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MEMORANDUM
Date:

July 22, 2005

To:

Mayor Fargo
Councilmember Tretheway
Councilmember Sheedy
Councilmember Cohn
Councilmember Fong
Councilmember Hammond
Councilmember McCarty
Councilmember Waters
Councilmember Pannell

From:

Arwen Wacht, Associate Planner (808-1964)
Greg Bitter, Senior Planner (808-7816)

SUBJECT:

Natomas Field (P04-236)

Please find a copy of the Negative Declaration, staff's response to the comments received on the Negative
Declaration, and enlarged exhibits for Natomas Field (P04-236), which is scheduled to be heard at City
Council on the evening of July 26, 2005. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Gregory
Bitter or myself.
c:

Robert Thomas, City Manager
Shirley Concolino, City Clerk
Samuel Jackson, City Attorney
Carol Shearly, Interim Planning Director
David Kwong, Interim Principal Planner
Greg Bitter, Senior Planner
Arwen Wacht, Associate Planner
P04-236

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
DEPARTMENT

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA

12311 STREET
SUITE 200
SACRAMENTO, CA
95814-2998

MEMORANDUM
Date:

July 22, 2005

To:

Mayor Fargo and Members of the City Council

From:

LE Buford, Principal Planner

SUBJECT:

Responses to Comments on the Natomas Field (P04-236) Mitigated Negative
Declaration

Natomas Field (P04-236) is located south of Arena Boulevard, east of Commerce Way and west of
Airport Road in the North Natomas Community Plan area. The project site is approximately 100 acres
in size, and was historically used as an air strip supporting the surrounding agricultural uses.
The proposed project would construct approximately 707 single-family homes in various plans defined
by the applicant as Town Homes, Brownstones, Cottages and Bungalows. An Initial Study was
prepared for the project, and a Mitigated Negative Declaration circulated for public review.
This memo is in response to the comments received during the public review period on the Mitigated
Negative Declaration.
Various aspects of the comments submitted concerned the application and interpretation of the
provisions of the North Natomas Community Plan. The Initial Study analyzed the impacts of the project
as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and considered the land use and
planning aspects of the proposed project, as discussed below, when physical changes in the physical
environment could occur. Comments relating to other land use and planning issues are properly
considered during the planning and approval process, but are not part of the CEQA review.
Land Use, Population and Housing
Comments were submitted that addressed various aspects of the land use plan that is the basis for
the project. The proposed project would change the General Plan, Community Plan and zoning
designations for the project site.
As discussed in the Initial Study, the project would change the Community Plan designations as
follows:
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Designation

Existing Acreage

Project Acreage

Change

0

(11.95)

11.95

Low Density Residential
Medium Density Residential 45.48
High Density Residential
Parks-Open Space
Neighborhood Commercial
Public Facilities
Frontage Streets

23.89
7.7
2.03
.05
7.8

24.93
12.91
2.38
0
7.74

Total

98.9

98.9

50.94

+ 5.46
+ 1.04
+ 5.21
+ .35
( .05)
( .06)

As can be seen by a review of these changes, the project would remove approximately 12 net acres of
low-density residential, and replace it with medium density residential (5.46 acres net addition),
Parks/Open Space (5.21 acres net addition) and high density residential (1.04 acres net addition). The
Initial Study viewed this as a less than substantial change in the overall planned land use for the site,
and consistent with the long-term planning for the area, consistent with the North Natomas Community
Plan.
The Community Plan calls for a variety of housing types and sizes, and one comment challenged the
project as being inconsistent with this approach. The project would contribute to such a mix, however,
and would respond to demand for housing in the community.
Comments were also directed to the social and economic changes that could occur as a result of the
project. The Initial Study did not ignore potential changes that could occur, but instead identified the
actual physical changes that could occur as a result of social and economic changes, if any. This is
consistent with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), which identifies the environment as
the physical conditions that exist within the area in question.
Water
One comment questioned the analysis for the impacts of implementing storm drainage at the project
site. The project would be required to connect to the existing storm drainage system, which is
completed in the project area. The storm drainage system was the subject of separate environmental
review at the time of construction, and the connection as part of the project would be subject to
conditions imposed by the City Department of Utilities to ensure adequate protection from erosion and
other impacts to groundwater.
A comment also questioned Mitigation Measure W-1, which would require remediation in the event
contaminated groundwater is encountered as part of the project. Such an event is not certain, and any
treatment or disposal would be subject to strict oversight of state and local authorities acting pursuant
to specific regulations governing such treatment and disposal. Given the uncertain risk of such an
event, the mitigation measure was reasonably specific; any further consideration would have required
speculation.
The provision of drainage facilities for the project was analyzed in the Mitigated Negative Declaration.
Since there are existing drainage facilities nearby, the impacts of extending drainage facilities from the
project site to the existing facilities was considered less than significant.

®
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commercial component, when established, would be analyzed for compliance with the City's parking
standards for such uses.
Noise
A noise study was conducted for the project by Bollard and Brennan, on which the noise analysis in
the Initial Study was based. In addition, a discussion with Bollard and Brennan was referenced in the
Initial Study, which is an acceptable form of documentation for such analyses.
The noise analysis considered the noise levels that would be experienced at various locations in the
project site, and the attenuating effects of building facades. As noted in the Initial Study, the City's
exterior noise standards apply to backyards of residences. The noise consultant, Bollard and
Brennan, Inc., provided additional information that the facades of the residences would provide a
noise reduction of about 10 dB to any exterior areas.
Construction materials typically used to build residences would normally reduce interior noise by
approximately 25 dB. STC higher rated windows are included as a mitigation measure to further
reduce any interior noise impacts on the second and third floors, as it tends to be noisier on these
floors.
Public Health and Safety
The comments questioned the project design, which would construct housing in some portions of the
project site with entries facing roadways. The concerns regarding safety are acknowledged, but are
primarily related to land use and site planning. The project design, and its consistency with the land
use and design standards of the North Natomas Community Plan, are properly the subject of
discussion and consideration during consideration of the project by the decision-makers. In this case,
such concerns did not raise issues to be considered in the CEQA review process.

