is
a.00s).< 0.
8 p og.K-13;1?
335 g o
o
13 g 031 /° 3 S g6
0
* Nc .„ 3
-0
n3 X a
8"
, 7 C0 0.
O
cp CD n
s. CDa.
xo
5 R
S8
—
zz)
03
Q.
6
R2o
z 5. (4).
" Sa.
O. -o

g

a

ATTACHMENT III

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
FIRST AMENDMENT TO CITY MANAGER AGREEMENT NUMBER 99-029
between
THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO and QUADRIGA LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE AND
PLANNING
This First Amendment to City Manager Agreement Number 99-029 is entered into as of
November 17, 1999, by and between the CITY OF SACRAMENTO ("City") and QUADRIGA
LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE AND PLANNING ("CONSULTANT").
THE PARTIES HERETO AGREE AS FOLLOWS:
EXHIBIT A, Section 4. Services to be Provided, Attachment I, Task V is hereby amended to
read as follows:
Task V: Construction Management
The CONSULTANT shall provide construction management services for the
A.
project in accordance with City standards. Daily site visits shall be made and a
daily journal kept. CONSULTANT shall answer all Requests for Information,
approve all pay requests of the Contractor and forward to the CITY representative
for payment. CONSULTANT shall hold weekly construction meetings and
prepare minutes for distribution to all applicable CITY departments and
Contractor.
EXHIBIT B, SECTION 1. CONSULTANT'S Compensation, A. Services, is hereby
amended to read as follows:
SERVICES: The total of all fees paid to CONSULTANT for the
A.
performance of all Services set forth in Exhibit A, as amended, including normal
revisions, and for all authorized Reimbursable Expenses, shall not exceed the total
sum of:
ONE-HUNDRED FORTY-SEVEN THOUSAND FIVE-HUNDRED DOLLARS
147 010.00

Thomas V. Lee
Deputy City Manager

Marq Trus ott, 'aftner
QUADRIGA LANDSCAPE
ARCHTITECTURE AND PLANNING

1

1-1

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

D
Diane B. Baiter
Deputy City Attorney

ATTEST:

City Clerk

ATTACHMENT IV

City of Sacramento
Request for Proposal
Construction Services
For

Cesar Chavez Plaza
Enhancements
Date: December 1, 1999

Introduction
The City of Sacramento, Economic Development Department , Downtown Development Group,
and Neighborhoods, Planning and Development Services, Landscape Architecture, are seeking
qualified construction firms that can provide Construction Services to assist the City with the
10th, j
construction of improvements to Cesar Chavez Plaza, located in the block bounded by 9th,
and K Streets, Downtown Sacramento. The park is the site of many programmed activities
throughout the year, but primarily beginning the first week of May and continuing through
November. Therefore, the construction period is limited and the schedule is critical to ensure the
uninteruption of events.
The City has established a minimum 20% participation level for Emerging and Small Business
Enterprises ("ESBEs") for this project. The designated Project Manager is Sue Akiyama. The
phone number is (916) 264-7730. A 75% set of Construction Documents and a copy of the RFP
can be obtained by calling Century Graphics at 972-0606 and paying a fee of $15.00.

Project Description
The project consists of: providing value engineering services to the City and the City's Landscape
Design Consultant; providing construction services to complete the improvements shown in the
construction documents; and completing all improvements for a guaranteed maximum price and by
a guaranteed completion date.
The Scope of Work (see Site Plan, Exhibit A) includes: demolition of paving, irrigation and
drainage lines, and lawn areas; the rehabilitation of a historic fountain including mechanical
equipment; installation of replacement paving and construction of a new stage area; planting of
157 new trees and miscellaneous landscaping; installation of new irrigation and drainage lines;
installation of new sod; and installation of new lighting.
The construction firm must demonstrate established expertise in similar projects of similar scale
and complexity and of completing projects on time.
Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancements
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Preliminary Schedule
December 1, 1999
December 8, 1999
December 22, 1999
January 4, 2000
January 5, 2000
January 20, 2000
April 28, 2000

Advertise RFP
Pre-Proposal Site Visit Meeting 10:00 am
Proposals delivered (Qualifications, Schedule and Budget Proposal)
Construction Firm Interviews
Selection Announced; Notice to Proceed Issued by 1/10/00
Construction begins
Construction complete

Submission Procedures and Requirements
Qualifications Statement: Provide a brief resume of the key individuals that will lead this project
and how they fit within the firm's organization. Include a brief description of at least three
similar projects completed, include the Construction Budget along with contact person
(include telephone number).
Budget: Based upon 75 % complete construction documents, prepare a guaranteed maximum price
to complete all improvements shown. Included in the guaranteed maximum price will be a
fee required to provide value engineering to assist the City and the City's Landscape
Architect Consultant complete the documents.
Schedule: Provide a schedule for construction that guarantees completion of the pr,oject by April
28, 2000.
Penalties: Penalties in the amount of $1,000.00 per day will be assessed for each week the project
is delayed past April 28, 2000 due to lost revenue from missed events.
ESBE Participation Requirements: The City has established a minimum participation level for
Emerging and Small Business Enterprises ("ESBEs"). Submit completed forms necessary to
verify compliance with these requirements. Blank forms are provided (Exhibit' B).
"As-Built" Construction Documents: After completion of construction, "As-Built Drawings" and
final Specifications shall be provided to the City as described in the General Requirements
(Section 01700 — Agreement Closeout).

Time and Place for Submission of Design Concept, Budget Proposal
Firms interested in providing Construction services for this project shall notify City Project
Manager by telephone prior to and attend the Pre-Proposal Site Visit Meeting, closely examine the
specific requirements of this project and submit three (3) copies of their RFP proposal to:
Attn.: Sue Akiyama, Implementation Consultant
Economic Development Department
City of Sacramento
1030 15th Street, Suite 250

Sacramento, CA 95814
Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancements
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All Constuction RFP proposals are to be delivered by 4:00 PM, Wednesday, December 22,
1999. If submission is late or lacking in number of copies required, that Firm may be eliminated
from consideration.
Presentation of the Proposal shall be scheduled for Tuesday, January 4, 2000. The actual
time of each presentation will be as scheduled with the City. The purpose of this meeting is to
review Proposal, to introduce the project Team and to answer questions from the Selection
Committee.

Contact with city
Any questions about procedures are to be directed to the Project Manager. Do not contact other
City employees or selection committee members regarding the project or the selection procedure.

