










MENORANDUN

February 22, 1988 

To:
	

Chairperson and Members 
• Sacramento County Board of Supervisors 

Mayors and Members 
City Councils of Sacramento, Folsom, 
Isleton, and Galt 

Chairperson and Members 
Board of Directors, Sacramento Regional 
Transit District 

Chairperson and Members 
Governing Body, Sacramento Transportation 
Authority 

From:	 L. B. Elam 
County Counsel 

Subject:	 Creation of Sacramento Transportation 
Authority - Sales Tax Increase Transportation 
Financing Program 
Agendas - March 1 - 10, 1988 

During the period March 1 through 10, 1988, each of the 
parties to whom this memorandum is directed is scheduled to take 
various actions associated with formation of the Sacramento 
Transportation Authority and approval of the underlying Sales Tax 
Increase Transportation Financing Program. These actions are 
required in order for the measure proposing the sales tax 
increase to the voters to be placed on the June 7, 1988 ballot. 

The actions which each of the interested parties will be 
taking are listed as follows: 

a.	 March 1 - 9, 1988 

(1) Board of Supervisors -- Adoption of Resolution No. 
88-200 forming the Sacramento Transportation Authority, 
approving the County Transportation Expenditure Plan, and 
authorizing execution of the Transportation Expenditure 
Agreement;







































BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that: 

1. Establishment of Authority. Pursuant to the provisions 
of Sections 180050 and 180051 of the Public Utilities Code, there 
is hereby created, to become operative March 1, 1988, a new 
public entity which shall be known as the Sacramento Transporta-
tion Authority, whose boundary shall be coextensive with those of 
Sacramento County and include all incorporated and unincorporated 
territory within the County. 

2. Size of Governing Body. The Governing Body of the 
Authority shall consist of eleven members whose qualifications 
shall be as prescribed by Section 180051 and also as prescribed 
by Paragraph 3 of this Resolution. 

3. Composition of Governin- Body. The composition of the 
governing body of the Authority shall be as follows: 

a.	 Except as hereinafter provided, the governing body 
shall consist of: 

(1) Five Supervisors or other elected 
officials of local governmental entities, who shall 
be appointed by and serve during their terms of 
office at the pleasure of the Board of Supervisors 
of Sacramento County; 

(2) Four Council persons or other elected 
officials of local governmental entities, who shall 
be appointed by and serve during their terms of office 
at the pleasure of the City Council of the City of 
Sacramento; and 

(3) Two at-large elected officials of local 
governmental entities who, until their seats are 
filled in the manner prescribed by Subparagraphs 
"b", "c" or "d", below, shall be residents of the 
unincorporated area of Sacramento County. The 
at-large members shall be appointed by the members 
of the governing body of the Authority, and shall 
be subject to removal from office during their 
terms solely for cause. The appointment of such 
members shall be by the affirmative votes of not 
less than six members of the governing body of the 
Authority. 

b.	 Not later than thirty calendar days 
following the effective date of incorporation of 
any city within Sacramento County which is created 
after February 1, 1988, the office of one of the 
at-large members of the Governing Body of the 
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On a motion by Coencilperson 	 , seconded 
by Councilperson 	 , the foregoing Resolution was 
passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Sacramento, 
State of California, at a regular meeting thereof, this 	 day 
of 	 , 1988, by the following vote, to wit: 

AYES:	 Councilperson, 

NOES:	 Councilperson, 

ABSENT: Councilperson,

Chairperson, City Council of the 
City of Sacramento, California 

(SEAL) 

ATTEST:
Clerk of the 
City Council 

r-est gov body2

































































Sacramento County Counsel 
March 1, 1988 

TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE AGREEMENT 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 1st day of 
March, 1988, by and between the Sacramento Transportation 
Authority, a public entity formed under the provisions of 
Division 19, commencing with Section 180000, of the Public 
Utilities Code, hereinafter called "Authority"; the Sacramento 
Regional Transit District, a district formed for the local 
performance of governmental functions under the provisions of the 
Sacramento Regional Transit District Act, commencing at Section 
102000 of the Public Utilities Code, hereinafter called 
"District"; the City of Sacramento, a chartered municipal 
corporation, hereinafter called "Sacramento", the Cities of 
Folsom, Galt and Isleton, general law municipal corporations, 
hereinafter called respectively, "Folsom", "Galt", and "Isleton"; 
and the County of Sacramento, a chartered county constituting a 
political subdivision of the State of California, hereinafter 
called "County".

WITNESSETH 

RECITALS  

1. Definitions. Unless the context dictates a different common 
usage meaning, as used in this Agreement the following terms 
shall be ascribed the following meanings: 

a. "Act" -- shall mean the provisions of the Local 
Transportation Authority and Improvement Act embodied in 
Division 19, commencing at Section 180000, of the Public 
Utilities Code, added by Statutes 1987, Chapter 786, as 
said enactment may be hereafter amended. 

b. "Consolidated Transportation Services Agency" or 
"CTSA" -- shall mean that agency designated pursuant to 
subdivision (a) of Section 15975 of the Government Code 
providing service to the geographical area of Sacramento 
County.

c. "County Transportation Expenditure Plan" -- 
shall mean that Plan adopted by the Authority and approved 
by Cities and County pursuant to Section 180206 of the Act, 
subject to amendment by the Authority under Section 180207 
thereof.

d. "Elderly and Handicapped Transportation Functions" 
or "EHT Functions' -- mean all activities associated with 
operating, maintaining, and acquiring vehicles, real property,
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a. The CTSA for EHT Functions in accordance with 
Paragraph 13-a, above, pursuant to an Entity Annual 
Expenditure Plan filed by the CTSA; 

b. The District for Public Transit Functions in 
accordance with Paragraph 13-b, above, pursuant to an Entity 
Annual Expenditure Plan filed by the District; 

c. To Folsom, Isleton and Galt in accordance with 
subparagraphs "c" or "d" of Paragraph 10, above, pursuant to 
Entity Annual Expenditure Plans filed by those Cities; 

d. To the County, Sacramento, Folsom, Isleton, Galt 
and Future Cities in accordance with Paragraph 13-c, above, 
pursuant to Entity Annual Expenditure Plans filed by those 
Entities; and 

e. To the Authority, pursuant and subject to the 
limitations contained in Paragraphs 8 and 13-c, above. 

The Governing Body of the Authority shall make for each 
allocation period those allocations prescribed by subparagraphs 
"c" and "d" of Paragraph 10, and subparagraphs "a" and "b" of 
Paragraph 13, above, if Entity Annual Expenditure Plans filed by 
the recipient Entities provide for the expenditure of the 
allocations for purposes authorized by the Act. The Governing 
Body of the Authority shall be vested with discretion not to 
allocate all estimated revenues for an allocation period 
available for purposes prescribed by Paragraphs 8 and 13-c, 
above. Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary contained 
in Paragraphs 10 or 13, above, the Authority shall not be 
empowered to allocate any amount to the County, Sacramento, 
Folsom, Isleton, Galt, Future Cities, the District or CTSA which 
is not identified for expenditure by the recipient Entity in an 
Entity Annual Expenditure Plan filed by the recipient Entity, 
except pursuant to the provisions of Paragraph 8, above. 

19. Procedural Regulations. Pursuant to the provisions of 
Section 180105(b) of the Act, the Governing Body of the Authority 
shall include within its administrative code procedural 
regulatrons which require and govern the following: 

a. Transmittal of and notice to the County, 
Sacramento, Folsom, Isleton, Galt, Future Cities, the 
District and CTSA by a prescribed date certain of the gross 
amount of reienues which the Executive Director estimates 
will be received by the Authority for the ensuing allocation 
period;

b. The date by which the County, Sacramento, Folsom, 
Isleton, Galt, Future Cities, the District and CTSA must file 
Entity Annual Expenditure Plans for an ensuing allocation 
period;
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darc 
• 

Folsom Boulevard at Howe Avenue/Power Inn Road (partial interchange) 

Fair Oaks Boulevard at Howe Avenue (partial interchange) 

Exposition Boulevard at State Route 160 

Major New Street Construction and Extensions  

Cosumnes River Boulevard from US 99 to 1-5 

Arden-Garden connector 

A street extending 7th and 8th Streets to Richards Boulevard 

Richards Boulevard to Business 80 extension 

Evergreen Street to Arden Way extension 

A crossing of the American River between South Natomas and the Central 
Business District 

Exposition Boulevard to State Route 160 extension 

Street Widening Projects  

Mayhew Road overcrossing at Route 50 

Jackson Road between Treeview Road and Rancho Murieta 

Howe Avenue between Hurley Way and Arden Way 

South Watt Avenue between Alderson Avenue and Jackson Road 

Wachtel Way between Oak Avenue and Old Auburn Road 

Hood Franklin Road between Old S.P.R.R. and the town of Hood 

Kiefer Boulevard between Florin-Perkins Road and South Watt Avenue 

Elkhorn Boulevard between 6th Street and Walerga Road 

Elk Grove-Florin Road between Bond Road and Jackson Road 

Old Auburn Road between Fair Oaks Boulevard and the Placer County Line 

Sunrise Boulevard between Antelope Road and the Placer County Line 

Antelope Road between 1-80 and Auburn Boulevard 

Greenback Lane between Fair Oaks Boulevard and Hazel Avenue 

Madison Avenue between Air Base Drive and 1-80 
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Intersection Improvements% 

Florin Road and Stockton Boulevard 

Stockton Boulevard at McMahon Drive and Jansen Drive 

Fulton Avenue and Marconi Avenue 

Coloma Road and Sunrise Boulevard 

Marconi Avenue and Watt Avenue 

Arden Way and Fulton Avenue 

Fair Oaks Boulevard and Walnut Avenue 

El Camino Avenue and Fulton Avenue 

Auburn Boulevard and Winding Way 

Freeport Boulevard and Florin Road 

Freeport Boulevard and Fruitridge Road 

Franklin Boulevard and Fruitridge Road 

Mack Road and Franklin Boulevard 

Stockton Boulevard and Broadway 

Freeport Boulevard and Meadowview Road 

New Traffic Signals  

San Juan Road and Bridgeford Drive 

Silver Eagle Road and Norwood Avenue 

Heritage Lane and Response Road 

Windbridge Drive and Rush River Drive 

Windbridge Drive and Pocket Road 

Pocket Road .and Greenhaven Drive 

Mack Road and Route 99 

I-5 and Pocket Road 

1-80 and Norwood Avenue 

Park Riviera Way and Pocket Road
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Continue Sacramedte Regional Transit District Transit Service to 

Existing Service Areas 

Provide New Sacramento Regional Transit District Transit Service in the 

following areas: 

South/North Natomas 

North Highlands/Antelope/Citrus Heights 

Orangevale 

Rancho Cordova 

Vineyard (western portion) 

Pocket/Meadowview 

Valley Hi/Laguna/Elliot Ranch 

Elk Grove (western portion) 

Construct a new Light Rail Maintenance Facility 

Purchase Light Rail Vehicles 

Purchase Buses 

Construct Park and Ride Facilities and Signal Preemption 

Elderly and Handicapped Transportation Projects  

Continue Transportation Service to Elderly and Disabled Populations 

Provide new Transportation Service to Elderly and Disabled Populations 

Purchase Vehicles 

Construct a Maintenance Facility 

Purchase a Communications System
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ctfully submitted, 

&La 
Robert L. Lee 
Transportation Division Manager 

Appr ved: 

F e " Melvin H. Johnson 
Director of Public Works 

Recommendation Approved: 

Solon Wisham 
Assistant City Manage

February 23, 1988 
B & FIT & CD 
Page -2- 

FINANCIAL 

The projects will be financed through the 1/2 cent sales tax. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Staff recommends that the list presented to the Joint Committee be approved 
and forwarded to the Council for approval on March 1, 1988. 

attachments

February 23, 1988 
All Districts









8. Safety Improvements 	 $3.0 Million 

This will provide funding for new traffic signals at 5 additional 
locations and intersection improvements at Mack & Franklin, Stockton & 
Broadway, and Freeport & Meadowview. It will also provide funds for 
additional median islands, left turn lanes and bike lanes at various 
locations. 

