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City Council
Sacramento, California
Honorable Members In Session:
SUBJECT: TRUXEL ROAD (NATOMAS BOULEVARD) EXTENSION FROM NORTH LOOP
ROAD (CLUB CENTER DRIVE) TO ELKHORN BOULEVARD (PN:TT91) —
APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT RATIFICATION OF THE NEGATIVE
DECLARATION AND ADOPTION OF THE MITIGATION REPORTING
PROGRAM
LOCATION AND COUNCIL DISTRICT:
North Natomas, Council District 1
RECOMMENDATION:
This report recommends that the City Council adopt the resolution which approves the project,
ratifies the Negative Declaration, and adopts the Mitigation Reporting Program.
CONTACT PERSON:

Karen M. Grehm , Associate Engineer, 264-7914

FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF:

May 25, 1999

SUMMARY:
This report recommends that the City Council approve the project, ratify the Negative
Declaration, and adopt the Mitigation Reporting Program.
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COMMITTEE/COMMISSION ACTION:
None
BACKGROUND INFORMATION:
Truxel Road has been constructed from Del Paso Road to North Loop Road. The extension
will provide two lanes, with shoulders, a median with landscaping, and associated drainage
and water utilities. Additional widening and frontage improvements will be constructed as
development occurs. On January 12, 1999, the City Council established the project, which will
reduce traffic congestion, improve traffic circulation, and support continuing development in
the North Natomas area.
A Mitigation Reporting Program has been prepared to ensure compliance with the mitigation
measures identified in the Negative Declaration.
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS:
The current project budget is $2,250,000, which is also the estimated total project cost.
Funding sources for the project budget are as follows:
North Natomas Public Facilities Fee - (Fund 780)
MaIor Street Construction Tax (MSCT) — (Fund 209)
Total

$700,000
$1,550,000
$2,250,000

Approximately $1,250,000 of the MSCT funds appropriated to the project are a loan that will
be reimbursed from the North Natomas Public Facilities Fees in the near future when fees
become available. It is anticipated that the MSCT funds will be reimbursed within twelve
months.
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:
In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970, the Planning
Division has reviewed the proposed project. This review has resulted in the determination that
the proposed project will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment. A
mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared, including mitigation for water quality, air quality,
biological resources, and cultural resources. Mitigation measures incorporated into the project
design will reduce any potentially significant impacts to less than significant levels. A copy of
the Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation Reporting Program are attached.
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A Notice of Availability for public review and comment on the Mitigated Negative Declaration
was published in a local paper on April 9, 1999. Notices were mailed to residents and to
property owners in the vicinity of the site. The 30-day public comment period ended on May
10, 1999 and no comments were received. The Planning Division recommends that the City
Council ratify the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and adopt the Mitigation Reporting
Program.
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:
The action requested herein is consistent with Sacramento City Code, Title 58.
ESBD CONSIDERATIONS:
All applicable ESBD Program requirements will be followed for this project.

Respectfully submitted,

uane
ray
Techni Services Manager
RECOMMENDATION APPROVED:

Approved:

ROBERT P. THOMAS
City Manager

Michael
wagi
Director o • ilic Works

DW:KG:eaj
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RESOLUTION NO. G11- c9.5
ADONED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
ON DATE OF

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE PROJECT, RATIFYING THE
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, AND ADOPTING THE MITIGATION
REPORTING PLAN FOR THE TRUXEL ROAD (NATOMAS
BOULEVARD) EXTENSION PROJECT FROM NORTH LOOP
ROAD (CLUB CENTER DRIVE) TO ELKHORN BOULEVARD
(PN:TT91)
WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has determined the need for the Truxel Road
Extension Project (hereinafter called the "Project") and has conditionally included the Project
in the City of Sacramento Capital Improvement Program pending CEQA compliance.
WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has conducted an initial study to determine if the
Project may have a significant effect on the environment.
WHEREAS, the Initial Study identified potentially significant effects on the environment,
however, the project incorporates mitigation measures that would reduce effects to less than
significant levels and a Mitigated Negative Declaration is therefore appropriate.
WHEREAS, a Mitigation Reporting Program has been prepared which is designed to
ensure compliance with the mitigation measures incorporated into the Project in Truxel Road
Extension Project Mitigated Negative Declaration.
WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has provided for public review to accommodate
response to the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration on the Project.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SACRAMENTO THAT:
1. The City Council hereby ratifies and approves the Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard)
Extension from North Loop Road (Club Center Drive) to Elkhorn Boulevard Project
Negative Declaration finding on the basis of the Initial Study and comments received that
there is no substantial evidence that the Project may have a significant effect on the
environment.

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:

2. The City Council hereby approves the implementation of the Truxel Road (Natomas
Boulevard) Extension from North Loop Road (Club Center Drive) to Elkhorn Boulevard
Project incorporating those mitigation measures detailed in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration.
3. The City Council hereby finds that there is no evidence before them that Truxel Road
(Natomas Boulevard) Extension from North Loop Road (Club Center Drive) to Elkhorn
Boulevard Project, located in Sacramento County, will have any potential for adverse effect
on wildlife resources.
4. The City Council hereby adopts Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard) Extension from North
Loop Road (Club Center Drive) to Elkhorn Boulevard Project Mitigation Reporting Program
to ensure compliance with incorporated mitigation measures during Project
implementation.

MAYOR
ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:

Truxel Road Extension 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 Truxel Road
Extension 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.

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program
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Project Description
The Truxel Road extension would continue Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard) from North Loop Road (Club Center Drive) to Elkhorn
Boulevard. The extension is needed to provide north-south access from North Loop Road to Elkhorn Boulevard. The extension of
Truxel Road to Elkhorn Boulevard has been identified as a four lane road in the approved North Natomas Community Plan. The
extension project is 4,717 feet in length and 54 feet wide and will consist of two 14-foot wide lanes (one in each direction), two 6-foot
shoulders, a 14-foot wide raised center median and median landscaping, a 12-inch water line and irrigation system to serve the
landscaping, 6-foot wide aggregate base shoulders on either side of the road, street lighting in the median, minimal (not ultimate)
drainage improvements to serve the interim roadway, and a traffic signal will be installed at the intersection of Elkhorn Boulevard and
Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard). The extension project is an interim project, ultimately, Truxel Road will have four lanes and a 92foot right of way. The City is in the process of acquiring the ultimate 92-foot right of way.
Construction of the roadway extension is estimated to begin mid-June 1999 and to be completed by mid-August 1999. The traffic
signal is estimated to be operational by the end of August 1999.

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program
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Verification of Completion

•

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Water Quality
Degradation of
surface water quality,

Water Quality
Degradation of
surface water quality,

Water Quality
Degradation of
surface water quality,

Reporting / Responsible
Party

4a. The proposed project shall
minimize surface disturbance as
much as possible during grading
and construction activities
associated with the roadway
extension project.

Prior to and
during
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

4b. Excavated material shall be
disposed or stored away from
water sources, and the disposal or
storage shall be graded to minimize
surface erosion.

Prior to and
during
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

4c. Pollutants such as sanitary
wastes and petroleum products
shall be collected and removed
from the job as they accumulate.
An emergency spill prevention and
countermeasure plan shall be

During
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

c<)

Reporting
Milestone
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Initials

Date

Remarks
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Truxel Road Extension Mitigation Reporting Program

Verif cation of Completion

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Water Quality
Degradation of
surface water quality,

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

developed prior to construction. If
necessary, chemical toilets shall be
used in order to prevent bacterial
and nutrient contamination of
surface waters.

(Mitigation Measure
4c continued)
Water Quality
Degradation of
surface water quality,

4d. Employ Best Management
Practices (BMPs) before, during
and after construction. BMPs will
minimize erosion and
sedimentation, and prevent
pollutants such as oil and grease
from entering stormwater drains.
Compliance with BMP provisions
will assure that development and
use of the site will result in a less

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

During
construction
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Verification of Completion
Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Water Quality
Degradation of
surface water quality.

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

than significant impact to surface
waters and will not result in the
alteration of surface water quality.

(Mitigation Measure
4d continued)
Air Quality

5a. Enclose, cover or water all soil
piles twice daily.

During
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

5b. Water exposed soil with
adequate frequency to keep soil
most at all times.

During
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

5c. Maintain construction
equipment in optimum running
condition.

During
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

PM 10 emissions.
Air Quality
PM 10 emissions.
Air Quality
Ozone precursors and
PK() emissions.

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program
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Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Biological Resources
Disturbances to/loss
of burrowing owls.

7a. A pre-construction survey shall
be conducted by a qualified
biologist just prior to construction
to determine the presence or
absence of burrowing owl nests. In
the event that a non-breeding
burrowing owl nest is observed
during the pre-construction survey,
the burrowing owl nest shall be
relocated in accordance with an
approved plan by the City. In the
event that a breeding burrowing
owl nest is observed during the
pre-construction survey,
construction activities shall be
postponed until after the breeding
season (typically April-July).