Selection Process
A. Based upon information provided during this process, the City will select the most
qualified Team for this project. The City's Selection Committee is composed of persons
directly involved with this project or with the construction industry. They will evaluate each of
the proposals.
B. Your Proposal will be evaluated based upon:
• Written and presentation skills and abilities that adequately address issues of value
engineering and creative and successful solutions to budget and schedule constraints
• Quality and completeness of construction experience
• Quality, completeness and duration of project schedule
• Quality, completeness and amount of proposed budget
• Recommendations of past clients
The proposals will be evaluated and points awarded with respect to the following:
Category
•
•
•
•

Qualifications
(Team Members breadth and depth of experience with similar projects)
Value Engineering Experience
(As presented to the Selection Committee)
Project Schedule
(As presented to the Selection Committee)
Project Budget
(As presented to the Selection Committee)

Total

Points
25
25
25
25

100

C. Your Team will be required to provide ESBD certification and preference requirement. ESBD
firms must be certified with the City of Sacramento or the State of California prior to the time
of proposal evaluation. Questions regarding eligibility for ESBD certification or preference
eligibility should be addressed to the City of Sacramento Office of ESBD at (916) 433-6250.

Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancements
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Award of Contract
A Construction Agreement will be negotiated following final selection. A blank copy of the
Agreement is provided (Exhibit C). If the City is unable to negotiate a satisfactory agreement with
the selected firm, it will undertake negotiations with the second ranked firm and so on until it has
reached a satisfactory agreement.

Cities Rights, Options, and Policies
The City reserves the right to postpone selection for its own convenience, to cancel this RFP at any
time, and/or to reject any and all submissions without indicating any reason. Submission
documents may not be returned.

Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancements
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ATTACHMENT IV
CITY OF SACRAMENTO

EXHIBIT B

• ESBE REQUIREMENTS

(City Contracts no Federal Funds Used)

On February 9, 1999, the Sacramento City Council adopted an Emerging and Small Business
Development (ESBD) program to provide enhanced opportunities for the participation of small business
enterprises (SBEs) and emerging business enterprises (EBEs) in the City's contracting and procurement
activities. The ESBD program establishes an annual emerging and small business enterprise (ESBE)
participation goal for the City's 'contracts, and authorizes City departments to require minimum ESBE
participation levels in individual contracts so that the annual ESBE participation goal can be met. Under
City Code section 58.08.802, when the bid specifications for a City contract establishes a minimum
participation level for ESBEs, no bidder on the contract shall be considered a responsive bidder
unless its bid meets the minimum ESBE participation level required by the bid specifications.

The City has established a minimum 20% participation level for ESBEs. on this contract. Pursuant to City
code Section 58.08.802, no bidder on this contract shall be considered a responsive bidder unless its bid
meets or exceeds this minimum participation level.
Bidders shall include copies of their Certification as a SBE or EBE and the SBE or EBE Certifications
for each subcontractor, trucker, material supplier, or other business entity listed on the forms submitted
with the sealed proposal. Failure to submit the required ESBE information will be grounds for
finding the bid non-responsive.

ESBE CERTIFICATION
A.

A SBE designated in the bid must be certified as such by the State of California or by the
City, as defined herein, prior to the time bids are received.

B.

An EBE designated in the bid must be certified as such by the City, as defined herein, prior
to the time bids are received.

III DETERMINATION OF ESBE PARTICIPATION LEVEL
A.

The percent of ESBE participationShall be determined based on the dollar amount of the
work to be performed by a certified ESBEs designated in the bid, relative to the total
dollar amount of the bid, except as provided other wise below.

B.

To receive credit for participation, a ESBE must perform a commercially useful function;
i.e., must be responsible for the execution of a distinct element of the work and must carry
its responsibility by actually performing, managing, or supervising the work.

C.

Suppliers: Credit for a ESBE vendor of materials or supplies is limited to sixty (60)
percent of the amount to be paid to the vendor for the material unless the vendor
manufactures or substantially alters the goods; then it is counted as one hundred (100)
February 12 , 1999
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percent.
D.

Truckers: Credit for trucking by ESBEs will be (100) percent.

IV. ESBE REQUIREMENTS OF SUCCESSFUL BID/PROPOSAL
A.

ESBE RECORDS - The Contractor shall maintain records of all subcontracts with
certified ESBE subcontractors and records of materials purchased from certified ESBE
vendors/suppliers for one (1) year after receiving final payment from the City. Such
records shall show the name and business address of each ESBE subcontractor or
vendor/supplier and the total dollar amount actually paid each ESBE subcontractor or
vendor/supplier.
Upon completion of the contract, a summary of these records shall be prepared, certified
correct by the Contractoes authorized representative and furnished to the City. The
Contractor shall provide such other information, records, reports, certifications or other
documents as may be required by City, to determine compliance with any provision of the
ESBD program or these specifications.

B.

REPORTING REQUIREMENTS AND SANCTIONS - Failure to provide specific
information, records, reports, certifications, or any other documents required for
compliance with these specifications shall be considered noncompliance with the contract.
If the Contractor fails to correct a deficiency within fifteen (15) days after notification, a
deduction may be made from the contract amount. The deduction shall be ten (10)
percent of the estimated value of the work done during the month, not to be less than
$1,000 nor exceed $10,000 and shall be deducted from the next progress payment.

C. PERFORMANCE OF ESBE SUBCONTRACTORS AND SUPPLIERS - The ESBEs
listed by the Contractor shall perform the work and supply the materials for which they are
listed unless the Contractor has received prior written authorization from the City to
perform the work with other forces or to obtain the material from other sources. Reasons
for requesting such authorization would include:
1.

The listed ESBE fails to execute a written contract based upon the general terms,
conditions, plans, and specifications for the project.

2.

The listed ESBE becomes bankrupt or insolvent.

3.

The listed ESBE subcontractor fails to meet the bond requirements of the
Contractor.

4.

The work performed by the listed subcontractor is unsatisfactory and/or is not in
accordance with the plans and specifications, or the subcontractor fails to perform
his/her obligations under the subcontractor contract.

5.

It would be in the best interest of the City. The Contractor shall not be entitled to
February 12, 1999
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any payment for such work or materials unless it is performed or supplied by the
listed SBE or EBE or other forces (including those of the Contractor) authorized
in writing, by the City.
D.

SUBCONTRACTOR SUBSTITUTION - No substitution of an ESBE subcontractor shall
be made at any time without compliance With the Subcontracting Listing Law and the
written consent of the City. If a ESBE subcontractor is unable to perform successfully
and is to be replaced, the Contractor will be required to make good faith efforts to replace
the original ESBE subcontractor with another certified ESBE subcontractor. The new
ESBE subcontractor must be certified at the time of substitution.

