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o SUBJECT HEARING ON THE. SUMMARY ABANDONMENT OF TISDALE WAY LANE COURT
. AND ROLDO COURT LOCATED WITHIN COUNCIL DISTRICT 8 (ABANDONMENT
PROCEEDING NO AP02-01) - T

”L(')""CATION/COUNCIL DISTRICT: . Tisdale Way, Lane Coutt and \Roldo‘ Couit
~ ‘ T - - Council District 8 (See attachment “A”)

‘ RECOMMENDATION

Th|s report recommends that the Crty Councn adopt the attached resolutron approvmg the Summary
Abandonment of Trsda!e Way, Lane Court and Roldo Court :

CONTACT PERSONS

' .FOR COUNC’IL\MEE"I"ING OF: April 1,2008 -
SUMMARY: S

| ‘Sacramento Regronal Transrt is requestrng the abandonment of Trsdale Way, Lane Court and Roldo
Court necessary for the construction of aride and park area for the Light Rail Statron ‘
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Abandonment Tisdale Way, Lane Court and Roldo Court (APO2 Ot)
March 14, 2003 '

COMMITTEEICOMMISSION- -
The Planning Commrssron has reviewed and determrned that the proposed abandonment of Trsdale o
: Way, Lane Court and Roldo Court is consrstent W|th the General Plan : ’

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

L ” C|ty of Sacramento departments and utlllty companles have revrewed this request for_,' '-
abandonment. Letters regardrng this abandonment are on file wrth the Department of. Publrc Works _
Development Servrces DIVlSIOl'l - : : . :

LI Staff has revrewed the request. to abandon and finds. it in conformance wrth C|ty Gurdellnes for, R
Street Closures (City Resolution No 95 667) and the State. of California, Streets and nghways Code" -
(Sectron 8300 et seq). L , , ) : ’

LI The Crty malled letters to the property owners resudents wuthln 500 feet of the abandonment
. Notice of the abandonment was posted anng the subject right-of- way on, March 24, 2003, and the -
~ Public Hearing Date was published in the Daily Recorder on March 14, 2003 and March 24, 2003. -
The Engineer’s report relating to-additional facts of the abandonment is oon file with the City Clerk’
offlce See attachment “B” for the trme schedule for thrs abandonment ~

. FolIowrng abandonment the t|tle to the subject property is cleared of the publlc road easement -
: and publlc servrce easement. . -

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

"The appllcant provrded all the documentatron requrred for the abandonment and has pard a fee to fund‘ .
. staff tlme requnred to process the abandonment appllcatlon There iS no expense to the Clty o

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

The Sacramento Regional Transit (RT) was the Lead Agency in"the- preparatron ‘of the 1994‘- o
Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report S

(AA/DEIS/DEIR) and the 1995 Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the South Sacramento
Corridor Project. The documents evaluated seven transportation investment alternatives for the South

| ~ Sacramento area involving different transit services along various alignments. A Draft Supplemental - 5

Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (DSEIS/DSEIR) was. T

prepared in 1996 after the selection of a Preferred Investment Strategy: The DSEIS/DSEIR included
analysis of’ the Preferred Investment Strategy, which is the South Sacramento Corridor Prolect

© With reference to the California Environmental Quallty Act (CEQA), RTis the Lead Agency and has the
primary responsibility to implement the proposed Soluth Sacramento Corridor Project. The City of
Sacramento, Environmental Planning Services has determined that the City of Sacramento is a
. responsrble agency for the South Sacramento Corndor Pro;ect and shall use the Final Envrronmental
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Abandonment Tlsdale Way, Lane Court and Roldo Court (AP02 01)
,March 14, 2003

Impact Statement/Fmal Subsequent Envrronmental Impact Report (FEIS/FSEIR) prepared and
certified by RT, for the actions relating to the abandonment of Tisdale Way, Lane Court and Roldo o
Court between the City and RT. : L -

The FEIS/FSEIR includes the elements of the proposed acttons that deal W|th'the deyelopment of the

+ Meadowview Light Rail Station Park and Ride Lot by abandoning Tisdale Way, Lane Court,-and Roldo -

Court. The FEIS/FSEIR is consrdered complete and i in compllance WIth the prowsmns ofthe Callfornla

- -Enwronmental Quality Act (CEQA)

“The C|ty of Sacramento isa responS|bIe agency in accordance W|th CEQA A responsuble agency must '
consider the FEIS/FSEIR prepared by the lead agency in making a decision on whether-and how to

- approve the portion of the project for which it has authority. - The Draft SEIS/SEIR for the South- . -
‘Sacramento Corridor Prolect was circulated' through the- Cltys Environmental’ Cleannghouse‘ o

- Comments to the documents were submltted to RT and addressed |n the FEIS/FSEIR
‘ —POLlCY CONSIDERATIONS

1. Section 8300 et. Seq. of the Streets and nghways Code allows for abandonment of streets, o

- alleys, -and easements that are no longer needed for pubhc use. These abandonments are e

classmed as summary abandonments

2. The Iocal govermng body is the approvmg authorlty and may reserve such nghts as may be '
o .needed (e. g, retalnmg the ut|I|ty easement when approvmg a street abandonment) '

3 - Clty pollcy, as stated in Resolutlon No 96 176 (approved by the Ctty Councrl on May 7 1996)
~ . provides for abandonment of streets and alleys so long as thereis a benefit to the ‘community, it
- does not.inhibit access to other propertles and would be supported by the majonty of the property
- owners. : o o

-4, "The proposed abandonment is consistent with the’ poIIC|es and Iaws stated in sectlon one:;':‘
. through three above. , , =

‘5.75."1The proposed abandonment is conS|stent wuth CounCII pnontles of publlc safety,, and:..i,.
nelghborhood reV|taI|zat|on and enhancement L

6. The Councnl actlon recommended in this report supports the foIIowmg C|ty Strateglc Plan goals

> Enhance and preserve the nelghborhoods
» Promote and support economlc vitality '
> Improve and diversify the transportation system
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March 14, 2003

ESBD CONSIDERATIONS

“Clty Councn adopt|on of the attached resolutlon is not affected by C|ty pollcy related to the ESBD
'Program ‘ o , ‘ .

“'RespecthIlyheuhmitt n

RECOM} ENDATIQON APPROVED:

R HOMAS - - R 'le,ho'mas V.lee -
Clty Manager - 1 L " Deputy City Manager
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6) - Exhibjt C, Findings of Fact = pg. 12 I -
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ATTACHMENTB -

SCHEDULE FOR THE SUMMARY ABANDONMENT OF TISDALE WAY LANE COURT R ;'
. ‘AND ROLDO COURT LOCATED WITHIN COUNCIL DISTRICT 8 o R

~ ABANDONMENT PROCEEDING NO. AP02-01

Postlng on AIIeys/Streets e . March14 2003

Copy of Resolutlon Publlshed in Dally Recorder . . I; o ‘March 21, 20_'0,3,'1 :

Public Hearing at City Council/Final Approval g . April 1,2008"
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a1 2003 | RESOLUTION NO aoo% -6 @
*-J‘Eﬁf;‘/ﬁé?égtﬂf B ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
. © ONDATEOF_ '

RESOLUTION OF ADOPTING FINDINGS OF FACT AND APPROVING THE SUMMARY |

- ABANDONMENT OF TISDALE WAY, LANE COURT AND ROLDO COURT LOCATED - -

WITHIN councu DISTRICT 8
ABANDONMENT PROCEEDING NO AP02-01

, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO

AL WHEREAS the Clty recelvedarequest from the Sacramento Reg|ona| TranS|t (RT)-" ey
to abandon the public.street within the City of Sacramento requestlng the C|ty CounC|I to_

o conS|der abandonment of the subject pubI|c street easement and

B WHEREAS a notlce that the C|ty Councn would conS|der the proposed"‘ :

o abandonment at a Public Hearing was given in compllance W|th Callfornla Streets andr' R
: ’.:‘nghways Code, Sectlon 8300 et. seq and S - '

C. WHEREAS the Nelghborhoods Serv:ces the Plannlng and Bundlng Departments Ry
. andthe Planning Commission reviewed the proposed abandonment pursuant to Government- -
~ Code Section 65402 and concluded that sajd abandonment wouId be con3|stent W|th the. C|ty _—
«-'General Plan and the apphcable Communlty Plan; and “ w SR

, D. WHEREAS, ‘on March 17 1997 RT as Iead agency for the Prolect under the);"'_- e
California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), Public Resources Code Section 21000, etseq., -~ +
. certlfledaSubsequent Environmental Impact Reportforthe Pro;ect (“SEIR”) and approvedthe - . =

. project subject to the lmplementatlon of certain mltlgatlon measures recommended by the,_
'vSEIRand ' : : :

L E WHEREAS an- EIR prepared in- connectlon wrth an earherpro;ect can be applled to a; PR
- later prolect |f the cwcumstances of the prolects are essentlally the same; : ’

§ F. WHEREAS the Clty has conS|dered the lnformatlon in the EIR and there are no facts".";
warranting the preparatlon of a subsequent EIR by the Clty pursuant to CEQA Gmdelmes

-€ Sectron 15096(e)
: . ?

. L
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| BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO

Tisdale Way, Lane Court and Roldo Court, specmcally descnbed in Exh|b|t A" and shown
in Exhibit "B" attached hereto, is hereby ordered abandoned subject to the condltrons

specmed |n thls resolutlon e R

A map of the proposed abandonment is attached as Exh|b|t ige and is on flle wrth the |

o h _}Department of Publlc Works Development Serwces Sectlon located at 1231 I Street
L ___Room 200. , ' . -

' ~ The Ctty Councrl tmds that the above descrtbed publlc streets are, not necessary for
. :_present or prospeotrve publrc use in: that : . A

. o a~; - Itis not necessary for through traffic C|rculat|on The Crty Engmeer has rewewed’, AT

s sald ‘abandonment and found that it 'will not rnterfere wrth the trafftc row in- the area or‘ S
affect the aesthettcs of the nelghborhood and 4 : :

| . b.  The parcel adjacent to the abandoned portron of the pubhc street descrrbed above S
3 .',has other access and said abandonment will. not create any Iand Iocked parcels and IR

R The streets 1o0. be abandoned are not. necessary or useful as a non- motonzed j, i
R transportatlon facnlrty as deflned in the Streets and Hrghways Code _ - ‘

I The Ctty Council hereby flnds that sald abandonment has been submltted to and reported:; _—

. on by thé Neighborhood$ Services and-the Planning.and Building Departments as to conformity

. -with the City. General Plan. The Council, pursuant to Streets and’ Highways Code Section 8300 |
. . et. Seq;, has considered this abandonment in connection with the Gerieral and Community Plans

and finds the abandonment consistent with them in that: The abandonment of the street identified

~ in paragraph 1 above: does ‘satisfy the City Council's “Review. Gurdelme for Street and Alleyﬁ_,__.

- Closure ? adopted May 7, 1996, by Resolutron No. 96- 176

2! : : Pursuant CEQA Gmdellnes Sectlon 15096 (2 Cal. Code of Regs Sectlon 15096) the Ctty' f' L _
~ Council has reviewed and considered the SEIR prepared by RT prior to. consudenng the Proposed .

» rPro;ect and frnds that the Proposed PrOJect is covered within the scope of the SEIR.

.38, - The Clty CounC|I certifies that it-has rewewed and conS|dered the CEQA Flndrngs and;.,_':"

_ Statement of Overriding Considerations and Mrttgatlon Monitoring Plan'in-connection with.the =~ |
.~ design and construction of the Project, and has determined that the Findings and Statement of .
.- Overriding Considerations and mitigation measures, copies of which are attached as Exhibit “C”

and Exhlbtt “D”, are adequate to support the approval of. the abandonment The Clty Councnl
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B ;@Councrl grants a t|me extensrcn

. ATTEST:®

here|n

4, Thrs abandonment |s subject to the followrng condrtrons o . '

Las . The appllcant shall remove and salvage all eIectrrcal equrpments owned by the City

adopts and mcorporates by reference the Frndrngs and Mltlgatron Monrtcrrng Plan as set fcrth fully o

_-within the site.to the satlsfactlon of the Publrc Works Department Electrrcal Sectron o '.' .

| b. Replacement of frre hydrants |n a loop system shall be to the satlsfactron of the Frre"._;’

Department

L. . The water main West of Tisdale way is not wrthln the publlc roadway “This waterfu PR
maln and all on-site water mains within the public utility easement shall be abandoned at” -

. Meadowvuew Road. The éxisting storm drain-and sanltary sewer mains shall become”;,,_‘r: "
" private at'the North boundary of Meadowview Road. The appllcant shall execute these‘ o

= condltrons to the satrsfactron of the Department of Utllltles

5 | After all the condrtrons in paragraph 6 of thrs resolutron have been fqullled the Crty
Clerk shall cause a certified copy of this resolution; attested by the City Clerk'under seal, to be

recorded. The abandonment shall be effective when the. Crty Clerk records thrs resolutron wrth“

T ‘;the County Recorder

6. Al condmons specrfred in paragraph 4 of this resolution must be ccmpleted wuthrn twol L e
o .years of the date.of this resolution.. If.all the conditions are not. completed within the two years S

-specrfled this resolution approvrng the abandonment shall become vond unless the Crty 3 L s

: ?é,i",MAtY;QI"? S

. CITYCLERK. -
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. EX'I'-IIBI'T:“A” :

, LEGAL DESCRIPTION -
Tlsdale Way, Lane Court and Rol Do Court

Portlons of Iand commonly known as Tlsdale Way, Lane Court and Rol Do

Court in the area bounded by Meadowview Road, Florin Road, Franklin

" Boulevard and:24™ Street, situated in the City-of Sacramento; County of

- Sacramento, State of California, accordirig to the off|C|aI map or plan thereof
;.belng more partlcularly descnbed as follows

All that portlon of Tlsdale Way Iylng Wlthln the extenor boundary of -

-~ Meadowview Terrace Town House Subdivision, Recorded in: Book 80 of Maps

... .Map'No. 25 together with Lane Court, Rol Do Court and all that portlon of Tlsdale

- Way lymg within the exterlor boundary of Meadowwew Terrace, Recorded i i e
- Book 98 of Maps Map No."26 as sald maps are recorded in the Oche of the ~" S

g if_.‘Recorder County of Sacramento o

,-r;,,”-',,,(‘

- ,--,HFOR cm( CLERK USE ONLY
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| EXHIBITC

© ENDNeSOFEACT T o in

- FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL iMPACT REPGRT i e

" FINAL SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT . ..