9. SR 99 - 12th Avenue to Oak Park Interchange	 $4.0 Million 

This project will provide ramp modifications and auxiliary lanes to 
improve safety and reduce congestion through this heavily travelled 
freeway to freeway interchange between US 99, US 50 and SR 51 (Bus 80). 

10. 1-5 at I and J Street Ramp Improvements	 $9.0 Million 

This project will make major improvements to the freeway interchange 
serving downtown Sacramento at I and J Streets. 

11. SR 50 at Watt Avenue Interchange Improvements 
(City Share) 

The SR 50 and Watt Avenue interchange is half in the 
County. This project is the City's share of the cost 
congested interchange by providing ramp modifications 

12. SR 160 at Richards Boulevard Interchange

$3.0 Million 

City and half in the 
to upgrade this very 
and ramp widening. 

$6.0 Million 

This will provide a more direct connection between SR 160 (12th & 16th 
Streets) and the redeveloping industrial area of the Richards Boulevard 
Corridor. The project also provides an improved northern route around the 
central City between 1-5 and SR 160.
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7. 1-80 and Truxel Road - New Interchange (City Share) 	 $1.5 Million. 

The North Natamas developers plan to pay $4.5 Million toward this $6 
million dollar interchange on the basis that about 25 percent of the need 
is generated in South Natamas. This project represents the City's share 
(South Natamas share) of the total cost. 

8. SR 160 at Northgate Boulevard 	 $6.0 Million 

This project will provide interchange improvements to allow access to and 
from the east on SR 160. This will improve circulation between South 
Natomas and other communities in the east portion of Sacramento. 

9. 1-80 from 1-5 to SR 51 (Bus 80) 	 $2.0 Million 

This is a highway beautification program designed to enhance the 
appearance of this freeway corridor by providing freeway landscaping. 

10. SR 51 (Bus 80) - E Street to Arden Way 	 $15.5 Million 

This project provides major roadway widening and interchange improvements 
that will camplement earlier achievements. The City contribution to the 
proposed Richards Extension Interchange is also included in this project.















EIS Initial Study	 88 -PW=0104 

The retail transactions and use tax increase will be allocated as follows: 
(i) not more than 1% for administration purposes; (ii) exactly 1% for 
mitigation of motor vehicle emissions or evaluation of mitigation measures; 
and (iii) exclusive of any situs allocation to the Cities of Folsom, 
Isleton and Galt, the remaining revenues to be allocated in amounts which 
on a three-year average equal 65% for Public Road Improvement Projects, 
33.33% for Public Transit Functions, and 1.67% for Elderly and Handicapped 
Transportation Functions (EHT as provided by Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency, CTSA). 

The above background information has been excerpted from transmittals from the 
Sacramento County Counsel to members of the Sacramento County Board of 
Supervisors, members of the councils of the cities of Sacramento, Folsom, 
Isleton, and Galt, and members of the Board of Directors of Regional Transit 
for special meetings at which the above parties have formulated the proposal. 
The information has been used herein to define the project for purposes of this 
Initial Study, and it is believed it fairly describes the essential provisions 
of the proposed project. In addition to the above information, the ultimate 
purposes and objectives of the proposed transportation expenditures have been 
stated as follows: 

a. Promote the safe, convenient and efficient utilization of State, County 
and City freeways, highways, roads and streets within Sacramento 
County; and 

b. Improve air quality within the County. 

c. To improve and expand Public Transit and EHT Functions within 
Sacramento County. 

Objectives of Allocations. The Authority shall allocate revenue derived 
from the levy of the Sales Tax and other revenues to the County, Cities, 
the District, and the CTSA for the cost of Public Road Improvements, Public 
Transit Functions, and EHT Functions in a manner which improves the 
vehicular traffic circulation system and mitigates the air quality and 
other regional environmental impacts of traffic within the County by: 

a. Facilitating the efficient movement of vehicular traffic to, through, 
or around cities; 

b. Facilitating the efficient movement of commuter vehicular traffic from 
residential areas to centers of employment; 
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EIS Initial Study 	 88 -PW-0104 

City of Sacramento: 

The City of Sacramento has submitted a list of candidate projects as shown 
on Exhibit B. 

City of Folsom: 

The City of Folsom has provided information which indicates that it is 
their desire to include as a candidate project a bridge crossing of the 
American River, as indicated on their General Circulation Plan and 
Exhibit D. 

City of Galt: 

The City of Galt has submitted a list of candidate projects as shown on 
Exhibit E. 

City of Isleton: 

The City of Isleton has stated that the only projects they would propose be 
included in the Expenditure Plan are maintenance programs on existing 
facilities. 

Regional Transit: 

Regional Transit has submitted a description of facilities and services as 
shown on Exhibit C to be included in the Expenditure Plan. 

Environmental Analysis: 

The proposed project, if approved, would ultimately lead to specific facilities 
and services which are intended to reduce congestion and increase transit usage 
from new and existing development in the region. Through the proposed 
.contribution to public transit, allocation for mitigation of motor vehicle 
emissions and increases in transportation system capacity, it is anticipated 
that congestion would be reduced, adverse air quality emissions would be 
reduced and traffic circulation would be improved. General Plan goals and 
policies of participating agencies relating to the provision of a balanced 
transportation system for an increasing population, air quality, and the 
movement of people and goods would be enhanced. The proposals as outlined in 
the attached exhibits do not establish new policy with respect to land use or 
transportation; the proposals are consistent with existing policies of the 
participating jurisdictions. 	 Therefore, previous environmental analysis 
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January 20, 1988

;	 T	 E."'7 4	 • 

EXHIBIT C 

ReGionaL TRansrr 
P.O. BOX 2110 • 1400 29TH STREET • SACRAMENTO, CA 95810-2110 • (916) 321-2800 

1.!.IP;,CT 2ECTION 
County of Sacramento 

Mr. Al Freitas 
Environmental Coordinator 
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO 
827 I Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Dear Mr. Freitas: 

Re: Regional Transit's Proposed 
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan  

Enclosed for your review and use in preparing the necessary CEQA 
documentation for the Sales Tax Expenditure Plan is a graphic 
illustration of the Sacramento Regional Transit District's proposed 
transit expenditure plan. New bus service will be provided within 
the lightly shaded areas and extensions of the existing 1-80 and 
Folsom Corridor light rail transit lines are proposed. This 
improvement in bus service is addressed in both the City and County 
General Plan policies and the light rail extensions are included in 
the City and County's General Plan Circulation Elements. Within 
the County Circulation Element, the heading, "Transportation 
Corridor," designates these light rail transit alignments. 
Although the Transportation Corridor designation is not 
specifically defined in the County's General Plan, it is clearly 
used to designate railroad alignments in the Circulation Element 
and has traditionally been used as the designation for light rail 
alignments. 

RT does not currently possess environmental studies of the two LRT 
extensions proposed. However, the environmental reports prepared 
by the City and County for their respective General Plans addressed 
the impacts of these LRT extensions and improved bus service. 
Transit service is generally considered a mitigation measure for 
reduction of automobile traffic and associated air quality impacts. 
In summary, there should not be any new significant environmental 
impacts associated with the transit expenditure plan which have not 
already been considered in the prior City and County General Plan 
environmental impact reports. 
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1) The aontributicn of pollutants tram motor vehicle tripe and stationary 

sources associated with new development in expansion and infill areas 

is considered significantly adverse. This impact can be reduced 

through implementation of measures to reduce air pollution that are 

included in the County's Air Quality Plan. 

1) The increase in population in presently rural areas could result in

significant impacts to service providers. ..;ects may be reduced 

to a less than aignificant level on a project-by project basis through 

the inclusion of financing agreements Whid h pass costs cn to potential 

buyers. 

3) Due to proposed densities higher than those Which currently prevail in 

existing communities the inf ill policy of the General Plan Update 
could generate significant community opposition on a project-by-project 

basis. If the policy is to be implemented. this opposition may be 

• considered unavoidable. 

4) The increased population to be accommodated by the project would 

significantly add to energy use and peak demand. Strict apilication 

of policies included in the Energy Element and summarized in Section 

2.7 of the Policy Plan would reduce the impact upon energy. It is not 

likely that the impact would be reduced to a less than significant 

level. 

5) An additional effect of develccument is the potential for substantial 

impacts on pUblic service providers due to inadequate financing. 

COnsidertble study of this issue is under way, and sup/rental funding 

of services is being negotiated on a project-by-project basis. 

FINDINGS 

Notwithstanding the identification of the above-described significant 

impacts, the Board of Supervisors hereby adopts the General Plan as authorized 
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Low Intensity Alternative. This alternative specifies 
reductions in residential land uses, resulting in 23 percent 
less residential dwelling uses. 

High Intensity Alternative. This alternative would in-
crease residential levels by 44 percent which would be dis-
tributed across all of the residential density types. 

South Sacramento: 

No-Project Alternative. Under this alternative, undevel-
oped land in the study area would remain undeveloped. 

Existing Plans Alternative.	 This alternative assumes 
implementation of	 five Community Plans	 covering South 
Sacramento:	 Fruitridge, Colonial, Southgate, Lindale-Florin,
and Valley Hi. 

Low Intensity Alternative. This alternative assumes that 
all designated residential land be developed at the lowest 
allowable density, that key parcels are developed with their 
expected lowest intensity use, and several parcels of vacant 
City land be developed into lower intensity uses. 

High Intensity Alternative. This alternative assumes that 
all currently vacant land designated residential be developed at 
the highest allowable density, that key parcels are developed 
with their expected highest intensity use, and several parcels 
of vacant City land be developed into higher intensity uses. 

North Natomas: 

Alternative A (No-Project Alternative). This alternative's 
predominant land use would be agriculture with the - second most 
predominant land use being Metro Airport. Lands east of the 
airport would remain as a special planning area with the 
County's intent to allow industrial uses related to the airport. 

Alternative B. This alternative would direct urbanization 
to the area east of 1-5. The area west of I-5 would remain as 
agriculture. A portion of the study area south of Elkhorn 
Boulevard would also remain designated as agriculture. 

Alternative D. This alternative would commit most of the 
area east and west of 1-5 to urbanization. 

Alternative E (Composite Alternative. This alternative 
would incorporate all five land use applications (Gateway Point, 
Fong Ranch, Schumacher-Iversen, Payne, and Reid-Ketcher) on file 
with the City and proposes land uses for the area not covered by 
those applications.
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intensities of land uses is necessary in order to accommodate 
the variability inherent in land development projects. This 
variability cannot be identified at the General. Plan level and 
can only be determined as specific projects are proposed. 