Q

MITIGATED N EGATIVE DECL ARATION
The City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation, does hereby prepare, make declare, and
publish this Negative Declaration for the following described project:
Natomas Field (PO4-23fL)- The proposed project site is located south of Arena Boulevard, east of
East Commerce Way, and west of Airport Road in the North Natomas Community Plan area.
The proposed project consists of the entitlements to allow the development of the project site for
commercial, medium- and high-density residential, and park use.
The City of Sacramento, Development Services Department, has reviewed the proposed project and
on the basis of the whole record before it, has determined that there is no substantial evidence that
the project, with mitigation measures as identified in the attached Initial Study, will have a
significant effect on the environment. This Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the lead agency's
independent judgment and analysis. An Environmental Impact Report is not required pursuant to
the Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (Sections 21000, et seq., Public Resources Code of the State
of California).
This Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to Title 14, Section 15070 of the California
Code of Regulations; the Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 91-892) adopted
by the City of Sacramento; and the Sacramento City Code.
A copy of this document and all supportive documentation may be reviewed or obtained at the City
of Sacramento, Development Services Department, Planning Division, 1231 I Street, 3rd Floor,
Sacramento, California 95814.
Environmental Services Manager, City of Sacramento,
California, a municipal corporation
By:
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NATOMAS FIELD PROJECT (P04-236)
INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The City is soliciting views of interested persons and agencies on the content of the environmental
information presented in this document. Due to the time limits mandated by state law, your
response must be sent at the earliest possible date, but no later than the 30-day review period
ending, June 16, 2005.
Please send written responses to:
Susanne Cook, Environmental Project Manager
Development Services Department
Environmental Planning Services
1231 I Street, Ste. 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
Fax (916) 264-7185
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REZONE 98.8+/- acres from 8.29+/- acres of Single-Family Alternative Planned Unit
R-2A), 30.08+1- acres of MultiDevelopment (R-1A-PUD), 11.73+/- acres of Multi-Family (
R-2A-PUD),
and
37.17+/acres of Manufacturing,
Family Planned Unit Development (
MRD-20-PUD)
to 33.33+1- acres
Research and Development Planned Unit Development (
acres of
of Single-Family Alternative Planned Unit Development (R-IA-PUD), 17.61+/R-2B-PUD), 24.93+1- acres of Multi-Family
Multi-Family Planned Unit Development (
R-3-PUD),
2.38+/acres of Limited Commercial Planned Unit
Planned Unit Development (
Development (C-1-PUD); 12.91+/- acres of Agriculture-Open Space Planned Unit
Development (A-OS-PUD), and 7.74+1- acres of road half section;

•

PUD) ESTABLISHMENT to establish PUD Guidelines
PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (
and a Planned Unit Development Schematic Plan and Guidelines for the Natomas Field
Planned Unit Development;

•

•

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT to adjust the common property lines between two parcels
totaling 26.85+/- acres;

•

TENTATIVE MASTER PARCEL MAP to subdivide eight
master parcels;

•

717+/- parcels;
TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP to subdivide 98.9 +/- acres into

•

PUD SPECIAL PERMIT to allow the development of four house plans on 217+/- 28'x68'
lots in the proposed Single-Family Alternative Planned Unit Development (R-IA-PUD)

( 8) parcels into thirteen (13)

zone;
•

PUD SPECIAL PERMIT to allow the development of four house plans on 179+/- 35'x70'
lots in the proposed Multi-Family Planned Unit Development ( R-2A-PUD) zone;

•

PUD SPECIAL PERMIT to allow the development of four house plans on 95+/- 40'x90' lots
in the proposed Single-Family Alternative Planned Unit Development ( R-1A-PUD) zone;

•

to allow the development of 216+/- alternative housing units
PUD SPECIAL PERMIT
(townhomes) in the proposed Multi-Family Planned Unit Development ( R-3-PUD) zone

The Developer proposes four different single-family home types, including what are defined as
Town Homes ( six single-family units per building, alley loaded from the rear in a density range of
12 to 15 attached lots per acre), Brownstone ( 28x68 lots with one side a zero lot line and alley
loaded from the rear in a density range of 12 to 15 lots per acre), Cottages (35x70 lots with one
side a zero lot line and two car tandem garages, single garage elevation facing forward, in a
density range of 10 to 13 lots per acre), and bungalows ( 40x901ots alley loaded from the rear, in a
density range of 7 to 10 lots per acre).
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The project would eliminate the designated low density residential and would increase the
acreage of medium density residential, high density residential, commercial/offices, and
parks/open space. Since this is a slight change in the designated land uses, the planned uses
of the site would not substantially alter the project area.
The project site is not in agricultural use. Therefore; a less-than-significant impact on land use
would occur.

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.

Findings
The proposed project would not result in impacts to land uses.
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A & B
Although the project area is not completely developed, development has already begun in the
area for the past several years. The project area is located within the North Natomas
Community Plan, an area that consists of 7,438 acres within the area bounded by Elkhorn
Boulevard to the north, Interstate-80 to the south, the Natomas East Main Drainage Canal to
the east, and the West Drainage Canal, Fisherman's Lake, and Highway 99 to the west
within the City of Sacramento. The project area has been planned for development since the
North Natomas Community Plan was adopted in 1994.
The site is vacant. Therefore, no housing would be removed or impacted because of the
project. In addition, as part of the City's Mixed Income Housing Ordinance (Chapter 17.190),
the Applicant is required to provide inclusionary housing as a part of this proposed project. The
inclusionary housing component of the project would be the proposed multi-family housing.
This would increase the amount of inclusionary housing in the City.

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.

