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Honorable Members in Session:
SUBJECT: PARKING GARAGE C (VD71) - PUBLIC HEARING ON CERTIFICATION OF
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, APPROVE THE PROJECT AND
AWARD DESIGN ASSIST CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO HARBISON
MAHONY HIGGINS SUBJECT TO THE SALE OF BONDS
LOCATION AND COUNCIL DISTRICT:
80514 1h Street, Council District #1
RECOMMENDATION:
This report recommends that:

•

City Council certify the Environmental Impact Report, and;
• Adopt the findings of fact, statement of overriding considerations for the project.
• Adopt the mitigation monitoring and reporting program ( MMRP).

•

Approve the Parking Garage C Project.

•

Award the Parking Garage C design assist construction contract to Harbison Mahony
Higgins Construction, Inc. for the projected Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) in the not to
exceed amount of $16,203,652 with the stipulation that;
a.

A notice to proceed with construction will only be issued if City Council certifies the
FEIR and the 30 day challenge period has ended without a resulting lawsuit.
b. Total contractual obligations under this contract be limited to $979,200 pending the
successful sale of bonds for the project.
c. Approve related financial transactions.
.___
_
_ _ ._ w
CONTACT PERSON:

Department of

PUBL^CWO9IG
CITY OF
SACRAMENTO

Kirk Thompson, Project Manager, 2G4-8431
Mark Miller, Parking Manager, 264-7610
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FOR COUNCIL MEETING OF:

May 9, 2000

SUMMARY:
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
This project required a full environmental impact report. The consultants, Public Works and
Planning staff have completed the process required by the California Environmental Quality
Act Guidelines. Staff submits the Environmental Impact Report for City Council review and
certification.
CONTRACTOR SELECTION
Harbison Mahony Higgins, along with four other contractors, responded to the Request for
Qualifications (RFQ) for the Parking Garage C project. The selection committee short-listed
three contractors to submit proposals. The selection committee consisting of a member of the
community, the council member's staff, the architect, Downtown Department and Public
Works staff. They unanimously ranked the proposals as follows:
1. Harbison Mahony Higgins
2. Turner Construction
3. McCarthy Construction
Staff has completed negotiations with Harbison Mahony Higgins Construction, Inc. The total
negotiated contract is a not to exceed the amount of $16,203,652. HMH has agreed to
perform preconstruction activities for a value not to exceed $25,000. In the event of a lawsuit
or if approvals are not granted for the award and/or the bond sale, the City's liability would not
exceed $25,000.
BACKGROUND: A synopsis is provided below. Details are in Attachment A-F.

History
•

City Council on May 26, 1998
Presented the Parking study prepared by DKS Associates, Downtown Department, and
Public Works Department. Projections indicated 2,675-4,000 additional parking stalls
needed in the downtown area by the year 2000.

•

City Council on July 27, 1999
Staff presented a long-term parking strategy to Council that identified a need for a variety
of programs and services developed to meet future Off-Street downtown parking needs.
These measures included promotion of programs that support and encourage alternate
mode use, carpooling, bicycle parking, construction of interim surface parking lots and the
development of a 1000 space garage facility at Lot C located at 14th & H Streets.
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Reasons to construct project at this location were identified as follows:
• The City owns this property. Reduced development cost and shorter time to construct.
• Supports renovated Memorial Auditorium and Convention Center events.
• Near California Environmental Protection Agency office building.
• Reduce parking intrusion into residential neighborhood due to Cultural Arts District.
•

City Council on September 21, 1999

Established CIP for design and construction of Multi-level Parking Garage (Council
Resolution 99-533) Competitive bidding was waived and staff was authorized to release
an RFP for the contractor on this project.
•

Community Meeting on October 26, 1999 (Refer to Attachment A)
An introductory meeting was held to discuss the project. The Police Department discussed
crime deterrent strategies that have been incorporated into the design.

•

Council on December 14, 1999
Award design contract to Gordon H. Chong & Partners. Additionally, the Sacramento City
Finance Authority adopted Resolution 99-007 for reimbursement of City funds advanced
from bond proceeds.

•

Design Review / Preservation Board on December 15, 1999 (Refer to Attachment C)
Three conceptual options were presented:
1) Simple massing similar to Lot I with less than 1,000 cars,
2) Building that includes step backs and set backs with 1,000 cars; and
3) Building with "step & set backs" with approximately 1,200 cars.
Comments received at this meeting: The Board gave comments about pedestrian
scale, is in support of zero lot line for retail functions and height of project. Height of
building will not be perceivable at the pedestrian level (sidewalk). The public is in
support of the project, concerned about traffic on 15th Street, concerned about the
increase in trips to the site, and supports retail instead of office space.

•

Planning Commission on January 6, 2000 (Refer to Attachment D)
The same three options were presented as noted above.
Comments received from Commissioners:
• Place garage @ 14th & I instead of proposed location.
• Reduce height of building in half.
• Eliminate ground floor retail to reduce height of project.
• Make it like Waterfall Garage to reduce below grade height.
Comments received from Public:
• Supports the project due to the retail component.
• Height is not the problem as long as retail remains.
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•
•
•

Against the expansion of the Music Circus project.
Ground floor retail is important to the community.

Community Meeting on January 10, 2000

•
•
•

This meeting was held to discuss with the community an overview of DR/PB and
Planning Commission comments received.
Plans, sections, elevations and diagrammatic drawings were presented.
Comments received:
• How big is the proposed building in relation to the Governor's Mansion?
• Will the alley be closed during construction?
• Would like to see the landscape plans.

•

Community Meeting on January 31, 2000
This presentation was to inform the public on the progress of the project, review DR/PB
and Planning Commission comments, and to discuss initial design and planning concepts.

•

Community Meeting on February 28, 2000
A certified shorthand reporter recorded proceedings from this meeting. A transcript of the
meeting and comments made regarding the building, planning, and design of the parking
structure are included in the FEIR.

•

Community Meeting on March 27, 2000

The Community asked for photomontage at specific areas around the neighborhood.
Comments heard:
"The architects have addressed your comments and changed the design based upon the
comments. There needs to be some compromise."
• "How is it compatible with my 1904 building at 14t" & G Streets?"
• "Would like to see more classical elements. Make the building look older."
•"I support the direction of the project. I think the architects have made adjustments to the
design. I don't agree with everything, but I support the project."
• "Will there be any leaf screen on the alley?"
•

•

Meeting with the Mansion Flats Neighborhood Association on April 3, 2000
Meeting held at the architect's office to hear the concerns of the group. The meeting was
to gather input so that a different design approach could be explored. The Mansion Flats
Neighborhood developed a sketch and discussed it with the project team.
Comments heard:
• Group is happy with the building footprint. The step backs and setbacks are okay.
• The architect should include brick borders on windows and arches.
• Canvas awnings at each retail bay are desired.
• Building should have historic look, like the Mansion Flats neighborhood.
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•

Design Review / Preservation Board on April 5, 2000
Staff discussed reasons for project. Spoke about 1998 study that projected increased
parking in the downtown area. First priority is the eastern end that will serve the
Convention Center, Memorial Auditorium, Sacramento Theater and Music Circus events as
well as office tenants.
• Design team looked around the neighborhood for materials and color pallet to assist
in the design of the building.
• One board member suggested a different type of screen on the building.
• Staff is currently discussing the exterior design of project with the Mansion Flats
Neighborhood. We are working on a compromise with the community.
• The board gave clear design direction on a conventional exterior for the building.
• Project will return to Design Review / Preservation Board on May 3, 2000.

•

Planning Commission on April 13, 2000
Staff discussed reasons to maximize garage in this location.
Two ways to address height and massing of project:
• Zero lot line like Parking Garage I (the "Waterfall Garage"). This allows lower overall
height of the building in the form of a box with limited exposure of retail.
•

Embrace set backs and step backs. This increases the height of building. However,
this approach provides increased canopy room for street trees, allows more light to
reach the street, develops human scale massing and the potential for exciting retail
along H, 14 th and 15th Streets.

Comments heard from the community:
• Concern about degradation of historic resources of neighborhood.
• Recommend using "historic finishes" on the new garage to solve this concern.
• Adjacent motel owner is concerned with reduced visibility of office across the alley.
Planning Commission comments:
• How will the public interact with the revenue control system?
• The height of the building is a concern.
•

Follow up meeting with the Mansion Flats Neighborhood Association on April 24, 2000
• The architect prepared additional design sketches. Three schemes were presented to
the community for their input at this meeting.
• The Mansion Flats Neighborhood representatives selected the option contained in (See
Attachment F).

•

May 3, 2000 - Design Review / Preservation Board
Comments will be summarized at the City Council meeting.
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FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS:
The project is dependent on EIR certification and the successful sale of bonds. The bond
issuance process will begin with certification and conclude no later tha.n August 31 and
perhaps much earlier. Total liability of the City to August 31 will be limited to $979,200 on the
construction contract under consideration and to $2,383,663 for the entire project. This larger
amount represents all expenditures and contract liabilities to that date.
If the EIR is not certified, expenditures on this project will be limited to those already incurred
of approximately $900,000.
The estimated project budget is $19,100,000 including a $500,000 revenue control system.
The project will ultimately be funded by bonds issued for the total project cost and paid by
Parking revenue, with expenditures incurred prior to the bond sale reimbursed to the fund.
To fund expenditures and liabilities up to the time of the bond sale, $1,193,663 in
appropriations must be added to the existing project budget of $1,190,000 for a total
appropriation of $2,383,663. For rounding purpose, $1,200,000 will be added from
administrative contingency increasing appropriations to $2,390,000 as provided for in the
attached resolution.
Staff is advised by consultants studying revenue requirements for bonding Garage C that
average, overall increases in Parking Enterprise revenues of 5.5% annually would be needed
for the next five years to make it possible for the Parking Fund to pay for development of
Garage C. Parking fee projections indicate that increases averaging 5.5% can be achieved.
Because some parking fees are limited by market conditions or long term contracts and
because hourly fees are increased in increments of twenty-five cents, parking fee increases
would be larger than 51/2% in some years and less in others to achieve the desired average.
Also, rate adjustments in some garages may increase much more than 5.5%.
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS:
The City's Planning Division prepared an Environmental Impact Report ( EIR) for this project.
Public hearings were held during the Notice of Preparation comment period and during the
public review period for the Draft EIR. Issues associated with the environmental review
include:
•

The EIR analyzed the Proposed Project and four alternatives. The alternatives include the
No Project alternative (no change to the site), a Reduced Height alternative (60 feet high
vs. 103± feet high), an Off-Site Alternative (on the'/2 block bounded by 14t"/15t"/I Streets,
between I & J Streets), and an Alternative Site Access Design alternative (with access from
14th & H Streets instead of 14 th & 15`" Streets). The environmentally superior alternative
(ie. the fewest significant effects) was Alternative C, the Off-Site Alternative.
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•

Mitigation measures are identified to reduce most impacts to less-than-significant levels.
These measures reduce impacts to traffic (site access and construction traffic), air quality
(construction emissions, and parking lot carbon monoxide), noise (from construction and
commercial deliveries), street tree impacts, cultural resources (buried resources), and
hazardous materials (potential for buried contamination).

•

The project will result in significant, unavoidable environmental impacts to noise/vibration
(construction vibration), urban design (mass and scale of the building in relation to nearby
structural/areas), shadows (shading of nearby residential buildings), cultural resources
(potential damage to adjacent historic structures) and cultural resources/preservation
(scale/mass of the project in relation to Preservation Areas).

•

The project is identified as having the potential for growth inducing impacts by constructing
a building much larger than adjacent structures. This may encourage the intensification of
some adjacent parcels and introduce new service demands in the area.

•

Comments on the Draft EIR are contained in the Final EIR. Comments included requests
for additional analysis of traffic. Additional traffic analysis prepared for the Final EIR
identified no significant traffic impacts. Staff recommends that the City Council include
implementation of additional project features to direct traffic to the garage with the least
intrusion on nearby residential areas. Further traffic calming measures, though not
required as mitigation for the project, could be analyzed for appropriate action by the City
Council as part of the City's traffic management programs.

•

The Proposed Project has a greater level of significant impacts than the Off-Site Alternative
or the Reduced Height Alternative. The Public Works and Downtown and Regional
Enterprise Agency staff have identified policy goals and feasibility issues which the
Proposed Project would support over these alternatives in the event the City Council
authorized the construction of the project, including additional parking in the downtown
area, support for the Arts and Entertainment District, and parking for Cal EPA.

•

The project was modified to include provision of additional evening event parking for the
duration of construction in order to provide an alternate location for evening parkers who
might normally use the existing Lot C.

Staff recommends that the City Council certify the EIR, adopt the attached Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations (See Attachment G), and adopt the attached
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (See Attachment H). (Both G & H Attachments
available for review in City Clerk's office).
POLICY CONSIDERATIONS:
•

The project exceeds the normal height allowed. On City building projects, the Planning
Commission provides review and comment only. The City Council may approve projects
which do not meet normal zoning ordinance requirements with approval of findings.
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•

Authorizing the City Manager to enter into an agreement with the contractor is consistent
with Sacramento City Code, Title 58.

ESBD CONSIDERATIONS:
No subcontractors or suppliers have bid or been placed under contract at this time. Therefore,
actual ESBD participation is not known at this time. The contract includes requirements for
20% ESBD participation. Harbison Mahony Higgins, Inc. has stated they will meet or exceed
the required participation. Staff will continue to involve the Office of Small Business
Development to encourage ESBD participation.
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Attachment A
COMMUNITY MEETINGS
•
•

•

•

Staff has met with specific neighborhood groups such as Alkali Flat, NAAG; Mansion Flats,
Washington, during the course of the design review of this project.
Public meetings were scheduled regularly between October 1999 and April 2000 to discuss
issues related to the project. Each meeting was publicly noticed within a three-block area
of the project site.
Our current notification list totals approximately 1,300 interested parties. Refer to the
BACKGROUND section for more specific information on the formal meetings attended or
given by City staff and consultants.
These meetings and presentations have included neighborhood residents and
representatives, business owners, advocacy groups, and various public agencies.

•

Community Meeting #1 on October 26, 1999
An introductory meeting was held to discuss the project. The Police department discussed
crime deterrent strategies that have been incorporated into the design.

•

Community Meeting #2 on January 10, 2000
This presentation was to inform the public on the progress of the project, review DR/PB
and Planning Commission comments, and to discuss initial design and planning concepts.