R SectlonAlntroductlon and Pro;ectDescnptloﬁ

R . The California Environmental Quality Act ('"CEQA?), -Public de- . .
~ - .8821000, gt seq. states that a project shall -not be-approved if.it would "'result»in.af SRS T

| SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT " 0

. .- -Significant ehvironméntal impact or, if feasible mitigation measures.or feasible
¥+ - alternatives can avoid or-substantially lessen the impact.: Only when there dre . %

- ispecific
<. -substan
. approved. v

. " Therefore, whenan environmental impact repo
...~ Whichid , T
. -~ "approving agency must make one or mote of the following findihgs for each identified. -
. significantimpact: - R S R AT SRR Ll

.economic, social, or other considerations: which: make. it infeasible to T
tially lessen or avoid an: impact can a project With,'-.s'iglriiﬁcant"vimpacts be;. .o

iyt

entifies onie-or more pptentiélly".sig_r')iﬁcént'[e:hvifdn'ménftalf impacts, the - -

, ,Chérﬁges C'>Ar-alternat‘i'ves' Whi:ch«éyofid' 'of"s’ub‘s‘tah’t_i‘va.[,lvy‘fleSs'én,t'h‘e'. R
_ .. ;significant environmental effects as identified in the Final - - E—
- _Subsequent Environmental Impact Report ('FSEIR") ba\/eﬁ.beehn T

" --Tequired or incorporated into the project,or-.

. gy\"S,y{jCh',’cha'hg‘eé‘;or_ a”}tie'ffhatiyéS‘r;éré‘iv\‘(ifhj‘rj_vil%e responSIblhtyand Lo
- thé'finding. Such changes. have been.adopted.by such-ottier - - =
-~ 'agency. or can and should :bef‘adopted by such ?“éther‘ agency, or’ : ‘
'Sp'e,éiﬁc": e,conorhic‘:‘.,, iegél,_édcjal,.;"te,,chfr.iovljogical_; ‘r_df'bfh:eAr'f;""' o
-\ considerations make infeasible the mitigation: measuresior # ..

v project alternatives identified in-the Final Environmental : N
e Impact Statement/ Final SubSequenf-’Enviro_nm_entaj,!m”pac;t-» T
© 'S Report (‘FEISIFSEIRY). (Public Resourées Code §21081 7«

w4 -and Guidelines §15091.)- ~ T T TR

Sy B
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- The environmental documents for the South ‘Sacramento Corridor Project
- ("SSCP”) were prepared pursuant to the requirements of the National.Environmental
Policy Act ("NEPA") and CEQA. There are few differences between these regulations
- that affect reporting in the documents. CEQA requires identification of and mitigation.
. for significant adverse impacts in an EIR, while NEPA anticipates. that an EIS will
- identify and provide mitigation for all of the adverse impacts of a project, regardless
of significance: This combined NEPA/CEQA document identifies the impacts of the "
alternatives regardless of whether they would be considered -as significant under _
- CEQA and proposes mitigation wherever practicable to reduce identified adverse -
effects. -~ - | S L P

 These findings are prepared pursuant to the bounds of.intended future
requirements of CEQA. - - R . , o

_ RT, in conjunction with the Federal Transit Administration ("FTA"), studied a ‘
_range of transportation improvement alternatives to serve the projected transportation
needs of the southern portion of the City and County of Sacramento (the South
-~ Sacramento Corridor "Corridor”). RT and FTA concluded that the completed SSCP
- should extend the light rail service from downtown Sacramento to the incorporated .
- and unincorporated areas located to the south. Specifically, on March 29, 1995, the
RT Board of Directors ("RT Board") selected the 11.3 mile, LRT-Low/UPRR - = . -

Alignment Alternative, now referred to as the Preferred Investment Strategy ("P,S,"),vas,‘ ;

o ‘the geographic limits of near-term light rail extension.to the Corridor.

T including projected population and job growth

" InTesponse to federal funding constraints, however, RT decided to phase ‘
development of the 11.3 mile PS, and selected a 6.3 mile extension as the first phase .
entitled the Interim Operable Segment ("IOS"). . (FEIS/FSEIR, p. S-4.) The project = .
fully analyzed in the FEIS/FSEIR and under consideration for adoption based on
these Findings is lirhited to the 6.3 mile first phase of the SSCP; the 10S. - o

. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-12.) Even thotgh the FEIS/FSEIR is entitled the "South =~~~ ' -
Sacramento Corridor Project," it only analyzes the 6.3 mile I0S, and not the full 11.3 .
~mile PS. For clarity, because the FEIS/FSEIR is entitied the SSCP, these Findings -
will refer to the first 6.3 mile phase of the light rail extension’ project being adopted
-currently (the 10S) as the SSCP. " In the event that federal funding for further.rail
extension becomes available, additional environmerital review will be performed.

- In sum, the SSCP will extend service 6.3 miles to Meadowview Road: In
addition to rail, station and sefvice extension, the SSCP design will provide visual. -
'screening. of the SSCP in residential areas adjacent to the right of way (FEIS/FSEIR, -
p. 4-27 & Appendix H), and design features have beer incorporated. into the SSCP fo

. address drainage conditions resulting from track realignment and retaining wall
placement. (FEIS/FSEIR p. n-425) o
* The need for the SSCP is uriderscored by a combination.of corridor factors,
|, projected traffic congestion, and a
“higher than average (for Sacramento County) percentage of transit-dependent -
- individuals within the population. o T S
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~ The SSCP and RT’s rail expansion program are included inthe Sacramento

County General Plan, in the Sacramento Area Council of Government's (“SACOG”) - P

Metropolitan Transpottation Plan, and the California State Transportation o
Improvement Program. The City, County, and RT's Board of Directors have all

- passed resolutions identifying the South Sacramento Corridor (“Corridor”) extension

as their first transportation project priority. The Los Rios Community College District

Board. has also adopted a resolution of support for'the Corridor extension, which -

‘would ultimately fink their two campuses at Sacramento City College and Cosumnes

- River College. - S IR L

3 The FEIS/FSEIR supplements the 1994 Alternatives Analysis/Draft -~ \
- ‘Environmental Impact Statement and is a subsequent environmental document to the
1985 Final Environmental Impact Report for the proposed SSCP. The FEIS/FSEIR =

. analyzes potential impacts of transit improvements proposed by RT and the FTA." It .- o L

_represents the culmination of a lengthy alternatives evaluation and impacts =

_ assessment process. Seven transportation investment alternatives for the ‘South o
Sacramento area involving different. transit services along various alignments were -

initially identified and evaluated. Technical analyses of each alternative were

. conducted regarding a range of environmental issues, and results were compiled into’ ;

-, an Alternatives Analysis/Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmenital
Impact Report (AA/DEIS/DEIR). The AA/DEIS/DEIR was circulated for public and
‘agency comments in September of 1994. A public héaring on the AA/DEIS/DEIR was-

- held on-October 24, 1994, and written and oral comiments were recaived from a total

of 34 agencies, organizations; and individuals. - (Volume I of the FEIS/FSEIR - -

.- contains copies of all 34 written and oral comments.received on the AA/DEIS/DEIR,. .~ .
.. dlong with written responses to those 34 comments. o R

. After sélection of the SSCP in March 29, 1995, extensive community
. involvement was conducted during preparation of the Draft SEIS/SEIR, and - ;. \
- culminated in its public circulation and public' hearing: - The Draft SEIS/SEIRwas - .

~+ circulated for‘public and agency comments from September 13 through October 28,

" Board meeting on February 24, 19

‘between Sacramento County on the east and Yolo County on the west. The.

1996. A public hearing on the Draft SEIS/SEIR was:-held on October 16, 1996, and ’ '
written and oral comments were received from a total of 54 agencies, organizations, -

and individuals. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. P-1:) The FEIS/FSEIR was considered atan RT - - ~©.

A 97 and will be considered and certified on March -
.10, 1997 at.an RT Board ‘meeting. D S A RS

“Section B:* Boundaries of the South Sacramerits Corridor

 The Corridor boundaries can be described by ﬁrst_-c‘ié‘pié‘:ﬁng the &ntire E.
. ‘metropolitan Sacramento area as-being divided by. the'Sacramento and American® -
‘Rivers. The Sacramento River tuns generally north-south and is the boundary

American River runs generally east-west and separates southern from northern.

.~ Sacramento. The Corridor includes areas east of the Sacramento River and south of -

the American River within Sacraméento  County. The eastern ‘boundary of the Corridor
is approximately Elk Grove-Florin Road and Watt Avenue, -and the southern limit js -

- -roughly Sheldon Road. The Corridor includes both incorporated and unincorporated | - -
- -areas. The City of Sacramento is the_ single incorporated area. (FEIS/FSEIR, p:1-3) « -

. . FORCITY CLERKUSEONLY _ R
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The SSCP track alignment begins east of the existing RT 16th Street station at
16th-and R Streets in downtown Sacramento, transitions south onto the Union Pacific
Railroad ("UPRR") Corridor and continues generally along its western side ending at -
. Meadowview Road. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-12)) -~ , A :

~Section C: Project History

The process by which the SSCP FEIS/FSEIR was prepared involved extensive
-public hearings and meetings by the RT Board. Consultations and approvals involved
cother federal, state and local agencies-including Environmental Protection Agency,
- Regional Water Quality Control Board, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, California
Department of Fish and Game, California Department of Transportation, and other.
" agencies of the. State of California, City of Sacramento, Sacramento County, and the
~ Public Utilites Commission. There was also significant public participation involving -

. private groups, organizations, and individuals contacted and consulted during . ..
preparation of the environmental documents, all. of whom received a notice or copy of-.. .

. the environmental documents. Furthermore, RT developed a public involvement. -
team. This team was instrumental in' reaching out to communities, community
members, interest groups, etc., who would be most directly.affected by.the SSCP.* .
‘The public involvement team was committed to ongoing public meetings, workshops,

. programs, and-education concerning the implementation of the SSCP.” Provided -

- 'below is-chronology of many key events, including the RT Board  meetings, -
- workshops, study sessions and public hearings -at which issues relating to the
~ adoption of the-SSCP were discussed. . e

- Y_Septémbér, 1994 - ‘AA/DEIS/.DEIR"circuIa_ted for public and ‘agency comments. |
‘October 24,1994~ RT Board holds public hearing on ANDEISDER.
March 29,1995 - 'RT Board adopts .Prefefred;\l\nvéé"tmeht Strategy.

August 7, 1995 I Issued news ré-l',ea‘_‘se'on historic and cultural sufvey -
s s activities. RS - T

. “‘""Aug‘u‘sAt— 8,1995 . " -Ins’ca__']'ledAsig'ns"régﬁardvi'h‘g_ survey "‘a"ctivi‘ﬁés,‘ S
' August 10,1995 - Briefed Valléy Hi Rotary Ciub on SSCP status.
. '_-,Au‘g.us-ig 24, 1995 . Adopted detailed éublic lh\id_lvémen_t Plan..

_-August 28,1985 ' RT Board adopts the SSCP description for the [0S~ -
R - . . {(Resolution 95-08-2456). - - - . .-

;‘-'S'e'pte}‘ﬁbgrj'j, 1995 Briefed -SoLgt‘hjSécr,a_r'héntof'R‘otar'y C’lub"'on SSCP status o o

* September 21,1995 ‘Installed SSCP "Hotline” (telephone numbers). - .
’ Septembex‘ (2'8',.1"995 - Briefed Florin-Perkins Rotary .Club bﬁ-S’SCP status. “

,Octbbéi‘ 51995 Is;s.ue"c'vi invitation to Bus Tour o_‘f.'probosed‘ South Line.. <" :
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October 1995
October 19, 1995

October 21, 1995
October 25, 1995

. October 30, 1995

November 6, 1995

November 8,.1995

oy

' ‘November‘.ti, 1995

- November 15, 1995

. ‘Novve“rnber_ls,:1995 -

"+ November 28, 1995
‘.D,ec.embe‘r' 21,1995

" December 29, 1995

" January 8, 1996

_January ‘8,‘1996 -
~ January 29,1996

~January 31, 1996

January 31, 1996

Presentatlon at Land Park Communrty Assocratlon on -
SSCP status.

Issued two fact sheets on the general SSCP and’ proposed
station locations.

Conducted Bus Tour.

Conducted Focus Group for representatlves of the

communlty south of proposed Meadowview. station.