Finding
The proposed project would result in less-than-significant impacts to population and housing.
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existing grades (page 5).
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if it allows a project to be
built that will either introduce geologic or seismic hazards by allowing the construction of the
project on such a site without protection against those hazards.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
Cities in California are required to consider seismic safety as part of the General Plan safety
elements. The City of Sacramento also recognizes that it is prudent for the City to prepare for
seismic related hazards and has, therefore, adopted policies as a part of the General Plan,
Health and Safety Element. These policies require that the City protect lives and property from
unacceptable risk due to seismic and geologic activity or unstable soil conditions to the
maximum extent feasible, that the City prohibit the construction of structures for permanent
occupancy across faults, that soils reports and geologic investigations be required for multiple
story buildings, and that the Uniform Building Code requirements that recognize State and
Federal earthquake protection standards in construction be used. The policies listed above are
implemented through the building permit process for new construction projects and reduce the
potential significant health and safety impacts. Thus, for the purposes of this environmental
analysis, the potential for a significant geologic, soils, or seismic impact created by construction
of the project has been substantially lessened by the application of regulatory requirements.
Because the project is required to comply with these regulatory requirements, seismic hazards
are considered to be less-than-significant.
Question B
Title 15, Chapter 15.88 of the City's Municipal Code requires a grading permit prior to
construction activities. In accordance with the grading permit requirements, the applicant must
submit an Erosion and Sediment Control (ESC) plan to reduce the amount of erosion and to
retain sediment on the project site during construction. In addition, the Sacramento General
Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report indicates that there are no highly erodible soils
within the City (T-1 3). For these reasons, the Proposed Project would not result in substantial
soil erosion or loss of topsoil, and geotechnical impacts related to erosion and soil loss would
be less than significant.
Question C
The Developer is required to follow all regulations concerning geotechnical considerations. This
includes complying with the Uniform Building Code and preparing a geotechnical study to
determine the soils stability. The code would require construction and design of the building to
meet standards that would reduce risks associated with subsidence or liquefaction.
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A & E
Due to the increase in impervious areas associated with driveways, sidewalks, roads and other
paved areas, surface runoff will increase as a result of the project. As part of the improvement
plans required by the City's Utilities and Development Services Departments, adequate
drainage facilities are required for the discharge of storm water runoff. These drainage facilities
will be incorporated into the drainage system within the street infrastructure. Increases in storm
water runoff and changes to local absorption rates and drainage patterns as a result of the
project are considered potentially significant; however, the proposed development will be
required to provide drainage facilities to the satisfaction of the Department of Utilities. Through
compliance with City requirements to provide the proper drainage facilities, the proposed
project is anticipated to have a less-than significant impact on drainage patterns and surface
runoff.
Question B
The project site is situated within Flood Zone X Shaded. Within this flood zone, flood impacts are
anticipated to be less-than-significant because there are no building requirements.
Questions C & D
The increase in
The proposed project would increase the amount of impervious surfaces.
impervious surfaces could increase the amount of pollution going into the area's waterways, as
storm water is discharged directly into waterways. In addition, during construction, the activities
may result in discharges to storm water as well. However, compliance with the City's Grading,
Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance (Title 15) and the Stormwater Management and
Discharge Control Ordinance (Title 13) would reduce runoff impacts to a less-than-significant
level. The Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance will require the applicant to prepare
erosion and sediment control plans for both during and after construction of the proposed project,
prepare preliminary and final grading plans, and prepare plans to control urban runoff pollution
from the project site during construction. This ordinance also requires that a Post Construction
Erosion and Sediment Control Plan be prepared to minimize the increase of urban runoff pollution
caused by development of the area. Since the project is not served by a regional water quality
control facility and is greater than one acre, both source controls and on-site treatment control
measures are required. A storm drain message is required at all drain inlets. On-site treatment
control measures are also required. Treatment of the runoff prior to it being conveyed to the
stormwater system would ensure that surface waters are not impacted by the project.
The project is also required to comply with the Stormwater Management and Discharge Control
This Ordinance requires that nonstormwater discharges to the stormwater
Ordinance.
conveyance system be controlled by eliminating discharges to the stormwater conveyance
system from spills, dumping, or disposal of materials other than stormwater, and by reducing
pollutants in urban stormwater discharges to the maximum extent practicable. This Ordinance is
intended to assist in the protection and enhancement of the water quality of watercourses,
water bodies, and wetlands in a manner pursuant to and consistent with the Federal Water
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

ssues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less-thansignificant
Impact

5,AIRCJ I IA I ITY

Would the proposal:
A)

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

B)

Exposure of sensitive receptors to
pollutants?

C)

Alter air movement, moisture, or
temperature, or cause any change in
climate?

D)

Create objectionable odors?

^

^

Environmental Setting
The project area lies within the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB). The climate of the SVAB is
Mediterranean in character, with mild, rainy winter weather from November through March, and
warm to hot, dry weather from May through September. The SVAB is subject to eight unique
The predominant annual and summer wind pattern is the full sea breeze,
wind patterns.
commonly referred to as Delta breezes. Wind direction in the SVAB is influenced by the
predominant wind flow pattern associated with-the season.
The SVAB is subject to federal, state, and local regulations, which include the Federal and
Clean Air Acts and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
California
(SMAQMD) Rules. Standards for air pollutants are set under these regulations. The air pollutant
standards under the California Clean Air Act are more stringent than the Federal Clean Air Act;
therefore, air basins within the State of California follow the California Clean Air Act air pollutant
standards.
The project site is situated within in Sacramento County, which is under the jurisdiction of the
The SMAQMD is
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD).
responsible for implementing emissions standards and other requirements of federal and state
laws.

Both the federal Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air Resources Board
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estimated NOx emissions to be 77.55 lbs/day. The level of 77.55 lbs/day exceeds the
operational NOx thresholds of 65 lbs/day. To reduce operational emissions to a less-thansignificant level, the following mitigation measures shall be implemented:
Mitigation Measures for Operational Emissions
AQ-1: The Project Applicant/Developer shall submit an Air Quality Mitigation Plan to the
SMAQMD for review and approval. The Project Applicant/Developer shall coordinate with the
SMAQMD concerning the details of this Air Quality Mitigation Plan.
The above mitigation measure typically reduces emissions by 15% at a minimum. Therefore,
implementation of the above mitigation measure would reduce operational emissions to 65.92
lbs/day. This is still 0.92 lbs/day of operational NOx emissions above the thresholds.
Therefore, the following mitigation measure shall be implemented:
AQ-2: The Project Applicant/Developer shall implement the following list of items or a list of
items as determined through coordination with the SMAQMD:
.