Consequently, this alternative would limit the City's 
ability to accommodate new development. This, in turn, would 
constrain the City's ability to maintain a competitive position 
with other California cities and counties in attracting new 
business. It would not accommodate a sufficient intensity of 
new development to keep pace with the growing interest among 
residential, commercial and industrial developers for land in 
Sacramento. According to one recent study, "Sacramento has been 
identified as one of the most attractive business locations for 
new, expanding, and relocating enterprises" (See "Greater 
Sacramento Area Economic Development Data Book; A Comprehensive 
Summary of the Four-County Sacramento Area"). Another study 
indicated that, "Sacramento expects and needs growth in high-
tech industries and in light manufacturing to continue to pro-
vide quality jobs and income for its expanding population." 
(See "North Natomas Job-Housing Balance"). To provide incen-
tives to attract these types of businesses, the City must pro-
vide land densities and intensities that are attractive for 
high-tech and light manufacturing. (See "The High Technology 
Industry Site Study" and "Growth Concepts Issue Paper.") As a 
progressive and growing center of commerce and industry, the 
City Council finds that economic and social considerations make 
it infeasible for the City to adopt this alternative. 

Infeasibility of the No-Project Alternative  

Under the No-Project Alternative, virtually no new growth 
and development would occur within the City. This alternative 
does not allow the City to maintain even a minimal level of new 
industrial, commercial, and residential growth to serve expected 
future population. To maintain its position as a vibrant and 
diversified hub of a major metropolitan area, some growth in all 
sectors of the economy is important. (See "Greater Sacramento 
Area Economic Data Book; A Comprehensive Summary of the Four-
County Sacramento Area;" "North Natomas Job-Housing Balance;" 
"Hot Spots, Incs. List of the 50 Fastest Growing U. S. 
Cities.") 

The No-Project Alternative is based on maintaining the 
status-quo in the City. One element of the status-quo is that 
agricultural land should be preserved for agricultural uses 
particularly in the South Sacramento, South Natomas and North 
Natomas community plan areas. However, the viability of pre-
serving agricultural land and continuing agricultural activities 
within an urban context is infeasible considering the rapidly 
urbanizing pace of surrounding areas. According to one recent 
study, much agricultural land within the City is "going out of 
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Drainage  

IMPACT: FLOOD HAZARDS 

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that peak 
runoff and localized flood hazards Would increase, resulting in 
a significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page J-4). 

Proposed Mitigation:	 The DEIR identifies the following 
measures to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Expand financing alternatives for needed drainage 
improvements (DEIR, page J-7); 

o Reconstruct local drainage facilities (DEIR, page J-7); 

o Construct detention basins (DEIR, page J-7); 

o Design project features to reduce seepage impacts (DEIR, 
• page J-7); and 

o Require developer provision of new local drainage 
improvements (DEIR, page W-16). 

Adopted Mitigation: The City Council adopts these mitiga-
tion measures. The following goal and policies in the SGPU 
Public Facilities and Services Element (Drainage section) imple-
ment these measures: 

Goal A:

Provide adequate drainage facilities and 
services to accommodate desired growth 
levels. 

Policy 1:

Ensure that all drainage facilities are 
adequately sized and constructed to accommo-
date the projected increase in stormwater 
runoff from urbanization. 

Policy 2:

Coordinate efforts with County Public Works 
Department and other agencies as appropriate 
to provide adequate and efficient drainage 
facilities and connector lines to service 
the Rio Linda, North Natomas, and Laguna 
Creek areas of the City. 
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Library Services  

IMPACT: INCREASED DEMAND FOR LIBRARY SERVICES 

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
demand for library services would increase, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page N-6). 

Proposed Mitigation:	 The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

Expand temporar y use of portables until permanent 
facilities can be constructed (DEIR, page N-7); 

o Reevaluate and update the libraries master plan; (DEIR, 
page N-7); and 

o Provide funding mechanisms for library improvements 
(DEIR, page N-8). 

Adopted Mitigation: The City Council adopts these mitiga-
tiOn measures. The following goal and. policies in the SGPU 
Public Facilities and Services Element (Library section) imple-
ment these measures: 

Goal A:

Provide adequate library facilities to 
contribute to the community cultural, aca-
demic, and recreational activities. 

Policy 1:

Evaluate all proposed library facilities for 
consistency with the standards and guide-
lines of the Libraries Master Plan. 

Policy 2:
Explore methods of financing new library 
facilities and expanding and upgrading 
existing facilities.
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Policy 4:

Adopt implementing procedures to aid in the 
preservation and possible future extraction 
of any newly discovered mineral resource 
areas; 

IMPACT: CONVERSION OF PRIME SOILS 

. Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that 
9,700 acres meeting the soil criteria of the prime land compo-
nent of the Important Farmland Inventory of California, 7,500 of 
which are currently irrigated and considered prime farmland, 
would be removed from agricultural production, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page T-16). 

Proposed Full Mitigation: The DEIR identifies the follow-
ing measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o implement the No-Project Alternative (DEIR, page T-21). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Full Mitigation: The City 
Council finds that it is infeasible to adopt this mitigation 
measure for the following reason: 

o The No-Project Alternative, a no-growth scenario, would 
substantially reduce the amount of urban land available 
for development. This alternative does not allow the 
City to maintain competitiveness in attracting new 
business and to supply needed jobs, commercial and 
industrial development, housing, and recreational and 
cultural activities, all of which contribute to the 
economic and social well-being of the City. The via-
bility of continuing agricultural activities in an 
urbanizing area is uncertain due to external constraints 
on agricultural operations and profitability . (Refer 
also to the "Infeasibility of the No-Project Alterna-
tive" section.) 

Biological Resources  

IMPACT: CONVERSION OF NATURAL COMMUNITIES  

Finding of Significance: The Cit y Council finds that the 
elimination or conversion of five natural communities would 
occur, resulting in a significant adverse environmental impact. 
All occurrences of these communities are not known. Of the ones 
that are known, the following would potentially be affected: 
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o Widen Watt Avenue bridge to six lanes (DEIR, page Y-96). 

Mitigation is the Responsibility of Another Agency. The 
feasibility of implementing this measure cannot be determined at 
this time since the County is responsible for implementing this 
measure. 

IMPACT: FLORIN-PERKINS ROAD BETWEEN JACKSON AND FRUITRIDGE  

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
LOS on this segment would drop from A to E, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page Y-69). 

Proposed Mitigation: The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Widen to eight lanes from Jackson Road to Elder Creek 
Road (DEIR, page Y-96). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Mitigation: The City Council 
finds that it is currently infeasible to adopt this mitigation 

. measure for the following reason: 

o Funding is not available to implement this measure. 
This measure is not currently contained in the City's 
5-year Capital Improvement Program. The Capital 
Improvement Program represents the commitment of all 
presently available City funds. Funding of this project 
would require displacement of one or more projects 
presently on the Capital Improvement Program. Each of 
the projects presently on the Capital Improvement 
Program has been determined to be necessary in order to 
provide adequate public facilities within the City. 
Elimination of any of these projects is likely to result 
in significant adverse environmental or safety impacts. 

The Capital Improvement Program is reviewed annually and 
measures that are currently infeasible may become feasi-
ble as funding sources are identified. 

IMPACT: FRUITRIDGE ROAD BETWEEN POWER INN AND FLORIN-PERKINS  

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
LOS on this segment will remain at F, resulting in a significant 
adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page Y-69). 

Proposed Mitigation: The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 
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o Widen Raley Boulevard to six or eight lanes from 1-80 to 
the City limits (DEIR, page Y-98). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Mitigation: The City Council 
finds that it is currently infeasible to adopt this mitigation 
measure for the following reason: 

o Funding is not available to implement this measure. 
-This measure is not currently contained in the City's 
5-year Capital Improvement Program. The Capital 
Improvement Program represents the commitment of all 
presently available City funds. Funding of this project 
would require displacement of one or more projects 
presently on the Capital Improvement Program. Each of 
the projects presently on the Capital Improvement 
Program has been determined to be necessary in order to 
provide adequate public facilities within the City. 
Elimination of any of these projects is likely to result 
in significant adverse environmental or safety impacts. 

The Capital Improvement Program is reviewed annually and 
measures that are currently infeasible may become feasi-
ble as funding sources are identified. 

IMPACT: RIO LINDA BOULEVARD BETWEEN CITY LIMITS AND MARYSVILLE  

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
LOS on this segment would drop from A to E, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page Y-79). 

Proposed Mitigation: The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Widen this segment to four lanes (DEIR, page Y-97). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Mitigation: This measure is 
currently being studied by the City and may be considered as a 
condition of approval of adjacent parcels. 

IMPACT: SILVER EAGLE ROAD BETWEEN SAN JUAN AND NORWOOD  

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
LOS on this segment would drop from A to F, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page Y-79). 

Proposed Mitigation: The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Widen to four lanes from San Juan to Norwood (DEIR, 
page Y-97).
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IMPACT: CENTER PARKWAY BETWEEN MACK AND VALLEY HI  

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
LOS on this segment would drop from B to F, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page Y-90). 

Proposed Mitigation:	 The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Restripe this segment to four lanes (DEIR, page Y-98). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Mitigation: The City Council 
finds that this measure may be feasible, but does not adopt it 
since it is still being studied. 

IMPACT: POWER INN ROAD BETWEEN ELDER CREEK AND 53RD 

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that the 
LOS on this segment would drop from A to D, resulting in a 
significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, page Y-90). 

Proposed Mitigation: The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Widen to six lanes from Gerber to Elder Creek (DEIR, 
page Y-98). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Mitigation: The City Council 
finds that it is currently infeasible to adopt this mitigation 
measure for the following reasons: 

o Funding is not available to implement this measure. 
This measure is not currently contained in the City's 
5-year Capital Improvement Program. The Capital 
Improvement Program represents the commitment of all 
presently available City funds. Funding of this project 
would require displacement of one or more projects 
presently on the Capital Improvement Program. Each of 
the projects presently on the Capital Improvement 
Program has been determined to be necessary in order to 
provide adequate public facilities within the City. 
Elimination of any of these projects is likely to result 
in significant adverse environmental or safety impacts. 

The Capital Improvement Program is reviewed annually and 
measures that are currently infeasible may become feasi-
ble as funding sources are identified. 

o The feasibility of this measure cannot be determined at 
this time since the County is responsible for implement-
ing this measure.

75

























Proposed Partial Mitigation: The DEIR and FEIR identify 
the following measures to partially mitigate this impact, but 
not to less than significant: 

A. Implement Transportation System Management measures, 
such as (DEIR, page Z-73 and FEIR, page C-174): 

- ridesharing incentives 

- parking management such as parking fees and restric-
tions 

- alternative transportation incentives, including 
provision of physical facilities; provision of finan-
cial, operational, and marketing support; and expan-
sion of geographic coverage, frequency of service, and 
hours of service 

- park-and-ride lots 

- bicycle facilities 

- major roadway and intersection improvement program 

- signal synchronization 

- signal preemption 

- alternative fuels 

- bus tokens for employee business travel 

- employee bicycle fleet 

- flextime 

- employee-subsidized bus passes 

- carpool verification program 

- two-way video communication link and other electronic 
communication facilities; 

B. Implement all proposed mitigation for traffic impacts 
(DEIR, Section Y); 

C. Construct regional facilities (DEIR, page Z-71); 

D. Implement measures to encourage pedestrian travel, such 
as (FEIR, page C-159): 

- eliminate soft, rounded curbs; 

- when possible, separate sidewalks and roadways; 
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Pedestrianways  

Goal A:

Increase the use of the pedestrian 
mode as a mode of choice for all 
areas of the City. 

Policy 1: 

Require	 new	 subdivisions	 and
planned unit developments to have 
safe	 pedestrian walkways	 that 
provide direct links between 
streets and major destinations such 
as bus stops, schools, parks, and 
shopping centers. 

Policy 2: 

Encourage new commercial and office 
establishments, in suburban areas, 
to front directly on the sidewalk 
with parking in the rear. 