Consulted with representatlves of Broadway Corridor Task el

Force regardmg proposed Broadway statlon

Conducted focus group for representatives of communrtles '
-near proposed Frurtndge and 47th: Avenue statlons o

Conducted focus group for representatrves of the
communlty near proposed Florin statlon

V . Briefed Arden-Arcade Rotary Club on SSCP status

: - Conducted focus group for representatrves of the
- community near. proposed Meadowvrew statlon

~Condusted focus group for representatlves of the - -
. communities near. proposed Broadway and City Collegej e
statlons :

Issued Bus Tour Summary Report

Consulted with representatlves of Slerra Curtls »

K Neighborhood Association-and Land Park Communlty ' S .
. Assomatron regardlng 'SSCP status : s

- Dlstrlbuted Englrsh versron of SSCP newsletter

' l_’Dlstrlbuted Focus Group Summary Report to focus group f L -
L partrcrpants and elected officials. .

: lGave presentatlon to Broadway Corndor Task Force on . :
‘_SSCP status. - : - L LT

Consulted wrth Land Park Communrty ASSOClaﬂOn g o

presldent on SSCP status..

- Published ad in Sacramento Bee Newspaper
: Supplement"Nerghbors Answer Book." - -

' Briefed South Natomas Rotary Club on SSCP status
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January 31, 1996
i February 9, 1996

February 12, 1996

 February 15,1396

‘March 7, 1996

June 5; 1996

© July 24,1988

o - 'Avugu"st 8, 1996 ‘

'September 9, 1996

September 13,1996 .
P _comments

,~Sep_te,r'rj'bert 23;;199&3

. October 14, 1996

"* October 16, 1995

* February 14, 1997 -

* March 10, 1987

Consulted wrth Sierra-Curtis Nelghborhood Assocratlon
representatlve on SSCP status.

 Distributed multl -language PrOJect newsletter to community

looatrons

Issued FAQ sheet on frequently asked questlons and
answers.

Installed multi- language bus shelter ads publicizing
possrble light rail extensmn

Submrtted artrcle on. busrness development opportunrtles to "~ -
ethnlc newspapers -and community. :

Attended publrc meetrng held by representatrves of the

Land Park Commiunity to dlscuss pnvacy rssues assoolated o
with LRT extensmn proposal o . .

‘ s Fleld review - of wetland/vernal pool and elderberry
- :resources in the: Meadowvrew statlon area wrth USFWS
. 'and USCOE staff ' : .

Attended communrty meetlng hosted by Counctlman
__:‘Jlmmle Yee to dlscuss SSCP, . .

h - Staff presentatlon at RT Board meetlng and dlscussxon on’ _
" the issues to concern of resxdents adjacent to the proposed’
SSCP. . o Ll

Draft SElS/SElR crrculated for pUbllC and agency

Staff presentatron at RT Board meetrng and discussion on- -
-« the issues of concern to the resndents adjacent to the ‘
- proposed SSCP »

lf.Staff presentatlon at- RT Board meetlng and dlsoussron on

the issues of concern to the reS|dents adjacent to the

s proposed SSCP. L _

. RT Board holds publlc heanng .on Draft SElS/SElR
" Fmal EIS/SEIR’ lssued ' A f B )
~ RT Board certifies SFEIR and adopts SCCP
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“Section D: Discretionary Actions_

The Discretionary Actions for the 'prc')posed SSCP involvé the following
approvals by the RT Board: S ’ : : _

1. ' Certification of the FSEIR;
Adoption of the Findings of Fact;
- Adoption of Mitigatioh:Mohitoring Program;

) Adpp_tio_n of Statement of Ovérriding Cohsidératiohs'; and

Os W N

Approval of the SSCP.

oL | These. actions are being undertaken pursﬁant to CEQA a.nd the CEQA
Guidelines. SR - ST

. Section E: Terminology of Findings

. Section-21081. of CEQA requires that, for each significant environmental effect L
identified in an EIR for a proposed project, the approving agency must issue a written . .
finding reaching one or more of three allowable conclusions.. The first is that - . :

- “[c]hanges or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
. which ‘mitigate or avoid the significant effects." The second potential finding is that
"[tlhose changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another
public agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by that other. agency." . -
. The third permissible conclusion is that "[s]pecific economic, legal; social, . . '
_technological;-or other.considerations... make infeasible the mitigation measures or
~ alternatives identified in the [EIR]" - . .. R T

.+ For purposes of these findings, the term "mitigation measures” shall constitute
the "changes or alterations" discussed above. The term "avoid or substantially

“lessen" will refer to the effectiveness of one or more of the mitigation measures or
alternatives to.reduce an otherwise significant environmental effect to a |ess than .

- significant level. When an impact remains. significant or potentially significant with -
_ mitigation, the findings will conclude that the, impact is still "significant.” '

" Inthe proéess of adbpﬁng miﬁg'ati‘c)n,‘the RT Board will also be rhaking .
decisions on whether the mitigation proposed in the FEIR/F SEIR was "infeasiblge."

’ Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, " ‘feasible’ means capable of being ac’c’:omplishedg :

in a successful manner ‘within a reasonable period of time, taking into account . K
. economic, environmental, legal; social; and technological factors." ' In these Findings,.. -
-~ when the RT Board finds a measute is not feasiblg, the Findings and administrative

- record provide evidence for this decision. The RT Board may also'adopt substitute
mitigation-which is feasible, and designed to reduce the magnitude of the impact. :

18
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- Section F Monltorlnq Proqram

As requrred pursuant to Public Resources Code §21081.6, the RT Board, in
adopting these findings, also adopts a monitoring and reporting program desrgned to
ensure that, during implementation of the SSCP, the adopted mitigating measures are
rmplemented The final monitoring program is- attached as Exhibit C to the Regional
Transit Board Resolution to which these Findings are Exhibit A.

Section G: Findings on the Corridor Light Rail Project Alternatives -

» In order to evaluate the possible environmental impacts resultmg from a range
- of reasonable alternatives which could feasibly attain the basic objectives of the
SSCP, the RT Board reviewed and evaluated three (3) alternatives. These
alternatlves evaluated |n the Draft SEIS/SEIR were: )

1. The No-Build Alternatlve ‘ '
2. The Transportation Systems Management Alternatrve (TSM); and . .
3. The IOS Alternative (the actual SSCP proposed for adoptron)

Each of these alternatrves was evaluated based on the Statement of Goals and .

Objectives prepared by RT during jts System Planning Study. RT identifi ed five
major goals to be used in the evaluatlon of the. alternatrves The t”ve maJor goals are . )
as follows:’ ’ -

. -Travel and Mob///ty Goal - Provrde a transportatron system that is safe,’
efficient, and coordinated, and that provrdes a drverse and balanced set of travel

altern atrves

‘ -Land Use Goa/ Ensure compatrblhty between Iand use policies and

transportatron pOllCleS so that the need for trip- makmg and amount of vehlcular travel _

is mrnrmrzed

-F/nanmal and Econom/c Goal - Develop a transportatron system that provrdes |

,‘ -for the most eft'crent use of lrmrted t'nancral resources

: -Enwronmental Goal - Provrde a transportatron system that enhances and
~ preserves the social and physrcal envrronment and mlnlmrzes potentral rmpacts to
sensrtrve resources : _ oo

i ‘ -Commumfy Acceptance and Pollt/cal Suppon‘ Goal - Prowde a transportatlon
. system that is consistent with the needs and desires. of the residents of the region,
. and thereby maximizes commumty acceptance and support (FEIS/FSEIR p. 6-1. )

1. No-Build Alternatlve The No-Build Alternatlve consrsts of the future
baseline highway and transit networks with rmprovements only as currently planned

" .and programmed for funding. The No-Build Alternative is the No-Project- Alternative..

under CEQA. For the highway network, the No-Build. Alternative would include © - -
extension of High- Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes on State Route (SR) 99, selected -
.rnterchange improvements, ramp metering on Busmess 80, SR 99 and US 50, and
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various locai arterial street improVementSQ There would be no capacity increésing
improvements on -5, 1-80 or US 50. (FEISFSEIR, p. 2-4.) s

For the transit network,'thé No-Build Alternéﬁ\)e resembles current transit
service patterns including the September 1994 and September 1895 service
restructuring improvements; the extension of light rail in the Folsom Corridor to.

_Mather Field Road, plus restructuring of bus service to feed into the Mather Field LRT

5.

. Station; the exterision of light rail to serve the future Intermodal Station at North 7th

and North B Streets; the service increases outlined in RT's" draft Short-Range Transit
Plan (SRTP); and an approximately one percent per year increase in transit service

to offset travel time .delays resulting from increased congestion on area roadways.
Service frequencies would be increased on high-volume routés to meet capacity-and .
loading standards. There would also be extensions of the bus routes serving '

-downtown into the Richards Boulevard/Southern Pacific Rail Yards Redevelopment
- Area. L L

_.Becausé the No-Build Alternative does not entail any new construction and

'fgenerally has fewer-environmental impacts than the TSM alternatives or other major -

investment options,. it may be considered the énvironmentally superior alternative: - -

- (FEIS/ESEIR, p:2-66.) ' However, the No-Build-will result in greater air quality impacté

and.energy consumption than the TSM-and othér investment.options, owing to the ‘
greater number of trips being made by automobile under.this alternative. Therefore,

" the No-Build could not be determined to be an,environmentally superior alternative.

- . (FEISIFSER, p. 2-66:)

~ (FEIS/FSEIR, pp. S-2 and 6-1.)

. a Rejection of the No-Build Alternative. The RT Board finds the No-
Build afternative is infeasible because it fails to carry out the major goals, objectives

. and purposes of the SSCP that have evolved during the iéngthy planning process. = . 1* = "

The Corridor .is'loc-atec-j in one 'bf thé fastest groWing urban areas in the State

. of California and in. the Nation. Between 1980 and 1990, the Sacramento
.. consolidated metropolitan statistical area population grew by 35 percent. The - -

Corridor-is expected to grow 25 percent by the year 2015. Moreover, the Corridor -

~ . has'been a major focts of metropolitan growth.and includes major development'and = -

:* redevelopment opportunitiés that are expected to attract a large share of future .
population and- employment activity at 40 percent above 1990 levels. (FEIS/FSEIR,
Ppp. 1-3and 1-5.) . oo T B .

- The No-Build Alternative fa"il}s"'tov provide a means of addressing the inevitable - -
growth in this.region. Without the SSCP, there will be ric improved capacity orfaster

and convenient access to downtown Sacramento and major Corridor activity centers.
" The No.-Build Alternative fails to enhance regional connectivity and accommodate -~ - .. .
. future travel demand by expanding modal options.” Moreovér, traffic congestion on. SR

the I-5 and SR 99 freeways south of downtown will not be alleviated under:the No- -

- .Build Alternative. .

The rap‘id-grc,)wth and attendant dfspersal of popuilation and jobs will adversely -
affect the South Sacramento transportation network, an adverse impact that the '

. SSCP would mitigate. . Under the No-Build Alternative, the existing highway and

. ~
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transit systems will not be able to accommodate such changes in travel pattérns _

without significant improvements. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-5.) Further, there will notbe a .

combination of transportation network improvements, including alternative nodes,

~ necessary to meet future travel demands in South Sacramento.. Consequently, the
No-Build Alternative would fail to meet the full range of projected transportation

demands. - ) . . ‘ 4 R

Regional air quality will continue to suffer undér the No-Build Alternative,
- because increasing congestion and slowing travel times for both auto and transit will
lead fo worsening air quality in the region. Metropolitan Sacramento has the fifth

- worst air quality in the United States and is an Environmental Protection Agency

- designated non-attainment area for ozone, carbon monoxide and particulate matter:

| = Automobiles are responsible for 70 percent of this air pollution. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-

11.) Indisputably, the No-Build-Alternative wiil completely fail to ameliorate, and will
instead exacerbate, the region’s air quality problems. _ S

- The 'NQ-Btjild Alternative wil preclude improved mobility options to )
employment, education, medical and retail centers for Corridor residents; in particular, |

- low.income; youth, elderly, disabled and ethnic minority populations: Theselarge ~ =~ -
transit-dependent populations in the Corridor indicate a special.and pressing need for . " ..

. enhanced mobility-through public transportation.. The No-Build Alternative fails to
" address this need. Instead, the transit-dependent populations will face more crowded
- buses and even longer travel times since adequate resources will not be available for
- expanding modal options. or enhancing bus service. * (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-13) - x

c Local economic and land development goals are not met under the No-Build
-Alternative. . Although opportunities currently exist for infill development that would -
“relieve pressure for the conversion of agricultural land and open space, the No-Build "~
Alternative would leave a void in fixed-guideway services. The existence of such

“services offers more potential than bus-only services to influence urban development-- : < - .

patterns because fixed guideway services make infill development in'those areas -

~more attractive to developers. .(FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-13.)

' Finally, the No-Build Alternative is inconsistent with the stated policies of the ©

k » City of Sacramento and the County of Sacramento to promote transit as a key feature A

for orderly and sustainable growth.. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-2.) "For example, the B
' Sacramento County General Plan supports transit oriented development based upon.