Install only natural gas fireplaces.

.

Exceed Title 24 Energy standards for cooling energy by 25% or comply with SMUD
Advantage (Tier II) energy standards.

Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce NOx emissions to 64.42
However, the proposed project is
lbs/day, which is below the thresholds of significance.
designed in such a way that a few of the items known as emissions reduction factors are
included as part of the design of the project. These include the following:
•

Average residential density 7 d.u. per acre or greater

•

Development of projects predominantly characterized by properties on which various
uses, such as office, commercial, institutional, and residential, are combined in a single
building or on a single site. A "single site" may include contiguous properties.

With the above items, NOx emissions may be reduced to 56.92 lbs/day, which is below the
thresholds of significance.
The proposed project includes a commercial component. However, this commercial component
is at a programmatic level at this time. The estimated NOx emissions from the commercial
component is estimated to be 5.28 lbs/day. If the commercial component is included with the
remainder of the project, the NOx emissions are estimated to be 82.84 lbs/day. When the
entitlements for the commercial component are requested at a later date, more detailed
analysis will be done at that time. However, there are mitigation measures similar to the ones
above that would mitigate any operational emissions from the commercial component to a lessthan-significant level.
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and type of vehicles surveyed as well as the dates of each survey. The SMAQMD
and/or other officials may conduct periodic site inspections to determine compliance.
Nothing in this section shall supercede other SMAQMD or state rules or regulations.
Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce emissions by 20% to
approximately 98.74 lbs/day. This would still be 24.68 lbs/day above the thresholds. Therefore,
an air quality mitigation fee is necessary to reduce the NOx emissions to a less-than-significant
level. SMAQMD has developed a mitigation program that assists in providing cleaner
emissions technology within the region. A fee paid to this program would offset the emissions
over the significance threshold generated from the proposed project. The fee is calculated
based on the amount of the mitigated construction emissions produced by the project less the
District Threshold, multiplied by the number of days of construction multiplied by the standard
District fee of $13,600/ton of NOx. Through compliance with this mitigation fee (see mitigation
measure AQ-3 below), it is anticipated that the short-term impacts from NOx can be mitigated
to a less-than-significant level. The spreadsheet table below shows the calculations for the air
quality mitigation fee:
Project Name
(Control #)

Activity Phase

Grading

Nox Nox ( Ibslday)
mitigated
(Ibslday)
unmitigated
123.42

98.74

NOx over duration
(days)
threshold
(Ibslday)

Total
significant
Nox (Ibs)

33

453.29

13.74

453.29
Total project Nox
over threshold
(lbs)
Total project Nox
over threshold
(tons)
Mitigation fee
( $13,6001ton)

0.23

$3,082

Prior to the approval of improvement plans or the issuance of grading permits, the
AQ-5:
Applicant will submit proof that the off-site air quality mitigation fee of $3,082.00 has been paid to
SMAQMD (or another fee as estimated by SMAQMD), and that the construction air quality
mitigation plan has been approved by SMAQMD and the lead agency.

Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce air quality impacts to a less-thansignificant level during the grading phase of construction.
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Project Name
(Control #)
Activity Phase

Nox
(Ibslday)
unmitigated

Nox (Ibs/day)
mitigated

Building Construction

127.25

101.80

Total project Nox
over threshold
(/bs)
Total project Nox
over threshold
(tons)
Mitigation fee
($13,600/ton)

NOx over duration
(days)
threshold
(lbs/day)

Total
significant
Nox (lbs)

66

1108.80

16.80

1108.80

0.55

$7,540

Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce air quality impacts to a lessthan-significant level.
AmhiPnt Air EmissionG

The July 2004 SMAQMD Guide to Air Quality Assessment states that projects are considered
significant if anticipated emissions of certain pollutants exceed or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected violation of an ambient air quality standard, or expose sensitive receptors
(e.g., children, athletes, elderly, sick populations) to substantial pollutant concentrations (5-1).
These pollutants include carbon monoxide (CO), PM1o, oxides of nitrogen (NO2), and sulfur
oxides (SO2).
Since the NOx emissions for operation of the project is less-than-significant, ambient air
emissions would be considered less-than-significant as well. Impacts to sensitive receptors (the
closest ones presently would be the residences to the east) would be less-than-significant as well.

Question C
The project would not result in the alteration of air movement, moisture, temperature, or in any
change in climate, either locally or regionally.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

ssues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less-thansignificant
Impact

6, TRANSPORTATIO NlCIRCII ATION

Would the proposal result in:

3

A)

Increased vehicle trips or traffic
congestion?

B)

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

C)

Inadequate emergency access or access
to nearby uses?

3

D)

Insufficient parking capacity on-site or
off-site?

3

E)

Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or
bicyclists?

^

F)

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

3

G)

Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts?