Policy 3: 

Encourage existing and new commer-
cial and office establishments to 
develop and enhance pedestrian 
pathways using planting, trees and 
creating pedestrian crosswalks 
through parking areas or over major 
barriers such as freeways or 
canals. 

Policy 4: 

Encourage mixed use development to 
generate greater pedestrian activi-
ty. 

Policy 5: 

Require developments to provide 
street separated pedestrian access 
to shopping centers, business 
activity centers and transit sta-
tions and facilities. 

Action a: 

Identify incentives for developer 
participation in street separated 
pedestriarway improvements. 
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Proposed Mitigation:	 The DEIR identifies the following 
measure to mitigate this impact to less than significant: 

o Evaluate changes to AFB operations relative to the 
proposed SGPU Noise Element standards and modify AFB 
operations, as required (DEIR, page AA-55). 

Mitigation is the Responsibility of Another Agency: The 
City Council finds that this measure could feasibly be imple-
mented by the AFB. The City has no authority in implementing 
this measure. 

IMPACT: AIRPORT NOISE IN THE VICINITY OF SACRAMENTO METRO 
AIRPORT 

Finding of Significance: The City Council finds that North 
Natomas residences in the vicinity of Metro Airport would be 
exposed to noise levels in excess of that considered normally 
acceptable (the proposed SGPU Noise Element identifies 60 dB), 
resulting in a significant adverse environmental impact (DEIR, 
page AA-53). 

Proposed Mitigation: The DEIR states that one of the 
following measures will be necessary to mitigate this impact to 
less than significant: 

A. Amend the proposed noise standards contained in the SGPU 
Noise Element (DEIR, page AA-57); or 

B. Amend the land uses in the North Natomas Community Plan 
and SGPU (DEIR, page AA-57); or 

C. Request the County Division of Airports to make flight 
modifications for Metro Airport (DEIR, page AA-57). 

Finding of Infeasibility of Mitigation: The City Council 
finds that it is infeasible to adopt either one of the following 
two mitigation measures identified below for the following 
reasons:

A. These noise standards were developed to protect public 
health and safety based on the best information current-
ly available. Unless new information becomes available 
that would necessitate changes to the proposed noise 
standards, such an amendment would not be warranted. If 
changes to the proposed noise standards are recommended, 
they would be subject to environmental review. 

B. Until a method of mitigation is selected and imple-
mented, no residential development will be allowed , in 
areas that would be exposed to noise levels above 60 dB; 
this prohibition has the short-term effect of implement-

99

























The City Council has balanced the economic benefits of 
providing for industrially designated land against the unavoid-
able adverse environmental impacts identified in the EIR and has 
concluded that the economic benefits outweigh those environ-
mental risks. 

Social Considerations Supporting SGPU Adoption  

Need for Housing. According to SACOG, the agency responsi-
ble for assessing regional housing needs, the City of Sacramento 
must provide an additional 26,250 housing units between 1983 and 
1990 (DEIR, page F-9). SACOG also projects the need for an 
additional 108,005 housing units by 2010. These needs cover all 
income groups. 

In addition to the housing needs assessment prepared by 
SACOG, the DEIR identifies-even greater housing needs based on 
future job creation (DEIR, page F-19). While this demand could 
be provided by housing throughout the region, generally new 
employees seek jobs close to their places of employment. 

To satisfy these housing needs, the SGPU provides suffi-
cient residentially designated land to develop an additional 
87,507. housing units (DEIR, page F-16). These new units would 
fulfill needs for all income groups. 

The provision of new housing units within the City will 
enable many new workers to find suitable residences in close 
proximity to their places of employment. This "close-in" hous-
ing is beneficial to the environment by reducing automobile 
distance traveled and the resultant traffic and air quality 
impacts that would occur without City housing. 

The City Council has balanced the social benefits of pro-
viding for more than 87,500 new housing units against the un-
avoidable adverse environmental impacts identified in the EIR 
and has concluded that the social benefits outweigh the environ-
mental risks. 

Need for Recreational Opportunities. Sacramento is known 
for its diverse recreational and cultural facilities and activi-
ties. These amenities contribute to Sacramento's high quality 
of life (see "Greater Sacramento Area Economic Development Data 
Book; A Comprehensive Summary of the Four-County Sacramento 
Area"). To maintain this high quality of life in the future, it 
is important for the City to provide additional recreation 
facilities and activities. The SGPU provides for such ameni-
ties.

With regard to parks, the SGPU provides for 1,250 acres of 
new regional parks, 109 acres of new community parks, and 
25 acres of new neighborhood parks (see DEIR, page Q-3). This 
additional designated parkland will enable the City to provide 
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Figure 2-1(b) 

AREAS OF SIGNIFICANT HOUSING GROWTH 

1985 Urban Areas 

Areas Of Significant Housing 
Increases 1975-1985 

Areas Of Projected Significant 
Housing Increases 1986-2005 
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Carbon monoxide levels have steadily decreased in the Sacramento area as auto-
mobiles have become cleaner burning and more fuel efficient in response to 
rising fuel costs and the state's motor vehicle inspection and maintenance 
program. The SMOG Check Program, begun in 1984, is the only control measure 
aimed specifically at carbon monoxide emissions. No new emission control 
measures are being contemplated. 

CONSEQUENCES OF NONATTAINMENT  

Health  

Studies of the chronic and acute consequences of human exposure to air pollu-
tion clearly show that its health effects and associated costs are severe and 
growing. Over 20 percent of the Sacramento area's population has been identi-
fied by the National Center for Health Statistics as "at risk: with regard to 
chronic respiratory lung disease. These people suffer more when air pollution 
is heightened. 

Agriculture  

Air pollution affects agriculture by reducing the quality and quantity of pro-
duce and by requiring that farmers limit their own emissions from such sources 

as waste burning and machinery exhaust. 

Funding Sanctions  

The Clean Air Act authorizes the Environmental Protection Agency and other 
federal agencies to withhold or limit the use of certain federal funds in areas 
that have not adopted or are not implementing an effective air quality plan. 
These sanctions apply mostly to funds for sewage treatment and transportation 
projects. A detailed analysis of potential sanctions is presented in the 1978 
Sacramento Regional Area Planning Commission report entitled, "Clean Air Act 
Sanctions: Potential Loss of Federal Funding by Local Governments." 

Limits on Growth and Development  

In adopting the Clean Air Act Amendments, Congress indicated to local govern-
ments that their ability to grow would become significantly impaired if efforts 
to reduce air pollution were inadequate. These limitations stem not only from 
the sanctions described above but from restrictions on the operation of new or 
expanded stationary emission sources. These limitations would make it virtual-
ly impossible for new industries to locate in a nonattainment area. 
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f) It is SACOG's position that the long-term responsibility for providing 
transit services to planned new developments rests with transit operators; 
SACOG will assist in identifying long term needs and securing financing. 

g) . SACOG encourages transit operators to implement and expand their services 

in accordance with the adopted Short Range Transit Plan for the area. 

h) SACOG encourages local jurisdictions and transit operators to consider the 
enactment of multi-modal or system management solutions to identified 
transportation problems. 

i) SACOG encourages ridesharing and transit, financed publicly, privately, or 
jointly, as the preferred means of access to major employment and activity 
centers. SACOG intends to develop a system plan for facilities to 
encourage ridesharing. 

j) SACOG encourages local and state agencies to preserve abandoned rail 
rights-of-way in order to not preclude future use for rail transit, 
busways, or bicycle paths. 

k) SACOG encourages local agencies and Caltrans to provide transportation 
facilities and serices that encourge use of alternative transport modes 
for recreational trip purposes. 

SAFETY OBJECTIVE: To provide a regional transportation system of highways, 
mass transit, and paratransit, airports, waterways, bikeways, and railroads 

that is safe for both the user and non-user. 

POLICIES: 

a) SACOG encourages Caltrans and local agencies to upgrade all road 
facilities to reasonable safety standards wherever potentially hazardous 
conditions exist, and to maintain adequate shoulders to allow emergency 
vehicles to bypass congested traffic conditions. 

b) It is SACOG's position that all safety improvements are the responsibility 
of the individual operators (i.e., Caltrans, county and city governments, 
and transit operators). 

c) SACOG encourages Caltrans and local agencies to construct bikeways, bike 
lanes, and pedestrian ways along streets and roads of sufficient width, 

clearly designate or physically separate them where possible, and to 
construct them at reasonable safety standards. 

d) SACOG encourages local jurisdictions to control land uses around airports 
to minimize the number of people exposed to possible airport related 
hazards. 

ENVIRONMENTAL OBJECTIVE: To provide for the movement of people and materials 
in a manner that minimizes the adverse environmental impacts of the transpor-
tation system and protects the health and welfare of area residents.





























TABLE 5-2
	 1 

HIGHWAY SEGMENTS WITH POTENTIAL TO REACH CAPACITY 

HIGHWAY SEGMENT
	

1994	 2005 

1-5:	 San Joaquin/Sacramento County line 	 ADT	 N/A	 40,000 
to Hood-Franklin Road interchange 	 v/c	 N/A	 0.87 

LOS	 N/A 

1-5:	 Hood-Franklin Road to Sacramento 	 ADT	 35,000	 47,000 
city limit	 v/c	 0.68	 1.03 

LOS	 E	 E/F 

1-5: ' 1-80 junction to junction of 1-5/ 	 ADT	 70,000	 90,000 
Route 99	 v/c	 0.89	 1.21 

LOS	 E	 F 

1-5:	 Junction with Route 99 to Sacramento/ 	 ADT	 46,000	 59,000 
Yolo County line	 v/c	 0.77	 1.04 

LOS	 0	 E/F 

1-5:	 Sacramento/Yolo County line to 	 ACT	 N/A	 40,000 
junction with Route 113	 v/c	 N/A	 0.71	 II 

LOS	 N/A	 D 

1-5:	 Route 113 junction to Yolo/Colusa 	 ACT	 N/A	 31,500	 I 
County line	 v/c	 N/A	 0.78 

LOS	 N/A 

R 16:	 Manlove to Amador County
	

ADT	 N/A	 7,900 
v/c	 N/A	 0.70 
LOS	 N/A	 E 

R 20:	 East of Marysville to Nevada City 	 ACT	 9,600	 11,200 
v/c	 0.44	 0.51 
LOS	 D	 D 

R 50:	 Watt Avenue to El Dorado County 	 ACT	 120,000	 139,000 
v/c	 1.13	 1.22 
LOS	 F	 F 

R 50:	 Junction with 1-80 in Yolo County to 	 ACT	 94,000	 115,000 
Yolo/Sacramento County line 	 v/c	 0.71	 0.95 

LOS 

R 65:	 Roseville bypass to south of Lincoln 	 ADT	 21,400	 32,000 
v/c	 0.91	 1.36 
LOS	 E	 F 

R 65:	 Through Lincoln	 ACT	 20,000	 28,300 
v/c	 0.92	 1.30 
LOS	 E/F	 F
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TABLE 7-2 
SPECIAL TRANSPORTATION SERVICE OPERATORS

11111	 11111	 11111	 11111	 11111 

SYSTEM NAME TYPE OF SERVICE SERVICE AREA # OF VEHICLES/TYPE* 

Placer County 

Placer Assn. for the Retarded Fixed-Route Roseville & Auburn Areas 6 Vans 
Placer Rehabilitation Industries Fixed-Route N. Sacramento & Placer Counties 4 Vans (2) 