•

Community Meeting #3 on January 31, 2000
The purpose of this presentation was to inform the public on the progress of the,project
since the previous January 10th meeting, and to discuss the continuing development of the
design and planning concepts.
A more detailed discussion of how the leaf screen would be fabricated was discussed - the
design team explained that photographs of typical Sacramento street trees would be taken,
the leaf patterns traced, digitized, and then used as a guide for the laser-cutting of metal
panels.
Public comments at this meeting are as follows:
• Can the alley be used to build on to reduce the mass of the building?
• Why not set the Retail back to provide more sidewalk/street seating?
• Why is there open space at the corner of 15th and H? Wouldn't retail be best at the
corner?
• Clarion customers could be retail users.
• Why not put the open space in the middle of H Street?
• Can trees and plants be planted on the structure like Lincoln Plaza?
• Why not curve the building like CalTrans building on 29th and S.
• The building looks very 50's or 60's. The building's architecture does not relate to
the historic/character of the neighborhood/midtown.
• The building is too angular, the geometry is too hard or sharp.
• Why not have an Entry/Exit on the alley to allow for more retail on 15th.
• Can the alley be used for retail?

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Clarion garbage smells and might drift over to the open space at the corner of H and
15 th Street.
What are the sound impacts by using screen vs. a solid wall?
Can the building include "architecture" of the neighborhood - window pattern and
shape (arched) like that of Memorial Auditorium?
The retail level does not seem pleasant - rhythm, material, scale.
Can the alley be used for retail by providing an open arcade mail?
Can lighting be added to the alley to improve the alley environment.
Can the elevators be moved to the middle to encourage parkers to walk by the
retail?
A lot of bike locker like the Lot I Parking Garage does not seem necessary. A few
for the Theater or Memorial Auditorium is all that is needed.
Provide bike parking for the retail use in the form or racks.

What possible retail uses would be preferred?
• Almost anything that stays open after 5pm.
• Restaurant, shoe repair, dry cleaning, ticket booth, local mom & pop services.
• Any neighborhood services, but no convenience stores, no Lawyers or other offices
in prime retail locations.
Police
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

•

Would like to see the stair more open to the exterior and well lit.
Like the interior to be painted white.
Preferred a reduced number of alcoves in garage and retail.
Alley should have no niches. Flat wall, as shown, is best.
Help buttons should be in elevators, but should not be pushed by leaning on them.
Help buttons are good in the garage are also beneficial.
Security cameras recommended.
Glass backed (sided) elevators is a deterrent to crime. However, it is really difficult to
see anything from a patrol car or at the sidewalk looking up into the building.
Windows or openings would really just be advantageous from the perception that
someone might see you from below if you are in trouble or thinking of making
trouble.
Elevator lobbies and stairs should be very open. The stair being open to both the
street and the garage is good.
Cameras are also deterrents, but must be monitored and coordinated with the
Police operations and 911 services.

Community Meeting #4 on February 28, 2000

Kathleen A. Lugena-Cypress, a Certified Shorthand Reporter, recorded proceedings from
this meeting. A transcript of the meeting is available from the City of Sacramento, Parking
Division. Comments made regarding the building, planning, and design of the parking
structure are included in the FEIR. Below is a brief overview of the meeting:
•

The purpose of this meeting was to inform the public on the progress of the project
since the previous January 31 meeting and to discuss the continuing development of

the design and planning concepts. A more detailed description of specific materials
was also given, as well as further discussion of colors to be considered. As a response
to a number of comments made at the previous public meeting, numerous changes to
the building's design were made. Some of the more significant changes are as follows:
•

Alley retail: The retail frontage was extended around the corner and down the Alley.
This not only increases retail exposure, but also reinforces the visual connection from
Memorial Auditorium, as a patron walks down 15 th Street towards the parking structure.

•

Materials: More detailed design drawings were presented describing initial concepts for
glazing patterns, the extent of brick and its color, railing and leaf screen details, and
stair configurations.

•

Retail: (See Attachment B). Further development of the retail spaces included the
creation of a mid-block, two-story glazed storefront section. This was developed to help
break-up the linear quality of the retail fagade, provide a visual "surprise" as one walks
the length of H Street, and provide an area for public art. As well, it provides a unique
storefront for a specialty retail use. At the 14th and H Street corner, the retail opportunity
was reinforced by the development of a glazed cube, tucked into the adjacent brick
walls. The design team felt very strongly that this corner, with its relationship to the
Midtown Athletic club, has the greatest potential as an exciting cafe/restaurant site and
as such, merited special design attention as an anchor to the retail space. At the 1 5th
and H Street corner, a glass "marquis" was developed, not only to enhance the vitality
of the public space but more importantly, to mirror and strengthen the building's
relationship to the major entertainment venue located across the street. This marquis is
conceived as a piece of public art, or as an actual marquis, used to announce current
and upcoming attractions at the Music Circus and/or Theater Company.

•

Towers: At the previous public meeting, the police expressed a desire that elevator
access at all levels be as open as possible. In this latest plan, the elevators have been
positioned such that they open directly towards retail on the ground floor and on upper
levels open out to the exterior. Balancing the Parking division's request that the elevator
lobbies be protected from the weather, the design team proposed glazing the lobby
elevations - protected, but visually accessible at all floors.

The design team also presented a series of photos of existing buildings located in the several
blocks immediately adjacent to the project site. The goal was to help illustrate the variety of
building forms and styles present in the neighborhood, and that no one style is predominant.
•

Community Meetinq #5 on March 27, 2000

Present what at that time was the "Current Design Configuration" (page 23 of the March
20, 2000 Design Package). This iteration responded to many of the comments made at the
previous meeting. Public comments from this fifth meeting were as follows:
•
•
•

Photomontage should be prepared looking out from the windows of neighborhood
and Governor's Mansion.
What is the impact of traffic to the area?
Has the option for removing the 14th Street entry/exit been left open?
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Why was not eliminating the 14th Street entry/exit an option in the initial
investigation?
What are greenways? Are they plantings?
How can APP be included to make the leaf screen better? We don't like it or the
horizontals.
There are still no curves or arches.
The building pulls the neighborhood into the year 2000.
Make the building look older (with Gladding McBean terracotta).
I think the architects have addressed your comments and changed 40% of the
design based on the comments. There needs to be some compromise.
Can the alley look better, more like H Street?
Will there be any leaf screen on the alley?
It sounds like you are set on the architecture; you are designing the building to look
like the ugly buildings in the neighborhood.
How is it compatible with my 1904 building at 14th & G?
Why is the design not like your other structures you have designed in other
locations? This is why we where excited about your firm being hired.
Would like to see more classical elements. .
Memorial Auditorium is big and bulky, but we like the look of it.
When will construction begin?
Would like a copy of presentation material in 8 1/2 x 11 format.
Clarion Hotel - in support of the project - it will serve the community well.
This is only the third time we have seen the project.
Convention Center relates to the church, without being a direct copy, this approach of
relating by subtle details and materials is more appropriate than a copy of f-a style.
Krazan(GeoTech) stated no piles @ STC.
Is there still an option for an H Street vehicular entry/exit?
Can the utilities be moved somewhere else?
What relationship does this project have to the State Capitol in term.of height and
view corridor?
The building needs to be softer.
The alley needs to have the same attention and quality as the other sides because
the alley is our front door (Quality Inn).
The trash area should be moved to the other end of the alley.
I support the direction of the project. I think the Architects have made many
adjustments to the design. I don't agree with everything, but I support the project.

Based on the comments from this fifth Community meeting, the design team very quicklr
developed two revisions. In the first, the "punched" opening pattern at the 14th and 15t
elevation (perspective from 15th and H Street shown) was modified into one rhythmic, and
slightly more relative to other downtown historic buildings. In addition, the screen element
was reduced by approximately 15%, and the cornice was both lowered and increased in
size, to help reduce the apparent height at the H Street elevation. As well, the horizontal
bars of the secondary screen were changed to one with a more regular pattern of
perforations. The second revision eliminates the screen entirely, and treats the H Street
elevation in a similar fashion as both 14 th and 15t" Streets. The window pattern has been
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further detailed, with mullions and brick courses added to relate more directly with other
historic buildings of similar size and scale.
Soon after the March 27 Community Meeting, the design team was requested by the
Parking Division to meet specifically with the Mansion Flats Resident's Association, led by
Alicia Wenbourne, to work on developing an alternate design for the project.
•

April 3, 2000 - Meeting with Neighborhood
A meeting was scheduled and held in the design team's Sacramento offices to hear
specifically the concerns of the Mansion Flats group, and gather enough input such that
different approaches to the design of the project might be explored. As well, the Mansion
Flats group presented a sketch that was intended to illustrate some of the basic design
ideas they have been endeavoring to communicate to both the City and the design team that sketch is included in this package. Specific comments recorded at that meeting were
as follows:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•

Group is happy with building footprint and setbacks are ok.
Square character of the current design is not liked.
Repetitive vertical rhythm desirable.
Arches, smaller vertical details (Watsonville, Bush-Polk - previous parking structure
projects by GHCP) are desired.
Small, repetitive details are desired.
Like glass on 14 th & H, but not in the form of a cube.
Brick borders on windows and arches are desired.
Pre-cast columns-exposed/expressed and holding up a real horizontal cornice should
be looked at as an option.
Canvas awnings at each retail bay are desired.
Use of tile on roof of the retail and on the towers (like Masonic building, Elks building)
is desired.
Break-up storefront with jogs and changes of plane.
Horizontal elements are too hard.
Decorative Ironwork along top of the building would be better than the concrete
cornice currently indicated.
Weinstock's building has 3 story windows to reduce appearance of mass.
Add cornice - with dentals and brackets.
Architecture should reflect that of the neighborhood.
Carry consistent design scheme all around building.
Facetted corner/tower is an example of softer building without being round and
modern.
H Street needs to be repetitive and simple.
Every side does not need to be the same.
Bush-Polk windows are ok, because it fits into its neighborhood.
What does rounding corners do to the building? (question by design team)
Makes the building less modern.
Should be round like a bay window.
Makes the building flow and is softer.
Current planning concept is acceptable, but should be less modern.
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•
•
•
•

Verticals should break-up the horizontal.
Top of window openings should be rounded.
Red brick is the only acceptable element as currently presented.
Building should have historic look, like the Mansion Flats neighborhood.

April 24, 2000 - Meeting with Neighborhood.
The design team, with the support of the City's Parking Division, agreed to take these
comments and the prepared sketch to develop alternate approaches to the design of the
building. The follow-up meeting was held April 24, 2000.
Alternative Approach
Though the Design Review/Preservation Board and the Planning Commission have expressed
a preference for the design's current direction, the Mansion Flats group continues to feel
strongly that their needs and desires for the project are not being met. Consequently, the
design team has been working to develop alternative approaches that:
• Addresses their concerns for a "historically relevant" building compatible with the Mansion
Flats neighborhood,
• Are affordable and meet the City's budget criteria, and
• Will still provide the community as a whole a building of integrity and of lasting value.
To maintain the positive direction that the Design Review/Preservation Board and Planning
Commission expressed in one approach and core ideas of the neighborhood group, the
design team developed an alternate scheme in which the neighborhood group found
acceptable (Attachment F).
This final scheme is represented with H Street and 15th Street elevations. The design team
will continue to develop the plan, elevations, signage detail, etc. The plan submitted is for
reference, there are some minor modification not represented in plan that is expressed in
elevation (i.e. the round form at the corner of 14th and H Street). Resolution of plan elevation
will occur during our continued development.

Attachment B
RETAIL WITHIN THE PARKING STRUCTURE
•

•

Retail will reside on the ground floor. The project will provide a total of 29,063
square feet of retail / office / public space. A majority of the square footage along H
Street includes at least one restaurant opportunity; another 4,124 square foot retail
space is located along 15th Street at the alley.
A retail survey was distributed into the community - over 1,300 surveys were
I
mailed, 15% return; 198 completed surveys indicated the following information:
• Day time use - service oriented businesses (examples: Dry Cleaning, Mailing
Store, Shoe Repair)
• After business use - More feedback was given from the responding individuals
(examples: Restaurant,'Bar, Cafe, Coffee House)
• Dining - Good opportunity for restaurants in this neighborhood (examples:
Casual Dining, Coffee, Fine Dining, Various Ethnic Foods and Dessert)

Attachment C

DESIGN REVIEW / PRESERVATION BOARD
•
•

•

•

The design team and City staff presented the project to the Board in December 15, 1999,
April 5, 2000, and May 3, 2000.
The overall appearance of the building was a topic of concern for some individuals. The
neighborhood wants a building that is more reminiscent of the adjacent historic districts.
They are concerned with the building's contemporary design appearance.
However, neighborhood representatives advised the Board that they like the footprint of the
building and support the retail component.
Design Review / Preservation Board on December 15, 1999
Three options were presented:
• Simple massing similar to Lot I with less than 1,000 cars,
• Include step / set backs with 1,000 cars; and
• "Step & set backs" with approximately 1,200 cars.
The Board gave comments about pedestrian scale, is in support of zero lot line for retail
functions, and height of project will not be perceivable at the pedestrian level (sidewalk).
The public is in support of the project, concerned about traffic on 15th Street, concerned
about the increase in trips to the site, and supports retail over off ice space.

•

Desiqn Review / Preservation Board on April 5, 2000
Staff discussed reasons for project. Spoke about 1998 study that projected increased
parking in the downtown area. First priority is the eastern end that will serve the
Convention Center, Memorial Auditorium, Sacramento Theater and Music Circus events as
well as office tenants.
• Design team looked around the neighborhood for materials and color pallet to assist in
the design of the building.
• One board member suggested a different type of screen on the building.
• Staff is currently discussing the exterior design of project with the Mansion Flats
Neighborhood. We are working on a compromise with the community.
• The board gave clear design direction on a conventional exterior for the building.
• Project will return to Design Review / Preservation Board on May 3, 2000.