3

3

Environmental Setting
Regional automobile access to the site is provided
Roadway System - Regional Access.
primarily by the freeway system. 1-5 is a north-south facility that is located west of the site.
Primary access to 1-5 is via an interchange at Arena Blvd. To the south, 1-5 provides access to
I-80, downtown Sacramento, southern portions of the City and County, as well as other Central
Valley communities. To the north, 1-5 provides access to Sacramento International Airport, the
City of Woodland, and other Central Valley communities.
1-80 is an east-west freeway located south of the site. Primary access to 1-80 is via 1-5.
Additional access to 1-80 is provided via an interchange with Truxel Rd. To the west, I-80
To
provides access to West Sacramento, the City of Davis, and the San Francisco Bay Area.
the east, 1-80 provides access to northern portions of the City and County, and extends
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Parking. There is no parking available on the site or on-street.
Standards of Significance
Roadways: An impact is considered significant for roadways when:

1.
n

The project causes the facility to degrade from LOS C or better to LOS D or worse

n

For facilities operating at LOS D, E or F without the project, an impact is considered
significant if the project increases the v/c ratio by 0.02 or more
Intersections: A significant traffic impact occurs under the following conditions:

2.
n

The addition of project-generated traffic causes the level of service of the intersection to
change from LOS A, B, or C to LOS D, E or F

n

The addition of project-generated traffic increases the average stopped delay by five
seconds or more at an intersection already operating worse than LOS C
Bicycle Facilities: A significant Bikeway impact would occur if:

3.
n

The project hindered or eliminated an existing designated bikeway, or if the project
interfered with implementation of a proposed bikeway

n

The project is to result in unsafe conditions for bicyclists, including unsafe
bicycle/pedestrian or bicycle/motor vehicle conflicts
Pedestrian Facilities: A significant pedestrian circulation impact would occur if:

4.
n

5.

6.

The project would result in unsafe conditions for pedestrians, including unsafe increase
in pedestrian/bicycle or pedestrian/motor vehicle conflicts.
Transit Facilities: A significant impact to the transit system would occur if the projectgenerated ridership, when added to existing or future ridership, exceeds available or
planned system capacity. Capacity is defined as the total number of passengers the
system of busses and light rail vehicles can carry during the peak hour of operation.
A significant impact to parking would occur if the anticipated parking demand of
Parking:
the proposed project exceeds the available or planned parking supply for typical day
conditions. However, the impact would not be significant if the project is consistent with
the parking requirements stipulated in the City Code.
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residential streets 1 through 22 to provide for vehicular, pedestrian and bicycle access. Such
improvements would be conditioned to provide for safe and adequate facilities for pedestrians,
bicyclists, and motor vehicles consistent with City design standards, as required by Development
Engineering and Finance Division of the Development Services Department. In addition, such
improvements would also be required to adequately accommodate emergency vehicles within all
new public rights-of-ways. Therefore, the creation of hazards or potential emergency access
impacts would be less-than-significant.
Question D
Garages will be provided with the proposed residences. Since there will be public streets within
the project site, parking will be available on-street. There is not enough details on the
commercial component of the project at this point to determine how many parking spaces will
be needed; however, the City's Zoning Ordinance provides that information and the Applicant is
required to follow the Zoning Ordinance unless a variance is requested. When there are
specific details concerning the commercial component, the parking impacts would be analyzed
during that time.
Question E
The proposed project would not interfere with any existing or planned bikeways or public
transportation routes. The connection of the site with to the adjacent roads vie new public rights
Additionally, the
of way would provide additional connectivity for bicyclists and pedestrian.
frontage improvements along the project site will include sidewalks, curbs, and gutters that will be
designed to City standards. Therefore, impacts arising from potential bicycle/pedestrian or
bicycle/motor vehicle conflicts are considered to be less-than-significant.
Question F
Sacramento Regional Transit (RT), the City's transit provider, is looking to expand light rail
service in the area between downtown and the Sacramento International Airport. RT completed
an Alternatives Analysis and a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) to evaluate the
alternatives for light rail in the area. A locally preferred alternative (LPA) was selected by the
Regional Transit Board in December 2003. This LPA does not run along Arena Boulevard.
In addition, the proposed project would extend an off-street bikeway along the eastern
boundary of the project site from Prosper Street to Arena Boulevard.
Question G
There are no railroads within or near the project site, so impacts to rail traffic are not
anticipated. There is an existing drainage swale on the northeastern portion of the project site.
However, this drainage swale is not deep enough to handle water traffic and is therefore, not
used for water traffic. Impacts to water traffic would be less-than-significant.
Page 32

NATOMAS FIELD PROJECT (P04-236)
INITIAL STUDYIMITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less-thansignificant
Impact

7, BIOI OGIC'A R SOURCES

Would the proposal result in impacts to:
A)

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

3

and birds)?
B)
C)

Locally designated species
(e.g., heritage or City street trees)'!
Wetland habitat (e.g., marsh, riparian
and vernal pool)?

V11

Environmental Setting
The proposed project is located within the Natomas Basin, a low-lying region in the Sacramento
Valley, located east of the Sacramento River and north of the American River. The Natomas
within the jurisdictions of the City of
Basin contains incorporated and unincorporated areas
Historically
the basin was primarily in
Sacramento, Sacramento County, and Sutter County.
agricultural production. The existing water conveyance systems, like the East Drainage Canal
located at the easternmost project boundary, within the Natomas Basin were created for water
conveyance and drainage. They provide nesting, feeding, and migration corridor habitat for a
variety of species in the basin.
The Natomas Basin contains a variety of habitat types, open water aquatic habitat (including
ditches and drains), emergent marsh, riparian forest, riparian scrub-shrub, grassland, vernal
pools, and agriculture. A number of special-status species (wildlife and plant), as determined by
the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS), inhabit or forage within the Natomas Basin.
The proposed project is located in an area that is required to comply with all measures
identified in the Natomas Basin Habitat Conservation Plan (NBHCP), approved in May 2003.
The NBHCP is a conservation plan supporting application for incidental take permits (ITPs)
under Section 10(a)(1)(B) of the Endangered Species Act and under Section 2081 of the
California Fish and Game Code. The purpose of the NBHCP is to promote biological
conservation in conjunction with economic and urban development within the Permit Areas of
the Natomas Basin.
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drainage swale appears to be an isolated feature. However, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) is the only agency that could make that determination. The Developer has stated that
they had submitted a verification application to the Corps, but as of this date, have not received a
verification. Therefore, the following mitigation measure shall be implemented to ensure that
impacts to potential wetlands/Waters of the U.S. are less-than-significant:
Mitigation Measure
BR-2: The Developer shall receive a verification from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers as to the
jurisdictional status of the drainage swale. If the drainage swale is considered Waters of the U.S.,
then the Developer shall obtain a Section 404 permit, Section 401 Water Quality Certification, and
a 1601 Fish and Game Agreement. The Developer shall follow all components of the permits.
If the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers determines that the drainage swale is isolated, no further
action is necessary unless a State agency determines that it has jurisdiction over the swale. If the
State determines that it has jurisdiction over the swale, the Developer shall follow all requirements
from the State with regards to mitigating for filling the swale.
Implementation of the above mitigation measure would reduce impacts to potential Waters of the
U.S. and wetlands to a less-than-significant impact.
Findings
The proposed project would not result in significant impacts to biological resources with the
incorporation of the above mitigation measures.
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A - C
The proposed project would require the use of energy when implemented and during
construction. However, this would not require the development of new sources of energy nor
would result in substantial increases in demand for energy. Therefore, a less-than-significant
impact is expected.