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

Prior to
construction
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Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Biological Resources
Disturbances to
Swainson's hawks.

7b. A pre-construction survey shall
be conducted by a qualified
biologist just prior to construction
to determine the presence or
absence of active Swainson's hawk
nests. This survey shall be
conducted during the active
Swainson's hawk nesting season,
March 1 through September 15
(NBHCP, 1997). In the event an
active Swainson's hawk nest is
identified, the nest site shall be
avoided and no construction
activities shall take place within
1/4-mile of the nest site (NBHCP,
1997).

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

Prior to
construction
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Biological Resources
Disturbances to / loss
of giant garter snakes.

7c. Construction shall occur
between April 15 and September
30. All ditches, canals, and other
aquatic habitats on the construction
site shall be dewatered for a
minimum of two weeks, preferably
more, before ground disturbance
commences. Dewatering shall be
implemented regardless of whether
giant garter snakes are known to
occur on the site. At least one
week prior to planned dewatering
of any aquatic habitats on the site,
the City shall notify the Natomas
Basin Conservancy (which will
notify the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and California Department
of Fish and Game), to allow the
agencies to evaluate the potential
for trapping and removal of giant
garter snakes from the site and
relocation to other suitable habitat.

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

w

Minimum of two
weeks prior to
construction
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City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department
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Truxel Road Extension Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification of Completion
Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Biological Resources
Fill of jurisdictional
wetlands.

Biological Resources
Fill of jurisdictional
wetlands.

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

7d. Prior to construction, the City
shall obtain a verified jurisdictional
waters of the U.S. determination
from the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USCOE). If the
USCOE determines there are
jurisdictional wetlands on the
project site, the City shall obtain the
necessary USCOE permits.

Prior to
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

7e. If the USCOE determines
there are jurisdictional wetlands on
the project site, prior to
construction, the City shall obtain a
certification/waiver from the
California Regional Water Quality
Control Board to validate the
USCOE permit discussed in
Mitigation Measure 7d.) above.

Prior to
construction

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program
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Truxel Road Extension Mitigation Reporting Program

Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Cultural Resources
Loss or degradation of
undiscovered
prehistoric and historic
resources.

•

14a. In the event that any historic
surface or subsurface
archaeological features or deposits,
including locally darkened soil
("midden"), that could conceal
cultural deposits, animal bone,
shell, obsidian, mortars, or human
remains, are uncovered during
construction, work within 100 feet
of the find shall cease and a
qualified archaeologist shall be
contacted to determine if the
resource is significant.

Reporting
Milestone
During
construction

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department

If the find is determined•to be of
significance, resources found on
the site shall be donated to an
appropriate museum or cultural
center.

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program
N-11
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Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Cultural Resources
Loss or degradation of
undiscovered
prehistoric and historic
resources.

14b. When Native American
archaeological, ethnographic, or
spiritual resources are involved, all
identification and treatment shall be
conducted by qualified
archaeologists who are either
certified by the Society of
Professional Archaeologists
(SOPA) or who meet the federal
standards as stated in the Code of
Federal Regulations (36 C.F.R.
61), and Native American
representatives who are approved
by the local Native American
community as scholars of their
cultural traditions. In the event that
no such Native American is
available, persons who represent

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

Reporting
Milestone
During
construction

11

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department
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Verification of Completion
Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Cultural Resources
Loss or degradation of
undiscovered
prehistoric and historic
resources.
(Mitigation Measure
14b continued)

Cultural Resources
Loss or degradation of
undiscovered
prehistoric and historic
resources.

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

tribal governments and/or
organizations in the locale in which
resources could be affected shall
be consulted. When historic
archaeological sites or historic
architectural features are involved,
all identfication and treatment is to
be carried out by historical
archaeologists or architectural
historians. These individuals shall
meet either SOPA or 36 C.F.R. 61
requirements.
14c. If human bone or bone of
unknown origin is found during
construction, all work shall stop in
the vicinity of the find and the
County Coroner shall be contacted
immediately. If the remains are
determined to be Native American,

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program

During
construction
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City of Sacramento
Public Works
Department
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Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measure

Impacts
Cultural Resources
Loss or degradation of
undiscovered
prehistoric and historic
resources.
(Mitigation Measure
14c continued)

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting / Responsible
Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

the Coroner shall notify the Native
American Heritage Commission
who shall notify the person it
believes to be the most likely
descendant. The most likely
descendant shall work with the
contractor to develop a program for
reinterment of the human remains
and any associated artifacts. No
additional work is to take place
within the immediate vicinity of the
find until the identified appropriate
actions have been carried out.

Truxel Road Extension
Mitigation Reporting Program
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DEPARTMENT OF
NEIGHBORHOODS, PLANNING
AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA

1231 I STREET
ROOM 300
SACRAMENTO, CA
95814-2998
PLANNING
916-264-5381
FAX 916-264-5328

NEGATIVE DECLARATION
The City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation, does hereby prepare, make, declare, and
publish this Negative Declaration for the following described project:
The extension of Truxel Road from North Loop Road to Elkhorn Boulevard. The roadway extension
will be 4,717 feet in length and 54 feet wide. The project will include a landscaped median, street
lights, and traffic signals.
The City of Sacramento, Department of Neighborhoods, Planning, and Development Services, has reviewed
the proposed project and has determined that the project, with mitigation measures, as identified in the
attached Initial Study, will not have a significant effect on the environment. An Environmental Impact
Report is not required pursuant to the Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (Sections 21000, et seq., Public
Resources Code of the State of California).
This Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to Title 14, Section 15070 of the California Code of
Regulations; the Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 91-892) adopted by the City of
Sacramento; and the Sacramento City Code, Title 63.
A copy of this document and all supportive documentation may be reviewed or obtained at the City of
Sacramento, Department of Neighborhoods, Planning, and Development Services, Planning Division, 1231
I Street, 3rd Floor, Sacramento, California 95814.
Environmental Services Manager, City of Sacramento,
California, a municipal corporation

TRUXEL ROAD EXTENSION
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

•TRUXEL ROAD EXTENSION
NEGATIVE DECLARATION
This Initial Study has been required and prepared by the Department of Neighborhoods,
Planning and Development, Planning Division, Office of Environmental Affairs, 1231 I Street,
Room 300, Sacramento, CA 95814, pursuant to Title 14, Section 15070 of the California Code
of Regulations; the Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 78-171) adopted
by the City of Sacramento, and the Sacramento City Code, Title 63.
Organization of the Initial Study
This Initial Study is organized into the following sections:
SECTION I - BACKGROUND: Page 1 - Provides summary background information about the
project name, location, sponsor, and when the Initial Study was completed.
SECTION II - PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Page 2 - Includes a detailed description of the
Proposed Project.
SECTION III - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION: Page 3- Contains the
Environmental Checklist form together with a discussion of the checklist questions. The
Checklist Form is used to determine the following for the proposed project: 1) "Potentially
Significant Impacts" that may not be mitigated with the inclusion of mitigation measures, 2)
"Potentially Significant Impacts Unless Mitigated" which could be mitigated with incorporation of
mitigation measures, and 3) "Less Than Significant Impacts" which would be less than
significant and do-not require the implementation of mitigation measures.
SECTION IV - ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Page 33 Identifies which environmental factors were determined to have either a "Potentially Significant
Impact" or "Potentially Significant Impacts Unless Mitigated", as indicated in the Environmental
Checklist.

SECTION V - DETERMINATION: Page 34 - Identifies the determination of whether impacts
associated with development of the Proposed Project are significant, and what, if any,
additional environmental documentation may be required. A list of mitigation measures
required for the Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard) Extension is also included.
SECTION I. BACKGROUND
1.

File Number,Project Name:
CP#TT91, Truxel Road Extension

2.

Project Location:
The Truxel Road Extension (Natomas Boulevard) is located between North Loop

April 9, 1999
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Road (Club Center Drive) and Elkhorn Boulevard, directly west of the East
Drainage Canal.
3.

Project Sponsor and Contact Persons:
Public Works Department
Karen Grehm, Project Manager
Public Works Department
927 10th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 264-7914
Planning Services Division. Office of Environmental Affairs
Fred Buderi, Environmental Project Manager
Neighborhoods, Planning and Development Services
Office of Environmental Affairs •
1231 I Street Room 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 264-7602

4.