The most recent drawings were exhibited and described, as well as the two iterations
developed after the 5 th Community meeting and the sketch prepared by the Mansion Flats
group. This series of drawings is attached.
Height and overall mass at this site continues to be a concern 'of both members of the Design
Review/Preservation Board and the Planning Commission. With this in mind, a clear
preference has been expressed for the second revision. Within the second revision, the H
Street screen element has been eliminated, and replaced with a solid, punched elevation
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(minutes from both Public meetings are public record and as such, have not been included in
this Addendum).
Alternative Approach;
Though the Design Review/Preservation Board and the Planning Commission have expressed
a preference for the design's current direction, the Mansion Flats group continues to feel
strongly that their needs and desires for the project are not being met. Consequently, the
design team has been working to develop alternative approaches that:
• Addresses their concerns for a "historically relevant" building compatible with the Mansion
Flats neighborhood,
• Are affordable and meet the City's budget criteria, and
• Will still provide the community as a whole a building of integrity and of lasting value.
To maintain the positive direction that the Design Review/Preservation Board and Planning
Commission expressed in one approach and core ideas of the neighborhood group, the
design team developed an alternate scheme in which the neighborhood group found
acceptable.
This design concept began by looking at large scale buildings built in the late 1800's and early
1900's in an attempt to respond to the historic buildings that hold the highest value for the
neighborhood-.--The design takes-its-queues-from-the organizing-principles-of-auditoriums,--train--------stations, and factories built in this period. One large mass with a long span structure and
several ancillary buildings surrounding the main mass characterize these building types.
These buildings express their vertical structure, are expressions of weight and mass, and are
constructed of brick, steel, and glass.
The design team's challenge is to maintain these concepts while taking into consideration that
we are constructing the building with modern materials, modern techniques, skilled labor, and
modern building codes. The team also must work within a budget, program and schedule that
were determined prior to this design solution. We also are concerned about the overall,
apparent mass that could present itself with a direct interpretation discussed above.
The solution incorporates these ideas through massing, plane / material changes, and subtle
large scale form gestures. The body of the building expresses the structure by pulling the
columns out from the surface. These columns are topped short to keep the eye from traveling
to the top edge of the building. The openings between the columns are in-filled with a painted
steel screen designed in a traditional pattern reminiscent of wrought iron grillwork. The top of
.the building is relatively "quiet" through the use of simple openings, smooth plaster and
capped with a simple cornice detail. An additional mass reducing change of plane is
presented at the top. This element is recessed and will be a darker colored plaster to complete
the screening of the sloped parking decks.
The tower elements contrast with simple mass to further reduce the apparent overall mass of
the building and be a focal point to identify the building and pedestrian entries to the parking
structure. The bases of the towers are primarily brick. The tower rises up to pre-cast concrete
and a functional, ornamental steel cap structure. The sloped side of the tower is reminiscent
of a buttress holding the mass of the parking structure.
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The retail at H Street is composed of brick and pre-cast concrete. The large arch along H
Street recalls the large opens of transportation buildings that identify the entry/exit portal.
Aluminum storefront in-fill the openings between expressive columns tying the retail to the
parking structure. The retail at 14th and H Street is given a unique form - hoped to be develop
as a cafe. The material and form relate to the top of the towers.
This final scheme.is represented in an H Street and 15th Street Elevation. The design team
will continue to develop the plan, elevations, signage detail, etc. for presentation at future
hearings. The plan submitted is for reference, there are some minor modification not
represented in plan that is expressed in elevation (i.e. the round form at the corner of 14 th and
H Street). Resolution of plan elevation will occur during our continued development.
Landscape Design
The landscaping for the project was presented during the Design Review/Preservation Board
Hearing, April 6, 2000 and Planning Commission Hearing, April 13, 2000. The drawing that
was presented at those hearings and a description of the plan is being submitted with this
Addendum.
The landscaping proposed for this project is somewhat minimal, but has some excellent
opportunities for elaborate plantings. The goal, as with many landscapes, is to soften and
unify the site: It-also is-designed-to-`blend in'-with-adjacent-prope rties-and-character-istics,-and-provide visual interest while keeping in mind safety and durability. It is assumed that all
planting areas will be fully planted and irrigated. Typically the streetscape will be treated with
turf throughout the 7' wide parkway interrupted by areas of decomposed granite beneath
existing trees'so as to disturb their root systems as little as possible.
Three new trees, Gingko biloba, have been proposed in the parkway along 14th Street to
provide street trees where they have been removed or are non-existent. At the corners of 14t"
and H Streets and 15th and H Streets, low accent plantings will be utilized to provide color and
interest without obscuring a passing driver's view. Proposed plant material for these
intersections include:
• Euonymus j. `Microphylla' - Boxleaf Euonymus, as border material
• Berberis t. `Crimson Pygmy' - Dwarf Japanese Barberry, as accent material
• Dietes vegeta - Fortnight Lily, as accent material
• Annual color - where possible and appropriate
All planting areas, other than the small `plaza' at the northeast corner, will include one or some
combination of these species. The `plaza' at the northeast corner of the site has a proposed
planting of four palm trees (species to be determined), with accents of:
• Phormium t. `Apricot Queen' - New Zealand Flax
• Berberis t. `Crimson Pygmy'- Dwarf Japanese Barberry
• Armeria maritima `bloodstone' - Common thrift
These materials would be used in numbers/densities appropriate to the planting areas
provided.

One issue to be addressed with regards to existing trees is the pruning of the Chinese Elm on
15th street. As is common in the City of Sacramento, all pruning to be performed on the
existing street trees shall be done upon the recommendation of the landscape architect under
the direction of the City Arborist. A meeting between the Landscape Architect and the Design
Review/Preservation Board Landscape representative has not occurred since the April 3 rd
meeting as of the publishing of this document, however, a report of. the discussion and
conclusion will be presented during the hearing.
May 3, 2000
The documents presented in Attachment F were presented to the Board for review and
comment. Staff will bring Board comments to the Council meeting as part of the presentation.
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Attachment D
PLANNING COMMISSION
•
•
•

•

•

•

The design team and City staff presented the project to the Commission on January 6 and
April 13, 2000.
Commissioners, staff and interested individuals discussed the height and mass of the
building at length.
The project's zone (C-2: General Commercial) allows for a building height of 45'-0". If the
retail square footage is above 50% of the building footprint, an allowable height of 60'-0" is
allowed in the Cultural & Entertainment District.
The proposed project is planned to be 106' at the highest portion of the parapet wall in the
center of the structure. The top of the elevator towers will be approximately 120'. On City
building projects, the Planning Commission provides review and comment only (See
comments below).
Planning Commissioners asked if we could place the project partially below grade. (See
Attachment E). The architect, Gordon H. Chong & Partners explored constructing one and
two levels of parking below grade in an attempt to reduce the height of the building.
Planning Commission on January 6, 2000
Comments received from Commissioners:
• Place garage C 14th /15 th & I instead of proposed location
• Reduce height of building in half
• Eliminate ground floor retail to reduce height of project
• Make it like Waterfall Garage to reduce height?
Comments received from Public:
• Supports the project
• Height is not the problem
• Against the Music Circus project
• Ground floor retail is important to the community

•

Planning Commission on April 13, 2000
Staff discussed reasons to maximize garage in this location.
Two ways to address height and massing of project:
• Zero lot line like Parking Garage I (the "Waterfall Garage"). This allows lower overall
height of the building in the form of a box with limited exposure of retail.
• Embrace set backs and step backs per Planning Guidelines. This increases the height
of building. However, this approach provides increased canopy room for street trees,
allows more light to reach the street, develops human scale massing and the potential
for exciting retail along H, 14'h and 15th Streets.
Comments heard from the community:
• A member of the community is concerned about degradation of historic resources of
neighborhood.
• Adjacent motel owner is concerned with reduced visibility of office across the alley.

Planning Commission comments:
• How will the public interact with the revenue control system?
While discussions and design work on alternatives continue as a result of the April 3, 2000
meeting with the Mansion Flats Neighborhood, the design team has presented the project to
the Planning Commission on April 13. The design team reviewed the project's development
from its inception (as described in the March 20 Design Package) to its current status. The
most recent drawings were exhibited and described, as well as the two iterations developed
after the 5 th Community meeting and the sketch prepared by the Mansion Flats group.
Height and overall mass at this site continues to be a concern to the Planning Commission.
With this in mind, a clear preference has been expressed for the second revision. Within the
second revision, the H Street screen element has been eliminated and replaced with a solid,
punched elevation (minutes from both Public meetings are public record and as such, have
.not been included in this Addendum).
Alternative Approach
Though the Planning Commission has expressed a preference for the design's current
direction, the Mansion Flats group continues to feel strongly that their needs and desires for
the project are not being met. Consequently, the design team has been working to develop
alternative approaches that:
• Addresses their concerns for a "historically relevant" building compatible with the Mansion
Flats neighborhood;
• Are affordable and meet the City's budget criteria; and
• Will still provide the community as a whole a building of integrity and of lasting value.
To maintain the positive direction that the Planning Commission expressed in one approach
and core ideas of the neighborhood group, the design team developed an alternate scheme in
which the neighborhood group found acceptable.
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Attachment E

CONSTRUCTING A PARKING STRUCTURE BELOW GRADE:
•
•
•

•
•
•

•
•
•

The cost of the project increases by as much as $2,000,000. Typically, the cost of a
below grade parking stall is double that of one above grade.
The amount of retail is reduced due to additional structure and ramping. We will
not be able to meet or exceed the 50% retail requirement.
Depending on the time of year and amount of rainfall, both below grade levels will
be in the water table which causes long term maintenance issues. This is based
upon historic data of static groundwater levels in the downtown area. A high of 9-10
feet below grade during extended wet periods and high river levels is possible.
Our Geotechnical Engineer, Krazan & Associates, has stated if structures are
constructed 10 feet below grade, the project will require "temporary dewatering
during construction, installation of permanent subsurface drainage system to
prevent development of hydrostatic pressures and water proofing."
Continuously pumping of groundwater away from the foundation walls will become
an environmental issue.
Additional retaining wall / pile design is required to resist forces on the garage due to
water pressure pushing up.
Mechanical ventilation with carbon monoxide sensors would be required for an
underground structure. Not only does this increase costs, it changes the occupancy
of the building from an open parking structure to a ventilated structure that can not
exceed a total office area of 1,000 square feet. This will severely affect the potential
retail operations.
Fire Sprinklers will be required below grade - this increases the construction cost.
Whereas, an open parking structure does not require fire sprinklers.
A below grade structure limits how easily the Fire Department can access this space
in emergencies.
Increased security concerns for patrons. Several study's have been conducted
about this issue.

The ultimate height of a parking structure has a direct relation to the program requirements
established for the project - how many cars are required and how many can be parked within
a specific geometry on a particular floor. With every setback, notch or break in the floor plate,
there is a corresponding loss of efficiency, displacing parking stalls, and "squeezing" the
building up additional levels until the required number of parking stalls are accommodated.
This concept represents a trade-off. That is, if the number of required spaces remains
constant, and incorporating setbacks, public spaces, and a carving-out of the overall building
mass is seen as an important design approach, the structure gets taller.
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Attachment F
CURRENT DESIGN OF PROJECT (see attached)
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RESOLUTION NO.
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AIDOPUD BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
ONDATE OF

APPROVED
MAY 9 - 2000
OFFICE OF THE
CITY CLERK

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL CERTIFYING THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, ADOPTING FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT
OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS AND MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN IN
SUPPORT OF ITS APPROVAL OF THE PARKING GARAGE C
BUILDING PROJECT (PN:VD71)
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO DOES HEREBY FIND, DETERMINE
AND RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:
1. The City Council finds and certifies that the Final Environmental Impact Report (herein
FEIR) for the proposed Parking Garage C Project, which consists of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report and Final Environmental Impact Report, has been completed
in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
the State CEQA Guidelines, and the Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures.
2. The City Council finds and certifies that the FEIR was prepared, published, circulated, and
reviewed in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines, and
the Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures, and constitutes an adequate, accurate,
objective, and complete FEIR in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the State
CEQA Guidelines, and the Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures.
3. City Council has reviewed it and considered the information contained therein prior to
acting on the proposed project and certifies that the FEIR reflects the independent
judgement and analysis of the City of Sacramento.
4. Adopt Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation
Monitoring Plan (see Attachments G & H).

MAYOR

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

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

Attachment G .
EIR - FINDINGS OF FACT & STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS (see
attached)
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CEQA STATEMENT OF FINDINGS OF FACT
AND
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

FOR
LOT C PARKING GARAGE PROJECT EIR
(State Clearinghouse Number 99092090)

Prepared By:
City of Sacramento Planning Division,
Office of Environmental Affairs
May 2000

.3/

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE
PROPOSED LOT C PARKING GARAGE PROJECT
The City Council of the City of Sacramento does hereby find, determine, and resolve as follows:
1. CEQA FINDINGS
1

The City Council finds that the Environmental Impact Report for the Proposed Lot C
Parking Garage project (herein EIR) which consists of the Draft EIR, and Final EIR Response to Comments has been completed in accordance with the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the State CEQA Guidelines and the
Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures.

2.

The City Council certifies that the EIR was prepared, published, circulated and reviewed
in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines and the
Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures, and constitutes an adequate, accurate,
objective and complete Final Environmental Impact Report in accordance with the
requirements of CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines and the Sacramento Local
Environmental Procedures.
The City Council certifies that the EIR has been presented to it and that the City Council
has reviewed it and considered the information contained therein prior to acting on the
proposed project and that the information-in the EIR represents the independent
judgement and analysis of the City of Sacramento.

4.

The City Council hereby adopts the attached Findings of Fact and Statement of
Overriding Considerations and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program to
require all reasonably feasible mitigation measures be implemented.
_

II. PROCEDURAL FINDINGS
I

The City of Sacramento caused an Environmental Impact Report ("EIR") on the Project,
to be prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources
Code, Section 21000 et sec.(CEQA), the CEQA Guidelines, Code of California
Regulations, Title XIV, Section 15000 et seq., and the City of Sacramento environmental
guidelines.

2.

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft EIR was filed with the Office of Planning and
Research on September 24, 1999. Notices announcing the NOP were mailed to
interested parties, posted along streets in the vicinity of the project, and posted in the
Daily Recorder newspaper and at the Sacramento County Clerk/Recorder's Office.

2

A Notice of Completion (NOC) and copies of the Draft EIR were distributed to the State
Clearinghouse on February 9, 2000 to those public agencies which have jurisdiction by
law with respect to the Project and to other interested parties and agencies. The
comments of such persons and agencies were sought.
4.

An official forty-five (45) day public review period for the Draft EIR was established by
the State Clearinghouse. The initial public review period began on February 9, 2000, and
ended on March 24, 2000.

5.

A Notice of Availability was distributed to all responsible and trustee agencies and
interested groups, organizations, and individuals on February 9, 2000 for the Draft EIR.
The Notice of Availability stated that the City of Sacramento had completed the Draft
EIR and that copies were available at the City of Sacramento, Planning Division, 1231 I
Street Room 300, Sacramento, California 95814. The letter also indicated that the
official forty-five day public review period for the Draft EIR would extend from February,
9 to March 24, 2000.

6.

A public notice was placed in the Daily Recorder newspaper on February 9, 2000, which
stated that the Draft EIR was available for public review and comment.

7.

Copies of the Notice of Availability were posted along public streets in the vicinity of the
project site on February 9, 2000.

8.

A copy of the Notice of Availability was posted with the Sacramento County
Clerk/Recorder's Office on February 9, 2000.

9.

The City held a Public Comment Meeting on February 28, 2000 at the Sacramento
Convention Center to accept verbal comments on the Draft EIR.

10.

Following closure of the public comment period, the Draft EIR was supplemented to
incorporate comments received and the City's responses to said comments, and including
additional information and analysis included in the responses to comments and in
Appendices to the Final EIR.

11.

Following notice duly and regularly given as required by law, and all interested parties
expressing a desire to comment thereon or object thereto having been heard, the EIR and
comments and responses thereto having been considered, the City Council makes the
following determinations:
A.