Sacramento County 

Community Interaction Program Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive Urbanized Sacramento & Galt 3 Vans 
Galt Community Concilio Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive S. Sacramento County & Galt 3 Vans (2) 
Human Resources Development Corp. Fixed-Route Sacramento Area 3 Vans 
Muscular Dystrophy Special Events/Limited Demand Northern California 1 Van (1) 

Responsive 
Paratransit,	 Inc. Subscription/Demand Responsive Activated RT Boundaries 23 Minibuses (23)/7 Vans (2) 
Re-Ed West Center for Children Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive Sacramento Urbanized Area 8 Vans 
Resources for Independent Living Special Events/Subscription NE, S & Urbanized Sacto. Co. 1	 Van	 (1) 
Sacramento Children's Home Special Events/Demand Responsive Sacramento County 4 Station Wagons 
Sac. Elderly Nutrition Program Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive Sacramento Urbanized Area 4 Vans 
St. Patrick's Home for Children Demand Responsive/Special Events Sacramento Area 4 Vans/1 Station Wagon 
Salvation Army Demand Responsive Sacramento Area 1 Station Wagon/1 Auto/ 

2 Vans/1 Bus 
Serve Our Seniors Demand Responsive NE Sacramento & Folsom 1 Van/1 Station Wagon 
Stanford-Lathrop Home Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive Sacramento County 2 Station Wagons/3 Autos/4 

Vans 
Stanford Settlement Special Events/Demand Responsive NW Sacramento Area 2 Vans/1 Station Wagon 
United Cerebral Palsy Fixed-Route Sacramento County 5 Vans	 (5) 
Visual	 Service Center Demand Responsive Sacramento Area 2 Station Wagons 

Sutter/Yuba Counties 

Bi-County Voluntary Action Subscription/Demand Responsive Sutter & Yuba Counties 1 Auto/1 Van 
Gateway Projects, Inc. Subscription Sutter & Yuba Counties 2 Vans	 (1) 
Yuba County Nutrition Subscription Marysville 1 Van 
Northern Sacramento Valley Demand Responsive Sutter, Yuba & Colusa Counties 2 Autos/1 Van 

Rural Health Program 
Sutter/Yuba Mental Health Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive Sutter & Yuba Counties 2 Vans 

Services 
Yuba/Sutter Head Start Subscription Sutter & Yuba Counties 2 Vans 

Yolo County 

Center for Services to Handi-
capped Students-UCD

Subscription Davis 1	 Van	 (1) 

Davis Senior Transit Demand Responsive Davis 2 Vans	 (1) 
Elderly Nutrition Program Subscription Woodland 1 Van 
Head Start Program Fixed-Route Yolo County 2 Vans 
United Christian Center Fixed-Route/Demand Responsive East Yolo County 1 Station Wagon/2 Vans (1) 
Woodland Community Care Car Demand Responsive Woodland 1 Van 
Woodland Handivan Demand Responsive Woodland 1 Minibus

* Figure in parenthesis indicates the number of vehicles with wheelchair lifts. 







































The City of Marysville Bicycle Plan calls for the provision of roughly 17 miles 
of bikeways. Unfortunately, due to inadequate funding, no bicycle facilities 
have yet been constructed. 

Wheatland has no provisions for cyclists and pedestrians. 

Placer County  

Although Roseville has no bicycle plan, it does contain several miles of Class 
I and II bike lanes. Additionally, the Roseville City Parks and Recreation 
Department has drafted a bicycle trail system along the city's creek network. 
This concept is currently stymied pending review after last year's flooding. 
No other projects are proposed for the next five years. 

The city of Rocklin has no existing bikeways, but the city planning department 

has mapped a network of potential routes. 

The Circulation Element of the Lincoln General Plan includes a section on non-

motorized transportation the proposes a small system of bike routes for use 
mostly by school age children. It also proposes a network of hiking and eques-

trian trails. To date none of these improvements have been implemented. 

PROGRESS IN IMPLEMENTING THE 1983 RTP  

Only two recommended bicycle and pedestrian actions were listed in the 1983 RTP 
and both have been reintroduced in this 1987 plan. The first suggested that 
member cities and counties require by ordinance the provision of appropriate 
bicycle facilities in significant new private developments. While most juris-
dictions have encouraged developers to build roads to maximum ultimate width 
and/or install adequate cycling and walking facilities, few (e.g. Yolo County, 
City of Davis) have adopted legal provisions for requiring it. 

The second recommended action from the 1983 RIP called for cities and counties 
to continue implementing their adopted bikeway plans. It appears that to the 
extent financially possible, those jurisdictions with plans have attempted to 
carry them out. As will be mentioned in the financial section of this element, 
however, funding has been available for only marginal improvement of local 
pathway systems. 

ISSUES FACING THE BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN NETWORK  

There are five key issues in planning for cyclists and pedestrians in the SACOG 

region. 

Safety  

Safety is an overriding concern, for much of the space set aside for cyclists 
and pedestrians is shared with or is adjacent to motor vehicle traffic. Bicy-
cles, in particular, are difficult to see and many motorists do not recognize 
their lawful claim to a portion of the roadway. Also, cyclists often ignore 
the basic traffic safety regulations to which they are bound. Wherever

















































1591/92	 SAC 7-,0
	

1-5/20 to	 Hichway planting. 
1RiStilec (2.3-3.9) 	 Winters St.

67.0 S	 .261 
99.0 F 1.35 

110.0 F 1.70

Project deferred by CTC: ful-
fill orevicus commitment:local 
contribution toward costs.

-- 

50.61 (1)

1986 STIP PROJECTS

(as of 10-30-86) 

AADT(LOS) V/C 
1584	 1994 

Program Yr. Route	 1995 1995
	

Est. Costs 
Funding	 (Past )lile)	 Location	 Project Description	 2005 2005

	
Deficiency;Comments 	 (Millions) 

1989/90 SAC 5	 River Bend
	

New interchange (aka
	

93.0 0 .751
	

Decrease congestion on ad- • 
100Z Local (14,8-15.0) (Delta Shores)	 Huntington Park)

	
110.0 E	 .95
	

jacent ramos; provide access
	

35.72 (1) 

	

135.0 F 1.22
	

to high growth area. 

1587/88 SAC 5	 Garden Highway 	 Modify interchange by re- 83.0 0 	 .751	 Excand ca pacity to erye in-	 50.58 (1) 
IR/Local (25.3-25.5)
	

vising ramps and adding	 110.0 E	 .95	 crease in traffic from airport 
signals.	 135.0 F 1.22	 and residential growth. 

(5.276 CalTrans contribution.) 

1990/91	 SAC 5	 Garden Highway 	 Highway glantin9-	 Same as
	

t Originally part of above oro-
IR	 (25.3-26.7) to Interstate 80.	 above

	
ject; CTC deferred; fulfill
	

50.67 (1) 
commitment by landscaping. 

	

47.0 0	 .64 

	

70.0 E	 .89 
90.0 F 1.21 

19E6187 SAC 5	 N. Market Blvd.	 New interchange; auxil-
100Z Local (27.1-28.8) iary lanes between 1-80 

and Del Paso Rd.; ramp 
metering.

Provide new develooment access 

to freeway, reduce conoestien 
on freeway and an adjacent	 38.65(2) 
interchanges. 

1589/90 SAC 16	 Manlove to
	

Widen existing roadway to 	 7.? C	 .491
	

Narrow lanes. unoaved should- 	 50.72 (1) 
(4.2-9.4)	 Treeview	 40'; pave shoulders.	 11.2 0	 .57

	
ers. Growing commuter route. 

14.2 0	 .65 

1936/87	 SAC 50	 Stackten Blvd. to
	

Suv. syst., ramp meter,	 99.0 C	 .75
	

Menace traffic flow on major 
(0.5-11.3) Zinfandel Or.	 add ramp lane. auxiliary 120.0 F	 1.13

	
commuter route. Maintain LOS 

lane.	 159.0 F	 1.22
	

at "O."
	

51.74 (1) 

1589/90 SAC 50	 35th St. to	 Add auxiliary lane 
F	 (1.1-2.6)	 65th St.	 eastbound.

	

116.0 0	 .28t	 Additional lane to Kele trai-

	

133.0 0	 .85	 fic flow en major commuter 

	

150.0 E	 .90	 freeway where LOS is "0".	 50.33 (1) 

1331/52	 SAC 50	 59th St. to
	

Highway planting. 	 116.0 0	 .281	 Ori g inally oart of above pro-
F	 (1.1-2.6)	 65th St.	 133.0 0	 .89	 ject: CTC deferred: fulfill 

	

120.0 E	 .30	 commitment by landscaoing. 	 50.56 (1) 

1988/89	 SAC 50
	

Zinfandel Or.	 Modify interchange to
	

99.0 0	 .791	 Increase interchange caoacity 
100Z Local (10.9)
	

accommodate 4 lane
	

120.0 F 1.13	 and reduce backu p on freeway 
arterial; revise ramps.	 159.0 F 1.22	 during oeak oeried. 	 52.20 (1) 

1987/82	 SAC 51
	

American River to 	 Bike Trail to WattiN.E. 
F	 (3.0-7.8)	 Watt Ave.	 Corridor Comauter 

Bikeway.

N/A	 interface with licht rail 
systea to provida 
modal transoortaticn.

50-50 (1) 

















AADT (LOS)FEAK V/C 

Sponsor	 Route 

Funding	 (Past Mile)	 Location	 Project Description 

Reg/SIP SOT 99	 Barry Rd. to	 Construct 4 lane 

F	 (26.1-28.7) Lincoln Rd. (south expressway. 

of Yuba City ). 

Req.	 YOL 80	 Between Richards	 Construct overcrossing. 

1R/Loc	 (1.7-1.a)	 Blvd. and Mace Blvd. 

in vicinity of CR 

103 (Poleline Rd.) 

Req.	 VOL 80	 Mace Blvd.	 Widen overcrossing. 

IR/Loc	 (2.8) 

Reg.	 YOL 80	 0.1 mi. E of Yolo	 Scundwalls. 

IR	 (9.3-9.8)	 Causeway to 0.1 mi. 

W. of 50/80 sea. 

Reg.	 VOL 113	 CR 27 and CR 25.	 Convert expressway to 

WEPS	 (5.7-10)	 freeway by constructing 

two interchanges. 

Reg.	 YU3 70	 "8 St. between	 Widen 2 lanes to 4 lanes: 

F	 (14.1-15.8) 14th St. to past	 rebuild railroad under- 

24th St.	 MS. 

Reg.	 PLAC 80	 0.1 mi. se . of East	 Widen to 8 lanes. 

1	 (3-7.4)	 Roseville o/c to 

Sierra Colleoe o/c

1984 1984 

1995 1995 

2005 2005 

6.5 C .30 

8.4 C .33 
10.0 0 .46 

65.0 0 .79 

82.0 F 1.13 

114.0 F 1.40 

65.0 D .79 

82.0 F 1.13 

114.0 F 1.40 

65.0 0 .79 

82.0 F 1.13 

114.0 F 1.40 

12.9 3 .16 

15.9 3 .44 

12.6 C .53 

6.7 C .43 

10.1	 C .63 

12.7 0 .73 

64.0 0 .80 

95.0 F 1.22 

125.0 F 1.60

Est. Costs 

Deficiency;Comments 

1 of 2 possible alignments. 

Narrow, 2 lane mad cannot ac-

cam:date 2005 AOT orojection. 	 53.00 (1) 

Improve to :aintain LOS an 

important interstate, inter-

regional, commuter route and 

serve community growth. 	 53.29 (1) 

Serve growth and maintain LOS 

an important interstate.
	 31.50 (1) 

interregional, commuter route. 