V. DEFINITIONS
A.

Emerging Business Enterprise (EBE)
The City shall certify EBEs utilizing the small business certification criteria and standards
of the State of California, General Services Department, Office of Small Business
Certification and Resources, that were in effect on December 1, 1998, provided that the
size standard, industry by industry, shall be set at 50% of the State small business
certification criteria and standards that were in effect on December 1, 1998.

B.

Small Business Enterprise (SBE)
The City shall certify SBEs utilizing the small business certification criteria and standards
of the State of California, General Services Department, Office of Small Business
Certification and Resources. The City will also accept State certified SBEs.

C.

CONTRACTOR
The individual, partnership, corporation, joint venture or other legal entity entering into a
contract with the City of Sacramento.

D.

SUBCONTRACTOR
The individual, partnership, corporation, or other legal entity entering into a contract with
the prime contractor to perform a portion of the work.

February 12. 1999
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1CITY OF SACRAMENTO SUBCONTRACTOR and ESBE PARTICIPATION VERIFICATION
To be eligible for award of this contract, the bidder shall list any business entity used to attain the ESBE goal. Additionally, all other subcontractors who perform work, labor or render service in an amount in
one-half of 1 parent of the total bid amount shall be listed. In the case of bids for the construction of streets and highways, including bridges, subcontractors whose subcontract value exceeds one-half (03) of o
of the total bid or ten thousand dollars ($10,000), whichever is greater, shall
be listed. The inclusion of false information will render the bid non-responsive. READ THE ABOVE REQUIREMENT CAREFULLY
Nemo nir Primo enntrertnr

Business Entity or
Subcontractor Name

Tatra Petimatori Rid Anmunt

Indicate
EBB or
SUE

Items of Work and/or Description of Work
or Service Subcontracted or Materials
to be provided to complete contract

February 12 , 1999

nate

Estbnated
Dollar Value of
Work / Services Provided

ATTACHMENT IV
EXHIBIT C

CONTRACT
PROJECT NAME

, 19_, between the CITY OF
THIS CONTRACT, dated for identification as of
SACRAMENTO, a municipal corporation, (hereinafter called "City"), and
(hereinafter called the
"Contractor")
The parties hereto mutually agree to the terms and conditions set forth herein.
1.

CONTRACT DOCUMENTS
Each of the items hereinafter referred to is incorporated herein by reference
as if set forth in full in this contract.
Work called for in any one Contract Document and not mentioned in another
is to be performed and executed as if mentioned in all Contract Documents. The
table of contents, titles and headings contained herein and in said documents are
solely to facilitate reference to various provisions of the contract Documents and in
no way affect or limit the interpretations of the provisions to which they refer.
The Contract Documents, sometimes also referred as "the Contract" consist of
the Notice to Contractors, the completed proposal Form submitted by Contractor to
whom the Contract is awarded, the Instructions to Bidders insofar as they relate to
events which will occur or actions to be taken after the submission of the Proposal,
this Contract, the Standard Specifications, the Special Provisions, Plans and
Technical Specifications, the drawings and other data and all developments thereof
prepared by City pursuant to the Contract, and any modifications of any of the
foregoing in the form of Addenda or otherwise effected in accordance with the terms
of the Contract.
The Standard Specifications shall mean and refer to the current Standard
Specifications of the City of Sacramento which are incorporated herein by this
reference as if set forth in full at this place.

2.

DEFINITIONS
Unless otherwise specifically provided herein, all works and phrases defined
in the Standard specifications shall have the same meaning and intent in this
Contract.

3.

CONTRACT CONTROLS
In the event of a conflict between the terms and conditions as set forth in this
Contract and the terms and conditions set forth in other Contract Documents, the

(REV. 4/22/97)
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terms and Conditions set forth in this Contract shall prevail.
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AGREEMENT
Page 2 of 12

4.

SCOPE OF CONTRACT
Contractor agrees to furnish all tools, equipment, apparatus, facilities, labor
and material and transportation necessary to perform and complete in a good and
workmanlike manner to the satisfaction of City, all the work called for, and in the
manner designated in, and in strict conformity with the Contract Documents entitled:
PROJECT NAME

5.

CONTRACT AMOUNT AND PAYMENTS
• City agrees to pay and Contractor agrees to accept, in full payment for the
above work, the sum computed in accordance with the actual amount of each item of
work performed or material furnished and incorporated in the work, at the unit price
which Contractor bid for each such item in his Proposal Form, said unit price to be
determined as provided in the Standard Specifications or these Special Provisions.

6.

PROGRESS AND FINAL PAYMENTS
Subject to the terms and conditions of the Contract, City shall cause payments
to be made upon demand of Contractor as follows:
(A)

On the first of the month, the Contractor shall present to the City a statement
showing the amount of labor and materials incorporated in the work through
the twentieth (20) calendar day of the preceding month; the Contractor and
Engineer shall inspect the statement and, if both approve the statement, the
City shall issue a certificate for ninety percent (90%) of the amount it shall find
to be due.

(B)

No inaccuracy or error in said monthly estimates shall operate to release
Contractor or Surety from damages arising from such work or from
enforcement of each and every provision of the Contract Documents, and City
shall have the right subsequently to correct any error made in any estimate for
payment.

(C)

Contractor shall not be paid for any defective or improper work.

(D)

City shall pay the remaining ten percent (10%) of the value of the work done
under this contract, if unencumbered, thirty-five (35) days after final
completion and acceptance of work by City. Acceptance by Contractor of said
final payment shall constitute a waiver of all claims against the City arising
under the Contract Document.

(E)

Progress payment due the Contractor shall be made within thirty (30) days
following receipt of statement jointly approved by the Contractor and the
Engineer.

(REV. 4/22/97)
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7

RETENTION OF SUMS CHARGED AGAINST CONTRACTOR
When, under the provisions of this contract, City shall charge any sum . of
money against Contractor, City shall deduct and retain the amount of such charge
from the amount of the next succeeding progress estimate, or from any other
moneys due or that may become due Contractor from City. If, on completion
termination of the Contract, sums due Contractor are insufficient to pay City's
charges against him, City shall have the right to recover the balance from Contractor
or his sureties.

8.

COMMENCEMENT AND PROSECUTION OF WORK
Contractor shall commence the work on or before fifteen (15) working days
from and after receipt of written Notice to proceed from City to Contractor and will
diligently prosecute the work to final completion. The phrase "commence the work"
means to engage in a continuous program on-site including, but not limited to, site
clearance, grading, dredging, land filling and the fabrication, erection, or installation
of the work. Said Notice to proceed shall be issued within fifteen (15) calendar days
following execution of the Contract by the City and the filing by Contractor of the
required Bonds and proof of insurance.. The continuous prosecution of work by
Contractor shall be subject only to Excusable Delays as defined in this Contract.