The EIR consists of the Draft EIR, and Final EIR - Responses to Comments.

B.

The EIR was prepared and completed in compliance with CEQA.
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9.

C.

The EIR has been presented to the Sacramento City Council which reviewed and
considered the information therein prior to acting on the Lot C Parking Garage
project.

D.

The final EIR reflects the City's independent judgement and analysis of the
project.

The following information is incorporated by reference and made part of the record
supporting these findings:
A.

The Draft and Final EIR and all documents relied upon or incorporated by
reference including:
•

City of Sacramento General Plan, City of Sacramento, January, 1988

•

Draft Environmental Impact Report City of Sacramento General Plan
Update, City of Sacramento, March, 1987.

•Findinps of Fact and Statement of Overridin Considerations for the
Adoption of the Sacramento General Plan Update, City of Sacramento,
1988.
•

Land Use Planning Policy Within the, I 00-Year Floodplain in the City and
County of Sacramento Final EIR (M89-054), City of Sacramento,
February 6, 1990, and Addendum III to the EIR, City of Sacramento,
1998.

•

Findings of Fact/Statement of Overriding Considerations for the Land Use
Planning Policy Within the 100-Year Floodplain in the City and County of
Sacramento, City of Sacramento, February 6, 1990 and Addendum III to
the EIR, 1998.

•

Central City Community Plan, City of Sacramento, December 1994.

•

Central City Neighborhood Design Guidelines. 1998.

•

Design Review Guidelines Plan, City of Sacramento, 1990.

•

Zoning Ordinance, City of Sacramento, Revised February 1995.

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan dated April 2000.
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C.

Testimony, documentary evidence and all correspondence submitted or delivered
to the City in connection with the City Council hearing on this project and the
associated EIR.

D.

All staff reports, memoranda, maps, letters, minutes of meetings and other
documents relied upon or prepared by City staff relating to the project.

5
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
REGARDING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE PROPOSED
LOT C PARKING GARAGE PROJECT
The Environmental Impact Report for the Lot C Parking Garage project proposal, prepared in
compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act, evaluates the potentially significant and
significant adverse environmental impacts which could result from adoption of the project or
alternatives to the project.
Because the EIR indicates the implementation of the project (or project alternatives) would result
in certain unavoidable adverse impacts, the City is required under CEQA, and the State and City
guidelines adopted pursuant thereto, to make certain findings with respect to these impacts. The
required findings appear in the following sections of this document. This document lists all
identified potentially significant and significant impacts of the project. Each of the remaining
potentially significant or significant impacts is considered acceptable by the City Council based on
a determination that the benefits of the project (listed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations,
section VII) outweigh the risks of the potentially significant environmental effects of the project.
It is also recognized that the Lot C Parking Garage project may result in potentially significant
growth inducing impacts that are not anticipated by currently adopted City plans and policies. The
CEQA Guidelines require (Section 15126(2)(d)) that an EIR evaluate the growth inducing impacts
of a proposal. As noted in the EIR, the proposed project may give the perception that the Centeral
Business District is actually bordered to the north by H Street instead of I Street. This is due to the
fact that the Project would result in a 10-level building in an area that contains primarily 1 to 3 story
structures. By extending the location of larger buildings one-half block to the north from the current
high rise commercial district, the project may result in pressure on adjacent parcels for similar sized
projects (such as on the north side of I Street, immediately adjacent to the site). This is because the
project would result in a structure of approximately 100 feet in height while adjacent property which
is not located in the Central Business District is subject to a 45 foot height limit. Although this type
of intensification is too speculative to conclude with certainty, the Proposed Project may give future
justification to this intensification and could therefore result in intensified traffic, air quality, noise,
public services and other impacts.

A.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS WHICH CAN BE AVOIDED

Finding - As authorized by Public Resources Code Section 21081 and Title 14, California
Administrative Code Sections 15091, 15092, and 15093, the City finds that changes or alterations
have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project which mitigate or avoid the significant
environmental impacts listed below, as identified in the EIR.
These findings are supported by substantial evidence in the record of proceedings before the City
as stated below.
6
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1). - Impact
a.

6.2.1. Local Vehicular Circulation - Retail Service Vehicle Access
Significant Impact

The design of the parking garage has not been finalized. It is possible that service vehicles
accessing the retail establishments could block the alleyway or other roadways or streets.
This would be a significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation will reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level for the
Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure 6.2-1.
Service vehicle access shall be designed to avoid maneuvering on City streets and alleys, so
as not to interfere with other traffic.
2). Impact 6.2-2.
a. _

Local Vehicular Circulation - Vehicle Queuing at Garage Entrances

Significant Impact

The design of the parking garage has not been finalized. It is possible that vehicles
entering the parking garage could back onto the sidewalk and into adjacent streets.
Queuing analyses were conducted at the parking garage entrances to determine the
design parameters that would minimize the backups onto. the adjacent sidewalk and
into the adjacent street. Utilizing a design frequency of about 7 seconds per vehicle
at the entry gate in each lane for inbound traffic, a design was developed that will
avoid queuing onto the sidewalk with a probability of over 95 percent. Based upon
two entry lanes with adequate storage for two vehicles in each lane, about 535
vehicles per hour can be accommodated at each entrance. This rate is much greater
than the anticipated arrival rate during the a.m. peak commuter hour. This would be
a significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation measure will reduce the project impact to a less-than-significant
level:

7

31?

Mitigation Measure 6.2-2.
-

Each garage entrance shall be designed to have two operating entry lanes during peak
arrival periods. Adequate storage shall be provided to permit two vehicles in each
lane without queuing onto the adjacent sidewalk.

3). Impact 6.2-3.
a.

Construction Traffic

Significant Impact
Construction of the Proposed Project could result in disruption to the normal
operations of the City street system, including 14th Street, H Street, 15th Street, and
the alley adjacent to the project site. Blockage of travel lanes could result in
substantial traffic congestion and disruptions to adjoining properties. This would be
a significant impact.

b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation measure will reduce this impact to a less -than-signifi cant'level:.
Mitigation Measure 6.2-3.
Prior to the beginning of construction, a construction traffic management plan shall
be prepared to the satisfaction of the City Traffic Engineer. This plan shall maintain
all travel lanes on streets and shall accommodate pedestrian travel throughout the
construction period, unless the City Traffic Engineer determines that adequate
capacity exists with lane closures.
Prior to the commencement of any construction activities in 15th Street right-of-way,
any required permits (including encroachment permits) shall be acquired from
Caltrans.

8
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4). Impact 6.3-2.

a.

Construction Impacts -Air Quality; Phase II - building erection construction
emissions

Significant Impact

The Proposed Project would generate emissions of ROG and NO., (ozone precursors) and
PM10 during Phase II of project construction. These emissions would contribute to local
PM,o concentrations and incrementally to regional PM10 and ozone concentrations.
Construction activities during Phase II would generate an estimated 6 pounds per day of
PM10, 88 pounds per day of NO,, and 16 pounds per day of ROG. Because NO, emissions
would exceed the individual significance thresholds recommendedby SMAQMD, this would
be a significant impact.
Table 6.3-4 in the Draft EIR shows the estimated construction emissions during Phase II.
The emissions sources associated with Phase II of project construction would include
construction employee commute trips, stationary construction equipment, mobile
construction equipment (i.e., cranes, forklifts, etc.). However, Phase II construction
emissions would primarily be generated from diesel-poweredmobile construction equipment
and stationary equipment.

b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation measure will reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level:
Mitigation Measure 6.3-2.
All stationary and mobile construction equipment shall be operated and maintained
in proper running order through routine tune-ups. As such, ROG and NO., emissions
from stationary and mobile construction equipment would be reduced by 5 percent.
Properly tuned and maintained equipment would reduce Phase II NO, emissions to
approximately 83.0 lbs/day for the Proposed Project.
5). Impact 6.3-4.

a.

Operational Impacts - Air Quality; Project-generated carbon monoxide
impacts.

Significant Impact

The Proposed Project would increase traffic volumes on the local road network and would
concentrate vehicular activity on the project site, thereby contributing to local carbon
9
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monoxide concentrations in the vicinity of the project site. This would be a significant
impact.

Motor vehicles are the major source of carbon monoxide, and carbon. monoxide
concentrations can build up at congested intersections, creating carbon monoxide "hot
spots". This project would affect local carbon monoxide concentrations in two ways. First,
the project would increase traffic volumes on the local street network. Second, the project
would concentrate vehicular activity on the project site. The proposed garage would
represent an additional source of carbon monoxide in the immediate vicinity of the site in
addition to the carbon monoxide generated by street traffic.
To estimate local carbon monoxide concentrations, Caltrans' CALINE4 dispersion model
was used to estimate the carbon monoxide concentration increment from local street traffic
and the U.S. EPA's Industrial Source Complex (ISC) model was used to estimated the
corresponding increment from the proposed garage facility. The combined CALINE4 and
ISC results were then added to background levels of carbon monoxide determined using
isopleth maps in SMAQMD's Air Quality Thresholds of Significance handbook. Two
receptor locations were selected for analysis: 1) at the corner of 15th Street and H Street and
2) at the corner of 16th Street and G Street. The results for the Proposed Project are shown
in Table 6.3-6 in the Draft EIR and calculations are provided in Appendix D. These results
reflect worst-case meteorological conditions and worst-case background concentrations.
As shown in Table 6.3-6, the combined effect of carbon monoxide from street traffic and
garage-related vehicular activity could result in exceedances of the 8-hour ambientairquality
standard for carbon monoxide under worst-case meteorological conditions and assuming
worst-case background concentrations. This would be a significant effect of the project. The
incremental effect of vehicles using the proposed garage would be approximately 2.5 ppm,
one-hour average, and 1.2 ppm, eight-hour average at the corner of the intersection of 15`"
and H Streets. The incremental effect of the proposed garage would decrease with distance
from the site; at the corner of the intersection of 16`h and G Streets, for instance, the
incremental effect would be negligible. Table 6.3-7 shows that by 2015, no carbon
monoxide violations would be expected at 15`h and H Streets even under worst-case
meteorological conditions due to continuing downward trend in carbon monoxide emissions
from motor vehicles. Therefore, while the impact of the project would be significant in the
immediate vicinity of the proposed garage site, the impact would not be permanent but
would diminish over the years, eventually, such that the effect would be less than significant.

At the 16" and G Street intersection, the modeling results indicate that violations of the
eight-hour standard occur under existing conditions. Under baseline plus Proposed Project
conditions, 2001, the 8-hour carbon monoxide concentration would be less than existing
conditions despite increases in traffic volumes due to lower emissions per vehicle in 2001
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compared to 1999 and due to lower background concentrations. The project effect at that
receptor location would less than significant, although the overall contribution of carbon
monoxide due to the Proposed Project will be a significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation measures will reduce this impact to less-than-significant levels:
Mitigation Measure 6.3-4.
-

Design the garage to maximize the natural flow of air through the structure. This
would dilute the carbon monoxide emissions generated within the structure, which
would lower the effect of those emissions on concentrations outside the structure.
To minimize idling time at the ground level, require that patrons pay for parking
immediately prior to retrieving their vehicle rather than at a booth near the point of
egress. Idling vehicles in idle mode generate higher carbon monoxide emissions than
moving vehicles.

In addition, Mitigation Measure 6.3-3(a) would reduce the project effect since electric vehicles do
not generate any carbon monoxide. Implementation of the above mitigation measures are believed
to achieve an emission level that would be less than significant under most conditions. Additionally,
emission reductions are expected in future years based on improved technology. It is believed that
under future conditions; a less than significant impact would result. However, based on today'.'s
emission calculations and the fact that it is difficult to quantify the actual reduction achieved (from
identified mitigation), a significant unavoidable impact is assumed for purposes of this analysis
(please also see Section B. for significant and unavoidable impacts of the project).
Mitigation Measure 6.3-3.
Criteria air pollutant emissions associated with project operation would be less than
SMAQMD's significance thresholds. Consequently, no mitigation is required. However,
to address the inconsistency of the project with regional ozone air quality plans, the
following mitigation features are recommended:
(a)

Install charging stations for electric vehicles.

(b)

Implement a parking fee schedule that reflects fair market value and that charges
single-occupant vehicles more than carpools.

(c)

Provide secure facilities for bicycle parking.

11

V/.

6). Impact 6.4.1.

a.

Construction noise impacts.

Significant Impact

Construction activity noise levels at and near the project site would fluctuate depending on
the particular type, number, and duration of uses of various pieces of construction equipment.
Construction-related material haul trips would raise ambient noise levels along haul routes,
depending on the number of haul trips made and types of vehicles used. In addition, certain
types of construction equipment generate impulsive noises (such as pile driving), which can
be particularly annoying. Table 6.4-2 in the Draft EIR shows typical noise levels during
different construction stages. Table 6.4-3 in the Draft EIR shows typical noise levels
produced by various types of construction equipment.
Following removal of the existing surface parking lot, the proposed Lot C Parking Structure
would be constructed using a pile driven foundation. Grading and limited foundation
excavation would be necessary as part of the site preparation for the new foundation. Overall
construction of the structure would last roughly 220 days beginning in the Spring of 2000.
Construction of the Proposed Project would generate significant amounts of noise
corresponding to the appropriate phase of building construction and the noise generating
equipment used during those phases. The closest sensitive receptors to project construction
are the residents living in the apartments at the intersection of I Street and 14" Street
(roughly 80 feet from project construction), and the guests at the Quality Inn and Clarion
Hotel that are roughly 50 and 100 feet from project construction, respectively. The
apartments at the intersection of I Street and 14' Street would be partially shielded from
construction noise by the office building that separates the two. Other sensitive receptors
in the project vicinity would be impacted to a lesser extent by construction noise.
Noise from construction activities generally attenuates at a rate of 6 to 7.5 dBA per doubling

of distance. Guests at the Quality Inn could experience noise levels of 89 dBA, Leq during
finishing activities, the loudest of the non-impact construction phases. Assuming an
attenuation rate of 6 dBA per doubling of distance construction noise of 89 dBA, Leq at 100
feet would attenuate to 83, dBA, Leq at the Clarion Hotel.
Construction of the proposed parking structure would require some pile driving, which
would occur over a 2 -week period. During pile driving activities, sensitive receptors could
experience noise levels of up to 101 dBA, Leq.
Construction noise at these levels would be substantially greater than existing noise levels
at nearby sensitive receptor locations and would likely increase day-night levels in close
proximity to the construction site by greater than 3 dBA, DNL.
Noise regulations pertaining to construction activities in the City of Sacramento's Noise
Ordinance would be applicable to project construction. The Noise Ordinance exempts
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construction noise from the quantitative limits contained in the Noise Ordinance if the
construction takes place between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Monday through Saturday and
between 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Sunday. However, the operation of internal combustion
engines is not exempt under the Noise Ordinance if the engines are not equipped with
suitable exhaust and intake silencers. Construction noise impacts would be reduced by these
measures, but would still be considered annoying at nearby receptor locations. For these
reasons, construction noise would be considered a short-term significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

Mitigation Measure 6.4.1.

