CITY OF SACRAMENTO

CITY MANAGER'S OFFICE

D E@_..UW]E
DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING L.n ‘ R. H. PARKER

915 | STREET SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814 E 3 19 CITY ENGINEER

CITY HALL ROOM 207 TELEPHONE 1916) 449-5281 J. F. WARQEZZA
ASSISTANT CITY ENGINEER

September 3, 1980

City Council
Sacramento, California

Honorable Menbers in Session:

SUBJECT: Resolution Approving Negative Declaration for Pollack
Ranch Park Site

SUMMARY :

The Environmental Coordinator has reviewed the subject project and finds that
it will not have a significant adverse effect on the physical envirornment and
therefore recammends that the project and a Negative Declaratlon be approved
by the City Council.

BACKGROUND

In accordance with State EIR Guidelines for Implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, dated December 1976, an Initial Stuly was
performed. As a result of this study, it was determined that the Pollack Ranch.
Park Site would not have a significant adverse effect on the physical environ-
ment and a draft Negative Declaration was prepared. On August 11, 1980 the
Negative Declaration was filed with the County Clerk. On August 23, 1980 Notice
of Opportunity for Public Review of the draft Negative Declaration was published
in the Sacramento Union. The appropriate length of time has elapsed for receipt
of comments regarding the Negative Declaration, with no camments having been
received.
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City Council -2- September 8, 1980

RECOMMENDAT ION:

The Environmental Coordinator recommends that the attached resolution be passed
which will: - -

1. Determine that the proposed project will not have a significant
effect on the environment.

2. Approve the Negative Declaration.
3. Approve the project.

4, Authorize the Environmental Coordin_ator to file a Notice of
Determination with the County Clerk.

Respectfully submitted,

R.H. ker
City Engineer ‘
37 o

Recommendation Appro%zed:

L) B

Walter J. Slipe, (§Zity Manader

September 10, 1980
District No. 8
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RESOLUTION No. §0-597
Adopted by The Sacramento City Council on date of
Septamber 10, 1980

RESOLUTION APPROVING NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pollack Ranch Park Site

© WHEREAS, on’ °  Auqust 11, 1980 ", R. H. Parker, the Environ-

mental Coordinator of the City of Sacramento, filed a Negative Declaration with
the Codnty Clerk of Sacramento County for the following proposed City initiated
project:

Pollack Ranch Park Site

WHEREAS, the prescribed time for receiving appeals has elapsed and no
appeals were received.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO:

1. That the proposed project Ppollack Ranch Park Site.

will not have a significant effect on the

environment.
| 2. That the Negative Declaration for the above-described project is
hereby approved. |

3. That the above-described project is hereby approved for the purpose

of
Pollack Ranch Park Site

4. That the Environmental Coovdinator is authorized to file with the

Cdunty_C]erk a Notice of Determination for said'project.

MAYOR
ATTEST:

CTVereRk . orp 1 01980




NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC REVIEW OF
INITIAL STUDY AND NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR

POLLACK RANCH PARK SITE

Notice is hereby given that the City of Sacramento has conducted
an Initial Study and prepared a Negative Declaration for the Pollack Ranch
Park Site,

The proposed project would consist of construction of a tot lot,
adventure area, plcnic area, restroom building, walkways, automatic 1rrigat1on.
landscaping, and perimeter fencing along property lines.

Copies of the Initial Study and the Negative Declaration are
available for review at the City Engineer's office, Room 207, City Hall,
9th and I Streets, Sacramento, California.

In order for any public comments concerning the adequacy of said
Initial Study and Negative Declaration or other matters relating thereto,
to be considered, they must be submitted, in writing, to reach the City
Clerk's office, Room 203, City Hall, 9th and I Streets, Sacramento,
California 95814 no later than Autust 31, 1380

Lorraine Magana

City Clerk
Publish Once: 8/20/80
Cost Center No.:
One Advance Proof Requested
. AR PRO
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to Division 6, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 7, Section
15083 of the California Administrative Code and pursuant to the Pro-
cedures and Guidelines for preparation and processing of Environmental
Impact Reports (Resolution 78-172) adopted by the City of Sacramento,
pursuant to Sacramento City Code Chapter 63, the Environmental Coor-
dinator of the City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation,
does prepare, make, declare, publish, and cause to be filed with the
County Clerk of Sacramento County, State of California this Negative
Declaration regarding the project described as follows:

1. Title and Short Description of Project:
DEVELOPHMENT  ©F FOLLACK RANCH Fare SI1TE. ProveeT witL LNCLubs

Grapivg THe Sire, Consre verion om 8 Tor Letr, Aovewrue R,
L]

Pacuac ARE’A ’ EE;‘"EMM Bdu.bnvc, A .
] R wAYs, £
.o STOMmATIe T r
’ » BE Qe IO\G

LANDICAPNG, PnD Prrmsmeree Fencing Meons Prorerry Lives

2. Location of Project:
ThE Frorperry 13 OWNED By THE Crry or Sacgamenroany 15 Locsren

ar ThE INTERsECTION ©F ReOBinRIDGE Way fup CRownwWEST WhAY.

3. The Proponent of the Project: City of Sacramento

4. 1t is found that the project will not have a significant
eifect on the environment. A copy of the initial study
is attached, which documents the reasons supporting the
above finding and any mitigation measures included in the
project to avoid any potentially significant effects iden-
tified in the initial study.

5. The Initial Study was Prepared by GagererrD.CrisPELe

6. A copy of the Initial Study and this Negative Declaration
may be obtained at 915 - I Street, Room 207, Sacramento,
California 95314,

DATED: 8-8-80 Environmental Coordinator of
the City of Sacramento,
California, a municipal

FE*QQSREED: ' corporation
Eﬁud
Al 141980 By
| N ERE - R. H. PARKER, City Engineer
N . v ‘
S SR AL WOODS
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c.c.t

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
INITIAL STUDY

References are to California Administrative Code, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 2,
Article 7, Section 15080. '

1. Title and Description of Project (15080(c)(1))

DevecoprenT _ne Portpcx Rance Parx Site. Proyscr wice Inciyps

G RADING. THE SI1TE ., CONSTRucTION _OF £ ToT L oT, RDviniyre AR,

FPrc : Rgar Zere b ALK, Aurerare. 2
LonpscrPinG, AnD PERIMETER FENCING BionG PRoPERTY LiNes.

2. Environmental Setting (15080(c}(2)) .

THe FPRoreR7y I8 owskp BY THE Crry 05 ISR R2BMmpas 70, THE Sira 18 BounpreD
o TE Negrw 8By FRwATE FROPERTY Ani KeBin@ i pae WRY . ON THik EAsT 8y Eevere
Peos " WE SouTr A , v E, 7 TS Wik

Wise i, R ES _MRCRo wE STRE £ro £ s

3. Environmental Effects - Attached checklist must be completed by pefson conducting
initial study (15080{c)(3)).

4. Mitioation Measures - Attached list of mitigation measures must be compTeted by
person conductmq initial study (15080{c}{4)).

5. Compatibility with Existina Zoning and Plans {15080{c}(5))

FRoJECT ConFomrms 7o THE ZoumG ORDINANCE Ane G Enegme FPiman ©F THe
CiTy O©F SHacemAmgNTe,

Slqna

Date. Augusr 8, 1280 ; — é@&&iﬁlé N

Title SPommpsremrive ﬂdwazﬁfv?'



I1.

INITIAL STUDY

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM . '
C.C. No.
Date: 1980
BACKGROUND : ]
1. Name of Project De yvee oPmeEnT oF Foccsick RKpncw Porxe S;7e

2. City Depart.meni Initiating Project  Commpyn/ 7y SEpvICES

3. Name of Individual Preparing Checklist Guoeesg77r D. Cg',spzu‘
4. Is Checklist Being Prepared for CEQA X or NEPA ?

5. Source of Funding of Project Lowp myn Whrer Conservarion Funp, Paay Devecormenr Funp

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
{Explanations of all "yes" and “"maybe® answers are required under Item 111.)