9.

TIME OF COMPLETION
The entire work shall be brought to completion in the manner provided for in
the Contract Documents on or before NUMBER OF (00) working days (hereinafter
called the "Completion Date") from the date of the Notice to Proceed unless
extensions of time are granted in accordance with the Contract Documents.
Failure to complete the work by the Completion Date and in the manner
provided for by the Contract Documents shall subject Contractor to liquidated
damages as hereinafter provided in this Contract. Time is and shall be of the
essence in these Contract Documents.

10.

PAYMENTS DO NOT IMPLY ACCEPTANCE OF WORK
The payment of any progress payment, or the acceptance thereof by
Contractor, shall not constitute acceptance of the work or any portion thereof and
shall in no way reduce the liability of Contractor to replace unsatisfactory work or
material, though the unsatisfactory character of such work or material may not have
been apparent or detected at the time such payment was made.

11.

ACCEPTANCE NOT RELEASE
Contractor, shall correct immediately any defective or imperfeet work which
may be discovered before final acceptance of the entire work. Any unsatisfactory
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the inspector. The inspection of the work, or any part thereof, shall not relieve
Contractor of any of his obligations to perform satisfactory work as herein prescribed.
Failure or neglect on the part of City or any of its authorized agents to
condemn or reject bad or inferior work or materials shall not be construed to imply an
acceptance of such work or materials if such becomes evident at any time prior to
final acceptance of the entire work or all materials, nor shall such failure be
construed as barring City at any subsequent time from recovering damages or of
such a sum of money as may be required to build anew all portions of the work in
which fraud was practiced or improper materials used whenever City may discover
the same.
12.

RELEASE
If requested to do so by City, at the time of final payment, as a condition
precedent to final payment, Contractor and each assignee under any assignment in
effect at the time of final payment shall execute and deliver a release in form and
substance satisfactory to and containing such exemptions as may be found
appropriate by City which shall discharge City, its officers, agents and employees of
and from all liability, obligations and claims arising under this contract.

13.

CITY'S RIGHT TO TAKE POSSESSION OF THE WORK IN WHOLE OR IN PART
The City of Sacramento shall have the right at any time to enter upon the work
and perform work not covered by this Contract, or to occupy and use a portion of the
work, prior to the date of the final acceptance of the work as a whole, without in any
way relieving Contractor of any obligations under this Contract.

14.

NO WAIVER OF REMEDIES
Neither the inspection by City or its agents, nor any order or certificate for the
payment of money, nor any payment for, nor acceptance of the whole or any part of
the work by City, nor any extensions of time, nor any position taken by City or its
agents shall operate as a waiver of any provision of this Contract or of any power
herein reserved to City or any right to damages herein provided, nor shall any waiver
of any breach of this Contract be held to be a waiver of any other or subsequent
breach. All remedies provided in this Contract shall be taken and construed as
cumulative; that is, in addition to each and every other remedy herein provided, and
City shall have any and all equitable and legal remedies which it would in any case
have.

15.

GUARANTEE
Except as otherwise expressly provided in the specifications, and excepting
only items of routine maintenance, ordinary wear and tear and unusual abuse or
neglect, Contractor guarantees all work executed by him and all supplies, materials
and devices of whatsoever nature incorporated in, or attached to the work, or
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otherwise delivered to City as a part of the work pursuant to the Contract, to be
absolutely free of all defects of workmanship and materials for a period of one year
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after final acceptance of the entire work by the City of Sacramento. Contractor shall
repair or replace any or all such work or material, together with all or any other work
or material which may be displaced or damaged in so doing, that may prove
defective in workmanship or material within said one year guarantee period without
expense or charge of any nature whatsoever to City. Contractor shall provide city
with a Maintenance Bond or Letter of Credit in the amount of five percent (5%) of the
Contract covering the warranty period. Said security shall be filed with the City prior
to Contract acceptance by the City Council.
In the event that the Contractor shall fail to comply with the conditions of the
foregoing guarantee within ten (10) days time after being notified of the defect in
writing, City shall have the right, but shall not be obligated to repair, or obtain the
repair of, the defect and Contractor shall pay to City on demand all costs and
expense of such repair. Notwithstanding anything herein to the contrary, in the event
that any defect in workmanship or material covered by the foregoing guarantee
results in a condition which constitutes an immediate hazard to the health or safety,
or any property interest, or any person, City shall have the right to immediately
repair, or cause to be repaired, such defect, and Contractor shall pay to City on
demand all costs and expense of such repair. The foregoing statement relating to
hazards to health, safety or property shall be deemed to include either temporary or
permanent repairs which may be required as determined in the sole discretion and
judgment of City.
16.

DETERMINATION OF DAMAGES
The actual fact of the occurrence of damages and the actual amount of the
damages which City would suffer if the work were not completed within the specified
times set forth are dependent upon many circumstances and conditions which could
prevail in various combinations, and, from the nature of the case, it is impracticable
and extremely difficult to fix the actual damages. Damages which City would suffer
in the event of delay include loss of the use of the project,and, in addition, expenses
of prolonged employment of an architectural and engineering staff;costs of
administration inspection, and supervision; and the loss suffered by the public within
the City of Sacramento by reasons of the delay in the completion of the project to
serve the public at the earliest possible time. Accordingly, the parties hereto agree,
and by execution of this Contract Contractor acknowledges that he understands, has
ascertained and agrees, that the amounts set forth herein as liquidated damages
shall be presumed to be the amount of damages sustained by the failure of
Contractor to complete the entire work within the times specified.

17.

LIQUIDATED DAMAGES
The amount of the liquidated damages to be paid by Contractor to City for
failure to complete the entire work by the Completion Date (as extended, if applicable
will be FOUR HUNDRED TEN DOLLARS ($410.00) for each calendar day,
continuing to the time at which the work is completed. Such amount is the actual
cash value agreed upon as the loss to City resulting from Contractor's default.

(REV. 4/22/97)
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18.

PAYMENT OF DAMAGES
In the event Contractor shall become liable for liquidated damages, City, in
addition to all other remedies provided by law, shall have the right to withhold any
and all payments which would otherwise be or become due Contractor until the
liability of Contractor under this section is finally determined. City shall have the right
to use and apply such payments, in whole or in part, to reimburse City for all
liquidated damages due to become due to City. Any remaining balance of such
payments shall be paid to Contractor only after discharge in full of all liability incurred
by Contractor under this section or otherwise. If the sum so retained by City is not
sufficient to discharge all such liabilities of Contractor, Contractor and his sureties
shall continue to remain liable to City until all such liabilities are satisfied in full. No
failure by City to withhold any payment as hereinbefore specified shall in any manner
be construed to constitute a waiver of any right to liquidated damages or any right to
any such sum.