Date Initial Study Completed:
April 9, 1999

Introduction
The City of Sacramento is the lead agency for the preparation of this Negative Declaration for the
Truxel Road Extension proposed by the City of Sacramento. The Truxel Road Extension Project
is a proposal by the City's Public Works Department for property located in the North Natomas
(Figure 1). The proposal is to extend Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard) from North Loop Road
(Club Center Drive) to Elkhom Boulevard (approximately 1 mile).
The City has determined that a Negative Declaration is the appropriate environmental document
for the proposed project. It is believed at this time that the mitigation measures are feasible and,
when implemented, will reduce the potentially significant impacts identified to a less than significant
level. Therefore, a Mitigated Negative Declaration is the appropriate environmental document for
this project.
SECTION II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project Location
The project is located in the North Sacramento Community Planning Area. The approximate one
mile extension of Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard) is located between Elkhorn Boulevard to the

April 9, 1999
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Figure 1

TRUXEL ROAD EXTENSION
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

north and North Loop Road (Club Center Drive) to the south.
Project Characteristics
The extension project is 4,717 feet in length and 54 feet wide and will consist of two 14-foot wide
lanes (one in each direction), two 6-foot shoulders, a 14-foot wide raised center median and
median landscaping, a 12-inch water line and irrigation system to serve the landscaping, 6-foot
wide aggregate base shoulders on either side of the road, street lighting in the median, minimal (not
ultimate) drainage improvements to serve the interim roadway, and a traffic signal will be installed
at the intersection of Elkhorn Boulevard and Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard). The extension
project is an interim project, ultimately, Truxel Road will have four lanes and a 92-foot right of way.
The City is in the process of acquiring the ultimate 92-foot right of way.
Construction of the roadway extension is estimated to begin mid-June 1999 and to be completed
by mid-August 1999. The traffic signal is estimated to be operational by the end of August 1999.
The Truxel Road extension would continue Truxel Road (Natomas Boulevard) from North Loop
Road (Club Center Drive) to Elkhorn Boulevard. The extension is needed to provide north-south
access from North Loop Road to Elkhorn Boulevard. The extension of Truxel Road to Elkhorn
Boulevard has been identified as a four lane road in the approved North Natomas Community Plan
(City of Sacramento, 1996).
SECTION III. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

•

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

1. LAND USE
Would the proposal:
A)
B)

Result in a substantial alteration of the
present or planned use of an area?

i

Affect agricultural resources or operation
(e.g., impacts to soils or farmlands, or
impact from incompatible land uses?)

i

Environmental Setting
The proposed project site is undeveloped land that was previously used for agricultural production.
The project site is located within the Natomas Community Plan Area. The North Natomas
Community Plan (NNCP) identifies Truxel Road as extending to Elkhorn Boulevard. The Plan
identifies Truxel Road to be a four lanes in width with a 100-foot right for the portion located

April 9, 1999
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between North Loop Road and Elkhorn Boulevard (City of Sacramento, 1996, pg. 40).
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if the project would
substantially alter an approved land use plan that would result in a physical change to the
environment. Impacts to the physical environment resulting from the proposed project are
discussed in subsequent sections of this document.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The proposed project is consistent with the approved North Natomas Community Plan, resulting
in no impact to the approved land use plan for the area. Additionally, the extension of the roadway
would provide needed vehicular access for the planned future development of North Natomas.
The site is no longer being used for agricultural purposes. Therefore the proposed project would
not affect agricultural operations. Pavement of the approximate 5.84 acre roadway project would
permanently remove that land from other future agricultural uses. However, the conversion of this
land to urban development is consistent with the approved community plan. The impact of the
conversion of agricultural land in North Natomas was analyzed in previous environmental review
documents and approved with adoption of the North Natomas Community Plan. Therefore the
impact of the roadway extension on agricultural resources or operations is considered less than
significant.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would not result in impacts to land uses.

April 9, 1999
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

2. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the proposal:
A)

B)

Induce substantial growth in an area
either directly or indirectly (e.g., through
projects in an undeveloped area or
extension of major infrastructure)?

i

Displace existing housing, especially
affordable housing?

,/

Environmental Setting
The proposed project site is currently undeveloped land, previously used for agricultural production.
No homes are located on the subject site.
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if the project would induce
substantial growth that is inconsistent with the approved land use plan for the area or displace
existing affordable housing.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
As discussed above in Section 1, the proposed project is consistent with the approved North
Natomas Community Plan and would provide necessary vehicle access to the adjacent planned
residential development. The proposed project would not remove any homes. Planned future
development of the surrounding area includes housing. Therefore impacts to growth and housing
would be considered less than significant.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Finding
The proposed project would not result in impacts to population and housing.

April 9, 1999
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

3. SEISMICITY, SOILS, AND GEOLOGY
Would the proposal result in or expose people to
potential impacts involving:
A)

Seismic hazards?

V

B)

Erosion, changes in topography or
unstable soil conditions?

V

Subsidence of land (groundwater
pumping or dewatering)?

V

Unique geologic or physical features?

V

C)
D)

Environmental Setting
Seismicity. The Sacramento General Plan Update (SGPU) Draft Environmental Impact Report
identifies all of the City of Sacramento as being subject to potential damage from earthquake
groundshaking at a maximum intensity of VIII of the Modified Mercalli scale (SGPU DEIR, 1987,
T-16).
Topography. The Truxel Road extension project site is essentially flat. Topography varies
approximately from 12 feet to 15 feet above mean sea level (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).
Regional Geology. The North Natomas study area is located within the Sacramento Valley which
is a part of the larger Great Central Valley. The Great Central Valley is a deep trough that extends
400 miles from the Klamath Mountains in the north to the Tehachapi Mountains in the south. The
Sacramento Valley is drained by the Sacramento River and its tributaries, which flow south and
west toward San Francisco Bay (City of Sacramento, 1985 pg. K-1).
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if it allows a project to be built
that will either introduce geologic or seismic hazards by allowing the construction of the project on
such a site without protection against those hazards.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A, B, C, and D
The roadway extension is not considered to result in the exposure of people to geologic hazards.
The roadway will not subject people to seismic hazards. Roadways are not typically designed for
seismic purposes. Grading and compaction of the soils affected by the proposed street
improvements would not result in a significant impact on soils. Additionally, there are no
April 9, 1999
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recognized unique geologic features or Physical features that would be impacted by the proposed
roadway extension. Project related impacts on area soils and earth conditions are anticipated to
less than significant.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would not subject people to geologic hazards, resulting in a less than
significant impact.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

4. WATER
Would the proposal result in or expose people to
potential impacts involving:
A)

Changes in absorption rates, drainage
patterns, or the rate and amount of
surface runoff?

/
i

B)

Exposure of people or property to water
related hazards such as flooding?

C)

Discharge into surface waters or other
alteration of surface water quality (e.g.,
temperature, dissolved oxygen or
turbidity)?

i

Changes in currents, or the course or
direction of water movements?

.1

D)
E)

F)

Change in the quantity of ground waters,
either through direct additions or
withdrawal, or through interception of an
aquifer by cuts or excavations or through
substantial loss of groundwater recharge
capability?

.1

Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater?

i
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Impacts to groundwater quality?

Environmental Setting
Surface Water. The project site is currently undeveloped land that was previously used for
agricultural production. Currently, surface runoff is absorbed into the earth or drains into the East
Drainage Canal, located directly east of the proposed roadway alignment. The East Drainage
Canal ultimately drains into the Sacramento River.
The City of Sacramento has obtained a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit from the State Water Resources Control Board under the requirements of the Environmental
Protection Agency and Section 402 of the Clean Water Act. The goal of the permit is to reduce
pollutants found in urban stormwater runoff. The 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 the permit. The primary objective of the BMP's is
to reduce nonpoint 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 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
Site 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
Flood Control and Sewers Division, 1391 35th Avenue, Sacramento, CA).

Flooding. Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has revised the effective Flood
Insurance Rate Map and Flood Insurance Study for a portion of North Natomas which
encompasses the proposed project area. The proposed project area and surrounding areas were
previously located in flood Zone A. On April 1, 1999, FEMA issued a Letter of Map Revision, which
essentially removed the area from the Zone A and placed it into the Zone X flood designation.
Zone X is a Non-Special Flood Hazard Zone and is defined as being outside the 500-year
floodplain. (FEMA, 1999).

Standards of Significance
Surface/Ground Water. For purposes of this environmental document, an impact is considered
significant if the proposed project would substantially degrade water quality and violate any water
quality objectives set by the State Water Resources Control Board, due to increased sediments and
other contaminants generated by consumption and/or operation activities.
April 9, 1999
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Flooding. Expose people and/or property to the risk of injury and damage in the event of a 100year flood.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
The extension of Truxel Road would result in an additional 5.84 acres of previously undeveloped
land to be developed (includes the 14-foot wide landscaped median), which would result in
additional surface runoff. The proposed project will include interim drainage improvements,
consisting of ditches on either side of the roadway that will drain via a 24-inch pipe under Truxel
Road and tie into existing drains that empty into the East Drainage Canal. The additional surface
runoff created by the extension of Truxel Road will drain into the East Drainage Canal and would
result in a less than significant impact.