Major intra-/inter-regional
	

30.5.3 (1) 

cc:muter/recreational route 

creates noise problems. 

Comp lete above cao closure 

oroject.
39.00 (1) 

Substandard roadwa y width; 

substandard height underpass.

58.15 (1) 

Increase caoacity of freeway 

to acc=modata drowth and 

increase in cuter traffic. 

SUMMARY 

TOTAL STIP PROJECTS 

TOTAL SHORT RANGE PROJECTS 

TOTAL LONG RANGE PROJECTS 

TOTAL 

LESS STIP PROJECTS 

TOTAL UtimunAIMED NEEDS 

TOTAL COSTS

1.3.00 (t) 

5143.04 

$129.51 

$272.05 

3143.04 

$544.63 

$123,51 

3415.i, 





































L	 White Rock Rd.	 Grant Line to 

county line. 

L	 North/South OS 50 to south of 

White Rock Rd. 

Coloma Rd.
	

To Sunrise Blvd. 

L	 West to East 

thoroughfare.

US 50 to S. of Sunrise 

El. , turning S. connect-

ing to Grant Line Rd. 

1,	 North/South 

L	 Power Inn Rd.

White Rock Rd.-SR16. 

Gerber Rd. to Calvine 

Ildwa y between Bruce-

ville Rd. and SR99 to 

SR 99. 

Folson Blvd. to SR 161
L	 Bond Rd. 

L	 Watt Ave. 

1

Est. Costs 

Project Description	 (Millions) 

Widen to 6	 lanes. 10.520 

Widen to 6 lanes. 30.930 

Construct thoroughfare. 33.970 

Extension as new 

thoroughfare.

35.560 

New thoroughfare. 39.150 

New thoroughfare.

33.350 

New arterial. 32.050 

New thoroughfare. 33.970 

New thoroughfare.	 . 33.350 

Extend as	 4	 lane arterial 30.320 

Extend	 to 3	 lanes.

31.100 

Extension of Watt Ave. 32.140

Priority COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO 

	

Year	 Location	 Limits 

	

L	 Sheldon Rd.
	

Midway between Frank-

lin Blvd. and Bruce-

ville id. to Bruce-

ville Rd. 

	

L	 Sheldon Rd.	 Bruceville Rd.- SR 99 

	

L	 East/West thorough- Sunrise Blvd. /Grant 

Lau.	 Line to So. of Douglas 

	

L	 White Rock
	

Rast of Sunrise Blvd. 















Priority ROCKLIN,	 PLAC.	 CO. 

Year	 Location Limits	 Project Description

Rst.Costs 

(Millions] 

• 1997/98 Argonaut RR Crossing to Del Mar	 Extend roadway. $0.200 

1998/99 Argonaut Del Mar to Pacific St.	 Extend roadway. $0.230 

1999/01	 Camino Verde New roadway. $2.000 

2001/02 Dominguez Rd. Pacific to Granite Dr.	 Extend roadway. $0.280 

2004-06 Sierra College Bl. Brace to city limits.	 Extend roadway. $5.600 

2002-04 Alta Sierra Dr. New roadway. $1.600 

2007-10 Sierra College Bl. Brace Rd.	 to south city 

limits.	 Extend roadway. $2.340 

TOTAL COSTS $12.250











O Delta area, including the cities of Iselton and Galt 

Delta Area Rural Transit (DART) 

Demand-responsive service 
- Service area: Originates in Isleton, serves surrounding communities, 

one tri p per day to Sacramento 
- Days and hours of o peration: Weekdays, 8:00 AM - 4:00 PM 
- Fare: $1.25, $2.50 to Sacramento 
- Vehicles: One van, handicapped accessible 

Galt Concilio Transportation (a private non- p rofit organization) 

Demand-responsive service 

- Service area: City of Galt, service to Sacramento 
- Days and hours of operation: Weekdays, 8:00 AM - 4:00 PM 
- Fare: Elderly	 - $0.45 

General Public - $0.65 
- Vehicles: Four vans, handica pped accessible 

Weekday service to Sacramento 
Service area: City of Galt to city of Sacramento 
Days and hours of operation: Weekdays, morning and afternoon 
Fare: $1.50 

Identification of Transportation Problems  

Two public hearings were held in Sacramento County by SACOG, one to 
address unmet transit needs for residents of the city of Folsom, and the 
other to address unmet transit needs for residents of the Delta area, 
including the cities of Isleton and Galt. 

O City of Folsom - No unmet needs were identified. 

O Delta area, including the cities of Galt and Isleton - Two unmet needs 

were identified. 

1) The need to continue transit service in the Delta. An issue during 
the past few years has been the high cost of providing transit 
service. The need to continue the service was citied by a number of 
citizens, as well as several suggestions on how to improve service. 
These suggestions included increased use of marketing and publicity, 
as well as making route changes that could increase use of the system. 

2) The need for more public trans portation service between the city of 
Galt and the city of Sacramento for residents of Galt was presented 
by representatives of the Alta Regional center, the American Cancer 

Society and the Sacramento Association for the Retarded. The service 
is especially needed for developmentally disabled persons and cancer 
Patients that need radiation or chemotherapy treatments. It could 

also be utilized by the general public.



























Nr7.--1V ' 

A

"















-7-	 February 25, 198.8 

A special requirement applicable solely to the County and 
Sacramento, would be that they maintain the same level of 
expenditures for handicapped transportation purposes as they 
expended during the 1986-87 fiscal year. 

d.	 Allocation Process 

Each recipient entity (i.e., the County, the Cities, Regional 
Transit and Paratransit), would be required to annually file with 
the Authority expenditure plans for annual allocations. 
Consistent with the functional allocation requirements discussed 
above and the County Transportation Expenditure Plan, the 
Executive Director would be required to make funding 
recommendations on specifically identified projects to the 
Governing Body of the Authority. Following a public hearing, the 
Governing Body of the Authority would be required to allocate the 
sales tax increase revenues. Except as authorized under 
Paragraph 8 of the Agreement, the Governing Body of the Authority 
would be limited in the identification of projects for funding 
allocations, to those proposed by the recipient entities. 
However, the Governing Body would not be required to honor, in 
relation to regional public road improvement projects, either the 
project priorities established by the recipient entities, or any 
standard by which all recipient entities would be guaranteed 
funding for some projects during any particular year. 

For example, the Governing Body of the Authority would be 
empowered under the Agreement to elect that for a particular year 
all sales tax increase revenues authorized to be allocated for 
public road improvement projects of a regional character be spent 
on projects proposed by the City of Sacramento or the City of 
Isleton. Should recipient entities propose fewer projects for a 
particular year than would be required to exhaust the sales tax 
increase revenue available for regional road improvement 
projects, except as authorized by Paragraph 8, the Governing Body 
of the Authority would not be empowered to independently select 
projects and fund them. Nor, because of the precise nature of 
the mandated 35% allocation for transit purposes, would the 
Governing Body be empowered to allocate unexpended revenues for 
regional road improvement projects to either Regional Transit or 
Paratransit. 

Under Paragraph 8 of the Agreement, by at least 9 affirmative 
votes the Governing Body of the Authority would be empowered to 
select for funding, allocate to a recipient entity, and/or build 
regional road improvement projects which have not been proposed 
by the entity within whose jurisdiction the project would be 
located.

City Agreement No.  87°--a."-LA





























CERTIFICATE 

The undersigned, duly qualified Assistant Secretary to the Board 

of Directors of the Sacramento Regional Transit District, 

certifies that the foregoing document is a true and correct copy 

of Resolution No. 88 - 788 , adopted at a legally convened meeting 

of the Board of Directors of the Sacramento Regional Transit 

District held on the 7th day of 	 March 	 , 1988. 

DATE: gait-CA t/9eig
CHRIS WALLACE 
Assistant Secretary 

1. '	 `., r:, • • 
;

• • ':-.L*1-01-.0 
•
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15. Allobation Considerations. In selecting Public Road 
Improvement Projects, the Authority shall consider all of the 
following:

a. The objects of vehicular tra-ffic circulation system 
improvement prescribed by Paragraph 14; and 

b. The annual revenue derived by each City and the 
County from levy by that jurisdiction of the special tax or 
imposition of the fee for road improvement purposes described 
by Paragraph 16, below, and the Projects or other objects 
upon which such taxes or fees will be expended by that 
jurisdiction during each year the Authority selects Public 
Road Improvement Projects; and 

c. The revenue available to each jurisdiction for road 
improvements from all other sources, including revenues 
derived from the Highway Users Tax Account in the 
Transportation Tax Fund pursuant to Chapter 3 (commencing 
with Section 2100) of Division 3 of the Streets and Highways 
Code. 

The Authority shall select Public Road Improvement Projects 
in a manner which maximizes the efficient and effective 
expenditure of all revenues available to the Cities and the 
County for road improvement and ensures that each jurisdiction 
lawfully expends all revenues available to it for those purposes. 

16. Minimum Qualifications -- Road Taxes or Fees. 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Paragraphs 7 through 15, 
above, the Authority shall not allocate any Sales Tax revenues 
for expenditure by Folsom, Galt, or Isleton for the 1990-91 or 
following fiscal years unless the recipient Entity has, not later 
than January 1, 1990, and for the year for which the allocation 
is made, at a rate and in amounts which the Authority determines 
to be reasonable, either: (i) levied a special tax for road 
improvement purposes in connection with land development on a 
uniform basis throughout the entire jurisdiction; or (ii) 
imposed a fee for road improvement purposes in connection with 
land development within geographical zones throughout the entire 
jurisdiction established in order to relate fee revenue 
expenditures to traffic generated by the development for which 
the fee is imposed. 

Notwithstanding the provisions of Paragraphs 7 through 15, 
above, the Authority shall not allocate any Sales Tax revenues 
for expenditure by the County, Sacramento, or any Future City 
unless the County and Sacramento has, for the year for which the 
allocation is made and the Future City has, not later than two 
years following its effective date of incorporation and 
thereafter, at a rate and in amounts which the Authority 

-10-
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Ehrhardt Avenue and Pranklin Boulevard 

Land Park Drive and 2nd Avenue 

21st Street and E Street 

2.Ist Street and F Street 

H Street and 26th Street 

H Street and 47th Street 

G Street and 25th Street 

G Street and 27th Street 

P Street and 28th Street 

Cucamonga Avenue and Power Inn Road 

Elder Creek Road and Sunrise South/Cougar 

Huntsman Drive and Kiefer Boulevard 

Howe Avenue and Wyda Way 

Del Norte Boulevard and 42nd Street and Fruitridge Road 

Hurley Way and Morse Avenue 

Fair Oaks Boujevard and Sunrise East 

Dawes Street and Folsom Boulevard 

Greenback Lane and Filbert Avenue 

San Juan Avenue and Sperry Drive 

Stollwood Drive and Zelinda Drive and Winding Way 

Ethan Way and Hurley Way 

Fair Oaks Boulevard and Treecrest Avenue 

Bell Avenue and Northrop Avenue 

Aramon Drive and Folsom Boulevard 

Elkhorn Boulevard and Sprig Drive 

Auburn Boulevard and San Tomas Drive 

Bell Avenue and Cottage Way

87202- A 
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council of each city 41the County. The proposed amendments take . 

effect forty-five (45) days after notice is given. 

At the time of Plan preparation, approval and adoption, only 

estimates of sales tax revenues over a 20-year period and 

estimates of project costs are available. Whether fewer than 

all of the projects listed in the Plan can be funded during the 

20-year life of the sales tax, or whether funds will be available 

to undertake additional projects, will depend upon many factors, 

including the actual amount of tax proceeds, the accuracy of 

cost projections, and changes in project costs over a 20-year 

period. 