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation measures are required.
Findings
The project would not result in impacts to energy resources.
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contaminated soil during construction activities;
.

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

.

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing
contaminated groundwater during de-watering activities; or

.

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to increase fire
hazards.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A, C & D
The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region (CRWQCB) indicated
Airport that commercial
in their April 1996 Draft Cleanup and Abatement Order for the Natomas
pesticide applicators were either based at or seasonally used at the Natomas Airport from 1945
through 1981. The Natomas Airport stopped using pesticide applicators after 1981. Since 1982,
the Natomas Airport has been used for aircraft storage, maintenance, and fueling.
Soil and groundwater sampling have been conducted on the project site. In Kleinfelder's
Conceptual Remediation Cost Evaluation of the Natomas Airport completed in June 1994, the
report indicated that the site contains significant levels of hydrocarbons and pesticides, including
DDT, Toxaphene and Dieldrin in soil and groundwater. A report completed in August 2001 by
Wallace Kuhl and Associates, Inc., the Report of Findings for Natomas Air Park Parcels 14, 28,
and 30, indicated that based on their investigation on these parcels, Parcels 14 and 28 do not
appear to contain significant levels of any of the Constituents of Concern (COCs). In this case,
the COCs are Toxaphene, DDT, Trimethylbenzene, and Benzene. However, Parcel 30 appears
to contain significant levels of COCs. The COCs appear to be localized in two areas on Parcel
30: the sump overflow pipeline and discharge area, and the former fuel tank pit.
A letter from the CRWQCB to Beazer Homes dated August 9, 2004 stated that the data shows
that Parcels 14 and 28 have been sampled extensively, but that the samples show that
contaminants on these parcels appear to only be detected in the areas of the parcels adjacent to
the runway (the eastern boundaries of these parcels). Conversation with CRWQCB staff on
February 24, 2005 revealed that Parcel 30 contains the most significant amounts of pollutants,
and that Parcels 14 and 28 are clean enough to meet groundwater quality standards.
The Developer would not only have to meet water quality objectives, but also human health
standards as well. Therefore, the Developer is required to prepare a Health Risk Assessment
report, which would be turned into the Department of Toxics Substances Control (DTSC) or the
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) for review and approval. The
CRWQCB oversees the water quality portion of the clean-up.
Since the remaining parcels that make up the project site are clean, the Developer is only required
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Issues:
10.-IsL.QLS.E
Would the proposal result in:
A)

Increases in existing noise levels?
Short-term
Long Term

3

B)

Exposure of people to severe noise
levels?

3

Short-term
Long Term

3

Environmental Setting
Noise is defined as unwanted sound. The SGPU DEIR indicated that the three major noise
sources in the City of Sacramento are surface traffic, aircraft, and the railroad (AA-1).
Standards of Significance
Thresholds of significance are those established by the Title 24 standards and by the City's
General Plan Noise Element and the City Noise Ordinance. Noise and vibration impacts
resulting from the implementation of the proposed project would be considered significant if
they cause any of the following results:
•

Exterior noise levels at the proposed project, which are above the upper value of the
normally acceptable category for various land uses (SGPU DEIR AA-27) caused by noise
level increases due to the project. The maximum normally acceptable exterior community
noise exposure for residential use is 60 dB Ldn, while the interior noise standard is 45 dB
Ldn;

•

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

•

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

•

Project residential and commercial areas are exposed to vibration peak particle velocities
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11.P11B IL-SEEMCES

Would the proposal have an effect upon, or
result in a need for new or altered government
services in any of the following areas:

3

A)

Fire protection?

B)

Police protection?

3

C)

Schools?

3

D)

Maintenance of public facilities, including
roads?

3

E)

Other governmental services?

3

Environmental Setting
Public uses include police stations, fire stations, libraries, schools, and community centers.
Public services in the project area are provided by the City of Sacramento.
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this report, an impact would be considered significant if the project resulted
in the need for new or altered services related to fire protection, police protection, school
facilities, roadway maintenance, or other governmental services.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A, B, D & E
Occasional emergency services, such as police and fire, may be needed to serve the site. The
needed governmental services for the project site were analyzed in the North Natomas
Community Plan. The project developer would be paying infrastructure fees based on the
North 1995 Natomas Nexus Study (updated in 2002) and the 2004 North Natomas Financing
Plan. These plans provide a guide and a fee program on funding of infrastructure and public
facilities within the North Natomas Community Plan area. As the proposed project would be
subject to these fees, the provision of adequate public services and facilities are anticipated.
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12.11T1I I TIFS

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

3

A)

Communication systems?

B)

Local or regional water supplies?

3

C)

Local or regional water treatment or
distribution facilities?

3

D)

Sewer or septic tanks?

3

E)

Storm water drainage?

3

F)

Solid waste disposal?