Question B
As the North Natomas Comprehensive Drainage Project has been completed, the proposed project
is in a designated Zone X and is therefore be outside the 500-year floodplain, it would not directly
expose people or property to hazards in the event of a 100-year flood (FEMA, 1999).
Questions C and D
Construction related activities have the potential to impact water quality. Fuel, oil, grease, solvents,
and other chemicals used in construction activities have the potential of creating toxic problems if
allowed to enter a waterway. Construction activities are also a source of various other materials
including trash, soap, and sanitary wastes.
The degree of construction related impacts to water quality is partially determined by the time
duration of the various construction activities and rainfall distribution. Summer construction
activities will decrease the sediment and other pollutant levels that may impact water quality.
In order to reduce the potential erosion and water quality problems, the proposed project shall
require that the contractor abide by certain notes, specifications, and restrictions associated with
the project. These notes, specifications, and restrictions shall be developed by the project's
managers and engineers in order to provide guidance for all work and to assure the quality of the
project. The notes, specifications, and restrictions shall be indicated on all construction plans and
adherence shall be agreed to by the contractor.

Mitigation Measures
4a.) The proposed project shall minimize surface disturbance as much as possible during
grading and construction activities associated with the roadway extension project.
4b.) Excavated material shall be disposed or stored away from water sources, and the
disposal or storage shall be graded to minimize surface erosion.
4c.) Pollutants such as sanitary wastes and petroleum products shall be collected and
removed from the job as they accumulate. An emergency spill prevention and
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countermeasure plan shall be developed prior to construction. If necessary, chemical
toilets shall be used in order to prevent bacterial and nutrient contamination of surface
waters.
4d.) Employ Best Management Practices (BMPs) before, during and after construction.
BMPs will minimize erosion and sedimentation, and prevent pollutants such as oil and
grease from entering stormwater drains. Compliance with BMP provisions will assure that
development and use of the site will result in a less than significant impact to surface waters
and will not result in the alteration of surface water quality.
Questions E, F and G
No change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawal, or
through interception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations or through substantial loss of groundwater
recharge capability is expected to result from the extension of Truxel Road. The extension of
Truxel Road would not alter the direction or rate of flow of ground-water, or impact groundwater
quality.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less-than-significant impacts to water resources with the
implementation of the above mitigation measures.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

5. AIR QUALITY
Would the proposal:
A.

B)
C)

D)

Violate any air quality standard or
contribute to an existing or projected air
quality violation?
Exposure of sensitive receptors to
pollutants?
Alter air movement, moisture, or
temperature, or cause any change in
climate?
Create objectionable odors?

./
.1

i
i

Environmental Setting.
The site lies within the urbanized area of Sacramento County of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin
April 9, 1999
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(SVAB), and is subject to federal, state, and local air quality regulations. Both the federal
Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air Resources Board classifies the SVAB as
nonattainment for ozone and PM,c, (particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter); carbon
monoxide (CO) is designated as unclassified/attainment (California Air Resources Board, 1998).
The project site is in Sacramento County, under the jurisdiction of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District (SMAQMD). The SMAQMD is responsible for implementing
emissions standards and other requirements of federal and state laws.
Standards of Significance.
Ozone and Particulate Matter. An increase of either ozone precursor, nitrogen oxides (NO.) or
reactive organic gases (ROG), above 85 pounds per day would result in a significant impact.
An increase of PM 10 above 275 pounds per day would result in a significant impact.
Carbon Monoxide. Carbon monoxide concentrations are considered significant if they exceed the
1-hour state ambient air quality standard of 20.0 parts per million (ppm) or the 8-hour state ambient
standard of 9.0 ppm (state ambient air quality standards are more stringent than their federal
counterparts) and are made worse by the proposed project.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
Construction activities of the proposed project would result in the emission of air pollutants. For
the purposes of this document, construction air emissions are divided into two separate phases.
Phase I is the grading phase of construction and Phase II is the actual construction of roadways,
structures, and facilities.
Assuming the project site is 5.85 acres in size (4,717 feet long and 54 feet wide), Phase I
(construction grading activities) air emissions for the proposed project would result in the
generation of one pound of ROG, nine pounds of NO„, and 357 pounds of PM 10 per day. Phase
II (roadway construction) air emissions for the proposed project would result in the generation of
one pound of ROG per day from asphalt paving activities. These results were obtained using
methods prepared by the SMAQMD (SMAQMD, 1994). PM 10 emissions resulting from the
proposed project would exceed the significance threshold for PM10.
Mitigation Measures
In order to reduce PM 10 air emissions from the proposed project to less than significant levels, the
following mitigation measures shall be implemented by the City of Sacramento during construction:
5a.) Enclose, cover or water all soil piles twice daily;
5b.) Water exposed soil with adequate frequency to keep soil most at all times; and
5c.) Maintain construction equipment in optimum running condition.
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Incorporation of these mitigation measures would reduce PM10 emissions to 75 pounds per day,
which is well below the significance threshold. Air emission reductions were determined using
methods prepared by SMAQMD's (SMAQMD, 1994).
Question B.
The pollutant of concern for sensitive receptors is carbon monoxide (CO). Motor vehicle emissions
are the dominant source of CO in Sacramento County (SMAQMD, 1994). High levels of CO can
impair the transport of oxygen in the bloodstream, thereby aggravating cardiovascular disease and
causing fatigue, headaches, and dizziness. For purposes of environmental analysis, sensitive
receptor locations generally include parks, sidewalks, transit stops, hospitals, rest homes, schools,
playgrounds and residences. Commercial buildings are generally not considered sensitive
receptors because neither children nor seniors are generally found at those locations.
The existing project site is currently surrounded by vacant land. The nearest sensitive receptor is
a residence located north of Elkhorn Boulevard and some office buildings located south of Del Paso
Road. The North Natomas Community Plan designates the immediate surrounding land primarily
as residential uses, agriculture uses, and some commercial uses. There is a potential for sensitive
receptors to be exposed to pollutants once the surrounding areas are developed.
Based on the SMAQMD's methodology for determining CO concentrations (SMAQMD, 1994) and
results from the Transportation Evaluation of the North Natomas Composite Plan (Kittelson &
Associates Inc., 1992), one-hour concentrations of CO are expected to be 12.13 ppm and eighthour concentration of CO to be 5.84 ppm. These concentrations are well below the state ambient
standards, resulting in a less than significant impact.
Question C
Development of the roadway extension is not expected to result in the alteration of air movement,
moisture, or temperature, or cause any change in climate, resulting in a less-than-significant
impact.
Question D
The laying of asphalt could create some short-term objectionable odors, however there would be
no nearby sensitive receptors at the time the asphalt is layed (Summer 1999). A less-thansignificant impact is expected to result from construction of the proposed project.
Findings
With the incorporation of the above mitigation measures into the project, a less than significant air
quality impact is anticipated.
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6. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
Would the proposal result in:
A)

Increased vehicle trips or traffic
congestion?

B)

Hazards to safety from design features
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment)?

C)

Inadequate emergency access or access
to nearby uses?
.

D)

Insufficient parking capacity on-site or offsite?

E)

Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or
bicyclists?

F)

Conflicts with adopted policies supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

G)

Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts?

i
i
/
/
i
i
i

Environmental Setting
Roads. Major roadways in the vicinity of the proposed project site are Elkhorn Boulevard, Del Paso
Road, and Truxel Road. Interstate 80 and Highway 99 provide regional roadway access to the
area.
Del Paso Road, located south of the proposed project is currently a 6-lane, east-west roadway with
a center median and shoulders. Elkhorn Boulevard, the northern boundary of the proposed project,
is currently 2-lane, east-west roadway with a shoulder. The southern portion of Truxel Road
between Del Paso Road and North Loop Road is a 4-lane, north-south roadway with a median and
shoulders. The northern portion of Truxel Road between Del Paso Boulevard and North Loop
Road is a 3-lanes (two lanes southbound and 1 lane northbound) with a median and shoulders.
The North Natomas Community Plan has identified several additional local roads to be constructed
and existing roads to be widened and/or extended as the North Natomas area develops.
April 9, 1999
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Public Transportation. Regional Transit is the major public transportation service provider within
Sacramento County providing 20 miles of light rail service and fixed-route bus service on 65 routes.
Light rail service and many of the bus routes are currently oriented to the downtown area.
Presently, there is no bus or light rail service within several miles of the proposed roadway
extension.

Bikeways. Currently there are no officially signed or striped bicycle routes in North Natomas
(Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District and Sacramento Area Council of
Governments, no date).
Standards of Significance
Roadway Traffic. For the purposes of this document, a significant traffic impact occurs when
roadway level of service is D, E, or F (Kittelson & Associates Inc., 1992).

Bikeways. A significant bikeway impact would occur if a project hindered or eliminated an existing
designated bikeway, or if the project interfered with the implementation of a proposed bikeway.
A significant bikeway impact would occur if a project were to increase bicycle/pedestrian or
bicycle/motor vehicle conflicts.