19.

INDEMNITY AND HOLD HARMLESS
Contractor shall assume the defense of, and indemnify and save harmless,
the City, its officers, employees, and agents, and each and every one of them, from
and against all actions, damages, claims, losses or expenses of every type and
description to which they may be subjected or put, by reason of, or resulting from,
the performance of the work, provided that such action, damage, claim, loss, or
expense is attributable to bodily injury, sickness, disease or death, or to injury to or
destruction of property, whether upon or off the work, including the loss of use
thereof, and is caused in whole or in part by any negligent act or omission of the
Contractor, and subcontractor, anyone directly or indirectly employed by any of them
or anyone for whose acts any of them may be liable, whether or not it is caused in
part by a party indemnified hereunder.

20.

CONTRACTOR SHALL ASSUME RISKS
Until the completion and final acceptance by City of all work under this
Contract, the work shall be under Contractor's responsible care and charge.
Contractor shall rebuild, repair, restore and make good all injuries, damages,
reerections, and repairs occasioned or rendered necessary by accidental causes of
any nature, to all or any portions of the work, except as otherwise stipulated.

21.

GENERAL LIABILITY OF CONTRACTOR
Except as otherwise herein expressly stipulated, Contractor shall perform all
the work and furnish all the labor, materials, tools, power and light, and appliances,
necessary or proper for performing and completing the work herein required in the
manner within the time herein specified. The mention of any specific duty or liability
of Contractor shall not be construed as limitation or restriction of any general liability
or duty of contractor and, any reference to any specific duty or liability shall be
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construed to be for the purpose of explanation.
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22. INSURANCE
During the term of this Contract and until final completion and acceptance of
the work required by the Contract Documents, Contractor shall maintain in full force
and effect at his own cost and expense the following insurance coverage:
(A)

Worker's Compensation
Full . Worker's Compensation Insurance and Employer's Liability policy or
provide evidence of ability to undertake self-insurance. Limits of coverage
shall be at least $1,000,000 for any one person. In the event Contractor is
self-insured, he shall furnish a Certificate of Permission to Self-Insure by the
Department of Industrial Relations Administration of Self-Insurance,
Sacramento.

(B)

Comprehensive Auto and General Liability Insurance
Contractor must provide sufficient broad coverage to include:
Comprehensive Auto and General Liability Insurance
Products and Completed Operation Liability
Broad Form Property Damage Liability
Contractual Liability
Personal Injury Liability
The amount of the policy shall be no less than $1,000,000 Single Limit per
occurrence, issued by an admitted insurer or insurers as defined by the
California Insurance Code, providing that the City of Sacramento, its officers,
employees and agents are to be Named Inured under the policy, and the
policy shall stipulate that this insurance will operate as Primary insurance and
that no other insurance effected by City or other Named insured will be called
on to contribute to a loss covered thereunder.

(C) , Certificate of Insurance
Contractor shall have City's standard Certificate of Insurance completed and
filed with the Division of Risk Management within fifteen (15) days of the
execution of this Contract. Said policies shall provide that no cancellation,
major change in coverage, or expiration may be effected by the insurance
company of the insured during the term of this Contract, without first giving to
City thirty (30) calendar days written notice prior to the effective date of such
cancellation or change in coverage.
(D)

Worker's Compensation Certificate
Contractor shall sign and file with the Division of Risk Management of the City
of Sacramento the following certification prior to commencing performance of
the work of the Contract:
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"I am aware of the provisions of Section 3700 of the Labor Code which require
for worker's
liability
against
insured
be
employer to
every
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compensation or to undertake self-insurance in accordance with the
provisions of the Code, and I will comply with such provisions before
commencing the performance of the work of this Contract."
23.

FAILURE TO MAINTAIN INSURANCE
If, at • any time during the performance of this Contract, Contractor fails to
maintain, any item of the required insurance in full force and effect, Contractor shall
immediately discontinue all work under the Contract and City will withhold all
Contract payments due or that become due until notice is received by City that such
insurance has been restored in full force and effect and that the premiums therefor
have been paid for a period satisfactory to the Division of Risk Management.
Any failure to maintain any item of the require insurance will be sufficient
cause for termination of the Contract.

24.

EXTENSIONS OF TIME
In the event City deems it necessary, in its sole discretion, to extend the time
of completion of the work to be done under this Contract beyond the required
Completion Date herein specified, such extensions shall in no way release any
guarantee given by Contractor pursuant to the provisions of the Contract Documents,
nor shall such extension of time relieve or release the sureties on the Bonds
executed pursuant to said provisions. By executing such Bonds, the sureties shall
be deemed to have expressly agreed to any extension of time shall be limited to the
period of excusable delay as defined herein giving rise to the same as determined by
City Council of City.

25.

EXCUSABLE DELAYS
For the purpose of these Contract Documents, the term "Excusable Delays"
shall mean, and is limited to, delays caused directly by acts of God; acts of the public
enemy; fires; inclement weather as determined by the Engineer; riots; insurrections;
epidemics; quarantine restrictions; strikes; lockouts; sitdowns; acts of governmental
agency; priorities or privileges established for the manufacture, assemble, or
allotment of materials necessary in the work by order, decree or otherwise of the
United States or by any department, bureau, commission, committee, agent, or
administrator of any legally constituted public authority; changes in the work ordered
by City insofar as they necessarily require additional time in which to complete the
work; the prevention of City of Contractor from commencing or prosecuting the work
because of the acts of others, excepting Contractor's subcontractors; or the
prevention of Contractor from commencing or prosecuting the work because of a
City-wide failure of public utility service.
The term "Excusable Delay" shall specifically not include: (i) any delay which
could have been avoided by the exercise of care, prudence, foresight and diligence
on the part of Contractor; (ii) any delay in the prosecution of parts of the work, which
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may in itself be unavoidable but which does not necessarily prevent or delay the
prosecution of other part of the work, nor the completion of the whole work within the
time specified; (iii) any reasonable delay resulting from time required by City for
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review of Plans and submittals required of Contractor and for the making of surveys,
measurements and inspection;(iv) any delay arising from an interruption in the
prosecution of the work on account of the reasonable interference from other
Contractors employed by City which does not necessarily prevent the completion of
the work within the time specified. Excusable Delays, if any , shall operate only to
extend the Completion Date (not in excess of the period of such delay as determined
by City) but shall not under any circumstances increase the sum City is to pay
Contractor as provided in these Contract Documents.
26.