_impleméntation of future light rail lines and transit'stops. - Moreover, the SSCP and'." o

. RT’s rail program are included in the Sacramento County General Plan, the

" Sacramento Area Council of Governments’ Metropolitan’ Transportation Plan; a:nd'thé _

. California State Transportation Improvement Program. The No-Build Alternative fails

to comport with these goals, in that future light rail ines and transit stops'will not™ """
- materialize.” - .. L - S PR

Although the No-Build Alternative would have fewer environmental impacts in-. -
specific impact categories, the RT Board rejects this alternative. The RT Board finds
~ that specific social, economic and other considerations identified in the Statement of -
-Overriding Considerations support approval of the propesed SSCP. - Adoption -of the -

proposed.SSCP is appropriate because it will implement federal, state and local.
-governmental objectives for managing transit and air quality concerns in light.of
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‘projected-population and job growth, traffic congestion and elevated percent‘age of B
public transit-dependent individuals in the Sacramento Region, despite any adversg
environmental effects associated with the SSCP. . : .

, 2, Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative; The
. Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative consists of the future -
baseline highway network plus improvements to future transit service and facilities.
The transit improvements focus on providing ‘comparable bus service to that afforded -
by the Corridor LRT: high frequency, articulated bus service along Franklin Boulevard
in-South Sacramento, continuing along Broadway to downtown. (FEIS/FSEIR,; pp. S-
5 and 2-4.) Five-minute headways would be incorporated during the peak periods..
Other bus routes would be modified to feed this route. Express bus services would -
~. remain on Stockton Boulevard, SR 99, 24th Street and I-5. These services would
require the purchase of 38 additional buses; including 28 articulated and 10 standard -
-buses. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. S-5.) Other transit facility improvements in the TSM ’
-Alternative include construction of ‘an additional park-and-ride lot in‘the vicinity of the

L future intersection of Franklin Boulevard and Cosumnes River Boulgvard (extended),

“and construction of a bus maintenance yard sited in an industrially zoned area to

" minimize impacts.  RT buses would serve the park-and-ride lot proposed as part-of .- .
. 1this alternative. ‘Less than 10 acres’ of right-of-way acquisition would be required for " .

the implementation of these improyements. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-7.)

o Tw:o"'light rail routes w‘c‘s-u,lc'ji opgfétéuhd‘et the TSM Alternative. One route _
would operate between Watt/I-80 and Mather Field Road, while the other route would -

operate between the Intermodal Station and 13th Street.

" a. Rejection of the Trarisportation Systems Manadémenf (_TSMJ) R
- Alternative - e ,

" The RT Board finds that the TSM Altemativeis infeasible because it . - .
*incorporates design parameters: that fail to accomplish the goals of improved public

transit services, regional connectivity, expansion of modal options, alleviation of traffic -
.. congestion, and improved regional air quality. - C

' Similar to the No-Build Alternative, this altérnative doss hot mest the basic
goals, objectives and purposes of the SSCP. The TSM Alternative fails to promote a
transit system that influences growth into efficient and ¢oherent patterns to improve -
the;{egion’,s"‘economy, land use; air quality, and-quality of -[ifg“. S
- _-Under the TSM Alternative, high, frequency arficulated bus service wolld be

o provided to residents in South Sacramento: along with' a park-and-ride lot at the ~ - -

'v‘fvuture intersection of Franklin Boulevard and Cosumnes River Boulevard.  Even with. -

this substantially expanded bus ‘service; travel times would increase and delays WOUl'd‘_“A‘ : '

* . continue to occur, since: buses would use increasingly congested non-exclusive- . *
.. freeways-and arterial roadways. Also, Corridor residents’ access to other parts of = -~
Sacramento would continue to be “disadvantaged” in comparison with that of other- ..

- residents directly served by the LRT system. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 7-2) .~ =~

- - Where the SSCP is funded from federal, state and-local funds, the TSM: -
- Alternative would be funded entirely from local sources, including transit capital . -
improvements funds, clean air and transportation improvement funds, County sales -
tax revenues, -and/or local developer impact fees. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-54.) This. -
alternative would require additional City and County police services to patrol the
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' The local area linkages among neighborhoods and community facilities

" infersections. include- 47th Avenue and 27th Street/

planned pafk—a,nd‘-ridej lot and bus maintenance and storage facility. Consequently, R

by. shifting the burden entirely to local funds and resources, .the TSM Alternative
~would fail to fulfill the financial and ‘economic goals to develop a transportation
system that provides for the most efficient use of limited financial resources:

. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 6-1.). . T . .

Although this alternative was the least environmentally damaging practicable -
alternative, the TSM Alternative - was not deemed practicable because it was not
capable of satisfying the criteria necessary for transit projects to proceed in.the
. planning process. The TSM Alternative generally had higher operating costs and

lower farebox recovery ratios: (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-67.) - o '

. Neighbortioods and businesses would sffer loss of bensfits becalse the TSM .
Alternative fails to provide the improved access and mobility, decreased congestion”

~on local streets and potential economic development around the proposed 103
stations that would be provided by the SSCP. (FEIS/FSEIR,.p.-4-8.7r.\,): B

The TSM Alte'rh‘ativé\ would offer comparable bus service to that represented '

by the"proposed LRT operations and a new bus park-and-ride facility, but would do

~ little to ease congestion onarea.roadways over the long-term. As traffic increases, - -

- buses which run in mixed flow with other fraffic would experience longer travel times. -
( represented

- by the SSCP would not be established. - - (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-87.) .-

The TSM Alterh_ati\/é would fail fo-reduce trafﬁcfmpac’t‘s on freeway and arterial

roadways, a clarion goal of the SSCP.. The proposed TSM improvements would

- encourage shifts from auto to.transit, and are projected to result in some lessening'in.

- - -traffic on Corridor roadways. The projected shift however, wouid not be ‘sufficient to T
reduce roadway congestion substanitially.. There would also be increased bus traffic . * .-
-+ operating in mixed-flow conditions which would result.in an increase in traffic levels ot

~.on certain arterials, including Franklin Boulevard - the primary alignment for a ’

.. proposed-high-frequency articulated bus service. (FEIS/FSEIR, p.-3-33.) 'ThevTASM
- Alternative would also cause significant impacts to intersections in the City of

Sacramento.” By 2015, the same City intersections would fail to mieet the City’s Level ,

. of Service objective-as under the No-Build Alternative. These severely congested
Otto Circle (a.m..and p.m.), .

' Meadowview Road/Mack Road and Brookfield Drive (p.m.), and Mack Road and -

Franklin Boulevard (a.m. and p.m.). .

" In summary, the TSM Alterriative, while providing sofie ‘additional public transit *~ -

: 'o'ptions' via buses, fails to fulfill the traffic, air quality, land .use; economic and. social

goals for the Corridor. - For reasons stated throughout these findings, and particularly- -
‘as stated in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, the RT Board finds that - *.-

adoption of the proposed SSCP, and not the TSM Alternative is appropriate and. will

L - implement federal, state and:local governmental objectives for managing-transit and.

air quality concerns in lightof projected population and job growth, traffic congestion -
" and elevated percentage of public transit-depéndent individuals, despite any adverse'
- environmental effects associated with the SSCP.. - - S SRR

23

~ FORCITY CLERK USE ONLY

| RESOLUTIONNO:____
. . . DATEADOPTED:  _ ...




‘Section H: Short-Term Uses vs. Long-Term Productivity

Certain environmental impacts which narrow the range of beneficial existing
uses of the existing environment, but which are believed by the RT Board to be

- justified at this time, are analyzed in Section 8.6 of the FEIS/FSEIR.

The cumulative and long-term effects of the SSCP implementation, which may
adversely affect the state of the environment, are specifically delineated in these
Findings. The RT Board further finds that after mitigation, the- SSCP would either not
contribute or would make only a negligible contribution to identified region-wide

. cumulative significant effects, which are expected to occur-in the future' whether or

- not the SSCP is adopted and constructed. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 8-35.)

, The RT Board further finds that both the Sacramento County General Plan and
the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District require the expansion

- of light rail for immediate concerns which include, but are not limited to, important

- - major clean air policy objectives and the alleviation of growing traffic congestion.

" (FEIS/ FSEIR, p. 1-11, 4-63 and.5-27.) In.light of the fact that RT is receiving

federal, state and local support for initiation of the SSCP approval process, it is’

appropriate-for RT to carry out the. SSCP at this time. = L

.. .To the extent that there may be significant cumulative and long-term impacts
of the SSCP; the RT Board finds that there are no other feasible mitigation measures.
or alternatives that it could adopt at this time that would reduce the impacts. ‘The RT
- Board further finds that for the reasons set forth in‘the Statement of Overriding’ :
- -Considerations, that the adoption and implementation of the proposed SSCP is

- appropriate @nd-will implement federal, state and local governmental objectives for

managing transit and air quality concerns’in light of projected population and job - ;
.. growth, traffic cohgestion and elevated percentage of public transit-dependent -
~ - individuals, despite the potential adverse impacts on short-terni existing uses.

 Sectionl: Irre‘ve’rsi"ble Changes

' Irreversible changes associated with the SSCP are discussed in Section'8.5 of _ .
‘the FEIS/FSEIR. "Generally, the SSCP would reduce the level of vehicular fossil fuel

- consumption while increasing the use of electricity for power. -

s * The RT Board finds that there are no other feasible mitigation measures'or -~
.- alternatives that it could adopt at this time that would reduce the irreversible changes -

- associated ‘with the:increased use of electricity. for the SSCPas discussed above.
- For the reasons stated in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, the RT Board

~ finds that the adoption and implementation of the SSCP is appropriate and. will

- implement Federal, state and local governmental objectives for managing transit and

. air quality concerns in light of projected population, job growth, traffic congestion and’
elevated percentage of public transit dependent individuals, despite the:irreversible-
environmental changes that will result. S o B

Section J: Growth Inducement

Section 8.4 of the FEIS/FSEIR presents the growth-inducing impacts that can =~
'be anticipated from adoption and implementation of the SSCP. - Growth-inducing
impacts of the SSCP were assessed in the context of regional fand uses and - - o
population projections adopted by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments.
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The RT Board finds that implementation of the SSCP would not encourage
development in excess of amounts expected and provided for in the community, and
therefore concludes that there are no significant impacts. The RT Board further finds
that the SSCP would focus growth and facilitate more compact development;
particularly around light rail stations. . :

Section K: Cumulative Impacts -

, The analysis of cumulative impacts is. set forth at Section 8.3 of the . R
FEIS/FSEIR. Based on SACOG’s 1996 Metropolitan Transportation Plan EIR, the RT

.Board finds that effects of the project are the same as effects of cumulative .

development within the Corridor and that the SSCP will either not contribute, or will

"+ make only a negligible contribution to, identified region-wide cumulative significant .

effects which are expected to occur regardless of the' SSCP.

With regard to future SMUD cogeneration projects, to the extent that there may
- be cumulative impacts that remain significant with mitigation, the RT Board finds that
~there are no other feasible mitigation measures or alternatives which the RT Board
could adopt at this time that would reduce the impacts to less than significant. - To the
. extent that these significant impacts could. not be lessened or avoided, the RT Board,’
- for the reasons stated in the Statement of Overriding Considerations, finds that the
adoption and implementation of the SSCP is appropriate and will implement federal,
state and local governmenial objectives for managing transit and air quality concerns
in light of projected population and job growth, traffic congestion and elevated -
percentage of public transit-dependent individuals, despite the future unknown
- potential significant cumulative impacts resulting from SMUD’s cogeneration projects.

Sec;tion‘ Ly .Findinqé-on Siqniﬁpant Impacts and Mitigation Méaéure’s

3. Findings Concérninq‘Transpor"tation"lmpat:ts»y

-~ The identified Transporiation Impacts that are significant or potentially
. significant without mitigation, the mitigation measures and findings of the Regional
Transit Board (“RT Board”) regarding those impacts with the miﬁgation_, are as

... follows:: :

Significant Impact 3.3.2.5: Traffic Impacts. C . |
'~ — Significant lm‘p'aét"3.':'3.2.5(é.);.F/o}in, & 24th.St ﬁvillmoper.atel at LOS “E”in both.
- the AM and PM peak hours. . o A e D

Mitigation- =
: 3.3.5.1(a) The following describes t_he‘,mit'fg‘étionf'fé'r-the:se impacts: -~

. Add a right-turn lane on tﬁ_e‘r»lor’th (24th St. ‘ébuthbou'nd) approach - » .

25

FOR CITY CLERK USEONLY _

~ RESOLUTIONNG._ . . - "
. . . DATEADOPTED:.. .. ool oo "o o




Findings Cbhcerhinq]‘Mitiqation Measures B
Significance With Mitigation-

- - AM. Peak Hours '

- The RT Board finds that the above-stated mmgatron meastre is
incorporated into the proposed South Sacramento Corridor PrOJect
"("SSCP”). The RT Board further finds that this mitigation measure is

- feasible and will lessen, but not necessarily eliminate the potential -
adverse environmental effects associated with the SSCP.- Thus, this

" impact is srgmfcant and. unavordable in the AM. peak hours

The: RT Board finds’ there are no other feasrble mltrgatron measures or .

- alternatives which.the RT Board could adopt at this time that would -
reduce the impact in the A.M. peak hours to less than significant. To
...~ the extent that this adverse impact will not be substantrally lessened or
~ eliminated, the RT Board finds-that specific économic, social and other
o conS|derat|ons identified in the Statement of Overrrdrng Consrderatlons :
support approval of the SSCP <

- S/gn/f' jcance With M/t/gat/on A' .