Regional Transit. A significant impact to the transit system would occur if normal operation of the
project results in blockage to transit routes. A significant impact to the transit system would also
occur where project generated ridership, when added to existing or future ridership, exceeds
available or planned system capacity. Capacity is defined as the total number of passengers the
system of busses and light rail vehicles can carry during the peak hour of operation.

Parking. A significant impact to parking would occur if the anticipated parking demand of the
project exceeds the available or planned parking supply.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
The interim Truxel Road extension project will be a two lane road. Eventually, the ultimate roadway
will be four lanes, with two lanes of traffic in each direction. The North Natomas Community Plan
and the Transportation Evaluation of the North Natomas Composite Plan prepared for the City
show that Truxel Road will carry between 22,000 and 23,800 average daily trips (assuming Truxel
Road is a 4-lane road) which is a level of service C (Kittelson & Associates Inc., 1992). Level of
Service C does not exceed the significance threshold.
Additionally, this project would create additional north-south roadway access to Elkhorn Boulevard
and Del Paso Road. Currently the nearest other north-south roadway access from Del Paso Road
to Elkhorn Boulevard is Sorento Road, located approximately 1.5 miles east of the proposed
roadway extension. This additional road access will reduce the amount of traffic currently
experienced along Sorento Road.

Question B, C, D, E, F, and G
April 9, 1999
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The design of the proposed Truxel Road extension complies with all applicable City land use and
design standards assuring that the uses and design features do no result in significant
transportation/access/parking/emergency related impacts, resulting in a less than significant
impact.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The project would not result in impacts to transportation or circulation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal result in impacts to:
A)

Endangered, threatened or rare species
or their habitats (including, but not limited
to plants, fish, insects, animals and
birds)?

B)

Locally designated species (e.g., heritage
or City street trees)?

C)

Wetland habitat (e.g., marsh, riparian and
vernal pool)?

i
i
/

Environmental Setting
The project site is dominated by a non-native grassland plant community that is mowed in some
areas, and uncropped agricultural fields. Past agricultural use of the site was for sugar beet crops
(ECORP Sugnet, 1999). The East Drainage Canal is located directly east of the proposed roadway
alignment.
Wetlands and special-status species could potentially exist on the subject site or use the subject
site for foraging. A Wetland and Special-Status Species Assessment was conducted by ECORP
Sugnet Environmental Consultants during March 1999 to determine the potential for wetlands and
special-status species to occur. The results of their assessment follows.
Waters of the U.S. There are four areas of potentially-jurisdictional waters of the U.S. (under the
jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers) identified on the site which encompass
approximately 0.52 acres (Figure 2). One seasonal wetland depression is associated with a linear
April 9, 1999
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depression that drains east into a partially inundated topographical low spot at the edge of building
pads. A second potential seasonal wetland area appears to be a hole dug for construction
purposes which has excavated soil deposited adjacent to the depression. A third area is a narrow
ditch located parallel to the East Drainage Canal between and agricultural field and a berm.
However, because this ditch is a remnant of the agricultural practices and is not associated with
an historic natural feature, it may not be considered a jurisdictional water of the U.S. or wetland.
The fourth area is a culvert that discharges water from Elkhorn Boulevard and drains off-site via
another culvert along Elkhorn Boulevard. (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).

Special-Status Species. According to the National Diversity Data Base, no special-status species
have been recorded on the project site. The project site is not considered suitable habitat for
special-status plant species or plant communities as the result of the disturbed condition of the site.
Suitable habitat for one special-status reptile species was observed on the project site during the
survey, and the site is considered potential wintering habitat for two birds and potential foraging
habitat for six raptors. The seasonal depression discussed above may be considered suitable
habitat for two special-status species invertebrates known to occur within the region. The East
Drainage Canal levee, located east of the proposed roadway alignment may be suitable habitat for
one ground nesting owl species. (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).

Wildlife. Two invertebate species have low potential to occur on the project site. These are vernal
pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynch!), a federally-listed threatened species; and vernal pool
tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi), a federally-listed threatened species. Seasonally ponded
areas were documented on the project site; however, these areas are not likely to be considered
suitable habitat for vernal pool fairy shrimp or vernal pool tadpole shrimp, since they are likely the
result of relatively recent disturbance. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) is ultimately
responsible for determining what constitutes potential habitat. The Natomas Basin Habitat
Conservation Plan, Sacramento and Suffer Counties, California (City of Sacramento, 1997),
approved by the USFWS upon issuance of the associated Incidental Take permit, indicates those
areas in the Natomas Basin where these species may be expected to occur. The proposed
roadway alignment is located outside of those areas. (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).

Reptiles. The giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas) has potential to occur on the project site.
There are numerous records of giant garter snake sightings within the vicinity of the project site,
as reported by the California Natural Diversity Database. Giant garter snake is a federally-listed
threatened species and a California-listed threatened species. A known location of giant garter
snake is recorded along the East Drainage Canal between Del Paso Boulevard and Elkhorn
Boulevard. The location of this 1990 sighting describes a large area that encompasses the project
boundaries; however, the precise location is not known. Several records of giant garter snake
sightings are recorded in the general vicinity of the project site. (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).
Birds. Special-status birds which may be associated with the project site include potential winter
residents, potential foragers, and one potential ground nester. There are no trees located on the
site, however a few trees are located within a 1/4 mile (one quarter) of the proposed project site.
The levee of the East Drainage Canal represents potential nesting habitat for the burrowing owl
(Athene cunicularia), a California species of special concern and a federal species of concern.
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Burrowing owls nest in abandoned ground squirrel burrows. During ECORP Sugnet's field survey,
no ground squirrels or ground squirrel burrows were observed on the levee, however the presence
of burrows has been documented along the East Drainage Canal. (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).
There are six raptors with potential to forage on the project site. These species may be observed
foraging within the project boundaries at any season. Swainson's hawk (Buteo swainsoni) is a
threatened species in California, but is not federally listed. White tailed kite (Elanus leucurus) is
a California (California Department of Fish and Game) "fully protected" species, but is not federally
listed. Golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos) is a state "fully protected" species and a California species
of special concern. Ferruginous hawk (Buteo regalis) is a California and federal species of special
concern. Northern harrier (Circus cyaneus) and prairie falcon (Falco mexicanus) are California
species of special concern. During ECORP Sugnet's field survey, a northern harrier was observed
foraging in the project vicinity. Swainson's hawk nests have been recorded greater than two miles
west of the project site. (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).
Two bird species have potential to occur within this region as winter residents in grasslands and
pastures; however, nesting is not known to occur in this area. Mountain plover (Charadrius
montanus) is a proposed federally threatened species and California species of special concern.
Long-billed curlew (Numenius americanus) is a California species of special concern. (ECORP
Sugnet, 1999).
Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (NBHCP). The NBHCP is a conservation plan designed
to support an application for an incidental take permit under Section 10(a) of the federal
Endangered Species Act, and for a managment authorization under Section 2081 of the California
Fish and Game Code. The purpose of the NBHCP is to promote biological conservation along with
economic development and the continuation of agriculture within the Natomas Basin. The NBHCP
establishes a multi-species conservation program to mitigate the expected loss of habitat values
and incidental take of protected species that would result from urban development, operation of
irrigation and drainage systems, and rice farming. The goal of the NBHCP is to preserve, restore,
and enhance habitat values found in Natomas Basin while allowing urban development to proceed
according to local land use plans. As the proposed project is located wholly within NBHCP area,
it is subject to the requirements of the plan.
The NBHCP allows for the following three forms of mitigation that are to be selected by the project
proponent (NBHCP Section 3.1.2):
(1)

payment of the Mitigation Fees; or

(2)

transfer of Habitat Mitigation Requirement Land (lands with the City of Sacramento
as a Permittee or an Urban Development Permittee may grant to the Natomas
Basin Conservancy in fee simple title of encumber with a Conservation Easement
in favor of the Conservancy in order to preserve the Habitat Values found thereon
and mitigate for the conversion of other lands to Urban development pursuant to the
provisions of this Agreement) to the Conservancy, together with payment of the
Administrative, Endowment, and Habitat Management componentsof the Mitigation
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Fees; or
(3) such other mitigation plan, consistent with the goals for the NBHCP and equivalent
in biological value to (1) and (2) above, as approved by [the City of Sacramento] in
prior consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California
Department of Fish and Game. Under [mitigation measure] (3), no alternative
mitigation strategy will be implemented without the prior written approval of the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Department of Fish and Game.