3

Environmental Setting
Telephone. Pacific Bell provides telephone service to the project site and throughout the
surrounding area. Telephone service to the project area is provided primarily with aboveground
transmission lines.
Water. The City provides water from a combination of surface and groundwater sources (SGPU
DEIR, H-1). Currently the City operates two active water diversion and treatment facilities. The
Sacramento River Water Treatment Plant has a reliable capacity of 110 million gallons per day
(mgd), and the E.A. Fairbairn Water Treatment Plant has a reliable capacity of 90. In addition to
these water treatment facilities, the City also operates and maintains 10 storage reservoirs, 25
active municipal water wells, and approximately 1,420 miles of water mains ranging from 4 to 60inches in diameter. This results in a total of 445 mgd of reliable water treatment capacity (wells
and treatment plants). The City also owns water rights to 192,000 acre-feet per year (AFY) of
Sacramento and American river water, and this amount will increase incrementally until 2030 for a
total of 326,899 AFY. For the fiscal year 2002-2003 citywide water demand was 135,536.6 AFY
(city only usage 133,023.6), resulting in an excess supply of 56,462AFY of water.
Sanitary Sewer. The Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD) and County
Sanitation District No. 1(CSD-1) provide sewage treatment for the North Natomas area.
Stormwater Drainage.

There is an existing storm drain on Arena Boulevard and Sports
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13. AESTHETICS I Ir,HT AND GI ARF

Would the proposal:
A)

Affect a scenic vista or adopted view
corridor.?

B)

Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic

3

effect?

3

C)

Create light or glare?

3

D)

Create shadows on adjacent property?

3

Environmental Setting
Aesthetic values are found in scenic qualities of natural and urbanized environments and include
natural areas, architecture, and historic sites (SGPU DEIR, S-1). The City of Sacramento has
many positive aesthetic features (SGPU DEIR, S-1).
Standards of Significance
Visual impacts would include obstruction of a significant view or viewshed or the introduction of a
farade which lacks visual interest and compatibility which would be visible from a public gathering
or viewing area.
Shadows. New shadows from developments are generally considered to be significant if they
would shade a recognized public gathering place (e.g., park) or place residences/child care
centers in complete shade.
Glare. Glare is considered to be significant if it would be cast in such a way as to cause public
hazard or annoyance for a sustained period of time.
Light. Light is considered significant if it would be cast onto oncoming traffic or residential uses.
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14. C' j Tl JRA RFSO IRC:FS

Would the proposal:

3

A)

Disturb paleontological resources?

B)

Disturb archaeological resources?

3

C)

Affect historical resources?

3

D)

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

3

E)

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

3

Environmental Setting
The project site is not in a Primary Impact Area as defined by the Sacramento General Plan
Update Draft Environmental Impact Report (SGPU) (DEIR, V-5). The SGPU defines a Primary
Impact Area as an area that is most sensitive to urban development due to the potential presence
along the Sacramento and American Rivers,
of cultural resources. These areas include areas
North Natomas, portions of North Sacramento which lie north of 1-80 along drainage courses, the
American River floodplain, the southwest portion of South Natomas, the Florin Road vicinity, and
the unsurveyed drainage ditches of South Sacramento.
A historical resources survey was completed by Peak and Associates on August 13, 2004 for the
Strawberry Field project east and adjacent to this project site. The survey report indicated that the
Natomas Airport was opened in 1945 and was a general aviation airfield originally known as
Branstetter Field. In part because of the training that many returning pilots had received during
World War II, interest in recreational aviation grew. As a result, many small airports during this
time period opened to satisfy the growing demand.
Standards of Significance
Cultural resource impacts may be considered significant if the proposed project would result in
one or more of the following:
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Findings
The project is determined to have less-than-significant impacts on cultural resources with the
incorporation of the above mitigation measures.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
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16. MANIIATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE

A.

Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below selfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

B.

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

C.

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

D.

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

^

^

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

3 Hazards

Population and Housing

3 Noise

Geological Problems

Public Services

3 Water

Utilities and Service Systems

3 Air Quality

Aesthetics, Light & Glare

Transportation/Circulation
3 Biological Resources
Energy and Mineral Resources

3 Cultural Resources
Recreation
3 Mandatory Findings of Significance

None Identified
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ATTACHMENT B
Project Plan
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ATTACHMENT C
Urbemis 2002 Calculations
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Page: 2
URBEMIS 2002 For Windows

7.5.0

File Name:C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For W.indows\Projects2k2\natomasfield.urb
Natomas Field
Project Name:
Lower Sacramento Valley Air Basin
Project Location:
On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2
DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)
AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTIMATES (Summer Pounds per Day, Unmitigated)
S02
Co
NOx
ROG
Source
4.02
9.46
0.73
Natural Gas
No summer emissions
Wood Stoves
No summer emissions
Fireplaces
0.19
7.74
0.10
0.94
Landscaping
44.37
Consumer Prdcts
0.19
11.76
9.55
46.04
TOTALS(lbs/day,unmitigated)

PM10
0.02

0.02
0.04

Page: 4
Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages
Changes made to the default values for Area
The wood stove option switch changed from on to off. The firepicase option switch changed from on
to off.
Changes made to the default values for Operations
The
The
The
The
The
The
The

operational emission year changed from 2004 to 2007.
2 to 1.
operational winter selection item changed from
7 to 6.
operational summer selection item changed from
double counting internal work trip limit changed from to 13.84.
double counting shopping trip limit changed from to 6.92.
to 671.24.
double counting other trip limit changed from
travel mode environment settings changed from both to: none

Page: 4
Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages
Changes made to the default values for Construction The user has overridden the Default Phase
Lengths
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File Name:C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\natamasfieldphasel.u.rb
Natoma Field Phase2
Project Name:
Lower Sacramento Valley Air Basin
Project Location:
On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2
DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)
Construction Start Month and Year: April, 2006
Construction Duration: 4
Total Land Use Area to be Developed: 98.9 acres
Maximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 5.6 acres
Single Family Units: 0 Multi-Family Units: 251
Retail/Office/institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 0
CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)