CONTRACTOR TO SERVICE NOTICE OF DELAYS
Whenever Contractor foresees any delay in the prosecution of the work, and
in any event updn the occurrence of any delay which Contractor regards as an
Excusable Delay, he shall .notify the Engineer in writing immediately within ten (10)
calendar days of the probability of such delay and its cause, in order that the
Engineer may take immediate steps to prevent if possible the occurrence or
continuance of the delay or if this cannot be done, may determine whether the delay
is to be considered excusable, how long it continues, and to what extent the
prosecution and completion of the work are delayed thereby. Said notice shall
constitute an application for an extension of time only if the notice requests such an
extension and sets for the Contractor's estimate of the additional time required
together with a full description of the cause of the delay relied upon.
After the completion of any part of whole of the work, the Engineer, in
estimating the amount due Contractor, will assume that any and all delays which may
have occurred in its prosecution and completion have been avoidable delays, except
such delays as shall have been called to the attention of the Engineer at the time of
their occurrence and found by him to have been excusable. Contractor shall make
no claim that any delay not called to the attention of the Engineer at the time of its
occurrence has been an Excusable Delay.

27.

EXTENSION OF TIME
Should any delays occur which the Engineer may consider excusable, as
herein defined, Contractor shall, pursuant to his application, be allowed an extension
of time beyond the time herein set forth proportional to said delay or delays in which
to complete this Contract; and, during an extension which may have been granted
because of an excusable delay or delays, City shall not charge liquidated damages
against Contractor for such delay. Only the Engineer may grant an extension of time
on the Contract.

28.

EXTENSION OF TIME DOES NOT WAIVE CITY'S RIGHT
The granting of any extension of time on account of delays which in the
judgment of the Engineer are excusable delays shall in no way operate as a waiver
on the part of City of its rights under this Contract excepting only extension of the
Completion Date.
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29.

NO PAYMENT FOR DELAYS
No damages or compensation of any kind shall be paid to Contractor or any
subcontractor because of delays in the progress of the work whether such delays
qualify for extension of time under this Contract or not, providing the elements
precluding recovery of damages by Contractor in Section 7102 of the Public
Contracts Code are met.

30.

CHANGES IN THE WORK
Changes in the work Made pursuant to changes issued in accordance with the
Standard Specifications and extensions of time of completion made necessary by
reason thereof (beyond the Completion Date) shall not in any way release any
guarantee given by Contractor pursuant to the provisions of the Contract Documents,
or the Contract let hereunder, not shall such changes in the work relieve or release
the sureties on Bonds executed pursuant to the said provisions. By executing such
Bonds, the sureties shall be deemed to have expressly agreed to any such change in
work and to any extension of time made by reason thereof.

31.

TERMINATION AFTER COMPLETION DATE
In addition to any other rights it may have, City may terminate this Contract at
any time after the Completion Date as adjusted by any extensions of time for
excusable delays that may have been granted. Upon such termination, Contractor
shall not be entitled to receive any compensation for services rendered by him after
such termination, and he shall be liable to City for liquidated damages for all periods
of time beyond such termination date until the work is completed.

32.

CONTRACTOR BANKRUPT
If Contractor should commence any proceeding under the Bankruptcy Act, or
if Contractor be adjudged a bankrupt, or if Contractor should make any assignment
for the benefit of creditors, or if a receiver should be appointed on account of
Contractor's insolvency, then the City Council may, without prejudice to any other
right or remedy, terminate the Contract and complete the work by giving notice to
Contractor and his surety according to the provisions of Section 33. Contractor's
Surety shall have the right to complete the work by commencing within thirty (30)
calendar days as specified in Section 33; and, in the event Contractor's Surety fails
to commence work within thirty (30) calendar days as specified in Section 33, City
shall have the right to complete, or cause completion of the work, all as specified in
Section 33.

'
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33. TERMINATION FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT
If Contractor should abandon the work under this Contract, or if the Contract
or any portion of the Contract should be sublet or assigned without the consent of the
City Council, or if the Engineer should be of the opinion that the conditions of the
Contract in respect to the rate of progress of the work are not being fulfilled or any
part thereof is unnecessarily delayed, or if Contractor should willfully violate or
breach, or fail to execute in good faith, any of the terms or conditions of the Contract,
or if Contractor should persistently refuse or fail to supply enough properly skilled
labor or materials, or fail to make prompt payment to subcontractors for material or
labor or persistently disregard laws, ordinances or proper instruction or orders of the
Engineer, then, notwithstanding any provision to the contrary herein, the City Council
may give Contractor and his Surety written notification to immediately correct the
situation or the Contract shall be terminated.
In the event that such notice is given, and, in the event such situation is not
corrected, or satisfactory arrangement for correction is not made, within ten (10)
calendar days from the date of such notice, the Contract shall upon the expiration of
said ten (10) calendar days cease and terminate. In the event of any such
termination, City shall immediately serve notice thereof upon the Surety and
Contractor; and the Surety shall have the right to take over and perform the Contract,
provided, however, that if the Surety does not commence performance thereof within
thirty (30) calendar days from the date of the mailing to such Surety of notice of
termination, City may take over the work and prosecute the same to completion by
Contract, or otherwise, for the account and at the expense of Contractor, and his
Surety shall be liable to City for any excess cost occasioned City thereby, as
hereinafter set forth.
In the event City completes the work, or causes the work to be completed, as
aforesaid, no payment of any such shall be made to Contractor until the work is
complete. The cost of completing the work including but not limited to, extra contract
costs, the costs of City forces, extra costs of administration and management
incurred by City, either direct or indirect, shall be deducted from any sum then due,
or which becomes due, to Contractor from City. If no sum sufficient to pay the
difference between sums due to Contractor from City and the cost of completing the
work, Contractor and the Surety shall pay City a sum equal to said difference on
demand. In the event City complete the work, and there is a sum remaining due to
Contractor after City deducts the aforementioned costs of completing the work, then
City shall thereupon pay such sum to contractor and his Surety.
No act by City before the work is finally accepted, including, but not limited to,
exercise of other rights under the contract, action at law or in equity, extensions of
time, payments, claims of liquidated damages, occupation or acceptance of any part
of the work, waiver of any prior breach of the Contract or failure to take action
pursuant to this section upon the happening of any prior default or breach by
(REV. 4/22/97)
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Contractor shall be construed to be a waiver by, or to estop, City from acting
pursuant to this paragraph upon any subsequent event, occurrence of failure by
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Contractor to fulfill the terms and conditions of the Contract. The rights of City
pursuant to this paragraph are cumulative and in addition to all other rights of City
pursuant to this Contract and at law or in equity.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have signed this Contract on the date
set for opposite their names.
CONTRACTOR
Under penalty of perjury, I certify that
the taxpayer identification number
and all other information provided
here are correct
BY