Standards of Significance
For purposes of this environmental document, an impact would be significant if any of the following
conditions or potential thereof, would result with implementation of the proposed project:
▪

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

•

substantial degradation of the quality of the environment, reduction of the habitat,
reduction of population below self-sustaining levels of threatened or endangered
species of plant or animal;

•

affect other species of special concern to agencies or natural resource
organizations (such as regulatory waters and wetlands); or

•

Violate the Heritage Tree Ordinance (93-066, amended).

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and C
The development of the proposed project would eliminate approximately 5.84 acres of land that has
been identified as suitable habitat for the giant garter snake, mountain plover and the long-billed
curlew (wintering habitat only), and burrowing owls. Development of the site would also eliminate
foraging area for six raptors.
Additionally, an estimated 0.52 acres of potentially-jurisdictional waters of the U.S. were also
identified on the project site. However, that figure may be reduced once the actual extent and
definitions of jurisdictional features are verified as a jurisdictional wetland by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers. The seasonally ponded areas located on the project site are not likely to be
considered suitable habitat for vernal pool fairy shrimp or vernal pool tadpole shrimp, since they
are likely the result of relatively recent disturbance. However, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
is ultimately responsible for determining what constitutes potential habitat. The proposed roadway
alignment is located outside of the areas designated in the Natomas Basin (as approved by the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in the NBHCP) where vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool
tadpole shrimp may be expected to occur. Incidental populations and artificial habitats are not
considered to have long-term significance to the survival and recovery of the vernal pool species.
The NBHCP states that take of vernal pool species in non-vernal pool habitats outside the existing
vernal pool areas designated in the Natomas Basin shall be authorized under the NBHCP's
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associated Section 10(a)(1)(B) (Federal Endangered Species Act) and Section 2081 (California
Department of Fish and Game) permits and shall be fully mitigated through satisfaction of the
mitigation requirements. (City of Sacramento, 1997). Therefore impacts on vernal pool fairy
shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp are expected to be less than significant.
The mountain plover and long-billed curlew are potential winter residents, but not nesters.
Construction of the proposed project is expected to begin mid-June 1999 and be completed by midAugust 1999, outside the period of time these species have the potential to occur on the site
(October through March). Therefore impacts to the mountain plover and long-billed curlew are
considered less than significant.
The City of Sacramento Public Works Department has elected to pay the mitigation fee as outlined
in the NBHCP to mitigate for the loss of habitat. Mitigation fees paid by the Department of Public
Works will go towards the acquisition, protection, and enhancement of existing habitats in the
Natomas Basin. Payment of the mitigation fee satisfies the mitigation requirement and constitutes
adequate compliance with the NBHCP (NBHCP, 1997, Section IV.B.2).
In order to mitigate the impacts to special-status species, the mitigation measures listed below shall
be incorporated into the proposed project by the City:
Mitigation Measures
7a.) A pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist just prior to
construction to determine the presence or absence of burrowing owl nests. In the event
that a non-breeding burrowing owl nest is observed during the pre-construction survey, the
burrowing owl nest shall be relocated in accordance with an approved plan by the City. In
the event that a breeding burrowing owl nest is observed during the pre-construction
survey, construction activities shall be postponed until after the breeding season (typically
April-July).
7b.) A pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist just prior to
construction to determine the presence or absence of active Swainson's hawk nests. This
survey shall be conducted during the active Swainson's hawk nesting season, March 1
through September 15 (NBHCP, 1997). In the event an active Swainson's hawk nest is
identified, the nest site shall be avoided and no construction activities shall take place within
1/4-mile of the nest site (NBHCP, 1997).
7c. Construction shall occur between April 15 through September 30. All ditches, canals,
rice fields, and other aquatic habitats on the construction site shall be dewatered for a
minimum of two weeks, preferably more, before ground disturbance commences.
Dewatering shall be implemented regardless of whether giant garter snakes are known to
occur on the site. At least one week prior to planned dewatering of any aquatic habitats on
the site, the City shall notify the Natomas Basin Conservancy (which will notify the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Game), to allow the agencies
to evaluate the potential for trapping and removal of giant garter snakes from the site and
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relocation to other suitable habitat (NBHCP, 1997).
Question B
No locally designated species exist within the proposed subject site, therefore no locally designated
species will be impacted by the proposed project.
Question C
An estimated 0.52 acres (four areas) of potentially-jurisdictional waters of the U.S. were also
identified on the project site. That figure may be reduced once the actual extent and definitions of
jurisdictional features are verified as a jurisdictional wetland by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
Three of the four areas identified with wetland characteristics may not be considered jurisdictional
waters of the U.S. because they are ditches that are not remnants of historic, naturally occurring
watercourses, or were temporarily excavated from non-wetland areas for construction purposes.
The proposed project would fill these areas of potentially-jurisdictional waters of the U.S. would
result in a potentially significant impact.
The ditches and canals located in the project area may fall under the jurisdiction of the California
Department of Fish and Game. Prior to construction, the City shall contact the California
Department of Fish and Game to determine if the ditches and canals located within the proposed
project site require a Streambed Alteration Agreement and will obtain one if required.
The following mitigation measures would reduce the impact to wetlands and ditches/canals to a
less than significant level:
Mitigation Measures
7d.) Prior to construction, the City shall obtain a verified jurisdictional waters of the U.S.
determination from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USCOE). If the USCOE determines
there are jurisdictional wetlands on the project site, the City shall obtain the necessary
USCOE permits.
7e.) If the USCOE determines there are jurisdictional wetlands on the project site, prior to
construction, the City shall obtain a certification/waiver from the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board to validate the USCOE permit discussed in Mitigation Measure 7d.)
above.
Findings
Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce potential impact to biological
resources to a less than significant level.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

8. ENERGY
Would the proposal result in impacts to:

A)

Power or natural gas?

B)

Use non-renewable resources in a
wasteful and inefficient manner?

i
i

C)

Substantial increase in demand of
existing sources of energy or require the
development of new sources of energy?

.1

Environmental Setting
Currently no gas or electrical services exist on the project site. However, gas and electrical
services would be extended to the area as additional land uses are constructed. The impacts of
extending gas and electrical services to the surrounding area were analyzed under separate
environmental documents.
Standards of Significance
Gas Service. A significant environmental impact would result if a project would require PG&E to
secure a new gas source beyond their current supplies.
Electrical Services. A significant environmental impact would occur if a project resulted in the need

for a new electrical source (e.g., hydroelectric and geothermal plants).
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A - C
As part of the proposed project, 21 sets of double mast arm street lights will be installed in the
median, spaced approximate 175 feet apart. Additionally, six single mast arm street lights will be
installed on the side of the roadway at two future street locations and at Elkhorn Boulevard. A
traffic signal will also be installed at the intersection of Truxel Road and Elkhorn Boulevard. Energy
required for the operation of the street lights and traffic signal would be provided by existing
electrical services and would not require the need for new electrical sources.
The extension of Truxel Road will not use natural gas and would therefore not require PG&E to
secure new gas sources.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
April 9, 1999
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Findings

The project would not result in impacts to electrical or natural gas systems.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

9. HAZARDS
Would the proposal involve:
A risk of accidental explosion or release
of hazardous substances (including, but
not limited to: oil, pesticides, chemicals or
radiation)?

,/

B)

Possible interference with an emergency
evacuation plan?

i

C)

The creation of any health hazard or
potential health hazard?

,/

• Exposure of people to existing sources of
potential health hazards?

,/

Increased fire hazard in areas with
flammable brush, grass, or trees?

,/

A)

D)
E)

Environmental Setting

The project site is undeveloped land that was previously used for agricultural purposes, including
the production of sugar beets (ECORP Sugnet, 1999). No structures exist on the project site. In
July 1997, a Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment was prepared by Versar, Inc. for an area
which encompassed the proposed roadway project site. No specific evidence of environmental
contamination was identified within the project area. The Phase 1 did identify the potential for
agricultural pesticides in the sediment within the East Drainage Canal resulting from the past
agricultural use of the area. The Phase 1 also identified an unauthorized release of aviation fuel
from an underground storage tank in 1988, located approximately 1.5 miles south of the
southernmost point of the proposed project. Soil samples indicate the presence of petroleum
products, however the extent of the contamination is unknown. (Versar, Inc., 1997).
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Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this document, an impact is considered significant if the proposed project
would:
•

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing
contaminated soil during construction activities;

•

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to asbestoscontaining materials; or

•

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing
contaminated groundwater during dewatering activities.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A through E
The project site contains no known contaminated soil, asbestos containing materials, or
contaminated groundwater. Construction activities are not expected to result in contact with the
potentially contaminated sediment within the East Drainage Canal. No structures, would be
demolished, therefore it is unlikely workers would come in contact with asbestos containing
materials.
Construction activities are not anticipated to result in the contact of groundwater, therefore
exposure of workers to any contaminated groundwater is not expected.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts regarding hazards.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

10. NOISE
Would the proposal result in:
A)

Increases in existing noise levels?
Short Term
Long Term
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Exposure of people to severe noise
levels?
Short Term
Long Term