Accomplishment of some of the listed projects is contingent 

upon the fulfillment of certain legal or other requirements, 

e.g., environmental analysis of specific project designs, receipt 

of matching funds from non-sales tax sources. 

As mandated by the Local Transportation Authority and 

Improvement Act, the Authority shall consult with, and coordinate 

its actions to secure funding for the completion and improvement 

of the priority regional highways, with the cities in the County, 

the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors, and the California 

Department of Transportation, for the purpose of integrating its 

planned highway improvements with the highway and other transpor-

tation improvements plans and operations of other transportation 

agencies impacting the County.

_A City Agreement No. 87202
..eatwawa.ftel etalio

—tri:%.44,0 

-12-



















STA- 0001 

ordinance, or Part 1.6 of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation 
Code, of any tax or any amount of tax required to be collected. 

Section 17. SEVERABILITY. If any provision of this 
ordinance or the application thereof to any person or circum-
stance is held invalid, the remainder of the ordinance and the . 
application of such provision to other persons or circumstances 
shall not be affected thereby. 

Section 18. REQUEST FOR ELECTION. 

(a) The Sacramento Transportation Authority hereby 
requests that the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors call 
a special election to place this ordinance before the voters 
for approval on June 7, 1988, and that such special election be 
consolidated with the Statewide Primary Election to be held on 
June 7, 1988.

(b) The proposition to be placed on the ballot shall 
read substantially as follows: 

"TRANSPORTATION -- SACRAMENTO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY. To 
authorize the Authority to levy a 1/2 of 1% retail trans-
actions and use tax for general governmental purposes of 
the Authority which consist of the funding of Public Road 
Improvement Projects within the incorporated and unincor-
porated areas of Sacramento County, Elderly and Handicapped 
Transportation Functions, and Public Transit Functions; to 
issue bonds payable from the proceeds of that tax for 
capital outlay expenditures; and to establish the appropri-
ations limit of the Authority in the amount of Sixty-Nine 
Million Dollars ($69,000,000.00). 

The retail transactions and use tax increase will be 
allocated pursuant to terms and conditions of an agreement 
between the Transportation Authority, County, Cities, and 
the Sacramento Regional Transit District as follows: (i) 
not more than 1% for administration purposes; (ii) exactly 
1% for mitigation of motor vehicle emissions or evaluation 
of mitigation measures; and (iii) exclusive of any situs 
allocation to the Cities of Folsom, Isleton and Galt, 
and reserve for contingencies, the remaining revenues to 
be allocated in accordance with regulation by the 
Transportation Authority of the objects of expenditures 
65% for Public Road Improvement Projects, 33.33% for Public 
Transit Functions, and 1.67% for Elderly and Handicapped 
Transportation Functions. 

Any retail transactions and use tax increase authorized 
shall terminate on the earlier of the following two alter-
native dates: (0 the date twenty years following the 
date on which the increase becomes effective; or (ii) the 
first day of the first calendar quarter commencing more than 

87202A 
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issue bonds payable from the proceeds of that tax for 
capital outlay expenditures; and to establish the appropri-
ations limit of the Authority in the amount of Sixty-Nine 
Million Dollars ($69,000,000.00). 

The retail transactions and use tax increase will be 
allocated pursuant to terms and conditions of an agreement 
between the Transportation Authority, County, Cities, and 
the Sacramento Regional Transit District as follows: (i) 
not more than 1% for administration purposes; (ii) exactly 
1% for mitigation of motor vehicle emissions or evaluation 
of mitigation measures; and (iii) exclusive of any situs 
allocation to the Cities of Folsom, Isleton and Galt, 
and reserve for contingencies, the remaining revenues to 
be allocated in accordance with regulation by the 
Transportation Authority of the objects of expenditures 
65% for Public Road Improvement Projects, 33.33% for Public 
Transit Functions, and 1.67% for Elderly and Handicapped 
Transportation Functions. 

Any retail transactions and use tax increase authorized 
shall terminate on the earlier of the following two alter-
native dates: (i) the date twenty years following the 
date on which the increase becomes effective; or (ii) the 
first day of the first calendar quarter commencing more than 
120 days after the date on which a Court finally invalidates 
the mandated percentage allocations to Public Transit 
Functions or Elderly and Handicapped Transportation 
Functions, or both, or declines enforcement relief because 
of the invalidity of one, the other, or both thereof; 
provided that the Authority would be empowered to levy the 
tax following the finality of such a judicial invalidation 
in order to fulfill preexisting financial obligations of 
the Authority under contracts or other debt instruments." 

2. Said election shall be consolidated with and held in 

conjunction with the Statewide Primary Election, to be held 

within the County of Sacramento on the 7th day of June, 1988. 

3. The sample ballot to be mailed to the voters shall con-

tain the full proposition as set forth above, and the voter 

information handbook shall include the entire adopted Sacramento 

County Transportation Expenditure Plan. 
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On a motion by Councilperson 	 Hannaford 	 , seconded 
by Councilperson 	 Carmody 	 , the foregoing Resolution was 
passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Folsom, 
State of California, at a regular meeting thereof, this 7th . day 
of 	 march 	 , 1988, by the following vote, to wit: 

AYES:	 Councilperson,	 Ca/mrdy, Gibson, Goodell, Hannaford, Kipp 

NOES:	 Councilperson,	 None 

ABSENT: Councilperson, 

A3STAI-N: Council rson,	 • , 
t 	  

Chairperson, 'City Council of 
the City of Folsom, California 

(SEAL) 

ATTEST:( Ant ..Aw" 
C.er o t.e 
City Council 

r-est gov bodyl 

CITY OF FOLSOM 
CERTIFIED DOCUMENT 

ARLENE SOTO, CMC 
FOLSOM CITY CLERK 
50 NATOMA STREET 
FOLSOM, CA 95630

The foregoing information is an official record of the Office of the City Clerk, 

City of Folsom, County of Sacramento, State of California and is hereby cer-

tified to be true and correct. 

ARLENE SOTO, CMC 

87202 A 
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NOES:	 Councilmembers	 None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers	 None

findings adopted by the County -of Sacramento on July 29, 1982, in 
that document entitled "Findingt of Fact and Statement of 
Overriding Concern for Adoption of Sacramento County General Plan 
Update and the Regional Transportation Plan dated May 1987 and 
adopted by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments on May.21, 
1987, which was distributed to each legislative body as part of 
the materials accompanying this project. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Council hereby approves in 
behalf of the City the membership of the Governing Body of the 
Sacramento Transportation Authority as embodied in and described 
by Paragraphs numbered 2 through 7 of Resolution No. 88-200, 
adopted , March 1, 1988, by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Sacramento. 

• BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Council hereby approves in 
behalf of the City that certain document entitled "Sacramento 
County Transportation Expenditure Flan", dated March 1, 1988, a 
copy of which is attached . hereto. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that this Council hereby approves and 
directs the Mayor to execute in the name and in behalf of the City 
that certain contract entitled "Transportation Expenditure 
Agreement", dated March 1, 1988, between the Sacramento 
Transportation Authority, the Cities of Sacramento, Folsom, 
Isleton and Galt, the Sacramento Regional Transit District, and 
the.County-of Sacramento, a copy of. which is attached hereto, 

On a motion by Countilmember Andersson, seconded by 
Councilmember Himebauch, the foregoing Resolution was passed and 
adopted by the City Council of the City of Isleton, State of 

. California, at a regular meeting thereof, this 8th day of March, 
1988, by the following vote, to wit: 

AYES:	 Countilmemberp	 Andersson, Himebauch, Wilson, Gardiner, 

City Agreement No. 87202:A























3

-3-	 February 22, 1988 . 

Governing Body of the Authority. Finally, it prescribes thk, 
circumstances under which the Authority will be dissolved. —' 

a. Composition of Governing Body 

The Governing Body will consist of eleven members. Although 
the total membership of the Governing Body will remain constant, 
the internal composition will be subject to change based upon the 
contingency of future incorporations. 

Initially, the eleven members will consist of: (i) Five 
elected officials who are appointed by and serve at the pleasure 
of the Board of Supervisors; (ii) four elected officials who are 
appointed by and serve at the pleasure of the Sacramento City 
Council; and (iii) two elected officials serving at-large who 
must be residents of the unincorporated area, and appointed by 
the remaining nine members of the Governing Body of the 
Authority. 

Upon the first future incorporation, one of the at-large 
members will be converted to a representative of the new City, 
appointed by and serving at the pleasure of that City Council. 

When the population of future incorporated cities reaches 
100,000, both at-large members will be converted to 
representatives of those future incorporated cities, appointed by 
and serving at the pleasure of the City Councils, jointly. 

When the population of future incorporated cities reaches 
300,000, one of the Members appointed by the Sacramento City 
Council will be converted to a third representative of future 
incorporated cities, appointed by and serving at the pleasure of 
the City Councils, jointly. 

The terms of office of the members of the Governing Body will 
be coextensive with the terms of the underlying elective offices 
which those officials hold. 

Persons appointed as members of the Governing Body must, 
under State Law, be elected officials of local governmental 

*/ Resolution No. 88-200 does not define the powers of the 
Authority. The powers of the Authority are prescribed 
by State Law (Pub. Util. C., Sec. 18000, et seq.), as 
restricted by the terms of the attached Transportation 
Expenditure Agreement and the attached County Transportation 
Expenditure Plan.
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A special requirement applicable solely to the County and 
Sacramento, would be that they maintain the same level of 
expenditures for handicapped transportation purposes as they 
expended during the 1986-87 fiscal year. 

d.	 Allocation Process 

Each recipient entity (i.e., the County, the Cities, Regional 
Transit and Paratransit), would be required to annually file with 
the Authority expenditure plans for annual allocations. 
Consistent with the functional allocation requirements discussed 
above and the County Transportation Expenditure Plan, the 
Executive Director would be required to make funding 
recommendations on specifically identified projects to the 
Governing Body of the Authority. Following a public hearing, the 
Governing Body of the Authority would.be  required to allocate the 
sales tax increase revenues. Except as authorized under 
Paragraph 8 of the Agreement, the Governing Body of the Authority 
would be limited in the identification of projects for funding 
allocations, to those proposed by the recipient entities. 
However, the Governing Body would not be re quired to honor, in 
relation to regional-public road improvement projects, either the 
project priorities established by the recipient entities, or any 
standard by which all recipient entities would be guaranteed 
funding for some projects during any particular year. 

For example, the Governing Body of the Authority would be 
empowered under the Agreement to elect that for a particular year 
all sales tax increase revenues authorized to be allocated for 
public road improvement projects of a regional character be spent 
on projects proposed by the City of Sacramento or the City of 
Isleton. Should recipient entities propose fewer projects for a 
particular year than would be required to exhaust the sales tax 
increase revenue available for regional road improvement 
projects, except as authorized by Paragraph 8, the Governing Body 
of the Authority would not be empowered to independently select 
projects and fund them. Nor, because of the precise nature of 
the mandated 35% allocation for transit purposes, would the 
Governing Body be empowered to allocate unexpended revenues for 
regional road improvement projects to either Regional Transit or 
Paratransit. 

Under Paragraph 8 of the Agreement, by at least 9 affirmative 
votes the Governing Body of the Authority would be empowered to 
select for funding, allocate to a recipient entity, and/or build 
regional road improvement projects which have not been proposed 
by the entity within whose jurisdiction the project would be 
located.



