DATE

Title
Federal I.D. No.
State I.D. No.
City of Sacramento Business Operation Tax Certificate No.
(City will not award contract if Certificate Number is missing)
CITY OF SACRAMENTO
a municipal corporation
By

DATE:

City Manager
ATTEST:

City Clerk

ORIGINAL APPROVED AS TO FORM

FUNDING:

City Attorney
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Attachment 5.
Additional Cultural Resources Analysis for the
Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Renovation Project
Plaza Park, now known as Cesar Chavez Plaza, was one of several square blocks that John Sutter
Jr. set aside for public use when he ordered the mapping and lot designation of the old city area
between Alhambra and the Sacramento River, and the railroad levee along North A Street and
Broadway.
The square served a variety of uses over time, from a place to tie up en-route wagons for the
night, to a civil war encampment, and a site for the original city level and was designed as a
sunken garden (see attached photographs). It was filled-in to the height of the rest of the
downtown area about 1872, and landscaped as public park/plaza, to the current time. Over time,
various structures were placed in the park and then removed or rearranged. A bandstand was
placed near the center of the park, probably during the 1880s or 1890s, and later moved to the
western side of the park. One late 19th century photograph shows part of a gazebo among the
plantings, and another later photo shows part of what may have been an aviary. • Bushes, flowers
and trees have been replaced and rearranged over time. Another centrally-placed fountain
existed before the existing one was installed in 1920s. The current paths appear to have been in
place since the current fountain was installed. In the 1960s, a major reconfiguration occurred
with the addition of a number of concrete benches and tables with checkerboards_painted on
them, with a number of small shrubs and bushes along the paths between them. Several open
metal braziers were also added, at about mid-thigh level height. The purpose of these additions
was to accommodate a number of apparently homeless or indigent persons who utilized the park
during daylight, and often nighttime hours.
Efforts to revitalize the downtown area continued in earnest in the 1980s, and 1990s, and the
park was again remodeled to encourage public uses by shoppers and downtown office workers.
Checkerboard tables were removed as were braziers. Many shrubs were removed to make the
park open and activities within it visible. Public events were planned for the park to discourage
its use by indigents, and increase its use by downtown visitors. During the summer months, a
public market was established on Wednesdays at mid-day, and a nearby Evening Market on
Thursday evenings.
The current plan appears to continue the use of the park as a public events location with
landscaping, a repaired fountain, a cleaned monument, and most of the existing pathways as they
now exist. The principal change would appear to be the construction of a small concrete
bandstand opposite City Hall. Currently, bandstands are erected and then removed after their use
for many public events. Essentially, the park has experienced a number of different iterations
over time, while retaining its basic park-like image with landscaping, lawns, paths, small shrubs,
and tall trees. The current plan does not appear to propose major changes from that ongoing
character and public use tradition.
Therefore, while not required as mitigation for the proposed project the following
recommendation could be implemented in order to record the history of the plaza.
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Recommendation
The park should be photographically documented as it currently exists, and a site plan noting the
current location of all features prepared. All known past iterations should be compiled with this
information, each documented as well as possible with existing information, with dates of
changes, site maps, vegetation listings, and locations and condition of features.
This information should incorporate historic report information and a complete historical record
completed documenting the complete master history of the park, according to the best
information available.
Every time a new modification to the park is affected, the park should be documented with both
text and photographs, before and after the change, and the information incorporated into the
master history.
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iilitary use, until it disbanded in 1857. Before it did disband, however,
een called into service against San Francisco's Vigilance Committeegency action instituted by Governor Johnson to curb the lawlessness of
e groups roaming the Bay City.
•aflame, the Sacramento Guards, Light Infantry, organized in 1855,
rganized three years later as the Independent City Guard under state
eral of their number left to serve with the Union Army. The Sacraussars, inspired
German cavalrymen, came into being in
_
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The California National Guard maneuvers in the Plaza during the Civil War.
Their weapon is Union Boy, an artillery
piece bought by William L. Siddons to
be fired after every Union victory. In
the background is the William Tell
House at the southeast corner of 9th
and J.
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RESOLUTION NO.
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

ON DATE OF

RESOLUTION RATIFYING THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA;
ADOPTING THE MITIGATION REPORTING PROGRAM;
APPROVING THE PROPOSED DESIGN ENHANCEMENTS;
AUTHORIZING THE AMENDMENT TO THE
CONSULTANT AND PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT •
FOR QUADRIGA LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE AND PLANNING,
THE ADVERTISEMENT OF A CONSTRUCTION REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
AND THE AWARD OF AN AGREEMENT FOR CONSTRUCTION

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:
1.

The Negative Declaration for the Cesar Chavez Plaza Enhancement Project issued October 14,
1999 is ratified;

2.

The Mitigation Reporting Program is adopted;

3.

The proposed design enhancements are approved;

4.

The City Manager, or his designee, is authorized to amend the Consultant and Professional
Services Agreement for Quadriga Landscape Architecture and Planning in the amount of fifty
thousand dollars ($50,000.00);

5.

The City Council authorizes the advertisement of a Request for Proposal for construction of the
project, and for the City Manager, or his designee, to award an Agreement for Construction
within the approved budget.

MAYOR
ATTEST:

CITY CLERK
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:
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CESAR CHAVEZ PLAZA RENOVATION MITIGATION REPORTING PROGRAM

Introduction
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources code Section-21000 et seq., as amended by Chapter 1232) requires all state
and local agencies to establish monitoring or reporting programs for projects approved by a public agency whenever approval involves the adoption
of either a "mitigated negative declaration" or specified environmental findings related to environmental impact reports.
The mitigation reporting program contained herein is intended to satisfy the requirements of CEQA as they relate to the Cesar E. Chavez Renovation
Project Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared by the City of Sacramento. This reporting program is intended to be used by City staff and mitigation
reporting personnel in ensuring compliance with mitigation measures during project implementation. Mitigation measures identified in this mitigation
reporting program consist of those identified for the proposed project.
Monitoring and documenting the implementation of mitigation measures will be coordinated by the City of Sacramento. The mitigation reporting
program identifies what the mitigation is, the monitoring action for the mitigation measure, the responsible party for the monitoring action, and timing
of the monitoring action. The City of Sacramento will be responsible for knowing the mitigation measures contained within the mitigation reporting
program.

Implementation
Implementation of the mitigation reporting program is key to effectively implementing the project. This plan is intended to ensure implementation
of measures that the City of Sacramento will follow to mitigate or avoid the significant adverse impacts.