B)

.1

i

Environmental Setting
The existing noise sources within the project area include road traffic along Elkhorn Boulevard,
North Loop Road, and Del Paso Boulevard. The nearest noise receptor is a residence located
north of Elkhorn Boulevard and offices located south of Del Paso Boulevard.
Standards of Significance
Thresholds of significance are those established by the Title 24 standards and by the City's
General Plan Noise Element and the City Noise Ordinance. Noise and vibration impacts resulting
from the implementation of the proposed project would be considered significant if they cause any
of the following results:
•

Exterior noise levels at the proposed project which Are above the upper value of the
normally acceptable category for various land uses caused by noise level increases
due to the project;

•

Residential interior noise levels of 45 Ldn or greater caused by noise level increases
due to the project;

•

Construction noise levels not in compliance with the City of Sacramento Noise
Ordinance;

▪

Occupied existing and project residential and commercial areas are exposed to
vibration peak particle velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to project
construction;

•

Project residential and commercial areas are exposed to vibration peak particle
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to highway traffic and rail
operations; and

•

Historic buildings and archaeological sites are exposed to vibration peak particle
velocities greater than 0.25 inches per second due to project construction, highway
traffic, and rail operations.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The extension of Truxel Road will generate short term construction related noise. Construction
operations will adhere to the Standard Specifications for Public Works Construction in the City of
Sacramento (Resolution 89-216) which limit construction time to 7 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday through
Friday, except for work that is necessary for safety. The City's Noise Ordinance exempts noise
caused by construction equipment_ operated between the hours of 7 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday
through Saturday and 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. on Sundays, but applies standards for maximum exterior
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noise levels at all other times. City Code also specifies that operation of an internal combustion
engine shall be equipped with suitable exhaust and intake silencers which are in good working
order (reduces noise from construction equipment by approximately 5 dB).
Compliance with the City's Noise Ordinance will ensure that the construction of the proposed
roadway extension will have a less than significant short term noise impact.
Long term impacts resulting from the operation of the proposed roadway have been analyzed
under separate environmental review.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts regarding noise.

•

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

11. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the proposal have an effect upon, or
result in a need for new or altered government
services in any of the following areas:
A)

Fire protection?

/

B)

Police protection?

/

C)

Schools?

/

D)

Maintenance of public facilities, including
roads?

i

Other governmental services?

i

E)

Environmental Setting
Police protection to the proposed project area is provided by the Sacramento City Police
Department. Fire protection and emergency medical services are provided by the Sacramento City
Fire Department. As there are no residences in the project area, no schools currently serve the
project area.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A-E
Increased demand for public services does not generally result from the development of improved
circulation and roadway services. The proposed project is not expected to result in a negative
Apr11 9, 1999
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effect upon police services, fire services, schools, parks or other recreational facilities, or
government services.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to public services.

•

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Impact .
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

12. UTILITIES
Would the proposal result in the need for new
systems or supplies, or substantial alterations to
the following utilities: .

A)

Communication systems?

,/

B)

Local or regional water supplies?

./

C)

Local or regional water treatment or
distribution facilities?

i

D)

Sewer or septic tanks?

/

E)

Storm water drainage?

i

F)

Solid waste disposal?

./

Environmental Setting
The proposed project site is currently undeveloped with no utilities on the proposed project site.
Standards of Significance
For purposes of this environmental document, an impact is considered significant if the proposed
project would:
•

result in a detriment to microwave, radar, or radio transmission;

•

create an increase in water demand of more than 10 million gallons per day;

•

substantially degrade water quality;

•

generate more than 500 tons of solid waste per year; or
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generate stormwater that would exceed the capacity of the stormwater system.

.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A through D and F
The proposed project would not interfere with any communication systems, water supplies, water
treatment, sewer or septic systems, or solid waste disposal, resulting in a less than significant
impact.
The proposed project would increase the amount of impervious surface area, thereby increasing
the amount of storm water drainage. This interim project will include interim drainage
improvements consisting of ditches on either side of the roadway that will drain via 24-inch
diameter pipe under Truxel Road and connect into existing drains that empty into the East Drainage
Canal. The amount of stormwater that would drain from the proposed project is not expected to
exceed the capacity of the East Drainage Canal, resulting in a less than significant impact.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to utility systems.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

13. AESTHETICS, LIGHT AND GLARE
Would the proposal:
A)

Affect a scenic vista or adopted view
corridor?

B)

Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic
effect?

i
/

C)

Create light or glare?

.1

D)

Create shadows on adjacent property?

i

Environmental Setting
The project location site and the surrounding lands are currently undeveloped land that were
previously used for the agriculture production.
Standards of Significance
Shadows. New shadows from developments are generally considered to be significant if they
would shade a recognized public gathering place (e.g., park) or place residences/child care centers
in complete shade.
April 9, 1999
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Glare. Glare is considered to be significant if it would be cast in such a way as to cause public
hazard or annoyance for a sustained period of time.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A through D
The proposed project is not within an identified scenic corridor or viewshed and will not create an
aesthetically offensive site. The proposed street lights located in the median will not cause any
significant shadows on adjacent property, nor will the roadway create any glare. Aesthetic impacts
associated with the proposed project would be less than significant.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

14. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal:
A)

Disturb paleontological resources?

B)

Disturb archaeological resources?

C)

Affect historical resources?

D)

Have the potential to cause a physical
change which would affect unique ethnic
cultural values?

E)

Restrict existing religious or sacred uses
within the potential impact area?

i

i
i
i
i

Environmental Setting
The proposed project is located within a Medium Archeological Sensitivity as defined by the North
Natomas DEIR (City of Sacramento, 1985, pg. 0-2 and 0-3). There are no known paleontological
sites in the project area.
A Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation report was prepared in 1997 by PAR Environmental
Services for a 108-acre area known as North Natomas Estates, which encompasses the proposed
roadway site. According to the Evaluation, no previously recorded prehistoric or historical
archaeological sites with the project area are present. There are, however, several such sites
located to the east and southeast within a mile of the proposed project site. (PAR Environmental
Services, 1997).
The project area is included within the boundaries of the Historic Reclamation District 1000 (RD
1000) that was created by the State Legislature in 1911. This District has been documented and
evaluated as a rural historic landscape and has been determined eligible at the state level of
April 9, 1999
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significance for the period 1911 to 1939 (under Criterion A). (PAR Environmental Services, 1997).
The boundaries of the RD 1000 Rural Historic Landscape District is described as follows:
•
•
•
•

Eastern boundary - Eastern edge of the Natomas East Man Drainage Canal.
Southern boundary - Southern edge of the Natomas East Main .Drainage Canal.
Western boundary - Eastern edge of the Sacramento River.
Northern boundary - Northern edge of the RD 1000s Cross Canal. (VVidell, 1994).

The subject area of significance of this rural historic district is reclamation, and the historical context
is the reclamation and flood control of the Sacramento River Basin with the Sacramento Flood
Control Project. The majority of the East Drainage Canal and the open fields within the project area
are considered to be contributing resources that reflect large scale land patterns significant to the
RD 1000.
In 1995, the City of Sacramento and the Sacramento Area Flood Control District developed the
North Natomas Comprehensive Drainage Plan which created or modified stormwater detention
basins, detention basin pump stations, and trunk lines. The completion of the Natomas
Comprehensive Drainage Plan provides the North Natomas area, an area that was previously
subject to flooding, with 500-year flood protection which allows for the future planned and approved
development in the North Natomas area (see the Water section regarding flood protection). The
Draft Environmental Report for the North Natomas Comprehensive Drainage Plan identified the
impact to the historic nature of the RD 1000 as a significant unavoidable impact. The Draft EIR
identified the preparation and implementation of "a cultural resources inventory, significance
evaluation, impact analysis, and mitigation plan" as a mitigation measure to reduce the impact on
historic resources, such as the RD 1000 (City of Sacramento Department of Utilities and Jones &
Stokes Associates, Inc., 1996).
The Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency prepared the Historic Property Treatment Plan for
Reclamation District 1000 Rural Historic Landscaped District. The treatment plan provides
technical recording methods for the historic district. The treatment plan mitigates the impact of the
Natomas Comprehensive Drainage Plan and mitigates the impact of future development to the
historic RD 1000.
Standards of Significance

Cultural resource impacts may be considered significant if the proposed project would result in one
or more of the following:
•

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

•

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

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The project site has the potential to contain buried prehistoric and/or historic artifacts that are
unknown to date. The grading and possible excavation associated with the construction of the
roadwayextension could potentially disturb or damage prehistoric and historic resources; therefore,
this is considered a potentially significant impact.
April 9, 1999
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The following mitigation measures will help reduce the cultural and historic resources impact of the
project to a less-than-significant level.