The City of Sacramento shall incorporate the following measures into all construction
contract documents related to the Lot C Parking Structure:
Comply with all elements of the City of Sacramento Noise Ordinance relating to
construction noise which include:
exempts construction noise from the quantitative limits contained in the
Noise Ordinance if the construction takes place between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00
p.m. on Monday through Saturday and between 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on
Sunday, and
the operation of internal combustion engines are exempt if the engines are
equipped with suitable- exhaust and intake silencers.
Use equipment that has sound-control. devices no less effective than those
provided in the original equipment and muffled exhaust; and
As directed by the City, implement appropriate additional noise mitigation,
including changing the location of stationary construction equipment,
shutting off idling equipment, rescheduling construction activity, notifying
adjacent residents and sensitive receptors in advance of construction work;
and/or installing acoustic barriers around stationary construction. noise
sources.

7). Impact 6.4-3.
a.

On-site operational noise impacts.

Significant Impact

Noise generating activities at the project site would primarily include truck deliveries and
service vehicles associated with the proposed ground floor level uses and activities
associated with the parking lot. Noise associated with the parking structure would include
occasional car alarm noise, vehicle horns, vehicle doors/trunks opening and closing, and
conversations of people using the parking structure. These noise sources are intermittent in
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nature and typical of downtown urban environments. These types of activities are already
present to a limited extent at the existing parking lot on the site. The parking lot hours of
operation would be limited to between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. for non-event
nights, and 6 a.m. and 12:00 p.m. for event nights. Because these types of activities are
intermittent in nature, currently exist, and would not occur during the most sensitive
nighttime hours, it is determined that these activities would not substantially affect the noise
environment at off-site receptor locations. Additionally, mitigation measure 6.3-4(b) would
assist in reducing the miscellaneous noises associated with parking operations by allowing
patrons to exit the facility in an timely, efficient manner.
Trucks making deliveries and service vehicles associated with the ground floor mixed retail,
office and store would likely use the alley adjacent to the southern boundary of the site. The
number of truck deliveries and service vehicles that would access the site on a given day is
unknown. 'Though truck passbys and idling would not be expected to significantly affect the
overall DNL at nearby land uses (particularly the Quality Inn and nearby residences) they
could substantially raise noise levels at these uses during noise sensitive times of the day.
This would be a potentially significant impact.
b.

Facts of Support of Finding

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce this impact to a less than
significant level.
Mitigation Measure 6.4-3.

The City shall limit truck deliveries and service vehicle trips related to the ground floor
mixed retail, office, and storage uses to Monday through Saturday between the hours of 7:00
a.m. and 7:00. p.m., the least noise sensitive hours of the day. Such activities shall be
prohibited on Sundays.

8). Impact 6.5-1.
a.

Constructional and Operational Impacts to City Street and Heritage Trees

Significant Impact

The project proposes a 28-foot setback in the design of the building on H Street at
approximately 26 feet high, just above the third level. This will minimize most, if not all,
immediate tree trimming required for construction activities, by allowing a space for the
tree's canopy. Fifteenth Street will have an approximate 16-foot setback at a height of 26
feet, just above the third level. Additional trees on site will need minimal trimming for
constructional avoidance. The structure does not propose a setback on 14th Street or along
the alley.
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The Chinese elm is located 22-feet north of the alley on 15th Street. According to the
dimensions of the ingress/egress of Site Plan Figure 2, it will be necessary to remove the tree.
This will be a significant impact.
Due to the construction of the Lot C parking structure, an ongoing tree maintenance program
will need to be implemented which would not have existed otherwise. Trees will need to be
trimmed in order to prevent the laterals and canopy from growing into the parking structure.
Future trimming may be needed to prevent the canopy from extending over the structure.
When construction activities cease, tree trimming by the City's Tree Services Division will
be implemented to direct tree growth away from the building as determined by the City's
Tree Services Division.
It is assumed that construction activities will involve removal and subsequent replacement
of the City sidewalks surrounding the project site. Construction activities will include the use
of heavy machinery which is expected to result in the compaction of soil. The compaction
of soil reduces the ability for air and water filtration to tree roots. Without proper filtration
abilities, the trees will not be able to acquire the necessary nutrients for good health. The
removal of the existing surface lot and sidewalks will also encroach upon the tree's roots,
resulting in the potential cutting and removal of tree roots in the construction zone. This will
affect the ability of root uptake and degree of general tree health. This would result in a
significant impact to City Street trees.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following Mitigation Measure would reduce this impact to a less-than-significant level:
Mitigation Measure 6.5-1.
A.
Prior to the issuance of grading/building permits, a 6-foot chain link fence
shall be erected along the back of curb and will extend 10 feet on either side
of the tree and 12 feet from the back of curb on trees greater than 10 inches
in diameter. For trees less than 10 inches in diameter the fence will extend
5 feet on either side of the tree. Fence poles will be set in the ground. The
fencing shall remain in place during the duration of the project except for
temporary removal required to replace existing curb, gutter and sidewalk.
This will alleviate trunk damage and reduce root compaction.

B.

The Contractor shall hire an International Society of Arboriculture (ISA)
certified arborist to make weekly inspections to ensure the protective fencing
stays in place and to monitor the health of the trees. The arborist shall take
any required action to ensure the health of the trees, i.e. supplemental
irrigation, fertilization, and/or soil compaction remediation. The project
sponsor will be responsible for any costs incurred.
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C.

No excavation for utilities, trenching, grade changes; storage of materials or
parking of vehicles within the fenced area. Boring or hand trenching for
utilities shall be allowed within the fenced areas under the supervision of the
project arborist.

D.

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

E.

The trees to be saved and the protection methods noted above shall be
identified on all grading and building site plans for the project.

F.

Pruning will be allowed by permit, when approved by the city arborist, for
building, crane or any other equipment clearance. The contractor will be
required to prune the entire tree and not just for building clearance for the
23.5 inch diameter Chinese elm (Ulmus parvifolia) on the 15th side of the
project.

G.

If during excavation for the project or for any necessary sidewalk, curb,
gutter repair or driveway construction, tree roots greater than two inches in
diameter are encountered, work shall stop immediately until the project
arborist can perform an on-site inspection. All roots shall be cut clean and
the tree affected may require supplemental irrigation/fertilizationand pruning
as a result of the root pruning.
The building setbacks alleviate the amount and branch size of immediate tree
trimming, by allowing for a larger, "natural" canopy size. Future trimming
should occur to maintain a safe clearance from the structure and performed
in such a manner that tree growth is directed away from the structure.
Trimming factors will include tree species, distance of the trunk from the
structure, current: age, height, canopy size, mature: height, canopy size, shape
and tree growth patterns.
Specific trimming needs and maintenance
scheduling will be identified by the City's Tree Services Division.

H.

1.

The effects of the proposed building height.and massing can be lessened by
enhancing the pedestrian level experience. This can be accomplished by
planting additional deciduous trees, (there is available planting space from
the unrelated removal of the four elm trees) and creating a "carriage pass"
between the trees. A carriage pass is a dirt strip located between two trees
parallel to the street. This should be created so as to provide for a more
natural and aesthetic connection between the trees. This will allow for
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greater air and water percolation, mandatory for good tree health. Grasses,
flowers or shrubs should be considered to enhance aesthetics for the
community and downtown business district. Evergreen bark mulch is not
recommended. This also creates an aesthetic and "natural" looking pedestrian
circulation pattern as suggested in the draft Central City Neighborhood
Design Guidelines.

9). Impact 6.7-1.
a.

Loss or degradation of undiscovered prehistoric and historic resources

Significant Impact

The Proposed Project construction activities have potential to adversely affect undiscovered
prehistoric and historic resources. The first phase construction activity, Phase I, involves the
initial site preparation activities such as site grading and excavation. - The second phase of
construction, Phase II, activities involve the actual construction of structures and facilities.
There will not be a basement included within the proposed project, although footing
excavationsmay uncover undiscovered resources. No recorded prehistoric sites are currently
known for the Proposed Project. However, undiscovered prehistoric and historic resources,
which may exist in the project area, could be adversely affected by construction, ultimately
contributing to the cumulative loss of cultural resources in the community. This would be
a potentially significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation measure is recommended for the proposed project and will reduce
this impact to less-than-significant levels:
Mitigation Measure 6.7-1.
The City shall ensure that any construction activities associated with the Proposed Project
and/or alternatives comply with the following:
A.

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 discovered during construction, work within 100 feet of the find shall
cease. The Contractor shall hire a qualified archaeologist to make weekly
inspections of the site. If the find is identified as being significant, resources
found on the site shall be donated to an appropriate museum or cultural center
as determined by the City's Preservation Director.
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B.

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 (CFR) (36 CFR. 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.
Pursuant to Section 5097.98 of the State Public Resources Code, if human

bone or bone of unknown origin is found during construction, all work shall
stop in the vicinity of the find and the Sacramento 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 -descendent shall work with the contractor to develop a program for
reinternment 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 implemented.
If any artifacts are found, the City shall implement security measures (i.e.,.
fencing; guards) to protect construction sites against potential looting and
pot-hunting.
10). Impact 6.8-1.
a.

Exposure of individuals to-contaminated groundwater and/or soil

Significant Impact

Although the parking garage would be located on the south side of H Street between 14th
and 15th streets, which is outside the delineated Southern Pacific Railyard groundwater
contamination plume, the Lot C site is in close proximity to one LUST that is currently being
remediated. The agency database search identified 17 known sites of hazardous materials
use, storage, generation, and/or contamination within a quarter mile radius of the Proposed
Project and off-site alternative ( Table 6.8-1). Of these 17 known sites, 7 sites were LUSTs
contaminating soil and groundwater with petroleum based hydrocarbons. One site was
referred to the State Clean-up List but currently is not considered a State Superfund Site.
Table 6.8-1 further identifies which proposed construction site is closest in proximity to the
associated contamination. The County of Sacramento Water Resources Division monitors
groundwater elevation in Sacramento County. Groundwater elevation in the region of the
downtown Sacramento area is approximately 0 feet mean sea level or slightly greater
(groundwater sits at an elevation approximately equal to mean sea level). This elevation
18

^^

fluctuates with respect to regional groundwater pumping and recharge and generally rises to
some degree in the winter season and conversely declines in the summer season. From
topographic maps, the project and alternative sites sit at an elevation approximately 20 to 25
feet above mean sea level. Based on this information, groundwater beneath the proposed
construction sites could be encountered in excavations of approximately 20 feet, depending
on the exact elevation of the construction sites and the groundwater elevation during
construction activities. Therefore, it is possible during construction of the Proposed Project
and/or project alternatives, that groundwater could be encountered. Exposure to groundwater
could occur during pile driving operations and in the case of deep excavations. Encountering
contaminated groundwater without taking proper precautions could result in the exposure of
construction workers and consequently result in associated significant adverse health effects.
Similarly, excavation could uncover unknown sites of soil contamination that could result
in the exposure of construction workers resulting in associated significant adverse health
effects.In addition, construction activity could uncover currently unknown conditions of
contamination similarly resulting in exposure. This would be a potentially significant
impact to human health.
b.

Facts in Support of Findin^!

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce exposure impacts to
contamination for the proposed project to less than significant.
Mitigation Measure 6.8-1.

The following mitigation measure is recommended for the Proposed Project.
The City shall require in construction contract documents that a hazardous materials removal
team be on-call and available for immediate response during site(s) preparation, excavation,
and pile driving construction activities. Hazardous material removal activities may be
contracted to a qualified hazardous materials removal contractor.
Construction contract documents shall require the hazardous material removal contractor or
subcontractor to comply with the following:
Prepare a hazardous material discovery and response contingency plan for review by the City
of Sacramento Fire Department. The fire department will act as the first responder to a
condition of extreme emergency (i.e., fire, emergency medical assistance, etc).
In the event that a condition or suspected condition of soil and/or groundwater contamination
are discovered during construction, work shall cease or be restricted to an unaffected area of
the site(s) as the situation warrants and the City shall be immediately notified. Upon
notification, the City shall notify the Sacramento County Environmental Management
Department of the contamination condition, and the hazardous material removal contractor
19
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shall prepare a site remediation plan and a site safety plan, the latter of which is required by
OSHA for the protection of construction workers. Similarly, the hazardous material removal
contractor shall follow and implement all directives of the Sacramento County
Environmental Management Department and any other jurisdictional authorities that might
become involved in the remediation process.
Preparation of any remediation plan shall include in its focus measures to be taken to protect
the public from exposure to potential site(s) hazards and shall include a certification that the
remediatiorr measures would clean up the contaminants, dispose of the wastes properly, and
protect public health in accordance with federal, state, and local requirements.
Obtain closure and/or No Further Action letters from the appropriate agency(ies).
Construction contract documents shall include provisions for the proper handling and
disposal of contaminated soil and/or dewatering water (including groundwater and
contaminated rainwater) in accordance with federal, state, and local requirements.

B.

SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS WHICH CANNOT BE AVOIDED

Finding - The City finds that, where feasible, the changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project which reduce the significant environmental impacts listed below as
identified in the FIR. However, specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible;
mitigation measures or project.alternatives to reduce the following impacts to a less-than-significant
level. This finding is supported by evidence in the record of the proceeding before the City
including the Draft and Final EIR prepared for this project and the General Plan for the City of
Sacramento and the associated EIR.
It is also recognized that the Lot C Parking Garage project may result in potentially significant
growth inducing impacts that are not anticipated by currently adopted City plans and policies. The
CEQA Guidelines require (Section 15126(2)(d)) that an EIR evaluate the growth inducing impacts
of a proposal. As noted in the EIR, the proposed project may give the perception that the Central
Business District is actually bordered to the north by H Street instead of I Street. This is due to the
fact that the Project would result in a 10-level building in an area that contains primarily 1 to 3 story
structures. By extending the location of larger building one-half block to the north from the current
high rise commercial district, the project may result in pressure on adjacent parcels for similar sized
projects (such as on the north side of I Street, immediately adjacent to the site). This is because the
project would result in a structure of approximately 100 feet in height while adjacent property which
is not located in the Central Business District is subject to a 45 foot height limit. Although this type
of intensification is too speculative to conclude with certainty, the Proposed Project may give future
justification to this intensification and could therefore result in intensified traffic, air quality, noise,
public services and other impacts.
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1). Impact 6.3-4.
a.