'PM PeakHours S e ‘ C ‘
The RT Board finds that the above stated mrtlgatxon measure is.
incorporated into the proposed SSCP. TheRT Board further finds that o
- this mitigation measure is appropriate and feasible and- will substantlally R
.. lessen or avoid the potentlal adverse environmental effect because an' -
~ exclusive turn. lane wolild increase interséction’ capacity overall and -

“eliminate conﬂlcts that affect the heavy through volumes on Florrn Road -

.-‘and 24th Street. (FEIS/FSEIR p. 3-45.)

L= Slqu/cant Impact 3.3.2.5(b): Meadowv:ew Road and T/sdale Lane/Detron‘
Bou/evard WI// operate at LOS “D” in the PM peak hour ‘ e

’Mltlgatlo

3.3, 5. 1(b) The followrng descrlbes the mrtrgatron for these lmpacts

Mrtrgatlon proposed in the Draft SEIS/SEIR |s lnfeasrble due to rrght—of—way v o

' Constramts

. V'Flnqus Concermnq Mlthatlon Measures

o S/gnn" cance Wth Mltlgat/on 4 :

The RT Board considered mrtrgatron proposed in the Draft EIS/SEIR to - i

add a third through lane to the west (eastbound) approach and east
-departure along Meadowview Road : : S

" The RT Board t'nds however that the above stated mrtlgatron measure -

is not-incorporated’ mto the proposed SSCP. The RT Board further t'nds"'-‘ ,'

that this mrtlgatron measure is mfeasrbte because ot the potentral

R -
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 Mitigation

.
- conduct an additional archaeological survey of this area in conjunction with -
- ground clearing associated ‘with LRT Alternative construction, RT will also

 disturbing activities adjacent to Alder 'Crgek._

Although ho-site.hasbeen identified in "the'Alder Creek vicinity, RT ‘will _

ensure that a professional archaeologist is present to monitor all ground-

Findings Concerning M_iﬁgati'on Measures =

" —  Siqnificant Impact' 5.5(b):

Signiﬁcance. With Mitigatiqn;- S
Lessthan Signfficant - | R S
. The' RT Board. finds- that the. “above-stated _mitigation measure’ is’

incorporated into the LRT Alternative for the. Downtown “Sacramento- . - :
 Folsom Corridor Project. The RT Board further finds that this mitigation .

- measure is appropriate :and feasible and.will ‘substantially lessen or avoid -
- potential adverse effects to underground cultural resources should they be

i uncovered: (FEIS/FEIR, p. 5:28.) * - -

‘Folsom LRT station is- unlikely to affect any intact archaeological feature or deposit.

R However, the general vicinity has high sensitivity for historical archaeological resotirces, . .. -

Miigation =

' Findings Concerning Mitigation Measures -

o Sign(ﬁcahc_e With Mitigatioh o
S Le'ss.’th‘an Significant |

* RT will ensure that a professional historical archaeologist is present to .
- monitor all ground-disturbing’ activities in the vicinity of the traction power

. substation site on the east side of .Folsom " Boulevard- just: north of the .. - |
.. .downtown Foisom LRT station. LT T T :

 The 'RT Board finds that the - above-stated ’ﬁ"m‘igi"“ﬁm‘ measure s

L incorporated into the LRT Altemative' for the Down_town"Sacramento- - i

o7
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"aésociated with Athe,S_SCP‘_.- Thus, this fmpact is significant and o e
unavoidable. o e o

~ The RT Board finds there are no other feasible mitigation measures or
alternatives which the RT Board could adopt at this time which would

~ ‘reduce the impact to less than sigriificant. To the.extent that this _
adverse impact will .not bé substantially lessened or eliminated, the.RT
Board finds that specific economic, social and other considerations
identified in the Statement of Overriding Considerations support. - -
-approval of the SSCP. - . o SR '

s — Significant /mpact.3.3.2.5(e“)‘:. Méck’Roaq and Frankiin ‘Bl_vd.' will OPerafégézf"b_i'f_._
. LOS “F” in the AM peak hour. ~ SR O

o Mitigatio’nvw

” ;'3‘.3;5.,1-('"6') The félio,wing des'c'ribés',the mitigation for these _im_'péctsf e

"+ Add éxclusive right-turn lane on the south (nortHbou_n'd) F'raﬁklih VBoul'ev,.ard"
-approach. . ‘ ST

Findings Coric»:ernincirMi‘tridafi‘"on*_Mea'sures o

. Significance ,Wi'th Mitigation. *

L -Th_eR.T Boérdi’ﬁnds that the above-stated fnitigation‘measu'ré];s_;3 S
- incorporated-into the proposed SSCP. The RT Board further finds.that -

~-this mitigation measure is appropriate and feasible and will substantially e

- lessen or avoid the potential adverse environmental effect because the.

addition of an exclusive right-turn lane on the northbound approach will:. .. : T

improve traffic operations, réduce congestion and avoid excéedence of - ,
_ th_evC_ity«'s threshold for project impacts. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 3-46.) ‘

- —_ Significant Impact 3.3;2;5(ﬂ:: Florin Road and Frankiin Blvd, Will--operatevkét_‘f_‘
- LOS*F"in:the AM & PM peakhours. '~ = . - o o o F T

 Mitigation - -,

3351 ("D.A‘Ihé'_fol'ldwingﬂ‘desclr‘ibfeé the mitigaﬁ‘On fCﬁ)"l',’.%be-Swé ‘impa'c_:rt's:‘._‘i;y ’

L. Mitig‘aﬁ&)r'i proposed in the D‘raft SEIS/SEIR is;infevésib"lé due to r'ig"ht*-é‘f—'\"/\?'ay S
7 . constraints. - T STV

‘ ‘Findir'iqs ‘Cohcerhiriq_Mitiqatio-n Mre'asl.lres'
. Significance With Mitigation - =

The RT Boarcij considered mitigatio_n \pro,pose,d', in the ,Dr’;aft;ElS/SEle to™-
~add lanes on all approaches.and to require signalization modifications. ~ » ..
. that minimize the yellow and all-red-intervals between phase changes to- .

“attain LOS “E” operations.

| o - 28"
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— Sig‘niﬁcant impact 5.7.4; Long-term Project Vibration Impacts. Increases
in vibration at 2 receptor group locations: affecting 6 receptors (all Tesidences). " -

. . Mitigation

. 5.7.5(b) To mitigate vibration impaété of the LRT Aitema*tive,. RT would

~ incorporate design elements (e.g.: careful placement . of crossovers-and track .’
switches) and place switches away from sensitive ‘receptors when practicable.

RT would also implemen? one of the following addiﬁbnal mitigation. measures: _
(1) Instail vibraiion;contfol‘tréck syétemé-, such as ballast mats (under the =
... trackway); or . e o e
" (2) Install ﬂoating slab trackbed, \)vhich basically consists of concrete slab
. track installed on rubber pads. B T S

- Findings Concerning Miti ation Measures -

. Sighh‘icanc;e VWth Mitigation

L A';Léss Tﬁan'S_ianiﬁcahtf L

.. — Significant impact 5.13.1: - Impacts to Wetlands and Other 'Watéré."df the .

SuUS. Permanent loss of a-total 0.02 ‘hectares (ha) [0.07- acres]. of wetlands and

- temporary disturbance of 0.04 ha (0.1 ac). Ofthis amount, 0.012 ha (0.03 ac) at the -

_Buffalo Creek crossing and south of Blue Ravine Road would be affected, and.due to . -
. doubletracking along the existing LRT line, 0.004 ha (0.01 ac) of wetlands 'in the ..
- drainage ditch ldcated_ near Florin.Perkins;:Road_ e SR

S Mifig'atiqn

e 5.135.(a) RT shall obtain_appropriate "al.‘xthb'r,izatidh. under the Cléan‘ S

Water Act to fill on-site wetlands. -Mitigation for fjj of wetlands shal| inciude
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0 of 1.5:1.or the creation of new wetlands at g -
ratio of 2:1. If wetlands are restored or created prior to the fill of project site
wetlands, a 1:1 mitigation standard shall apply. - . ,
*  3.135.(b) RT shall provide mitigation for impacts to freshwater emergent
wetlands by dedicating credits in a ACOE.- and USFWS-approved bank as

. described under Section 5.13.5.3. e

® . 5.13.5.(c) If RT restores or creates Vnév&"wetlahds rather than purchasing

restoration of wetlands at a ratio of

credits from a USFWS mitigation bank, the Project Mitigation and Monitoring -

Plan shall include monitoring to ensure that al| restored or created wetlands shall-

| funbtiqn'succ‘essfully for at least five years before they are deemed successful . ‘4

. compensation fof’_thé impacts of the Project.. .

L Fihd-ing‘s éoncerhihg Mitigation Measures ‘
R Significance With Mitigation -
Less than Significant ‘ B s .
~ The RT Board finds that the ‘above-stated mitigation ‘measures are - )
[incorporated into the LRT Alternative for the Down‘town' Sacramento-
Folsom Corridor Project. The RT Board further finds that these mitigation
measures are appropriate and feasible and will substantially lessen or
~avoid the potential adverse environmental effect because they -would -
- compensate forany impacts to wetlands. (FEISFEIR, p. 4-96.)

S si nificant Impact 5.13.2(a); Impacts to Special Status Species. Peﬁnanent '
- loss of 4.2 hectares (10.4 acres) ~a total of 47 shrubs — of Valley Eiderberry Savannah,

- which'is habitat for federally listed threatened valley elderberry long homn beetle (VELB). .

- Permanent loss of 0.178 hectares (0.44 acres) and temporary disturbance of 0.1 ha a

. (0.24 ac) of seasonal ponded depressions, potentially affecting federally listed -

= . threatened vemal pool fairy shrimp, and federally listed endangered vernal pool tadpole
- shrimp. (FEIS/FEIR p.561) .~ S o ' h

Mitigation -

e RT will direct the construction contractor to confine clearing to the minimal
- @reanecessary to facilitate construction activities. - . o

¢ RT will direct the construction contractor to minimize habitat disturbance -
.. by restricting movement of he VY equipment to ‘and from the project site to -
- established roadways. B - f c e o
- * " RT will direct the contractor to provide construction worker training on the
_i'mportan‘ce.ofavoiding elderberry shrubs throughout. the project area.” This -
- training shall be provided by a qualified individual. RT shall notify FTA and the
. FTA shall provide the USFWS with a letter verifying that training of work crews -
- was completed prior to the beginning of construction activities. o

- " - . 30
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Findims Concer'nindlMitiqafibn' Measures
- Significance With Mitigation -

. The'RT Board finds that the above-stated mitigation ‘measures are
incorporated into the proposed SSCP. The RT Board further finds that
these mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and will
substantially lessen or avoid the potential adverse environmental effect
because the mitigation will implement a program to address passenger
safety. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-34.) Operators would have access to RT -
-administration and emergency services and have the authority to modify ~

“asneeded. . - S L ) 3 T

— Significant Impact 4.5.2.4: LRT and Freight Operations: LRT would operate
alongside UPRR freight service through most-of the Corridor: Joint operations: :
potentially pose hazards for either mode in the event of train accidents (e.g., -
derailments) and for LRT passengers; primarily at crossings and stations areas.

Mitigation

2 Same as Miﬁgétion »Measure,s ,4.‘5.3.2: above.

. v-l_.«i'n'din,;'ﬁanderninq'Mitic@tion Measures -
_‘ E Signiﬁcance Mﬁtthi.figaz‘ion ‘

-The RT Board finds that the above-stated mitigation measures are -
. incorporated into the proposed SSCP. ‘The'RT Board further finds that
.~ these mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible-and will

"substantially lessen or avoid the potential adverse environmental effect
because the appropriate fencing placement would prevent track -

- crossings by pedestrians and at-grade crossings would include signage

..~ and warning devices to protect pedestrians from LRT and freight
- movements. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-35.). R

48  Findings Concerning Noise and Vibration -

. :The,identiﬁéd Nb‘is'e.halnd'\‘/.ib'rat.ioh;l'rhpa,cts fhat"’a,fre‘sig‘n‘iﬁcantibf‘pétential_ly' N
significant without mitigation and findings of the RT Board regarding these impacts o
‘are as follows: .. . T e L

Siryniﬁcant'lmpacit 4.8.3: ‘Lond-z"e'rm» Pro)'ect Noise Impacts. Increases in .
exceedences of the FTA “impact” noise threshold at 11 out of 26 receptor group - . -

- locations, affecting 62 receptors. ‘Exceedences of the “severe impact” threshold

‘would occur at one out of the 26 receptor group locations, affecting eight receptors. -
~ (Table 4.8-5 and FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-55.) - ST e .

- 4.8.5." To minimize é)’{ceedehceslof the FTA’s “severe impact’ and “impadt’

thresholds, RT will implement the following mitigation measures: -
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. RT wrll construct sound attenuatron barrlers at a height of elght feet above
* the top of rail at those locations . (varlous receptor groups) where exceedences.

of the FTA “severe impact” and. “impact’-thresholds are projected to occur.

Constructron of these barriers would eliminate all exceedences of FTA’s

“severe impact” and “impact” thresholds where the light rail vehicles are the
source of the noise (see Table 4. 8 7- and FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-60).