Project Description
The project would rehabilitate the existing fountain, widen sidewalks, add new paving and landscaping, add a stage, and add a new, shaded
seating area with tables and seating for 200. Twenty-six existing trees would be removed, and 151 new trees would be added.
November 8, 1999
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Renovation is anticipated to begin in early 2000 and be completed by that summer.
The scope of the project includes the following:
•

Rehabilitation of existing Coleman Fountain including new mechanical system and piping, refurbishing of the statue and basin,
and the addition of a new granite tile sides to match the existing granite slabs of the fountain.
• New 6400 square foot scored concrete plaza surrounding existing fountain, 35 feet out from its perimeter.
• 12 new misting/light poles that encircle the fountain, 42 feet from its center, 21 feet on center, and 16 feet tall. The design of the
poles is consistent with the historical flavor of the plaza.
• Removal of 25,000 square feet of existing concrete walkways and placement of 17,000 square feet of new scored concrete
walkways.
• Addition of 6500 square feet of new decomposed granite, bordering both sides of the continuous circular walkway within the plaza
and creating a seating area under a grove of trees.
• Addition of 56 - 36" box size "Armstrong" maple trees to flank the circular walkway; 32 - 36" box size Japanese Maples trees to
create a grove of trees on the decomposed granite seating area; 32 - 24" box size camellia understory trees at the four corner
entrances; 14 - 24" box size Crepe Myrtle next to the existing café; 5 - 24" box size Southern Magnolia to fill in along J and 10th
streets; and 12- 24" box size flowering dogwood trees at the north and south mid-street entrances. Removal of 26 trees, of various
sizes and species.
.• Addition of a 1500 square foot stage, 24" high, with two light poles, 18 feet tall, on the north side of the plaza.
• Widening of the J Street sidewalk between 9' h and 10 th streets, with the removal of 4,900 square feet of concrete and the addition
of 9,000 new square feet of concrete.
• Removal of 600 square feet of sidewalk at each of the corners of the plaza, and placement of new concrete and salvaged granite
pavers from Old City streets.
• New irrigation system.
• Slight regrading and new, on-site drainage system.
• Removal of existing turf and placement of new sod - 50,000 square feet exchange.

November 8, 1999
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Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Renovation Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification of Completion
Impacts

0

Biological
Resources

cm

Damage to
existing trees
during
construction.

Mitigation Measures
a. Prior to the beginning of construction, the
trees/exposed tree roots shall be marked or
fenced or otherwise identified in the field to
ensure that no construction activities will
endanger existing trees.

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Prior to and
during
construction

Downtown
Economic
Development and
Regional Enterprise
Agency and City
Arborist

b. If during excavation for the project or for
any necessary sidewalk, curb, gutter repair
or driveway construction, tree roots greater
than two inches in diameter are encountered,
work shall stop immediately until the project
arborist can perform an on-site inspection.
All roots shall be cut.

0

c. No soil or other materials shall be placed
around the base of any tree.
d. No storage of materials or parking of
vehicles shall be allowed within the dripline
of any tree.

\lovember 8, 1999

3

Initials

Date

Remarks

Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Renovation Project Mitigation Reporting Program

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Verification of Completion
Initials

Remarks

Date

e. Protective fencing shall be installed
around the trees to be saved. This work
must be supervised by the City Arborist.
f. The Contractor shall hire an International
Society of Arboriculture (ISA) certified
arborist to make weekly inspections to
ensure the protective fencing stays in place
and to monitor the health of the trees. The
arborist will take any required action to
ensure the health of the trees. The project
sponsor will be responsible for any costs
incurred.

-

g. The contractor shall be held liable for any
damage to existing street trees, i.e., trunk
wounds, broken limbs, pouring of any
deleterious materials, or washing out
concrete under the dripline of the tree.
Damages will be assessed using "Guide to
Plant Appraisal." The project arborist will
submit a report for review by the City
Arborist.

November 8, 1999
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Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Renovation Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification of Completion
Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Reporting
Milestone

h. The trees to be saved under the tree plan
and the protection methods noted above shall
be identified on all grading and building site
plans for the project which is subject to final
approval by the City Arborist.
i. All trees to be removed shall be posted a
minimum of 30 days in advance of their
scheduled removal.

. November 8, 1999
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Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Renovation Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification of Completion
_

•

Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Cultural
Resources

a. The monument shall be cleaned and
repaired in accordance with the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of

Damage to the
A.J. Stevens
Monument during
cleaning and
restoration.

Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring and
Reconstructing Historic Buildings.

Prior to and
during
cleaning and
restoration.

Reporting/
Responsible Party
Downtown
Economic
Development and
Regional Enterprise
Agency and City
Preservation Director

Materials and techniques specifically
appropriate to the cleaning and repair of the
historic fabric of the monument shall be used
for its treatment.
Prior to restoration of the monument, it shall
be examined by an expert in the treatment
and cleaning of historic stone in order to
determine if any repairs are necessary and
how they will comply with the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards. Restoration
activities shall be monitored by a qualified
historic restoration professional to ensure
that specific techniques and products for the
cleaning of the monument are appropriate to
the condition of the stone. Any repairs made
shall be identified by the expert, and shall be
in compliance with the Secretary of the
Interior's Standards. The restoration plans,
expert, and the monitor shall be approved by
the City Preservation Director.

November 8, 1999
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Date
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Cesar E. Chavez Plaza Renovation Project Mitigation Reporting Program
,
Verification of Completion

•
Impacts

Mitigation Measures

Cultural
Resources

b. The fountain shall be cleaned and
repaired in accordance with the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of

Damage to the
Coleman Fountain
during cleaning
and restoration.

Historic Properties with Guidelines for
Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring and
Reconstructing Historic Buildings.

Reporting
Milestone
Prior to and
during
cleaning and
restoration.

;

Downtown
Economic
Development and
Regional Enterprise
Agency and City
Preservation Director

Appropriate cleaning and repair techniques
and materials shall be used for treatment of
the existing historic fabric of the base and
sculpture.
Prior to restoration of the fountain, it shall be
examined by an expert in the treatment and
cleaning of historic sculptures in order to
determine if any repairs are necessary and
how they will comply with the Secretary of
the Interior's Standards. Restoration
activities shall be monitored by a qualified
historic restoration professional to ensure
that specific techniques and products for the
cleaning of the monument are appropriate to
the condition of the fountain. Any repairs
made shall be identified by the expert, and
should be in compliance with the Secretary
of the Interior's Standards. The restoration
plans, the expert, and the monitor shall be
approved by the City Preservation Director.
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Initials

Date

Remarks