Yes  Maybe Mo
1. Earth. Will the proposal result in:
a. Unstable earth conditions or in changes in geologic substructures? — - P
b. Disruptions, displacements, compaction or overcovering of the sofi? .9 — —
c. Change in topography or ground surface relief features? X — _—
d. The destruction, covering or modification of any unique geologic or physical -
features? — - X
e. Any increase in wind or water erosfon of soils, either on or off the site? - . X
f. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes
in siltation, deposition or erosion which may modify the
channel of 2 river or stream or the bed of the ocean or
any bay, inlet or lake? - . X
. g. Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes,
landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards? . . X
2. Air. Will the proposal result in:
a. Substantial air emissions or deterioration of ambient air quality? _ . xX
b. The creation of objectionable odors? _ _ X
c. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in
climate, either locally or regionally? - . X
3. Nater. Will the proposal result in: . '
a. Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water movements, in
either marine or fresh waters? _ . X
b. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount
of surface water runoff? . . X .
c. Alterations to the course or flow of flood waters? - S X
d. Change in the amount of surface water in any water body? _ — X
e. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water
quality, including but not limited to temperature, dissolved oxygen
or turbidity? , __ — 2.5
f. Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of ground waters. _ - X
g. Change in the quantity of ground waters, efther through direct additions.
or withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts or
excavations? . X

h. Substantial reduction in the amount of water otherwise available for
public water supplies?

S T O TR I L T T N VIR e ST T e vy

TR Rt WAL raom s S g p AT e e v e P g, 2 berars N IR rme® o o oo



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

i. Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as flooding
or tidal wave?

Plant Life. Will the proposal result in:

a. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of
plants {including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, microflora and
aquatic plants)?

b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species
of plants?

c. Introduction of mew species of plants into an area, or in a barrier
to the normal replenishment of existing species?

d. Reduction fn acreage of any agricultural crop?

Animal Life. Wil1l the proposal result in:

a. Change in the diversity of species, or mumbers of any species of animals
{birds, 1and animals including reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic
organisms, insects or microfaunal?

b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endangered species
of animals?

c. Introduction of new species of animals into an area, or result in
a barrier to the migration or movement of animais?

d. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat?

Noise. Will the proposal result in:

a. Increase in existing noise Vevels?

b. Exposure of people to severe noise levels?

Light and Glare. Will the proposal produce new 1ight or glare?

Land Use. NWill the proposal result in a substantial alteration of the
present or planned use of an area?

Matural Resources. Will the proposal result in:

2. Increase in the rate of use of any natural resources?

"b. Substantial depletion of any nenrenewable natural resource?

Risk of Upset. Does the proposal involve a risk of an explosion or the
release of hezardous substances {1nc1ud1ng. but not limited to, oil,
pesticides, chemicals or radiation} in the event of an accident or
upset conditions?

Population. Will the proposal alter the location, distribution, density, or
growth rate of the human population of an area?

Housing. Will the proposal affect existing housing, or create a demand for
‘adgitional housing?

Transportation/Circulation. Will the proposal result in:

a. Generation of substantial additional vehicular movement?
b. Effects on existing parking facilities, or demand for new parking?
c. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems?

d. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people
and/or goods?

e. Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic?

f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehi¢les, bicyclists or pedestrians?

Public Services. Will the propesal have an effect upon, or result in 2 need for

new or altered governmental services in any of the following areas:
s. Fire protection?

b. Police protection?

}

Maybe

o
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]60

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

d.

e.

Parks or other recreational facilities?

Maintenance of pub1ic facilities, including roads?

f. Other governmental services?

Energy. Mill the proposal result in

a. Use of substantial amounts of fue1.or energy;

b. Substantial increase in demand upon existing sources of energy, or-
require the development of new sources of energy?

Utilities. Mill the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substant1a1

alterations to the following utilities:

a. Power or natural gas? -

b. Communications systéms? - i

€. MWater?

" d. Sewer or sept1c tanks?

é. Storm water dralnage? . ) "

f. Solid waste and dlsposal? ‘ ST

Human Health. U111 the propasa1 result in:‘ )

a. Creation of any health hazard or potent1a1 health hazard {ex;iud1ng.uu“
mental health)?

b. Exposure of people to potential health hazards?

Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in the obstruction of any scenic

vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the
creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to public view?

Recreation. Will the proposal result in an impact upon the quality
or quantity of existing recreatlona1 opportun1t1es?

nrcheolog1ca1fﬁ1stor1ca1. Will the proposal result in an alteratiun

of 2 significant archeological or historical site, structure, object
or building?

Mandatory Findings of Significance.

2.

C.

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish

or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self sustaining Yevels, 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 per1ods of Ca11forn1a history
or prehistory? - -

Does the project have the potentiui to achieve short-term, to
the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goalst ({A shnrt—
term impact on the environment s one which occurs in a

relatively brief, definitive period of time uh11e long-term 1mpacts
. will endure well into the future.) .