+ At those locations where: herghts greater than erght feet above the top of rail

‘are indicated (see FEIS/FSEIR Table 4.8-7), RT will construct sound

attenuation barriers in excess of eight feet to the herght specified, subject to

-~ the consensus of adjornlng residential _property owners in each receptor group. -
A neighborhood consensus is necessary to address property owner concerns
- ‘expressed regarding loss of light, air; view and personal preference regarding
" . property line walls. .(March 10, 1997 Staff Report.) For those locations where .
- . freight train tracks are to be moved closer to residences and freight trains‘are” -
*- the source of the noise, construction of the higher barrier walls would ehmlnate o

exceedences of FTA’s “severe impact” threshold-and would reduce

exceedences of the “impact” thresholds to five (see FEIS/FSEIR Table-4.8- 7.
RT will invite publi¢ participation regarding the hrgher sound barrier walls using
-+ < a process similar to-that defined for visual screemng (as set forth in Section -
© o 4.4.4 of this-EIS/FSEIR): During that process; efforts will be made to generate
- and reach.consensus. If consensus cannot be reached, the: commitment to
* -place higher.sound barrier walls would be jointly determined by FTA and RT

after considering the views of affected property owners

ok See insert on page.26a

To mmgate tractron power substatron norse rmpacts

will Timit maxirhum noise levels to 58 dBA at a distance of 10 feet from any -
‘surface of the substation while the substation. is in operation under full load -

with the ventilation system opérating at maximum capacrty, for any substatrons -
. that wrll be Iocated near re3|dentral nenghborhoods S

‘ _Fmqus Concernmq Mltrqatron Measures e

e e e A o

. S/gmf cance Wth Mrf/gaz‘/on

A Srgnrfcant : T e : s ' o
- The RT: Board i nds that the above—stated mrtrgatron measures are

, 'rncorporated into the proposed SSCP. However; implementation is not
- assured since- neighborhood consensus on walls in excess of eight feet
“will not be determined until a subsequent date. Furthermore, -

“construction of walls in excess.of eight feet would not ellmlnate all of the

- impacts.” (See Table 4.8-7, right hand’ columns.)” The RT Board further. "
- finds that the mitigation measures set forth above are feasible and will
. lessen, .but not necessarily eliminate the: potential adverse ‘environmental -

- effect associated with the SSCP. Thus, this impact is significant-and . -~

“ unavoidable. Since the extent of concerns on taller sound barriers -

- cannot'be determined at this time, the RT Board will assume a worst
‘case level of impact for areas 1, 2 4,5, 6, 7and 8, as set forth on’
Table 4.8- 7 and FEIS/FSEIR p. 4- 60 under no mrtrgatron i

32

" FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY.

 RESOLUTION NO.:

CDATEADOPTED: . '\ . . oo o

RT will rncorporate design specn" catlons in future constructron contracts that' RO



The RT Board finds that the noise consultant followed accepted methodology -~ -
or determining noise related im%acts. and that there is no substantial evidence:
of potential impacts other than those set forth.in the ._rorthe purpose -
of responding to neighborhood concerns regarding test methodologies. RT will, -
during the final design phase, engage in additional testing. The noise testing .

- will last for seven (24 hour) days, per the recommendation of HMMH, and the
- purpose will be to determine whether any residential areas adjacent to the =
corridor other than those studied in the FSEIR, will be exposed to violations of
either the FTA "impact" or "severe impact” noise thresholds. If it is defermined

. that additional violations of either standard will be caused by the project then.
additional walls will be constrUcteav‘?oiiowm the process outlined in the
‘preceding paragraph. Furthermore, RT wil perform an additional round of feld :

“testing within 6 months of the start of passenqger operations. Per the -
recommendation of HMMH, the testing will last for seven (24 hour) days.

ere additional violations of either the FTA "impact” or "severe impact

thresholds take place, additional walls will be constructed per the preceding

findings of addmonal VIOIatlons of elther federal standard
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The RT Board finds there are no other feasible mitigation measures or
alternatives which the RT Board could adopt at this time which would
reduce the impact, to less than significant. To the extent that this o
adverse impact will hot be substantlally lessened or eliminated, the RT
‘Board finds that specific economic, social and other considerations
identified in the Statement of Overndrng Considerations support
approval of the SSCP. :

~ Less Than Significant '

- The RT Board further finds that these mrtlgatlon measures are
appropriate and feasible and will substantially lessen or avoid the .
.potential adverse environmental effect at areas other than 1, 2,5,6,7 -

" and 8 set forth 6n Table 4.8:7 and FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-60 because the -
noise reduction measures will reduce decibel readings to.comport with.

. FTA criteria. (FEIS/FSEIR, Table 4.8-7 pp. 4-59 and 4-60, and Noise -

~and Vibration Technrcal Report SSC PrOJect (September 30 1996) PP
44-48) , ) :

Slcmlf' cant Impact 4.8; 4 Lontherm Project l//brat/on Impacts. lncreases in
- - vibration at 11 out of 26 receptor group locations; no mcreases to above 75 VdB
o exceedences of FTA cr/ter/a at z‘wo reoeptors : .

i M|t|gat|o

-« RT will locate “crossover” track sectrons away from resrdences to the extent }
.- feasible. At the specific locations where FTA vibration impact criteria are- -
" exceeded, RT will install a rubber or rubber-iike ballast mat under the normal

.- ballast ties, and LRT track. - Tests at existing at-grade installations of ballast
o mats show that attenuat|on of at least 5 VdB should result :

: ) RT will malntaln vehlcles SO that wheel ﬂats are elrmlnated and the vehicle
- wheel profile is continually restored through wheel trurng, as part of its ongorng
_ marntenance actrvrtles : : :

S/gn/f cance Wth lelgatlon

' 4 The RT Board hi nds that the above~stated mrtlgatlon measures are
incorporated into thé proposed SSCP. " The existing “crossover” track’

Frndrnqs Concernrnq Mlthatlon Measures#** e b e ﬂ{;—

sections are already located:away from residences, so no further design - - .

.work will be required to implement this mitigation measure.- The RT °

- Board further finds that these mitigation measures are appropriate | and
“feasible and will substantially lessen or avoid the potential adverse
-environmental effect because the mitigation will reduce vrbratlon

‘ decrbels to comport wrth FTA criteria. (FElS/FSEIR p 4 61 )

. 4 15. Fmqus Concernrnq Veqetatron and erdllfe lmpacts

The identified Vegetatlon and Wwildlife’ lmpaots that are significant or potentrally .
“significant without mitigation, the mitigation measures -and findings ot the RT Board «
regardmg those lmpacts with the mrtlgatlon are as follows
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' Siqn)'ficant impact 4.15.3.3: Impacts to Biological Resources Loss of mdrwddal

burrowing owls or burrowing.owl habitat; possible disturbance of nesting white-

throated swifts, purple martins, and other swallows; loss of riparian habitat including .

valley elderberry shrubs; loss of 3 individual oak trees and 33 other native trees.

‘Loss of up to 2.03 acres of vernal pools, 0.011 acres of freshwater emergent

wetlands, 0.209 acres of seasonal ponded depressions, and assocrated habitat for

' verna/ pool crustaceans.

' Mitigation

4 15 4. A draft- Mltlgatron and Momtorrng Plan for potentral lmpacts to blologrcal
- .resources associated with the prolect has been prepared and approved by. -
© . "USFWS, USACOE, and CDFG B . R
. - Mltlgatlon proposals would lnclude the following:

"+ Pre- constructlon surveys of the ldentn“ed habrtat areas wil be conducted by

- qualified and approved biologists to flag the areas as Envnronmentally Sensrtrve o

Areas to be avorded durrng constructlon

. Pre- constructlon surveys will be conducted to ldentrfy (ﬂag) oak’ trees and

other.native trees with trunks at:least six inches dbh or that have a multitrunk
.- -aggregate of 10 inches or more dbh that oceur wnthln the rlght-of—way or that
oo have a drip lme wrthm the nght of way, . . :

e No gradlng or constructlon shall be allowed durlng the nestlng seasons for

" special status species that are present except as approved by USFWS or B

" CDFG,.as appllcable

. Approprrate screenlng dewces shall be used to prevent re- entry to vacated
- owl burrows prior to gradmg, : ‘

. Approprlate exclusronary devices shall be installed to prevent use of man- o

“made. project area facrlltres for nestlng by purple martlns swifts, and other

RaRa swallows

e All elderberry plants |dentn"ed in the project constructlon area shall be fenced

B T S AT e s e g st e mmmn S W

R for avondance by constructron Crews and the personnel brlefed on the status of

- the specres

. A buﬁer zone shall be created around any. Herrtage Tree wrthln or w1th a drlp
+ line within-the right-of-way by erecting exclusionary fencing thirty feet from the A
tree’s drip line'and no construction activities shall be allowed within' this buffer -

o " unless: authorized in wrltlng by approprrate Crty staff pursuant 1o Sacramento o

»crty Code Artrcle IV, Chapter 45 _ PR
j . Al areas. ldentrfed as potential vernal pool crustacean habltat shall be
- . avoided by all construction-related activities whenever feasible and if - .
avoidance of potential vernal pool crustacean habitat is not possible, a worker
" environmental awareness. trarnlng program shall be conducted by RT; and )
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* A monitoring report of all_"ac':ﬁvitie—sl associated with surveys for 'and mitigation
of species of concern shall be submitted to CDFG in a timely manner as
~stipulated in the Mitigation and Monitoring Plan. S

« Loss of resources due to project related activities shall be mitigated by
replacement at appropriate ratios to ensure no disturbarice or net.loss, as
follows: . ' .

-a. . .Loss of existing owl burrows shall be replaced at a 3:1 ratio at an
offsite location such as Stone Lakes Preserve or the Cosumnes
River Preserve; - T . '
" b Eiderberry stems of one inchor greater diameter at ground
' level that cannot be avoided during construction activities
shall be transplanted to a USFWS-approved mitigation’
area.such as the Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge-or .
© Cosumnes River Preserve. Such transplanting shall occur
- during the plant's dofrmant season and follow USFWS
. '.guidelines; - - ~ o ‘

. c. - Each elderberry stem of 1 inch or greater diameter at ground
‘.. level that is moved or destroyed will be replaced with seedling
- elderberry plants in the mitigation area(s) at ratios of from 2:1, as -
- determined on the basis of USFWS guidelines; : o

d. RT has two options for miti"gaﬁon,of-p"roject’-relat’ed impacts to:
- vernal pool crustacean habitat: . - S

Option 1: RT will establish a USFWS-approved mitigation bank, such as -
the bank on SMUD lands at Rancho Seco, Sacramento County, and RT
will construct vernal pools at a replacement ratio of 1:1 for vernal pool
R creation AND- 2:1 for vernal pool preservation for each-acre of vernal
. +.  poal crustacean habitat affected. RT will permanently protect the
oo oo < o agreed-upon acreage of vernal pool crustacean habitat withinthe. S
T T e e 2 mitigation bank viaratU SFWS:=approved-conservation-easement4o- be—: —we il
R " “held by a USFWS-approved enfity, . o B R ‘

~ Option 2: RT shall pay into the USFWS vernal pool crustacean - .-
~ ‘mitigation fund at a rate of $70,000 per acre. The replacement
ratio would be 1:1 for vernal pool creation AND 2:1 for vernal pool
- preservation for each acre of vernal pool crustacean habitat
affected. - ' e S :

e If removal of an oak or other native tree of six-inches or greater . .
. dbh'is required, RT will obtain a Tree Removal Permit (City or -~
County of Sacramento) and replace the tree with one tree of the '~
same species of at least 24-inch-box size in a predetermined
location such as the Beach Lake or Cosumnes River Preserves.
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f5j3‘ L Finqus Con‘cerninq' Geolocn“}

Findings Concerning Mitigation Measures’

Signiﬁcance With Mitigation

The RT Board finds that the above-stated mitigation measures are .

. incorporated into the proposed SSCP. The RT Board further finds that -
these mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and will
substantially lessen or avoid the potential adverse environmental effect

" - because. they create a pre-construction program for identifying and -

" protecting habitat and spemes or paymg into mltlgatlon funds

- (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-96.) o

" The identified Geology lmpacts that are sngnnt‘cant or potentxally sngnn’cant

- without mitigation and fi findings of the RT Board regardmg those lmpacts areas .

follows

S:qulcant Impact 5.3.2: Geologlc Constructlon Impacts Construct/on of the Lo

' ' project would widen the existing earthfill embankment in some locat/ons chang/ng
. the topography of the area s//ghtly L , o

lncreased sozl pressures may result in crack/ng o_f slab on- grade pavements and ‘

- o different/a/ settlement of foundatlon matenals

Erosion could oceur during construct/on i earth movmg operat/ons expose areas of

Ioose smls durmg the ralny season. .

Mltlgatlo '

5 3. 3 The followmg descnbes mmgahon for lmpact 5.3.2.