PM10
TOTAL

PM10
EXHAUST

PM10
DUST

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

133.02
33.12
6.17
33.99
1.16
0.27
207.73
207.73

0.02

6.91
0.13

6.91
0.05

0.00

0.09

0.01

0.06

0.09
0.00
0.11
0.11

0.95
0.15
0.00
8.23
8.23

0.95
0.14
0.00
8.06
8.06

0.00
0.01
0.00
0.17
0.17

ROG

NOx

CO

S02

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

-

Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust
0.00
Off-Road Diesel
0.00
on-Road Diesel
0.00
Worker Trips
0.00
maximum lbs/day

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Phase 3 - Building Construction
18.68
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel
1.55
Bldg Const Worker Trips
1,211.00
Arch Coatings Off-Gas
0.53
Arch Coatings Worker Trips
1.85
Asphalt Off-Gas
4.00
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel
0.32
Asphalt On-Road Diesel
0.02
Asphalt Worker Trips
1,237.95
maximum lbs/day
1,237.95
Max lbs/day all phases

149.46
1.83
0.24
24.60
5.24
0.01
181.36
181.36

Source
2006***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust
Off-Road Diesel
on-Road Diesel
Worker Trips
maximum lbs/day

Phase 2 - Site Grading Assumptions: Phase Turned OFF
Phase 3 - Building Construction Assumptions
Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Apr '06
Phase 3 Duration: 4 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Apr '06
SubPhase Building Duration: 4 months
Off-Road Equipment
Load Factor
Horsepower.
Type
0.620
190
Other Equipment
9
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Architectural Coatings: Jul 106

No.

Hours/Day
8.0

SubPhase Architectural Coatings Duration: 0.4 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Asphalt: Jul 106
SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.2 months
Acres to be Paved: 3.1
Off-Road Equipment
Type

No.
1
1

Graders
Pavers

1

Rollers

Horsepower
174
132
114

Load Factor
0.575
0.590
0.430

Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0

0.D0

0.08

Page: 1
URBEMIS 2002 For Windows

7.5.0

File Name:C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For Windows\Projects2k2\natomasfieldphase3.urb
Natoma. Field Phase 3
Project Name:
Lower Sacramento Valley Air Basin
Project Location:
On-Road motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2
SUMMARY REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES
2006
TOTALS (lbs/day,unm.itigated)

ROG
1,213.91

NOx
182.62

CO
209.64

S02
0.11

PM10
TOTAL
8.23

PM10
EXHAUST
8.06

PM10
DUST
0.17

Page: 3
Changes made to the default values for Land Use Trip Percentages
Changes made to the default values for Construction
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File Name:C:\Program Files\URBEMIS 2002 For windows\Projects2k2\nat,omasfiel.dphase4.urb
Natoma Field Phase 4
Project Name:
Lower Sacramento Valley Air Basin
Project Location:
On-Road Motor Vehicle Emissions Based on EMFAC2002 version 2.2
DETAIL REPORT
(Pounds/Day - Summer)
Construction Start Month and Year: February, 2007
Construction Duration: 4
Total Land Use Area to be Developed: 98.9 acres
Maximum Acreage Disturbed Per Day: 5.8 acres
Single Family Units: 0 Multi-Family Units: 246
Retail/Office/Institutional/Industrial Square Footage: 17300
CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES UNMITIGATED (lbs/day)
ROG

NOx

Co

S02

PM10
TOTAL

PM10
EXHAUST

PM10
DUST

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Phase 2 - Site Grading Emissions
Fugitive Dust
0.00
Off-Road Diesel
0.00
On-Road Diesel
0.00
Worker Trips
0.00
Maximum lbs/day

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

Phase 3 - Building Construction
12.45
Bldg Const Off-Road Diesel
1.54
Bldg Const Worker Trips
1,259.62
Arch Coatings Off-Gas
0.51
Arch Coatings Worker Trips
1.96
Asphalt Off-Gas
4.00
Asphalt Off-Road Diesel
0.31
Asphalt On-Road Diesel
0.02
Asphalt Worker Trips
1,260.37
Maximum lbs/day
1,260.37
max lbs/day all phases

95.03
2.89
0.24
24.09
5.10
0.01
127.25
127.25

92.16
31.54
6.04
33.99
1.15
0.26
163.83
163.83

0.02

4.23
0.13

4.23"
0.05

0.00
0.08

0.00

0.09

0.01

0.08

0.01
0.00
0.03
0.03

0.83
0.14
0.00
5.43
5.43

0.83
0.13
0.00
5.26
5.26

0.00
0.01
0.00
0.17
0.17

Source
2007***
Phase 1 - Demolition Emissions
Fugitive Dust
Off-Road Diesel
On-Road Diesel
Worker Trips
Maximum lbs/day

Site Grading Assumptions: Phase Turned OFF
Phase 2
Building Construction Assumptions
Phase 3
Start Month/Year for Phase 3: Feb '07
Phase 3 Duration: 4 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Building: Feb '07
SubPhase Building Duration: 4 months
Off-Road Equipment
Load Factor
Horsepower
Type
No.
0.620
190
Other Equipment
6
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Architectural Coatings: May 107
SubPhase Architectural Coatings Duration: 0.4 months
Start Month/Year for SubPhase Asphalt: May '07
SubPhase Asphalt Duration: 0.2 months
Acres to be Paved: 3.3
Off-Road Equipment
Load Factor
Horsepower
Type
No.
0.575
174
Graders
1
0.590
132
Pavers
1
0.430
114
Rollers
1

Hours/Day
8.0

Hours/Day
8.0
8.0
8.0
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80% '880 FOOT WALKING PLAN

Beazr-NATOMAS FIELD
CITY OF SACRAMENTO,

CALIFORNIA
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TEN1`A'TIVE MASTER PARCEL MAP for

Beazer- NA-TOMAS FIELD
CITY OF RANCHO CORNOVA,

CALIFORNIA

PARCEL2
8.75f AC

PARCEL4
21.16t AC

^vp

PARCEL 10

PARCEL 9
2 L344: AC

9.16t AC

PARCEL 12
0.61± AC

PARCEL 11
17.57t AC