Does the project have impacts which are individually Vimited, but
cumulatively considerable? (A project may impact on two or more

separate resources where the fmpact on each resource is relatively

small, but where the effect of the total of those 1mpacts on the
enviranment is significant. -

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause

substantial adverse effects on human belngs either directly
or indirectly? " - .

K<k B
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1'1]. DISCUSSION OF ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION (any “yes® or “maybe” answers must be explained - attached
additional sheets if necessary)

. Ir.lLb. TrHe Consrrucrion Wore ATFNE Fhuscx Raven Paws Sor wie Reswr
IN_THE DISRuPTron MNE DISPLACKMENT DS Tosk DO DURING ITNE GREDING
Poyfhge o5 THE CondTRUCT/ON, TN Sors Reoh/Repd FOR THe KEsrRoorm

_Boupiwe gvp Warkwers  wWiih BE Ovepcovemep By ConcRETE.

dL . C  Twr CHAngEs N GRapnG With REJuLT 18 A CHonas oF 7oP0GRR84y
Vit l=) -~ one (=X - _

T.b.a. Tuipe witt BE An TNCREASE (N _EXSTNG Nows devees Dueiae Consraveriod
hs 9 K T E JICITENT > THE Wo, W=-73

Wouep He Couzep By Twae Voicgs ps TWg Lsems or yrwE FARKk.

.o b. Thwerg May Be £ Srusmrion Dugine ConsTRUcTion Weere FEorts Coutd

Be ExPosed 7o Jevere Noisg Lfvses z’t?zuowg UPoa THE S0 ComMPacTion Mnp THE

EQuipment ReEQUIREDP T MAxe THeE CHANGES iN_GRADMG.

A8 . Tre TysteecRTionN_ef THE Jor lor, Abveyrprg Aren Piewic fars , Restroan :
_ Bonbiang, WRiteways, Aurbrnin JRRGAFON |, LRypSchDING  POND FENCING  WiLtl

Tmpreve 7me QuanriTy snp Qupciry of rwe Receeplioys.  OPPORTUMITIES

InN_ THE NEGWFORHOOP,

1¥. Mitigation measures proposed to minimize environmental impacts for the project as identified above.
{Explain in detail - if none, so.state)

.1 b Newe.
F.l.c. Newe,
T.b.a.. Nows.,
G.b. Nowa.
19. NowE.

i
g

F < Tt T T
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¥. Alternatives to the project which would produce less of an adverse impact on the envirofiment
{lower density, less intense land use, move building on site, no project, et cetera)

/e NoProizer = AT Yrie Porsenr Time, Toe Peolccr SiTE S An Open Fiein

W.Tr BppRoximBTElY TwWENTY EJcALrPTYS TRESS SPeLfAp ACROSIT THE PROPIETY
From WeEsT To Emxr, ThWage HRE MNo FoCHITIES twt THE FPEOPERTY Sup THE
Daiiv ‘ Cup Ly P, MED | [ L 0w/ 1iy '
— Uniess Twe Proposen FRoOJECT 15 UNDERTRAKEN, THE PROPERTY Wit
Cuv E hf T

Furuee NEIGwBoR MooD FESDENTS Wouep NOT BE MET.

E. locoares PooiecT pn Pvormes Si7e8 = Twepr MARE _No  Or-sr FPulticty
o B LA r or £ . gcT.

LF Any SITE OTHER THAN THE FROPOSED SyFE IS (7/428p, THERE Wouel .
I3 ‘ o & E - rme lAaw

AND TMWWLAMM

-Smfcg THE MSIORITY OF Tre PROPERTY IN THE RRER I3 IREFL&ESS,

¥1. DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial study:

[ X1 I find the proposed project COULD NOT have a srgmf:cant effect on the envlrnnment, and a
MNEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

[ 1 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environ-
ment, there will not be a significant effect {n this case because the mitigation measures
described in IV above have been added to the project or the possibility of a significant
effect on the envirorment is so remote as {o be insignificant.

[ 1 I find the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 1S REQUIRED.

bate_ Augusr 8, 1980

Lt ) A

{Signaturgl/
Title_ Aprrinpi 3T 85 ive (ISSISTRANT
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