Project-generated carbon monoxide impacts

Significant Impact

The Proposed Project would increase traffic volumes on the local road network and would
concentrate vehicular activity on the project site, thereby contributing to local carbon
monoxide concentrations in the vicinity of the project site. This would be a significant
impact.
Motor vehicles are the major source of carbon monoxide, and carbon monoxide
concentrations can build up at congested intersections, creating carbon monoxide "hot
spots". This project would affect local carbon monoxide concentrations in two ways. First,
the project would increase traffic volumes on the local street network. Second, the project
would concentrate vehicular activity on the project site. The proposed garage would
represent an additional source of carbon monoxide in the immediate vicinity of the site in
additiorr to the carbon monoxide generated by street traffic.
To estimate local carbon monoxide concentrations, Caltrans' CALINE4 dispersion model
was used to estimate the carbon monoxide concentration increment from local street traffic
and the U.S. EPA's Industrial Source Complex (ISC) model was used to estimated the
corresponding increment from the proposed garage facility. The combined CALINE4 and
ISC results were then added to background levels of carbon monoxide determined using
isopleth maps in SMAQMD's Air Quality Thresholds of Significance handbook. Twoa
receptor locations were selected for analysis:-I) at the corner of 15th Street and H Street and
2) at the corner of 16th Street and G Street. The results for the Proposed Project are shown
in Table 6.3-6 in the Draft EIR and calculations are provided in Appendix D. Thesexesults
reflect worst-case meteorological conditions and worst-case background concentrations.
As shown in Table 6.3-6, the combined effect of carbon monoxide from street traffic and
garage-relatedvehicular activity could result in exceedances of the 8-hour ambient air quality
standard for carbon monoxide under worst-case meteorological conditions and assuming
worst-case background concentrations. This would be a significant effect of the project.
The incremental effect of vehicles using the proposed garage would be approximately 2.5
ppm, one-hour average, and 1.2 ppm, eight-hour average at the corner of the intersection of
15`h and H Streets. The incremental effect of the proposed garage would decrease with
distance from the site; at the corner of the intersection of 16" and G Streets, for instance, the
incremental effect would be negligible. Table 6.3-7 shows that by 2015, no carbon
monoxide violations would be expected at 15`h and H Streets even under worst-case
meteorological conditions due to continuing downward trend in carbon monoxide emissions
from motor vehicles. Therefore, while the impact of the project would be significant in the
immediate vicinity of the proposed garage site, the impact would not be permanent but
would diminish over the years, eventually, such that the effect would be less than
significant.
21

S^.

At the 16`" and G Street intersection, the modeling results indicate that violations of the
eight-hour standard occur under existing conditions. Under baseline plus Proposed Project
conditions, 2001, the 8-hour carbon monoxide concentration would be less than existing
conditions despite increases in traffic volumes due to lower emissions per vehicle in 2001
compared to 1999 and due to lower background concentrations. The project effect at that
receptor location would less than significant, although the overall contribution of carbon
monoxide due to the Proposed Project will be a significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the severity of this
impact. Therefore, this impact would still be considered significant and unavoidable.
Mitigation Measure 6.3-4.
Design the garage to maximize the natural flow of air through the structure. This would
dilute the carbon monoxide emissions generated within the structure, which would lower the
effect of those emissions on concentrations outside the structure.
To minimize idling time at the ground level, require that patrons pay for parking immediately
prior to retrieving their vehicle rather than at a booth near the point of egress. Idling vehicles
in idle mode generate higher carbon monoxide emissions than moving vehicles.
In addition, Mitigation Measure 6.3-3(a) would reduce the project effect since electric
vehicles do not generate any carbon monoxide. Implementation of the above mitigation
measures are believed to achieve an emission level that would be less than significant under
most conditions. Additionally, emission reductions are expected in future years based on
improved technology. It is believed that under future conditions, a less than significant
impact would result. However, based on today's emission calculations and the fact that it
is difficult to quantify the actual reduction achieved (from identified mitigation), a
significant unavoidable impact is assumed for purposes of this analysis.
Mitigation Measure 6.3-3.
Criteria air pollutant emissions associated with project operation would be less than
SMAQMD's significance thresholds. Consequently, no mitigation is required. However,
to address the inconsistency of the project with regional ozone air quality plans, the
following mitigation features are recommended:
(a)

Install charging stations for electric vehicles.

22

^ ^`^'

(b)

Implement a parking fee schedule that reflects fair market value and that charges
single-occupant vehicles more than carpools.

(c)

Provide secure facilities for bicycle parking.

2. Impact 6.4-4.
a.

Construction-induced vibration impacts.

Significant Impact

Construction-relatedvibration associated with the Proposed Project could potentially disturb.
neighboring individuals and/or damage the foundations and finishes of adjacent buildings.
Construction activities can result in varying degrees of ground vibration, depending on the
equipment and methods employed. Operation of construction equipment causes ground
vibrations that spread through the ground and diminish in strength with distance. Buildings
founded on the soil in the vicinity of a construction site respond to these vibrations with
varying results ranging from no perceptible effects at the lowest levels, low rumbling sounds
and feelable vibrations at moderate levels and slight damage at the highest levels. Ground
vibrations from construction activitiesvery rarely reach the levels that can damage structures,
but can achieve the audible and feelable ranges in buildings very close to the construction
sites (FTA, 1995).
Construction of the proposed Lot C Parking Structure would be completed on a pile driven
foundation. The pile driving activities would be the greatest source of vibration generated'.
during project construction. There are essentially two types of pile drivers that can be used:
vibratory and impact. A vibratory pile driver, which can operate at different frequencies,
vibrates the pile into the ground. While vibratory pile drivers are less noisy than, impact
drivers, they can have significant vibration impacts. Impact pile drivers produce a high level
of vibration for short periods (0.2 seconds) with sufficient time between impacts to allow a
building's resonant effect to decay before the next vibration event. A second method of pile
driving is called Cast In Drilled Hole (CIDH) piles. Using this method of construction, piles
are placed in pre-drilled holes thereby reducing the impact required for pile placement.
The overall irnpact of pile driving would be temporary and dependent on such factors as the
location of the piles relative to existing structures, the time and energy required to drive the
piles, the type of pile driver, and the structural design of the building.
In the absence of specific details on construction equipment type and operational details, sitespecific soil vibration data, the impacts of construction-related vibration that would be
caused by construction are difficult to quantify. However, because of the close proximity
of nearby buildings (as close as 50 feet from pile driving activities), vibration impacts would
be a potentially significant impact of the project.
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b.

Facts in Support of Finding

Implementation of the following mitigation measures and Mitigation Measure 6.4.1 would
together reduce the severity of this impact. However, this impact would still be considered
significant and unavoirlable.
Mitigation Measure 6.4-4.
A.

To minimize vibration (and noise) impacts related to pile driving, the City shall
require project construction contractors to pre-drill holes to the maximum depth
feasible on the basis of soil conditions.

B.

Continuous vibration monitoring shall be provided during pile driving activities.

C.

Fixtures and finishes susceptible to damage will be documented (photographically
and in writing) prior to construction. The pre-existing condition of adjacent
buildings will be recorded in order to evaluate damage from construction activities.
All damage will be repaired back to its pre-existing condition.

D.

Adjacent buildings shall be. examined regularly for the occurrence of new cracks or
signs of distress during project construction.

E.

To reduce potential damage to adjacent structures, construction staging areas shall.
be located away from buildings located directly across the alley.

F.

All construction shall temporarily cease and the problem activity shall be identified
should significant damage to any adjacent structures occur. After identification of
the problem activity and assessment as to the severity of the problem, the problem
activity may be modified to protect the adjacent structures.

3). Impact 6.6-1.

Existing Conditions - Visual Character

Significant Impact
The view-corridor traveling south along 14`h and 15`h Streets is one dominated by two to
three story residences within the "Mansion Flats" neighborhood. It is not until the southbound traveler approaches G Street that the view-corridor open up significantly to see the
area containing the project site. It is at this location that the view of the mid- and high-rise
structures of the Central Business District become visible. The structures noticed at this
location include the Pacific Bell Building, State Attorney General Building, and the "Corps"
Building (1325 J Street) along I and J Streets. Construction of the parking structure at the
project site will bring the intensity of the urban landscape further north than currently exists.
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The view-corridor for travelers heading north along 14`h Street is dominated by the intensive
urban landscape of the CBD until one approaches I Street. The north side of I Street is
dominated by multi-level developments (less intense than the south side of I Street)
consisting of commercial and residential uses (as well as street landscaping). The
development of the Proposed Project will be noticeable to north-bound travelers as they
approach I Street (protruding out above the existing developments). North-bound vehicle
traffic is not currently allowed on 15`h Street. The view for north-bound pedestrians would
be obstructed by the existing development and tree landscaping until they were in close
proximity to the proposed structure.
Along H Street, the proposed parking structure would be visable from the Governor's
Mansion located at 16`h and H Streets. The viewshed, as it currently exists from the Mansion
looking west and southwest, is one consisting of trees and multi-level development within
the Central Business District. The development of the parking structure would introduce a
significant new urban feature closer to the Mansion than currently exists.
In general, the proposed parking structure will not be noticed as one travels a few blocks
from the project site in any direction. This is due to the level of commercial and residential
development, as well as existing City street trees that currently occupy the land immediately
surrounding the project site. The landscape surrounding the project site to the south consists
of buildings greater than 10 stories in height, due to the close proximity of the.Central
Business District (one-block to the south). However, given that the proposed 10-level
facility will be significantly taller in an area consisting primarily of 1-3 story commercial and
residential developments, the project is considered to have a significant impact on the change
of the visual character of the area immediately surrour.ding the project site. This change will
consist of a perception of the encroachment of the Central Business District 1-block north
of its current boundaries. This change will be noticed primarily by visitors to the Governor's
Mansion and residents living between G and H Streets (on 14`h Street).

b.

Facts in Support of Finding

There is no mitigation to reduce the significant visual impact of the parking structure. A
significant and unavoidable impact will result.
4). Impact 6.6-4.
a.

Shadow Impacts

Significant Impact

Shadows from the Proposed Project would generally extend to the northwest of the site in
the mid-morning, to the north at noon, and to the north-east in the mid-afternoon. Shadows
would be longer during the winter months, with the longest noontime shadow occurring on
the winter solstice, in December. Shadows would be shorter during the summer months,
with the shortest noontime shadow occurring on the summer solstice, in June. Most projects
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within the downtown are expected to contribute to shadow effects due to the intensive nature
of development found in the core area.
The City considers projects to have significant shadow effects if they introduce new largescale shadowing effects to public places, parks or residences. The 372-foot Cal/EPA Office
Building located at the north-east corner of I and 10' Streets is expected to cast shadows
approximately 720-feet on the winter solstice (worst case) and 100-feet on the summer
solstice (best case). Considering the height of the Proposed Project (120-feet), worst-case
winter solstice shadows can be expected to be approximately 232-feet in length, while the
best case summer solstice shadows are expected to be cast approximately 32-feet from the
project site. Under the worst case conditions, shadows would be cast on the Sacramento
Theatre Company, Clarion Hotel, and the residences located along 14`h Street between G and
H Streets. This would be considered a significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

No mitigation is available to reduce this impact with the proposed project other than a
shorter alternative (Alternative B). This impact remains significant and unavoidable with
the proposed project.

5). Impact 6.7-2.
a.

Construction impacts to adjacent historic structures

Significant Impact

The construction activities associated with the Proposed Project have the potential to
adversely affect historic structures. Construction of the Proposed Project and project
alternatives would include demolition and pile driving activities and the operation of
construction equipment in close proximity to historic structures. These construction
activities could disturb the finishes and foundations of nearby historic. Vibrations from pile
driving would be perceptible at adjoining buildings. These vibrations have the potential to
weaken and crack facades, exacerbate existing structural damage, or disturb foundations.
This would be a potentially significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

The following mitigation measure is recommended to reduce the impact associated with
implementing the proposed project, but the impact would remain significant and
unavoidable:
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Mitigation Measure 6.7-2.

The project applicant shall implement the following mitigation measures to reduce impacts
associated with construction-related vibration and construction equipment damage to
adjacent historic structures.
A.

Prior to construction, an historic preservation architect shall document fixtures and
finishes susceptible to damage both photographically and in writing. The preexisting condition of adjacent historical buildings shall be recorded in order to
facilitate the repair of any damage back to pre-construction condition.

B.

Implement Mitigation Measures 6.4-4 (a-f).

6). Impact 6.7-3.
a-.

Impacts to Historic Districts (including Governor's Mansion)

Significant Impact

The 10-level parking structure will be located on a site that is surrounded by preservation
areas. Although not included within a preservation area, the project site is one block south.
of the Washington District Preservation Area, two blocks southwest of the Washington
School Preservation Area, two blocks southeast of the 12" Street Commercial Preservation
Area, and V2 block northwest of the Memorial Auditorium Preservation Area (Draft EIR;
Figure 6.7-1). As discussed within the Aesthetics/Urban Design Chapter of the Draft EIR,
the scale of the proposed parking structure will make it be visible from the southern
boundary of the Washington District Preservation Area (especially along G Street). The
view from the 12`" Street Commercial and Washington School District Preservation areas are
not expected to be significantly impacted by the Proposed Project. The structure would be
seen from the Memorial Auditorium, however, this preservation area is located within the
CBD and as such has several high-rise structures in close proximity. Additionally, the focus
from the Memorial Auditorium Preservation Area is inward onto J Street - not northward
toward the project site. The viewshed from the Washington District Preservation Area is
expected to be at least partially impacted by the Proposed Project. This is considered a
significant impact.
b.

Facts in Support of Finding

No mitigation is available to reduce the indirect impact to historic districts as identified in
the EIR other than adopting the shorter structure alternative (Alternative B). The project
would result in a significant and uavoidab/e impact.
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5,7

C.
LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS
The City is not required to adopt mitigation measures for impacts that are less than significant, nor
make particular findings with respect to these impacts. The City hereby determines and confirms
that the conclusions in the Final EIR regarding impacts that are identified as less-than-significant,
and issues for which a conclusion of "no impact' has been made, are appropriate and correct.

III.

ALTERNATIVES

CEQA mandates that every EIR evaluate a no-project alternative, plus a range of alternatives which
might reduce or avoid the significant impacts of a proposed project. 'Alternatives provide a basis of
comparison to the Proposed Project in terms of beneficial, significant, and unavoidable significant
impacts. This comparative analysis is used to determine reasonable feasible options for minimizing
environmental consequences of implementation of a proposed project. For reasons summarized
below, the City finds that approval and implementation of the project as amended and as approved
is appropriate, and rejects each of the alternatives.

1.