Mitigation Measures
The future project application for development on the site shall be conditioned to meet the following
performance criteria:
14a.

In the event that any historic surface or subsurface archaeological features or
deposits, including locally darkened soil ("midden"), that could conceal cultural
deposits, animal bone, shell, obsidian, mortars, or human remains, are uncovered
during construction, work within 100 feet of the find shall cease and a qualified
archaeologist shall be contacted to determine if the resource is significant.
If the find is determined to be of significance, resources found on the site shall be
donated to an appropriate museum or cultural center.

14b.

When Native American archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are
involved, all identification and treatment shall be conducted by qualified
archaeologists who are either certified by the Society of Professional Archaeologists
(SOPA) or who meet the federal standards as stated in the Code of Federal
Regulations (36 C.F.R. 61), and Native American representatives who are approved
by the local Native American community as scholars of their cultural traditions. In
the event that no such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal
governments and/or organizations in the locale in which resources could be affected
shall be consulted. When historic archaeological sites or historic architectural
features are involved, all identification and treatment is to be carried out by historical
archaeologists or architectural historians. These individuals shall meet either SOFA
or 36 C.F.R. 61 requirements.

14c.

If human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during construction, all work shall
stop in the vicinity of the find and the County Coroner shall be contacted
immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner
shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission who shall notify the person
it believes to be the most likely descendant. The most likely descendant shall work
with the contractor to develop a program for reinterment of the human remains and
any associated artifacts. No additional work is to take place within the immediate
vicinity of the find until the identified appropriate actions have been carried out.

Question C
The Historic Property Treatment Plan for Reclamation District 1000 Rural Historic Landscaped
District prepared by the Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency addressed the impacts of future
development on the historic RD 1000. The roadway extension results in an incremental portion of
the development anticipated by the flood control/drainage planning for the North Natomas area.
The project's contribution to the anticipated changes in the historic landscape of North Natomas
are minor and will serve as infrastructure for large scale development projects approved in the
vicinity. The project results in a less than significant impact on historic resources.
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Questions D and E
There are no unique ethnic cultural or religious/sacred values associated with the project site or
in the immediate vicinity of the project site, therefore, no impact will occur.
Findings
Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce potential impacts to cultural,
historical, and paleontological resources to a less than significant level.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

15. RECREATION
Would the proposal:
A)

B)

'Increase the demand for neighborhood or
regional parks or other recreational
facilities?

i

Affect existing recreational opportunities?

,/

Environmental Setting
The proposed project site is currently undeveloped land that was previously used for the production
of agricultural crops. No recreational areas are located on the project site.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The proposed project will not affect the quality or quantity of recreational facilities in the area,
resulting in a less than significant impact on recreational facilities. Future residential development
of the surrounding area will result in an impact on existing recreational facilities and create a
greater demand for recreational opportunities, however those impacts were assessed under
separate environmental review.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to recreational resources.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

14. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE
A.

B.

C.

D.

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?

./

Does the project have the potential to
achieve short-term, to the disadvantage
of long-term environmental goals?

i

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.)

./

Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? Disturb
paleontological resources?

i

Mandatory Findings of Significance Discussion
A. As discussed in the preceding section, the proposed project, with mitigation, does
not have the potential to significantly degrade the quality of the environment,
including effects on animals or plants, or to eliminate historic or prehistoric
resources.
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B.

As discussed in the preceding section, the project does not have the potential to
achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.

C.

When impacts are considered along with, or in combination with other impacts, the
project-related impacts are less than significant. The proposed project will not add
substantially to any cumulative effects. Mitigation measures have been
incorporated into the project to reduce project-related impacts to a less than
significant level.

D.

The proposed project does not have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, nor will it
disturb paleontological resources. Mitigation measures have been incorporated into
the project to reduce project-related impacts to a less than significant level.

SECTION IV. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below potentially would be affected by this project.
Land Use and 'Planning

Hazards

Population and Housing

Noise

Geological Problems

Public Services

Water

Utilities and Service Systems

Air Quality

Aesthetics

Transportation/Circulation

Cultural Resources

Biological Resources

Recreation

Energy and Mineral Resources

./ Mandatory Findings of Significance

None Identified
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SECTION V. DETERMINATION
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 the projectspecific mitigation measures described in Section III have been added to the project. A
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

Signature

Kels-rY

Printed Name

April 9, 1999

Ayril

Date

lq-19

For
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Truxel Road Extension - Mitigation Measures
Water Mitigation Measures
4a.) The proposed project shall minimize surface disturbance as much as possible during
grading and construction activities associated with the roadway extension project.
4b.) Excavated material shall be disposed or stored away from water sources, and the
disposal or storage shall be graded to minimize surface erosion.
4c.) Pollutants such as sanitary wastes and petroleum products shall be collected and
removed from the job as they accumulate. An emergency spill prevention and
countermeasure plan shall be developed prior to construction. If necessary, chemical
toilets shall be used in order to prevent bacterial and nutrient contamination of surface
waters.
4d.) Employ Best Management Practices (BMPs) before, during and after construction.
BMPs will minimize erosion and sedimentation, and prevent pollutants such as oil and
grease from entering stormwater drains. Compliance with BMP provisions will assure that
development and use of the site will result in a less than significant impact to surface waters
and will not result in the alteration of surface water quality.
Air Quality Mitigation Measures
5a.) Enclose, cover or water all soil piles twice daily;
5b.) Water exposed soil with adequate frequency to keep soil most at all times; and,
Sc.) Maintain construction equipment in optimum running condition.
Biological Resource Mitigation Measures
7a.) A pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist just prior to
construction to determine the presence or absence of burrowing owl nests. In the event
that a non-breeding burrowing owl nest is observed during the pre-construction survey, the
burrowing owl nest shall be relocated in accordance with an approved plan by the City. In
the event that a breeding burrowing owl nest is observed during the pre-construction
survey, construction activities shall be postponed until after the breeding season (typically
April-July).
7b.) A pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist just prior to
construction to determine the presence or absence of active Swainson's hawk nests. This
survey shall be conducted during the active Swainson's hawk nesting season, March 1
through September 15 (NBHCP, 1997). In the event an active Swainson's hawk nest is
identified, the nest site shall be avoided and no construction activities shall take place within
1/4-mile of the nest site (NBHCP, 1997).
7c. Construction shall occur between April 15 through September 30. All ditches, canals,
rice fields, and other aquatic habitats on the construction site shall be dewatered for a
minimum of two weeks, preferably more, before ground disturbance commences.
Dewatering shall be implemented regardless of whether giant garter snakes are known to
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occur on the site. At least one week prior to planned dewatering of any aquatic habitats on
the site, the City shall notify the Natomas Basin Conservancy (which will notify the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Game), to allow the agencies
to evaluate the potential for trapping and removal of giant garter snakes from the site and
relocation to other suitable habitat (NBHCP, 1997).
7d.) Prior to construction, the City shall obtain a verified jurisdictional waters of the U.S.
determination from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USCOE). If the USCOE determines
there are jurisdictional wetlands on the project site, the City shall obtain the necessary
USCOE permits.
7e.) If the USCOE determines there are jurisdictional wetlands on the project site, prior to
construction, the City shall obtain a certification/waiver from the California Regional Water
Quality Control Board to validate the USCOE permit discussed in Mitigation Measure 7d.)
above.
Cultural Resource Mitigation Measures
The future project application for development on the site shall be conditioned to meet the following
performance criteria:
14a.

In the event that any historic surface or subsurface archaeological features or
deposits, including locally darkened soil ("midden"), that could conceal cultural
deposits, animal bone, shell, obsidian, mortars, or human remains, are uncovered
during construction, work within 100 feet of the find shall cease and a qualified
archaeologist shall be contacted to determine if the resource is significant.
If the find is determined to be of significance, resources found on the site shall be
donated to an appropriate museum or cultural center.

14b.

When Native American archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are
involved, all identification and treatment shall be conducted by qualified
archaeologists who are either certified by the Society of Professional Archaeologists
(SOPA) or who meet the federal standards as stated in the Code of Federal
Regulations (36 C.F.R. 61), and Native American representatives who are approved
by the local Native American community as scholars of their cultural traditions. In
the event that no such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal
governments and/or organizations in the locale in which resources could be affected
shall be consulted. When historic archaeological sites or historic architectural
features are involved, all identification and treatment is to be carried out by historical
archaeologists or architectural historians. These individuals shall meet either SOFA
or 36 C. F. R. 61 requirements.

14c.

If human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during construction, all work shall
stop in the vicinity of the find and the County Coroner shall be contacted
immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner
shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission who shall notify the person
it believes to be the most likely descendant. The most likely descendant shall work
with the contractor to develop a program for reinterment of the human remains and
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any associated artifacts. No additional work is to take place within the immediate
vicinity of the find until the identified appropriate actions have been carried out.
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