~«To. mmgate potentlal impacts assoc;ated WIth expansxve soils and setﬂement
RT or its contractor will-first conduct additional, site-specific geotechnical and -

order to provide site-specific geotechnical conclusions and recommendations .-

~ for design and construction of thé proposed project. These investigations will
identify potentlally expansive soils and the magnltude of settlement assomated
w1th the clay matenals at the site. ‘

. Expanswe soHs will be mltlgated by the overexcavatlon and removal of these
soils, the design and construction of deeper foundations, and/or the placement
of compacted engmeered fill mates to-bridge over expansive materials.
Dralnage will be designed. to direct surface water away from founda’uons

¢ Poten’ual lmpacts due to- settlement wnll be mltrgated by over excavatlon and
removal of compressible soils, the design-and construction of deeper
foundations, and/or the placement of compacted engineered fill mats to brndge
. over. compressxble materials. Settlemerit could also be reduced by the over
excavatlon and recompaction of foundatlon bearmg soﬂs to a relative

- compaction of 95 percent. : B .

e
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+ To control erosion durrng construction, RT or its contractor will leave dramage

paths clear fo minimize flooding as defned in drainage plans-which will.ensure” -

‘that there is no net increase in flooding or srgnlf icant redirection of flood flows:.
Soils will be retained with the use of silt fences- and/or hay bales. As soon as

. practloal exposed soils will be landscaped

" Findings Concerning Mxthatron Measures A

-S/gmf cance With Mltlgat/on

- The RT Board finds that the above- stated mrtlgatlon measures-are
- incorporated into the proposed SSCP. The RT Board further fi nds that
" “thesé mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and will -
- stbstantially lessen or avoid the potential adverse. environmental effect
~ because the mitigation strategy requires site specific investigations,
- excavations and testing to avoid potential settlement, erosion and .
floodrng problems assocrated with constructlon (FElS/FSEIR p. 5- 9)

Clanf' cat/on of Mlt/gatlon ' < :

-The ritigation provides that ﬂoodlng wrll be minimized dunng

constriction to control erosion. The measure has been clarified to note
. that the drainage plans shall be- prepared by a reglstered ‘civil engineer
~and shall be designed to ensure there is no net increase in the duratron

,or. physrcal extent of ﬂoodmg of any adjacent parcels durlng ‘
constructlon _ . : S ‘

5.4. Frnqus Concermnq Uflllfy lmpacts o

- The identified: Utrllty lmpacts that are S|gnlf cant or potentlally sngmf cant
o 'wrthout mitigation, the mitigation measures and findings of the.. RT Board regardrng
s ";those impacts with the mitigation, are as follows : L .

LN

' .of fre/ght rail tracks would.. affect underground and above ground. uz‘/l/t/es

e e e e SRR et gt v ts o e B = e SR e toras e

Mrtlgatlon : L o
54 3 The followmg descrrbes the mltlgatlon for rmpact 5. 4 2. 2

. Careful and perlodlc coordrnatron W|th all, utrlrty prowders will contmue during: -
‘the final design and construction stages. to identify any potential conflicts and-

Slqnlﬁcant Impact. 5.4,2.2"  The construct/on of //ght ra/l tracks and the re/ocat/on o

- -to formulate strategies to_overcome potential problems. Careful scheduling of S

- 'these disruptions. and prior. notification. of adjacent properties that willbe =
. affected by temporary servrce dzsruptlons wrll mltlgate the constructlon lmpact

‘Flnqus Concernrnq Mlthatlon Measures

S/gnn" cance Wth Mrtlgatlon

, The RT Board finds that the above stated mrtlgatlon measures are -
incorporated into the proposed SSCP. The RT.Board further finds that
these mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and will -
"-substantlally lessen or av0|d the potential adverse envrronmental effect
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because they establish a methodology for tlmlng placement and
construction of utilities and trucks-to avoid potential dxsruptron of utlllty
’ servroe to customers. (FEIS/FSEIR p. 5-11) - - o

5.5. Flnqus Concernmq Hazardous Materlals @acts _

" The identified Hazardous Matenals Impacts that are srgnlf icant or potentrally
significant without mitigation, the mitigation measures and findings of the RT Board

_regardlng those impacts with the mitigation, are as follows:;

S;anfrcant Impact 5.5.3: The potenf/al for encountering pre- exrstmg hazardous L

materials is present during any construction project, particularly within a developed .
area.. Hazardous materials impacts would occur if construction workers or members <

' of the public were exposéd to hazardous materials during. grading and construction

activities or if the likelihood of hazardous Waste m/grat/on were mcreased by

. construction act/wt/es

Based on existing knowledge of contamrnat/on W/thln and. adjacent to the allgnment
there is a likelihood that hazardous materials may be encountered at the folfowing.

«. locations: adjacent to and within the UPRR right-of-way and UPRR Yard, which I/es

across-the alignment east of Sacramento City College; adjacent to. the Orchard

" Supply-Co. at 1731 17th-St; in the vicinity of Broadway Auto Service at 2025
Broadway; adjacent to Freeport Cleaners at 2001 4th-Ave; ‘adjacent to US Co/d
Storage at 2338 9th Ave; VICInIty of AFB Fre/ghf Overhead Door Co and Campbe//

| Soup Co,. near 47th Ave.

M|t|gatlon

5 5 4 The followmg descnbes the mrtlgatlon for these 1mpacts

. Followmg adoptron of the prolect RT will. retaln the servrces of a qualrfed ;-_j;.' o

professronal to prepare a Phase |l site investigation. If the Phase Il -

determmes that any chemicals of concern are present, a Risk Assessment w1|l

“be prepared. A component of the risk. assessment will be the clear . - C i o

“identification of the health effects. of themicals™of concern-that-are=present = — e

within the Corridor. The 'Risk Assessment will also recommend appropriate ...

remediation techniques, preparation of health and safety plans, and other - -
v measures to reduce the rrsk to workers .and. members of the publlc '

. ln order to mrtlgate potential health eﬁects assocrated wrth hazardous :
materials that may be encountered .during project construction, RT will ensure '
_that appropriate health and safety plans are developed and lmplemented
.« Procedures will address the identification,- eéxcavation, handling, and dispoesal of
“i hazardous materials that may be found in the area. These materials. include, .
-and may not be limited to, heavy metals from slag materials, creosote-treated
" railroad ties and utility poles petroleum hydrocarbon rmpacted sorl and -
groundwater;, solvents (TCE), and domestnc chemicals.
. RT will also ensure that near-surface sorls within the UPRR Corrldor w1ll be
“screened for lead arsenate based herbicides and other chemicals of .concern; if -
any. The screening program will include periodic soil sampling and analysis
. adequate to confirm the presence or absence of herbicides along the-length of-
the LRT allgnment lf lead arsenate herblmdes are present health and safety.

39
FOR CITY CLERK USE ONLY .

~© ' RESOLUTION NO.: -
SOV DATE ADOPTED SR




procedures will rnclude dust control measures use of protectrve clothrng and
- respirators. -

. RT will-further ensure that any identifi ed environmental site condrtrons that
may represent a risk to public health and safety will be remediated in

-+ accordance with federal, state, and local environmental laws and regulations..
The work will be performed by environmental professionals routinely engaged ‘
in the remediation of hazardous materials.. Purchase agreements for property -
acquired along the alignment will address the characterization, remedratron
~and habrlrty for existing hazardous envrronmental condrtrons

Flnqus Concermnq Mltrqatlon Measures

i ‘.S/gn/f jcance With Mrt/gat/on

. The RT Board f nds that the above stated mrtlgatron measures.are. ‘
‘incorporated into the proposed SSCP. The RT Board further finds that ‘
" these mitigation measures are appropriate and feasible and will - L
substantially lessen or.avoid the potential adverse: environmental effect e
. because the mitigation imposes specific procedures to addressthe -~
.- identification, excavation, handling and disposal of hazardous materials = -
o that may be found in the rdentrt’ed areas (FEIS/FSEIR p 5-16. ) :

; Sectlon M: Commltment to lmplement Further Mrthatlon

. TheRT Board agrees to lmplement all mrt;gatron measures for rmpacts that -
were ‘determined to be less than signifi cant even withouit mmgatlon Those 1mpacts :
.areas are set forth below. S : : : ‘

[ R Further evrdence of the lncorporat|on of all mrtrgatlon measures |nto the SSCP
_is set forth- in the Mitigation Monitoring Plan attached to the Resolutlon as Exhlbxt C
- and mcorporated by reference therein. - - o )

" The lmpacts determlned to be 1nsrgn|t'cant and not addressed in Sectlon L R
--<hereinzaré- llsted below by rmpact and by their. correspondrng supplemental mrtrgatxon“c.“,c-,:;wc.,,t
number : _ _ . R

Lonq Term. Impacts - . e
. Traffic. - B » " Impact 3.

" Mitigation 3.

R 33 352
- Visual/ Aesthetrcs . -~ Impact44.22 - - - ‘Mitigation 4.4.3 .
Seismicity . - - Impact 4.11. 2 - ¢+ " Mitigation4.11.4 -
Nerghborhoods/Busrnesses lmpact 4 14. 2 e M:trgatlon 4.14. 3
L
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Project Construct:on lmpacts . e : S |

Geologic N Impact 5.3.4 Mitigation 5.3.5
Rail and Bus Transit - Impact56.22 ©  Mitgation 5.6.3
Vehicular Traffic . Impact 5.7.2.2 * Mitigation 5.7.3 . .

' Parking ' Impact 5.8.2 : Mitigation 5.8.3 -

... Visual/ Aesthetics mpact 5.9.1. . Mitigation 5.9.2.
Safety/ Security (constructlon)A ~Impact 5.10 - Mitigation 5. 10
Cultural Resources v Impact 5.11 Mitigation 5.11

- Noise/ Vibration - Impact:5,12 Mitigation 5.12:4
Air Quality : . Ilmpact 5.13.2 - - Mitigation 5:13.3 -
Water Resources - © Impact 5.14.2.2 - ' "Mitigation 5.14.4
. L . © - Impact5.14.3. . - -Mitigation.5.14.4 =
~Neighborhood/ Businesses - Impact-5.15.2 -»Mxtigatlon 5. 15 3{;:{' S

Clarn" catxon of* lmpact 534 and Mmgatlon Measure 5 3 5is as fonows GEOIOQIC Constructlon .

’ 1lmpécts Track reahgnment and the placement of retaining walls'as part of the SSCP, will incorporate’

appropriate drainage design guidelines as needed, based upon the following performance standards:
In conjunction with the final deS|gn for the. SSCP RT will include drainage design requrrements
which:
a) prevent ﬂoodmg by the SSCP on ad}acent proper’nes that are not currently subject to

ﬂoodlng -
b) prevent increased ﬂoodmg by the SSCP-on adjacent propemes that currently flood; and

c) ‘prevent increases: in the duration of flood ﬂows caL.sed by the SSCP to adjacent propertles R
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.7 Section’A: “General Introduction® ©

© v Vi In-approving the South Sac’ra‘nﬁféntd‘C'o‘rridd’rgfPréjef‘ct'(‘.‘SSC;P'-')‘Which:is_zthe S
.. subject of the Final Environmental impact State:mé'ht/Fihal,‘Su,bse‘q'uent-Envirqhm‘er}taI-v Srpee
~,. 7 Impact Report: ("FEIS/FSEIR"); the Regional Transit District Board (“RT” and/or.*RT. - - L
- . Board”)"adopts the following Statement of Overriding Considerationsin support of its, .- -
~ % project approval. The RT Board has considered the information contained in the. Sl
-+ [FEIS/SEIR, and. has fully reviewed and considered the public testimony ‘and‘record in -+ o
- *_this proceeding.. -. -~ Lo e T T

" The RT.Board Fas carefully.balanced the Benefits of the proposed SSGP
{-a’gai_nst’the,‘urnavoidable' adverse impacts identified in the FEIS/FSEIR: . .

- ”ibt?—';m;it-ig-a‘—t‘e_d%tééflévle’l"c')f*insign_‘ ificanceif the SS

+ ;light rail facilities.and services, introduces certain unavoidable and irreversjble " R

~environmental impacts., -
. “Section B:’ Specific Findings ..

‘ 1) '. ProlectBeneﬂts OutwelqhUnavondablelmpacts A

 EXHIBITD

.1 STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS =~
o SUBSEQUENT EN'\/iRoN'ME‘N_TAL: ’M‘.?ACT.REPQRTA?; S

IR SACRAMENTO R’EGLONALIRANglr;- L
el . MARCH 10,1897 - .% * .

[

CFis implemented with.adopted

tigati m'ea_s"t;xEes;‘?iheSe{imp'aet}saca'&e‘fliste_dfbe_}‘qW':byfimp’a’cﬁﬁgrﬁb’é’r’;*ﬁ”"“7“f“’""

3.25(a) in AM. Peal 33:25(6) in PM. Pedk 3325() WA M. and
M Peaks;3.3.2.5(7) in:P.M: Peak: ‘afid 4.8.3, (signifficant ‘at areas 1. 2:

. under o mitigation” (see FEIS/IFSEIR Table.4.8-7

(e P Loy

"
|y

_ The femaining unavoidable and inéversible impacts of the. SSCP are- .

é_cCep'table in light of the economic, fiscal, social, planning,"gransportéﬁon-’fandlchér§ SR .

~ FOR CITYC‘LERKUSE ONLY" .. .
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' Notwithstanding the disclosure 'of impacts identified in'the FEIS/FSEIR as significant - "/
- and pojce_r]tially;sitgniﬁ_ca__nt,:_and",which have not'been &liminatad: or, mitigated to alevel
* ofinsignificance, the RT Board, ‘acting pursuant t6-§1 5093 of thé State CEQA™ . . LA
.+ “Guidelines;hereby.determines that the benefits of the SSCP outweigh the significant -
© uhmitigated adverse environmental.impacts, . . Vo T,

B TheFElS/FSElR 'idehtiﬁesaeachf‘df ‘the_;p'ot_ential adverse im'p'abtsf.whic'h"cénn‘;it:_y T

5,6, 7and 8, as set forth on Table 4.8-7.and FEIS/FSEIR, p. 4-60,,. SRR

i i Although the RT Board bélisves that many of th'e“,unavbidab’l{e’;a‘,nd'jir,reve'r_s_ibl'e;”- L
environmental effects identified in the FEIS/FSEIR; as well.as many of the - - LR
- “environmental effects which have not'been mitigated-to a'point of insighificance, will -~ -~
.~ be'substantially lessened by the: mitigation measures incorporated into the proposed - SRR
. SSCP, it recognizes that implefmentation of the SSCP and-the provision of extended Lo



K considerations set forth herein, because the benefits of the SSCP outweigh any - -+
~ Significant and unavoidable or irreversible adverse environmental impacts of the
- 8SCP. . : N v : '

(2)  Rejected Mitigation Measures

* The mitigation measures which were recommended in the FEIS/FSEIR but n‘.ot o

incorporated into the SSCP due to their infeasibility, are infeasible in part because.
such measures would impose limitations and restrictions on the SSCP so as'to .-,
prohibit the attainment of specific economie, social and: other benefits of the SSCP

. which'the RT Board finds outweigh the unmitigated impacts of the SSCP. Iheﬂbasisf _

- for.these conclusions is set forth herein.