Alternative A: No Project Alternative (AA)

The No Project Alternative (AA) is required by Section 15126.6(e) of the, CEQA
Guidelines. Under this alternative, the existing Lot C parking lot, a surface parking
lot only, would continue to be operated on this site. The existing conditions at the
site would continue in their present form.
Finding

Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible the No^Project
Alternative identified in the EIR and described above in that:
a)

Alternative AA would restrict the revenue to the City of Sacramento that
would result from development or redevelopment of the property.

b)

Alternative AA would not address parking needs identified in the City's 1998
parking study which concluded that by year 2000 a greatly increased parking
demand would affect the downtown area.

c)

Alternative AA would fail to utilize an available site for an area identified in
the parking analyses as a priority area for provision of new parking facilities
to meet nearby needs such as the Convention Center, the Memorial
Auditorium and the Cal EPA building.
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2.

d)

Significant effects of the Proposed Project are acceptable when balanced
against this Alternative and the facts set forth in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

e)

Alternative AA would not acheive the basic goals of the project and would
leave the site underutilized as a City parking facility at a time when the
demand for such facilities exists.

Alternative B: Reduced Height Alternative (AB)
The Reduced Height Alternative (AB) would be located on the Lot C site. This
alternative is designed to be consistent with the City's Zoning Ordinance which
allows for a 60 foot height limit for projects providing at least 50% of the ground
floor space for retail uses. The structure would be 60 feet high, would have
approximately 6 or 7 levels, and would contain approximately 659 parking spaces.
Finding

Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible the Reduced
Height Alternative identified in the EIR and described above in that:

3.

a)

Alternative AB would restrict the revenue to the City of Sacramento that
would result from more intense development or redevelopment of the site.

b)

Alternative AB would fail to maximize the revenue potential from the City's
investment in construction of a large parking facility by constructing a
smaller facility than is feasible for the City on this City-owned site.

c)

Alternative AB would have similar noise, vibration, tree and cultural
resources impacts to the Proposed Project.

d)

Significant effects of the Proposed Project are acceptable when balanced
against this alternative and the facts set forth in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

Alternative C: Off-Site Alternative (AC)

Under the Off-Site Alternative, the proposed parking garage would be constrcted on
the half-block bounded by 14th, 15th, and l Streets, on the south side of I Street. For
this alternative, the ground floor uses would consist of the same amount of
retail/office space as with the proposed project, and the design of the project would
be the same as the Proposed Project. The existing retail space on 15th Street would
be demolished. Vehicle access to the project would be from I Street and 14th Street.
Project construction activities, infrastructure improvements would be the same for
this alternative as for the Proposed Project.
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Finding

'Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible the Off-Site
Alternative identified in the EIR and described above in that:

4.

a)

Alternative C would require the City to acquire a property, potentially using
greater City resources and time when compared to a site already owned by
the City.

b)

Alternative C would require a greater level of building demolition activity
than the Proposed Project, thus displacing some existing businesses.

c)

Significant effects of the project are acceptable when balanced against this
alternative and the facts set forth in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations.

Alternative D: Alternative Site Access Alternative (AD)
Under Alternative D, the structure as identified under the Proposed Project would be
constructed with ingress/egress providded on H Street and 14th Street. No vehicle
access would be provided from 15th Street. Ground floor retail/office space would
be provided as with the Proposed Project, with a greater amount of this space
oriented toward 15th Street instead of H Street. All other project features and',,
construction activities identified for the proposed project would apply to this
alternative.

Finding
Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible this Alternative
as described in the EIR in that:
Alternative D would result in the same environmental effects as the Proposed
Project.
b)

Alternative D would result in less retail space facing H Street, thus orienting
less of this potentially active space toward the neighborhood and lessening
the provision of neighborhood oriented retail activity at this site.

c)

Significant effects of the Proposed Project are acceptable when balanced
against this alternative and the facts set forth in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations.
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IV.

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

Notwithstanding disclosure of the significant impacts and the accompanying mitigation, the City has
determined pursuant to Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines that the benefits of the project as
revised outweigh the adverse impacts, and the proposed project shall be approved.
With reference to the above findings and in recognition of those facts which are included in the
record, the City has determined that the proposed project would contribute to environmental impacts
which are considered significant and adverse, as disclosed in the EIR prepared for the proposed
project, including the potential for growth inducing impacts as identified in the EIR.
The City specifically finds, and therefore makes this Statement of Overriding Considerations, that
as a part of the process of obtaining project approval, all significant effects on the environment with
implementation of the Proposed Project have been eliminated or substantially lessened where
feasible. Furthermore, the City has determined that any remaining significant effects on the
environment found to be unavoidable are acceptable due to the overriding considerations described
below:

l.

It is the goal of the project to provide parking within several blocks of the new
CaIEPA office building. The City desires to provide this parking within a short time
of the opening of the CaIEPA building.

2.

It is the goal of the project to provide parking within walking distance of major event
facilities such as the Sacramento Convention Center, the Memorial Auditorium, the
Music Circus, and other facilities that may develop within the Arts and Entertainment
District.

3.

It is the goal of the project to reduce the demand placed on existing parking facilities
and surface streets.

4.

The project will provide for new retail oriented space and the opportunity to provide
neighborhood serving retail uses within close proximity to an existing downtown
residential neighborhood.

5.

The proposed project provides the best site for the City to maximize the addition of
off-street parking within the downtown area within the quickest time frame in order
to meet the existing demand for parking within this area.

6.

The proposed project provides the best size and location of facility to generate
sufficient parking fee revenues to make financing of this project feasible.
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7.

The Lot C location provides the best opportunity for the City to provide a parking
facility with the greatest likelihood of serving both daytime users and nighttime event
attendees who might otherwise tend to park in on-street parking within nearby
neighborhoods.
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Attachment H
EIR - MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) (see attached)
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Mitigation Monitoring Plan

LOT C PARKING GARAGE
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PLAN
This Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) has been required by and prepared for the Neighborhood
Planning and Development Services Department, Office of Environmental Affairs, 12311 Street, Room
300, Sacramento, CA 95814, pursuant to CEQA Section 21081.6.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Project Name:

Lot C Parking Garage

City of Sacramento Contact Person:

Fred Buderi, CEQA Project Manager
City of Sacramento
Neighborhoods, Planning and Development Services Dept.
Office of Environmental Affairs
1231 I Street, Room 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 264-7602

Applicant:

City of Sacramento
Public Works Department
Kirk Thompson, Associate Engineer
927 10,h Street
Sacramento, CA 95614
(916) 264-8431

Project Location
The City of Sacramento (City), proposes to construct and operate a new multi-level parking structure
known as Lot C on one-half block within the Central City. The project site is bounded by H Street on the
north, 14"' Street on the west, 15th Street on the east, and the alley between H and I Street on the south.
Project Description
The project examined in this EIR includes the conversion of the existing surface parking lot to a multilevel parking garage. The structure will consist of a total of 10-levels of parking with capacity for
approximately 1,095 parking spaces. The parking garage will be constructed with a pile-driven foundation
and will use a long-span structural system. Access to and from the parking garage will be provided via 14`n
and 15`h Streets. No vehicle access to or from the garage will be provided from H Street or the alley
between H and I Streets. In addition to the parking, the ground floor level will consist of leasable space for
a mix of retail, office, or storage uses.
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Mitigation Monitoring Plan

MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
Introduction
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires review of any plan or project that could
have significant adverse effects on the environment. In 1988, CEQA was.amended to require reporting
on and monitoring of mitigation measures adopted as part of the environmental review process. This
Mitigation Monitoring Plan (NIlVIP) is designed to aid the City of Sacramento in its implementation and
monitoring of measures adopted for the Lot C project.
Mitigation Measures
The mitigation measures are taken verbatim from the Lot C EIR and are assigned the same number they
have in the document. The MMP describes the actions that must take place to implement each
mitigation measure, the timing of those actions, and the entities responsible for implementing and
monitoring the actions.
MMP Components
The components of each monitoring form are addressed briefly, below.
Mitigation Measure: All mitigation measures that were identified in the Meadowview Home Depot
Mitigated Negative Declaration are presented, and numbered accordingly. The mitigation measures 'are
presented by topic (e.g., Air Quality, Noise).
Monitoring Program: For every mitigation measure, one or more actions are described. These are the
center of the MMP, as they delineate the means by which measures will be implemented, and, in some
instances, the criteria for determining whether a measure has been successfully implemented. Where
mitigation measures are particularly detailed, the action may refer back to the measure.
Tiin^: Each action must take place prior to the time at which a threshold could be exceeded.
Implementation of the action must occur prior to or during some part of approval, project design or
construction, or on an ongoing basis. The timing for each measure is identified.
Parties Responsible for Implementing Measure: This item identifies the entity that will undertake the
required action.
Entity Responsible for Ensuring Compliance: The City of Sacramento is responsible for ensuring that
the mitigation measures are successfully implemented.
Verification of Compliance: This section provides confirmation that a measure has been implemented,
with space for the signature, title, and department of the individual who is verifying compliance. A
space is also provided for notes.

TABLE 1
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

6.2 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

6.2-1

LOCAL VEHICULAR CIRCULATION RETAIL SERVICE VEHICLE
ACCESS

This measure shall be placed
on the plans and
specifications. The

City Public Works
Department

construction plans shall reflect
this measure.

(a)

6.2-2

Service vehicle access shall be designed to avoid
maneuvering on City streets and alleys, so as not to
interfere with other traffic.
LOCAL VEHICULAR CIRCULATION - VEHICLE QUEUING AT
GARAGE ENTRANCES

(a)

This measure shall be placed
on the plans and
specifications. The
construction plans shall reflect
this measure.

City Public Works
Department

Each garage entrance shall be designed to have two
operating entry lanes during peak arrival periods.
Adequate storage shall be provided to permit two
vehicles in each lane without queuing onto the adjacent
sidewalk.

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000
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Lot C Project

TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

6.3-1

CONSTRUCTION - PHASE I SITE PREPARATION

. (a)

Water all active construction areas at least twice daily;

(b)

Cover all trucks hauling soil, sand, and other loose
materials or require all trucks to maintain at least two
feet of freeboard (i.e., the minimum required space
between the top of the load and the top of the trailer);

(c)

Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic)
soil stabilizers on all unpaved access roads, parking
areas and staging areas;

(d)

Sweep daily (preferably with water sweepers) all paved
access roads, parking areas and staging areas.

6.3-2
(a)

Phase II - Building Erection Construction
Emissions
All stationary and mobile construction equipment shall
be operated and maintained in proper running order
through routine tune-ups. As such, ROG and NOx
emissions from stationary and mobile construction
equipment would be reduced by 5 percent. Properly
tuned and maintained equipment would reduce Phase II
NOX emissions to approximately 83.0 lbs/day for the
Proposed Project, Alternative B, and Alternative C, and
Alternative D.

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Place notes on the plans and
specifications to address
measures a-d. Implement
measures a-d during grading
and construction activities.

City Public Works
Department

Place note on the plans and
specifications. Implement
measure during grading and
construction activities.

City Public Works
Department
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Initials

Date

Remarks

City of Sacraniento
Lot C Project

TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

6.3-3

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

OPERATIONAL IMPACTS

(a)

Install charging stations for electric vehicles.

(b)

Implement a parking fee schedule that reflects fair
market value and that charges single-occupant vehicles
more than carpools.

(c)

Provide secure facilities for bicycle parking.

6.3-4

Reporting Milestone

Implement measures a-c
prior to building
occupancy.

City Public Works
Department

PROJECT GENERATED CARBON MONOXIDE IMPACTS

(a)

Design the garage to maximize the natural flow of air
through the structure. This would dilute the carbon
monoxide emissions generated within the structure,
which would lower the effect of those emissions on
concentrations outside the structure.

(b)

(b)To minimize idling time at the ground level, require
that patrons pay for parking immediately prior to
retrieving their vehicle rather than at a booth near the
point of egress. Idling vehicles in idle mode generate
higher carbon monoxide emissions than moving
vehicles.

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000

Measure A shall be
implemented during
construction plan
development. Measure B
shall be implemented
during operation of the
parking garage.
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City Public Works
Department
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TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

6.4 NOISE AND VIBRATION

6.4-1

CONSTRUCTION NOISE IMPACTS

The City of Sacramento shall incorporate the following measures,
into all construction contract documents related to the Lot C
Parking Structure:
(a)

Comply with all elements of the City of Sacramento
Noise Ordinance relating to construction noise which
include:

Include measures a-c on
the detailed construction
plans. Implement
measures during
construction activities.

City Public Works
Department

Exempts
construction
noise
from
the
quantitative limits contained in the Noise
Ordinance if the construction takes place
between 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Monday
through Saturday and between 9:00 a.m. and
6:00 p.m. on Sunday, and

n

The operation of internal combustion engines
are exempt if the engines are equipped with
suitable exhaust and intake silencers.

(b)

Use equipment that has sound-control devices no less
effective than those provided in the original equipment
and muffled exhaust; and

(c)

As directed by the City, implement appropriate additional
noise mitigation, including changing the location of
stationary construction equipment, shutting off idling
equipment, rescheduling construction activity, notifying
adjacent residents and sensitive receptors in advance of
construction work; and/or installing acoustic barriers
around stationary construction noise sources.

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000
^•
Q

City of Sacramettto
Lot C Project

TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

6.4-3

(a)

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

ON-SITE OPERATIONAL NOISE IMPACTS

The City shall limit truck deliveries and service vehicle
trips related to the ground floor mixed retail, office, and
storage uses to Monday through Saturday between the
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., the least noise
sensitive hours of the day. Such activities shall be
prohibited on Sundays.

Measure shall be included
on all lease contracts for
the retail space.

City Public Works
Department

6.4-4 CONSTRUCTION-INDUCED VIBRATION IMPACTS

(a)

To minimize vibration (and noise) impacts related to pile
driving, the City shall require project construction
contractors to pre-drill holes to the maximum depth
feasible on the basis of soil conditions.

(b)

Continuous vibration monitoring shall be provided during
pile driving activities.

(c)

Fixtures and finishes susceptible to damage will be
documented (photographically and in writing) prior to
construction. The pre-existing condition of adjacent
buildings will be recorded in order to evaluate damage
from construction activities. All damage will be repaired
back to its pre-existing condition.

(d)

Adjacent buildings shall be examined regularly for the
occurrence of new cracks or signs of distress during
project construction.

(e)

To reduce potential damage to adjacent structures,
construction staging areas shall be located away from
buildings located directly across the alley.

(f)

All construction shall temporarily cease and the problem
activity shall be identified should significant damage to

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000

Notes addressing a-f shall
be placed on the plans
and specifications.
Measures shall be
implemented during
construction activities.
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TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

any adjacent structures occur. After identification of the
problem activity and assessment as to the severity of the
problem, the problem activity may be modified to protect
the adjacent structures.
6.5 TREE RESOURCES

6.5-1

CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATIONAL IMPACTS TO CITY
STREET AND HERITAGE TREES

(a)

Prior to the issuance of grading/building permits, a 6-foot
chain link fence shall be erected along the back of curb
and will extend 10 feet on either side of the tree and 12
feet from the back of curb on trees greater than 10
inches in diameter. For trees less than 10 inches in
diameter the fence will extend 5 feet on either side of the
tree. Fence poles will be set in the ground. The fencing
shall remain in place during the duration of the project
except for temporary removal required to replace
existing curb, gutter and sidewalk. This will alleviate
trunk damage and reduce root compaction.