RESOLUTION NO. STA-88-0001 

A RESOLUTION APPROVING INITIAL STUDY, 
ADOPTING THE COUNTY TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE 
PLAN, AND APPROVING AND AUTHORIZING EXECUTION 

OF THE TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE AGREEMENT 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Governing Body of the Sacramento 
Transportation Authority, a public district formed for the local 
performance of governmental functions under the Local 
Transportation Authority and Improvement Act, commencing at 
Section 180000 of the Public Utilities Code, as follows: 

1. This Body has reviewed and considered that Initial Study 
dated January 28. 1988, Control No. 88-PW-0104, entitled 
"Sacramento Transportation Authority, County Transportation 
Expenditure Plan, Transportation Expenditure Agreement, prepared 
by the Environmental Impact Section of the County of Sacramento, 
which has been prepared for this project, and hereby certifies 
that it concurs with the conclusions of that Initial Study, as 
follows:

a. Pursuant to Title 14, California Administrative 
Code, Section 15162, the County Environmental Coordinator has 
determined that there are no substantial changes in the 
project or in the circumstances under which the project is to 
be undertaken and that the project involves no new impacts 
not considered in the previous Environmental Impact Reports. 
Therefore, no further Environmental documents are required. 

b. The previous EIRs described below were reviewed and 
the information contained in them considered. It is found 
that these EIRs are still considered applicable, adequate and 
complete for the proposed project: 

- Final Environmental Impact Report entitled "Sacramento 
County General Plan Update - Phase I and II" (1981) (County 
Control Number: PL-80-091; State Clearinghouse Number 
80102405). 

- Final Environmental Impact Report entitled "Sacramento 
City General Plan Update" (1987) (City Control Number: 
M85-049; State Clearinghouse Number 86101310). 

2.	 The components of the Sacramento County Transportation 
Expenditure Plan (SCTEP) are consistent with the General Plans of 
Sacramento County, and the cities of Sacramento, Folsom, Galt and 
Isleton. Further, as a result of that consistency, the 
environmental impacts which are attributable to the SCTEP are no 
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d. For local Public Road Improvement Projects which . 
are of benefit primarily to its citizens, exactly 63% of that . 
portion of estimated revenues attributable to transactions 
and uses within its municipal boundaries to Folsom, Isleton 
and Galt for any allocation period during which Public 
Transit Functions are performed within its municipal 
boundaries; and 

e. A reasonable reserve for contingencies to cover 
litigation costs, monetary liability risks, and normal 
operating uncertainties, such as revenue overestimates. 

It is currently estimated that the allocations to Folsom, 
Galt and Isleton constitute a relatively low percentage of the 
total revenues from the Sales Tax. However, the allocation 
provisions of Subparagraphs "c" and "d" shall be applicable 
regardless of how high a percentage of total revenues from the 
Sales Tax might be allocable to Folsom, Galt and Isleton during 
the term of this Agreement. 

11. "Situs" Allocation Standards. As used in Subparagraphs "c" 
and I'd" of Paragraph 10, the terms "attributable to transactions 
and uses within its municipal boundaries" shall be determined in 
accordance with the following standards. 

The allocation to Folsom, Galt and Isleton to which the 
percentages prescribed by Subparagraphs "c" and "d" of Paragraph 
10 are applied, shall consist of: 

a. All Sales Taxes actually charged and reported to 
the State of California Franchise Tax Board by persons, firms 
and other commercial enterprises whose place of business is 
physically located within the municipality for products which 
are physically located within the municipality immediately 
preceding the sale or other transaction; regardless of where 
the product might be delivered pursuant to the sale or other 
transaction, the place of use of the product, the place of 
registration of the product, and the location or residence of 
the purchaser; plus 

b. Except as provided below, all Sales Taxes actually 
charged and reported to the State of California Franchise Tax 
Board on sales and other transactions of those motor 
vehicles, aircraft and undocumented vessels described by 
Revenue and Taxation Code, Section 7261(a)(6) by dealers from 
locations outside of Sacramento County, which are charged 
pursuant to Revenue and Taxation Code, Section 7262 because 
the vehicle, aircraft or undocumented vessel is registered to 
an address or to be used within the municipality. 
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Annual Expenditure Plan; nor shall any allocation be made 
to the County, District, a City or CTSA which has not filed 
an Entity Annual Expenditure Plan in compliance with 
regulations adopted by the Authority; and 

d.	 Allocations for expenditure by recipient Entities 
shall be made subject to such conditions, limitations, 
and affirmative obligations as may be prescribed by the 
Authority to ensure that the funds allocated be expended 
for the purposes, objects, projects, and services for 
which the allocations are made. 

22. Contracts. All allocations for expenditure by recipient 
Entities shall be made pursuant to contracts between the 
Authority and each Entity. The contracts shall provide for all 
of the following: 

a. Require the County and each City to undertake, 
construct and complete those Public Road Improvement 
projects for which the allocation is made within times 
certain;

b. Require the District to expend the allocation as 
specified in the allocation; 

c. Require the Consolidated Transportation Services 
Agency to expend the allocation for EHT Functions within the 
boundaries of the Authority; 

d. Embody any other conditions, limitations or 
affirmative obligations prescribed by the Authority; 
provided that the Authority shall not be empowered to 
impose conditions, limitations or affirmative obligations 
which in any manner limit the legislative discretion of an 
Entity to exercise its power to zone and otherwise regulate 
land use;

e. Provide for the dates of progress or other 
payments by the Authority to the recipient Entity of the 
annual allocations; and 

f. Contain any other provisions determined by the 
Authority to be necessary to promote the purposes and 
objects of the Act, the County Transportation Expenditure 
Plan or this Agreement. 

23. Contract Terms. Contracts between the Authority and 
recipient Entities shall be for the following terms and provide 
for fund disbursements in the following manners: 
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Illinois Avenue between Sunset Avenue and Sailor Bar 

Van Alstine Avenue between Fair Oaks Boulevard and California Avenue 

Rio Linda Boulevard between M Street and Elverta Road 

Stevenson Avenue between Route 99 and Power Inn Road 

Hollister Avenue between Grant Avenue and Fair Oaks Boulevard 

Grant Avenue between Marshall Avenue and Hollister Avenue 

Marshall Avenue between Stanley Avenue and Grant Avenue 

Miscellaneous City and County Improvements on Various Major Streets  

Upgrade. Interconnect and Synchronize signals 

Curb. gutter and drainage 

Center medians 

Left turn lanes 

Bike lanes 

Major Projects - City of Folsom  

New Bridge Crossing of the American River 

Major Projects - City of Galt  

Lincoln Way--Reconstruct 

Phase I - A Street to C Street 

Phase Ii - C Street to Caroline Avenue 

Phase III - Myrtle to A Street, Traffic Signals at C Street and A 

Street 
Phase IV - Myrtle to Wendy Hope 

Phase V - Improve Intersection and Lincoln Way/Walnut 

Major Projects - City of Isleton  

Maintenance Programs on Existing Facilities 

Sacramento Regional Transit District Projects  

Double-track 1987 Light Rail Transit Starter Line 

Extend 1-80 Corridor Light Rail Transit Line to Antelope Road 

Extend Folsom Corridor Light Rail Transit Line to Hazel Avenue

87232 
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RESOLUTION NO. 88-0241 

RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF 
THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO CALLING FOR A

SPECIAL ELECTION AT WHICH THE ELECTORS SHALL 
VOTE ON AN ORDINANCE OF THE SACRAMENTO 

TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY IMPOSING A RETAIL 
TRANSACTIONS AND USE TAX, AND ORDERING 

CONSOLIDATION OF THE SPECIAL ELECTION WITH 
THE STATEWIDE PRIMARY ELECTION ON JUNE 7, 1988 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 180050 of the Public Utilities 

Code, the Board of Supervisors of the County of Sacramento has 

created the Sacramento Transportation Authority ("Authority") to 

carry out within Sacramento County the provisions of the Local 

Transportation Authority and Improvement Act (Public Utilities 

Code Sections 180000-180264); and 

WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Transportation Expenditure 

Plan has been prepared by the Authority, has received the 

approval of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Sacramento, 

and the City Councils of the Cities of Sacramento, Folsom, 

Isleton, and Galt, and has been adopted by the Authority; and 

WHEREAS, the Authority on March 10, 1988 adopted by a two-

thirds vote of the Governing Body of the Authority a retail 

transactions and use tax ordinance applicable in the incorporated . 

and unincorporated territory of the County of Sacramento 

(Authority Ordinance No. STA-0001  ); and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to S180201 of the Public Utilities Code the 

retail transactions and use tax adopted by the Authority may not 
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4. Notice of said election stating the time, place and 

purpose thereof, and the names of the election officers and 

precincts, are as stated in the notice given by the Registrar 

of Voters of the Statewide Primary Election. 

5. The location of precincts, polling places, election 

officers and voting booths of such consolidated election shall be 

in accordance with the order of the Board of Supervisors of the 

County of Sacramento. 

6. The Board of Supervisors of the County of Sacramento 

does hereby allot space on the ballot of said Statewide Primary 

Election to the Authority for the purposes of said election, and 

to print therein the exact form of the proposition as declared by 

the Authority to be voted on at said election, and other 

necessary explanatory matter in conjunction therewith, in all 

respects as required by law. 

7. The returns of said election shall be canvassed by the 

Registrar of Voters of the County of Sacramento, and the results 

thereof certified by said Registrar to the Authority. 

8. If the measure is approved, the Registrar of Voters 

shall be and hereby is authorized and directed to charge to the 

Authority the actual costs which accrue for such election, such 

costs to be calculated by proration methods set forth in this 

County's current Election Cost Allocation Procedures on the basis 

of service provided to the Authority. 

On a motion by Supervisor  .1. COUJN 	 , seconded by 

Supervisor 	 T. JOHNSON 	 , the foregoing Resolution was passed•
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ABSENT: Councilmembers	 None 

CITY CLERK

findings adopted by the County •of Sacramento on July 29, 1982, in 
that document entitled "Findings bf Fact and Statement of 
.Overriding Concern for Adoption of Sacramento County General Plan 
Update and the Regional Transportation Plan dated May 1987 and 
adopted by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments on May 21, 
1987, which was distributed to each legislative body as part of 
the materials accompanying this project. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Council hereby approves in 
behalf of the City the membership of the Governing Body of the 
Sacramento Transportation Authority as embodied in and described 
by Paragraphs numbered 2 through 7 of Resolution No. 88-200, 
adopted . March 1, 1988, by the Board of Supervisors of the County 
of Sacramento. 

• BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Council hereby approves in 
behalf of the City that certain document entitled "Sacramento 

. County Transportation Expenditure Plan", dated March 1, 1988, a 
copy of which is attached hereto. 

BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED that this Council hereby approves and 
directs the Mayor to execute in the name and in behalf of the City 
that certain contract entitled "Transportation Expenditure 
Agreement", dated March 1, 1988, between the Sacramento 
Transportation Authority, the Cities of Sacramento, Folsom, 
Isleton and Galt, the Sacramento Regional Transit District, and 
the .County of Sacramento, a copy of which is attached hereto. 

On a motion by CounCilmember Andersson, seconded by 
Councilmember Himebauch, the foregoing Resolution was passed and 
adopted by the City Council of the City of Isleton, State of 
California, at a regular meeting thereof, this 8th day of March, 
1988, by the following vote, to wit: 

• AYES:	 Councilmembers	 Andersson, Himebauch, Wilson, Gardiner, 
Apple 

NOES:	 Councilmembers	 None 

ATTEST:

7202 A City Agreement No.