(3) . Balance of Combefinq‘G.oal‘s,

The RT Board"ﬁnds it is imperative‘t'o balance éom'pétihg goals in épprdving '

. the SSCP and certifying the FEIS/FSEIR for the SSCP. Not every environmental

concern has been fully satisfied because. of the need to satisfy competing-concerns to-

- a certain extent.- Accordingly, in some instances the RT Board has chosen to accept .

-certain environmental impacts because to eliminate them would unduly compromise

“ -some other important economic, social or other goals. The RT Board finds and

~determines that the text of the SSCP and the supporting environmental ..
documentation provide for a positive balance of the competing goals and that the- -

- economic, fiscal, social, planning, transportation and other. benefits to be obtained by
-.the’ SSCPoutweigh the environmental-and relatéd potential detriment of the SSCP." -

" Section €: Overriding Considerations

" The RT Bdard specifically finds that to the extent the identiﬁed,édve.rs‘e‘or“'
potentially adverse impacts have not been mitigated to less than significant levels,

. there are specific economic, social, planning, transportation and other considerations -

~which support approval of the proposed SSCP, as set forth below.

G TS i TR, LA e S A T e e b e e ma e e e i et e sl e e

" (1) Economic Considerations

S 'A/Subs'tantial; evidence is included in the record ‘of ihese"brdéeed-ing's, :

demonstrating the economic benefits which will'be derived from the implementation of

. .. the proposed SSCP.. RT has balanced these economic considerations against.the

“unavoidable and irreversible environmental risks identified in.the FEIS/FSEIR, and *
.has’concluded that those impacts are outweighed by economic and other benefits. .
They are addressed-in the RT Board’s Findings of Fact. . In particular, the RT Board
considered those impacts relating to transportation/ circulation and parking, property

acquisition, air quality, noise and vibration, visual ‘and aesthetic resources, safety and .

security, community facilities/services/parklands,. schools and churches, cultural and

historic resources, biological resources, soils, seismicity, hazardous materials; * -

. electromagnetic fields, neighborhoods and businesses, vegetation and wildlife,

geology, utilities, rail and bus transit, and water resources. Upon balancing the

‘environmental risks and countervailing benefits, the RT Board concludes that the: "

economic benefits which will be derived from the implementation of the SSCP -

- outweigh those environmental risks. The positive fiscal impacts include, but are not
limited to the following:.- ‘ : ‘ o
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. (a) CostEffective Fulfillment of Tréhsbpor'taﬁon Goé‘!s’ o

v The SSCP will facilitate fé,de'ral,’ state; county and city governmeht goals to
" develop. a transportation system that provides for the most efficient use of limited -
-financial resources. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 6-1.) L ' -

The Sacramento County General Plan, the Sacramento:Area Council of .

' Governments” Metropolitan Transportation Plan and the California State - - S
Transportation Improvement Program have formally included RT’s, ptan for light-rail~
extension to the south area through. the cost effective and financially feasible. =~ -, .

- approach of the SSCP. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-11.)° The SSCP construction costs will'be - 7
- funded from a combination of federal, state and local funds. . (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-55.) .

- This combined funding ensures the implementation of important transportation goals -
-with an efficient use of financial resources because the costs are not borne by only *
one governmental entity. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 6-15.) This-construction cost sharing - .
approach recognizes that financial resources -are limited among local government®

©entities.” .

" (b) . Regional Economic Benefits from Constfruction : =~

s -The'Sat:r,améhto‘.Metr'cjpo’l&it‘an area Will"(eap'economic" beneﬁts from

- implementation of the SSCP. The SSCP will be developed by several distinct types

e an A e ameg St e s e samen

~of construction activities, some running concurrently and some following each other.
" The.general types of construction activities will be utility relocation, UPRR relo‘catioh,-’* B

- LRT track construction, LRT systems. construction, stations, and parking ot ~ . . T ..
' c’:onstr.uctiOn,iincl'uding_ demolition,. paving and landscaping. - ‘(FEle/FSElR,;p. 5-4.) .

. -~ Under the SSCP, the construction value is approximately $130 million doliars

- -with'the total regional economic output being $228.7 million dollars. The total - - R

regional economic output is based on the value of goods and services created by the’

construction funds being spent. There is a multiplier effect because each dollarof =

construction money is circulated through the economy-more than once. As'to - U

---earnings, .which-are-a:measure- of-hew-much-of-the-construction d ollars=show-up-in- == =-e=—tse
wages and salaries, the. SSCP will provide $59.5: million doltars in regional - - o

© " employment earnings. (FEIS/FSEIR, pp. 5-6 and 5-7.) ‘Consequeritly, the record .

. reflects a substantial influx of dollarsinto the economy.by. implementation of the | .

S (o) - lnci-e'a_s"ed ‘Ri'dei"‘sh'i'p»to Fund Operating and Maintenance . NG "

. . - The SSCP will generate increased rail.boardings and alightings' estimated at
-nearly 12,500 daily trips by the year 2015. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 6-4.) Thiswill be - =
.- reflected in higher farebox recovery ratios (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-67) and'in conjunction - . .
. with other programs in which RT is participating (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-56), will effectively - ... . ~
- cover operating and ‘maintenance costs. for the SSCP. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-55and 6-° -~ . =
- 10.) -Therefore, the'SSCP, in sustaining its own operations, will benefit the region'by © .- =~ .~
not burdening other already stretched funding sources. . - S T

: - The RT.Board finds that the above-destribed economic benefits which will be v -
- derived from implementation of the SSCP with ‘mitigation, when weighed against the

_profound transit-and air quality impacts resulting from-impending growth in theregion - -

- without the proposed. SSCP, override the significant unavoidable and irreversible -

“ environmental impacts-of the proposed SSCP as-identified above. - - T
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- (2) “Social Considerations

These proceedings contain substantial evidence to support the conclusion, that

" the implementation of the proposed SSCP will further social goals that have been . .
- recognized by RT and federal, state and local governmental entities. In an attemptto -

. growth and includes maj

effectively and comprehensively address regional transportation needs; the proposed
SSCP provides various social benefits to the future of the region; including but not
limited to the following: o : R S : :

- (a)  Transit Considerations

-~ The South Sacramento Corridor is located in one of th'vezfés‘cé_st' growing-urban - -
- areas in the State of California and in the nation. Between 1980 and 1990, the’ " -

Sacramento consolidated metropolitan statistical area population grew by 35 percent..
The South Sacramento Corridor is expected to grow 25 percent by the year 2015. -

Moreover, the South Sacramento Corridor has been a major focus of metropolitan -
) ar or development and redevelopment opportunities: that are ...
- expected to attract a large share of future population and employment actiyity at’40.

percent above 1990 levels. (FEIS/FSEIR, pp. 1-3 and 1-5.) . S .

- There is substantial evidence in the record to demonstrate that there are'traffic

impacts associated with this anticipated growth that will continue to negatively affect -

:the-quality of life.in the region. The impacts of this rapid growth will be alleviated by~
~ the SSCP. The SSCPwill: . » S _ N

S 'A.‘W lmprové'p'ublic transjit services ~in the,ra'pidly _gfowingSo‘uth Séc‘r_érﬁentoe;

~ area by providing increased capacity and faster, convenient access to
- downtown Sacramento and major Corridor activity centers; ‘ :

B: Enha.nce regional connectivity through expanded, interqonnecfed LRT
‘ services along the primary travel corridors in. Sacramento County, - '~
“including 1-80 east (existing Northeast Line), US 50 (existing Folsom. -

i .. Ming), and SR 99/1-5 (proposed South Line) . . o .l -
.G Aéoom_moaate futyre travel demand iri the Corridor by expanding ;r‘n,o‘da"vl R

« options; -

. D. - Alleviate growing traffic congéstion on the I-5 and SR 99 freeways

- between downtown Sacramento and-the communities of Elk Grove,

- Laguna Creek and Laguna West, and on the major north-scuth .arterials -

_-in South Sacramento, such as Freeport Boulevard and Franklin® .. .
Boulevard; and : SR T )
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E.  Alleviate the growing parking demand in downtown Sacramento and the
congestion and circulation impacts resulting form increased peak hour
traffic.” o Co o

Based on the anticipated traffic impacts resulting from regional growth, -the
Sacramento Cotinty General Plan, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments’ T
Metropolitan Transportation Plan and the California State Improvement Program have’ -

- formally incorporated the plan for light rail extension to the south area through the '
cost effective and financially feasible approach of the SSCP. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 2-11)

- . implement governmental objectives for managing traffic concerns in the face of -
growth pressures. ' o S o

Therefore, the RT Board finds that the adoption of the proposed SSCP will effectively o ‘

(_b) Permanent' Job ‘Creation

- Asdiscussed, the SSCP will inject over $228.8 million dollars irfto the regional -
- economy-and add another $59.5 million dollars. in earnings. - Job creation is another -

- measure of the construction dollars on wages and salaries. Under the_SSCP,'thes;_é L

- will constitute annual full- time equivalent jobs during the construction period,

~_ Although short-term basic sector jobs will also exist during the construction-period, - -
the number of continuing operational employment epportunities for the SSCP is‘over:

1,200, with total jobs created being at 3,000 for the SSCP. " (FEIS/IFSEIR, p. 5:7)

(¢) - - Transif Service Equity/Environmental Justice

" The major fransit improvements impleniented by the SSCP will ensure that .

‘transit system equity is maintained as travel demand increases in future years.
~Transit system equity is measured in terms of the level of service and the capitol
resources provided. (FEIS/FSEIR, p.1-13.) There are. high proportions of fransit-". -
dependent populations in the South Sacramento Corridor which create a- - R
demonstrable need for enhanced mobility through public transportation. The SSCP
will satisfy this need by ensuring that.enhanced rail, bus and modal options are.

"education, medical, and retail centers for South Sacramento Corridor residents; in
~ particular low income, youth, elderly, disabled and ethnic minority populations. . " -
(FEIS/FSEIR, p. S-2.) - The SSCP is an efficient, cost effective. strategy to increase: " -
service levels and add capacity to the South Sacramento: Corridor, comparable to the’
- service improvements that have been implemented or are planned in other areas. .

) Planv.nind and Land Use Considerations =

. Within the South SaCrérhento Corridor, there is a large supply of land available L
“for residential, commercial and industrial development. There are also opportunities

.- for infill development that would relieve pressure for the conversion of agricultural -

- . land and open spate. Transit is a tool to help shape urban development patterns.”. "~ i
 'For example, fixed guideway services, such as Iight_ rail offer more potential than bus:™ -

only services to influence land uses.

*The existence of light rail will facilitate development around the stations.

Specifically, there. are four redevelopment and revitalization opportunities under study -

along roadway corridors served by the SSCP. . (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-13.) The ;
implementation’of the SSCP will help-shape development in these areas consistent
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with the Sacramento County General Plan which difects tran'S‘it"orier)'ted.d'e\'/elopment
based upon future light rail lines and-transit stops. (FEI-S/FSEIR, p.2-11.) -+

() ".Air Quality Considerations

The SSCP will improve regional air quality by reducing auto emissions. The -
ineluctable result of growth in the region‘will be increasing congestion and slower =~ = -
travel fimes for both auto and transit, which in turn worsens air quality. Currently, . ..
Metropolitan Sacramento has the fifth worst air quality in the United -States'and is an .
Environmental Protection Agency designated non-attainment area for ozone; carbon' - -
monoxide and particulate matter. (FEIS/FSEIR, p. 1-11.)" . = " =i e

_ The RT Board finds that the SSCP will directly further'the clean air policy . - . B
objectives adopted in the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District's = -
Air Quality Attainment Plan-and the Sacramento County General Plan’s goal for the
-development of light rail as a major clean air policy objective: ‘ S

.. Section D: ~ Conclusion

" The RT Board has balanced .’t‘he'._s"o“_ciél', ‘econ'(:)»r.nic-: and other considerations
against the unavoidable environmental risks identified in the FEIS/SDEIR and has-.
- concluded that the economic, social-and other benefits outweigh-those unavoidable .

- .environmental risks, - -

. The Board further finds that each of the benefits or reasons described above in
- - this Statement of O_verriding'Considerations is: individually sufficient by itself to- -
~outweigh and override the environmental risks; and support the approval of the

: .- _In.conclusion; the RT Board has determined that any remaining environmental
effects attributable to the proposed SSCP which are found to be unavoidable in the
G e .. preceding Findings of Fact, are acceptable due to the overriding concerns set forth in =~ .
i e s thiS Statement of-Overriding-Considerations.~The-Board- has-concluded-that despite-== ="
R the remaining significant impacts, the proposed SSCP. with mitigation should be " - :
~approved. .o e . Ty
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