(b)

The Contractor shall hire an International Society of
Arboriculture ( ISA) certified arborist to make weekly
inspections to ensure the protective fencing stays in
place and to monitor the health of the trees. The arborist
shall take any required action to ensure the health of the
trees, i.e. supplemental irrigation, fertilization, and/or soil
compaction remediation. The project sponsor will be
responsible for any costs incurred.

(c)

No excavation for utilities, trenching, grade changes,
storage of materials or parking of vehicles within the
fenced area. Boring or hand trenching for utilities shall
be allowed within the fenced areas under the supervision
of the project arborist.

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000

Place notes on plans and
specifications to reflect
measures a-f. Implement
measures prior to grading
(measures a, b, and e),
and during construction
activities (measures c, d,
f, g, h, and I).

.
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City Public Works
Department for
measures A-I.

City of Sacrmnento
Lot C Project

TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

(d)

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

(e)

The trees to be saved and the protection methods noted
above shall be identified on all grading and building site
plans for the project.

(f)

Pruning will be allowed by permit, when approved by the
city arborist, for building, crane or any other equipment
clearance. The contractor will be required to prune the
entire tree and not just for building clearance for the 23.5
inch diameter Chinese elm (Ulmus parvifolia) on the 15th
side of the project.

(g)

If during excavation for the project or for any necessary
sidewalk, curb, gutter repair or driveway construction,
tree roots greater than two inches in diameter are
encountered, work shall stop immediately until the
project arborist can perform an on-site inspection. All
roots shall be cut clean and the tree affected may
require supplemental irrigation/fertilization and pruning
as a result of the root pruning.

(h)

The building setbacks alleviate the amount and branch
size of immediate tree trimming, by allowing for a larger,
"natural" canopy size. Future trimming should occur to
maintain a safe clearance from the structure and

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

performed in such a manner that tree growth is directed
away from the structure. Trimming factors will include
tree species, distance of the trunk from the structure,
current: age, height, canopy size, mature: height, canopy

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000
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MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

size, shape and tree growth patterns. Specific trimming
needs and maintenance scheduling will be identified by
the City's Tree Services Division.
(i)

The effects of the proposed building height and massing
can be lessened by enhancing the pedestrian level
experience. This can be accomplished by planting
additional deciduous trees, (there is available planting
space from the unrelated removal of the four elm trees)
and creating a "carriage pass" between the trees. A
carriage pass is a dirt strip located between two trees
parallel to the street. This should be created so as to
provide for a more natural and aesthetic connection
between the trees. This will allow for greater air and
water percolation, mandatory for good tree health.
Grasses, flowers or shrubs should be considered to
enhance aesthetics for the community and downtown
business district. Evergreen bark mulch is not
recommended. This also creates an aesthetic and
"natural" looking pedestrian circulation pattern as
suggested in the draft Central City Neighborhood Design
Guidelines.

O

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000
N.
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6.7

6.7-1

Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

CULTURAL RESOURCES

Loss OR DEGRADATION OF UNDISCOVERED PREHISTORIC
AND HISTORIC RESOURCES

(a)

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 discovered during construction,
work within 100 feet of the find shall cease. The
Contractor shall hire a qualified archaeologist to make
weekly inspections of the site. If the find is identified as
being significant, resources found on the site shall be
donated to an appropriate museum or cultural center as
determined by the City's Preservation Director.

(b)

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
(CFR) (36 CFR. 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.

(c)

Pursuant to Section 5097.98 of the State Public
Resources Code, if human bone or bone of unknown
origin is found during construction, all work shall stop in
the vicinity of the find and the Sacramento County
Coroner shall be contacted immediately. If the remains
are determined to be Native American, the coroner shall

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000

Place notes on plans and
specifications to reflect
measures a-d. Implement
measures during
construction activities.
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Reporting Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

Initials

Date

Remarks

notify the Native American Heritage Commission who
shall notify the person it believes to be the most likely
descendant. The most likely descendent shall work with
the contractor to develop a program for reinternment 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 implemented.
(d)

6.7-2

If any artifacts are found, the City shall implement
security measures (i.e., fencing, guards) to protect
construction sites against potential looting and pothunting.
CONSTRUCTION IMPACTS TO ADJACENT HISTORIC
STRUCTURES

(a)

Prior to construction, an historic preservation architect
shall document fixtures and finishes susceptible to
damage both photographically and in writing. The preexisting condition of adjacent historical buildings shall be
recorded in order to facilitate the repair of any damage
back to pre-construction condition.

(b)

Implement Mitigation Measures 6.4-4 (a-f)

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000
'^'^

Place notes on plans and
specifications that reflect
measures a-b. Implement
measures during
construction activities.
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6.8 HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

6.8-1

EXPOSURE OF INDIVIDUALS TO CONTAMINATED GROUNDWATER
AND/OR SOIL

Construction contract documents shall require the
hazardous material removal contractor or subcontractor to
comply with the following:
(a)

Prepare a hazardous material discovery and response
contingency plan for review by the City of Sacramento
Fire Department. The fire department will act as the first
responder to a condition of extreme emergency ( i.e., fire,
emergency medical assistance, etc).

(b)

In the event that a condition or suspected condition of
soil and/or groundwater contamination are discovered
during construction, work shall cease or be restricted to
an unaffected area of the site(s) as the situation
warrants and the City shall be immediately notified.
Upon notification, the City shall notify the Sacramento
County Environmental Management Department of the
contamination condition, and the hazardous material
removal contractor shall prepare a site remediation plan
and a site safety plan, the latter of which is required by
OSHA for the protection of construction workers.
Similarly, the hazardous material removal contractor
shall follow and implement all directives of the
Sacramento County Environmental Management
Department and any other jurisdictional authorities that
might become involved in the remediation process.

(c)

Preparation of any remediation plan shall include in its
focus measures to be taken to protect the public from
exposure to potential site(s) hazards and shall include a
certification that the remediation measures would clean
up the contaminants, dispose of the wastes properly,

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000

Measure A shall be
implemented prior to
grading activities.
Measures B and E shall
be included on the
construction plans.
Measures C and D shall
be implemented following
discovery of site
contamination.

14

City Public Works
Department

City of Sacramento
Lot C Project

TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
Mitigation Measure
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Reporting/
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Initials

Date
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and protect public health in accordance with federal,
state, and local requirements.
(d)

Obtain closure and/or No Further Action letters from the
appropriate agency(ies).

(e)

Construction contract documents shall include provisions
for the proper handling and disposal of contaminated soil
and/or dewatering water (including groundwater and
contaminated rainwater) in accordance with federal,
state, and local requirements.

Environmental Science Associates
April 2000
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APPROVE

RESOLUTION NO.

MAY 9 - 2000

ADO FIED BY'I'I ESACRAMENTn CITY COUNCIL

OFFICE OF THE
CITY CLERK

ONDATEOF

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL CERTIFYING THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, ADOPTING FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT
OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS AND MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN IN
SUPPORT OF ITS APPROVAL OF THE PARKING GARAGE C
BUILDING PROJECT (PN:VD71)
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO DOES HEREBY FIND, DETERMINE
AND RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:
1. The City Council finds and certifies that the Final Environmental Impact Report (herein
FEIR) for the proposed Parking Garage C Project, which consists of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report and Final Environmental Impact Report, has been completed
in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
the State CEQA Guidelines, and the Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures.
2. The City Council finds and certifies that the FEIR was prepared, published, circulated, and
reviewed in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the State CEQA Guidelines, and
the Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures, and constitutes an adequate, accurate,
objective, and complete FEIR in accordance with the requirements of CEQA, the State
CEQA Guidelines, and the Sacramento Local Environmental Procedures.
3. City Council has reviewed it and considered the information contained therein prior to
acting on the proposed project and certifies that the FEIR reflects the independent
judgement and analysis of the City of Sacramento.
4. Adopt Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mitigation
Monitoring Plan (see Attachments G & H).

MAYOR

ATTEST:,

CITY CLERK

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

RESOLUTION NO. AM-- ZZ1,6

APPROVED

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL

MAY 9 m 2000
OFFICE OF THE
CITY CLERK

ON DATE OF

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
APPROVING THE PARKING GARAGE C
. BUILDING PROJECT (PN:VD71)
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO DOES RESOLVE AS FOLLOWS:
1. Award the Parking Garage C design assist construction contract to Harbison Mahony
Higgins Construction, Inc. for the projected Guaranteed Maximum Price (GMP) in the not to
exceed amount of $16,203,652 with the stipulation that;
a. A notice to proceed with construction will only be issued if City Council certifies the
FEIR and the 30 day challenge period has ended without a resulting lawsuit.
b. Total contractual obligations under this contract be limited to $979,200 pending the
successful sale of bonds for the project.
c. Approve related financial transactions.
2. Continue to work with adjacent property owners to resolve issues.
3. Adjust appropriations of the project as follows:
Increase:
412-500-VD71-4820

Garage "C"

$1,200,000

Decrease:
412-710-7012-4999

Contingency

$1,200,000

4. Take other actions as necessary to implement construction of the Project.

MAYOR
ATTEST:

CITY CLERK

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

RESOLUTION NO. -2000- 22"2
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
ON DATE OF

RESOLUTION APPROVING NON-CEQA RELATED MEASURES.
ASSOCIATED WITH THE APPROVAL OF GARAGE C-

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

Design and install signs along 16th Street before construction of Garage
C is completed, directing northbound traffic traveling to the Convention
Center, Memorial Auditorium, and other destinations served by the
Garage C facility to turn left on I Street.

2.

Design and install signs along 12th Street upon completion of Garage C,
directing southbound traffic traveling to the Convention Center, Memorial
Auditorium, and other destinations served by the Garage C facility to turn
left on H Street.

3.

Perform vehicle counts on E Street eastbound between 11th and 12th
Streets. A baseline count shall be performed before construction of
Garage C is completed and two follow-up counts shall be conducted at
six-month intervals subsequent to completion of parking Garage C.
Staff shall report back to City Council with results of this traffic count
and, if indicated, recommend a half-street closure of E Street eastbound
at 12th Street or other traffic controls.

4.

Install speed dots and signage on 14th Street northbound at the
intersection of 14th and H Streets encouraging a right turn onto H Street,
but allowing traffic to proceed over the speed dots northbound on 14th
Street. These improvements shall be in place when construction is
completed at Garage C.
Further, staff shall study activity at this
intersection within one year of the date that Garage C construction is
completed to ascertain whether most east-bound vehicles, originating at
Garage C, turn onto H Street or proceed north on 14th Street. If these
improvements fail to route most eastbound vehicles onto H Street from
14th Street, staff shall recommend additional traffic controls to
accomplish this.
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY
RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:

Review and.process a_ny_petition for amendment.of.restnctio_ns that._ma.y.....,
be submitted by members of the public owning or renting property in
residential parking permit area "F° or any sub-set of permit area "F" as
expeditiously as possible and with a staff report back to Council. Such
petitions shall proceed through the City's normal residential permit area
review process.
6.

Include in the upcoming study of the half-street closure at H & 20th
Streets to H & 16th Street an element identifying the anticipated effects
of projected Garage C traffic activity.

7.

Manage Garage C retail . space such that lease space fronting on H
Street shall be let for use by businesses engaged in the sale of goods or
services. If, for any reason, these spaces should remain unused for 180
days or more, staff may recommend that City Council approve leases for
governmental or non sales-related office use. Should this occur, local
resident associations shall be notified of that recommendation prior to
City Council action.

8.

Include in the contract for development of Garage C a provision requiring
the contractor to survey all building on brick or non-reinforced
foundations within a radius of four city blocks of the Garage C
construction site. Surveys shall be conducted prior to and subsequent to
pile driving related to construction to identify any construction-related
damage.

9.

Staff shall return with review of lighting between E and J and 12th and
16t" streets.

10.

Encourage and facilitate use of the privately operated garage located. at
13th & J Streets by Light Opera Company patrons during the 2000
theater season in order to reduce on-street parking in residential areas'
during Garage Construction.

City staff shall study the following and report back to City Council within one
year of groundbreaking on the pa^king garage at 14th and H Streets:
11.

Half-street closure eastbound at 12th and F Streets and elimination of
the forced left-hand turn lane, instead, merging through traffic to the
right.

12.

Elimination of a forced left-hand turn lane southbound on 12th Street at
F Street.
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:

13.

Removal of the left-hand turn lane at 16th & G Streets.

14.

Creation of a left-hand turn lane at 16th & I Streets.

15. Closure of the alley between F and G Streets and between 13th and
14th Streets.
16. Installation of angled parking on 13th and 14th Streets between E and H
Streets.. Staff shall study installation of angled parking on 15th Street
between E & H Streets within twelve months of transfer of that roadway
from State to City responsibility and report back to City Council.
17.

Should staff recommendations indicate which traffic control
recommendations would impact roadways administered by the State of
California, City Council may direct City staff to petition the State of
California to implement some or all of these changes. City Council may
also defer action on recommendations until and unless these roadways
become the responsibility of the City of Sacramento.

18. Work with owners of the Quality Inn regarding the moving of their signs
and mitigation of noise and dust.
19.

Report back to Council as part of the financing of this project on the fair
share portion of H, I, 14th and 15th Street lighting. .

20.

Study the viability of using construction vehicles identified by the Air
Quality Management District.

MAYOR.

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY

RESOLUTION NO.:
DATE ADOPTED:

,

NEIGHBORHOODS
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES DEPARTMENT

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA

PLANNING DIVISION
1231 1 STREET, RM 300
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 264-5381 Phone
(916) 264-7185 Fax

May 9, 2000

TO:

Mayor and City Council Members
City Manager

FROM:

Fred Buderi, Planning Divisio4b

SUBJECT:

Lot C Parking Garage EIR
Errata to Final EIR -

The following corrections are made to the. Final EIR for the Lot C Parking Garage project:
Page 4-29:

Response. 4-49
Refer to the response to Response 4 36 Response 4-59 for a discussion of vibration
impacts on nearby structures.
Page 4-30:
Response 4-52
The commentor notes that the Pacific Bell Building in slightly taller.than the Proposed
Project, and that the building is clearly visible from the living room windows of
residences. Comment noted. Please see Response 4 28 Response 4-51 above for a
discussion of trees, and also for a discussion of the project's significant and unavoidable
change to the visual character of the area immediately surrounding the site.

Page 4-30:
Response 4-55
The commentor states that Impact 6.6-2 needs to be revised. Please refer to Response
3-28 Response 3-18 for a discussion of the EIR's conclusion that the project is generally
consistent with the Central City Neighborhood Design Guidelines.

