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Honorable Members in Session: 

SUBJECT: Resolution Approving Negative Declaration for Evergreen Street Widening 
From Calvados Avenue to Frienza Avenue, CC: 9674 

SUMMARY: 

The Environmental Coordinator has reviewed this project and finds that it will 
not have a significant adverse effect on the physical environment and therefore 
recommends that the project and a Negative Declaration be approved by the City 
Council. 

BACKGROUND: 

In accordance with the State EIR Guide Lines for implementation of the California 
Environmental Quality Act of 1970, dated August 1983, an initial study was performed. 
As a result of this study, it was determined that the Evergreen Street Widening 
Project would not have a significant adverse effect on the physical environment 
and a draft Negative Declaration was prepared. On March 1, 1985, the Negative 
Declaration was filed with the County Clerk. On March 4, 1985, Notice of Opportunity 
for public review of the draft Negative Declaration was published in the Sacramento 
Union. The appropriate length of time has elapsed for receipt of comments regarding 
the Negative Declaration, with no comments having been received. This project will 
consist of widening Evergreen Street from Calvados Avenue to Dixeanne Avenue and 
installing an overlay on the existing street from Dixieanne Avenue to Frienza 
Avenue.
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WALTER J. S PE 
City Manager

Approved: 

Mokr1:—. 
MELVIN H. J 
Director of 

March 19, 1985 
DISTRICT NO. 2

RECOMMENDATION:  

The Environmental Coordinator recommends that the attached Resolution be approved 
which will:

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

2. Approve the Negative Declaration 

3. Approve the project 

4. Authorize the Environmental Coordinator to file a tice of 
Determination with the County Clerk 

Respec lly submitted, 

/,/ 
Vir

4
440 

M. Fl 
Engineering Division Manager 

Recommendation Approved: 

GDC:yg 

T/1/A/1 & 2



RESOLUTION NO. 7.5-14/1 
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF 

MARCH 19TH, 1985 

RESOUJTICN APPROVINt NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR 

FVF!PC-MFFNI STRPRT WIMPVITNYZ T7P(W CATATAMR AWN=  

111 PRTPTIZA AVFAIT1R 

loiHEREAE,.on  March 1, 1985 	 Melvin H. Johnson, Environmen-



tal Coordinator of the City of Sacramento, filed a Negative Declaration with the 

County Clerk of Sacramento County for the following proposed City initiated pro-

ject: Evergreen Street Widening from Calvados Avenue to Frienza Avenue 

WHEREAS, the prescribed time for receiving-appeals has elapsed and no appeals 

were received. 

Nail, THEREFORE, BE 1T. RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO: 

1.	 t. the proposed project Evergreen Street Widening fram . Calvados Avenue 

to Frienza Avenue 	 wdll not have a significant effect 

on the environment. 

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

approved.

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

widening Evergreen Street from Calvados Avenue to Dixieanne Avenue and installing an 
overlay on the existing street from Dixeanne Avenue to Frienza Avenue 

4. That the Environmental Coordinator is authorized to file with the County 

Clerk a Notice of Determination for said project.
[EBY The 

cry"? COuNCIL 

ATTEST:
(AAR 1985 

THE	 - N..	 MAYOR OFFICE OF crry 

CITY CLERK



NEGATIVE DECLARATION  

Pursuant to Division 6, Title 14, Chapter 3, Article 7, Section 
15033 of the California Administrative Code and pursuant to the Pro-
cedures and Guidelines for preparation and processing of Environmental 
Impact Reports (Resolution 78-172) adopted by the City of Sacramento, 
pursuant to Sacramento City Code Chapter 63y the Environmental Coor-
dinator of the City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation, 
does prepare, make, declare, publish, and cause to be filed with the 
County Clerk of Sacramento County, State of California this Negative 
Declaration regarding the project described as follows: 

1. Title and Short Description of Project: 

EVERGREEN  .57Aa57 ie11DENING FROM CAPLVI9D0a Ave. rb rAvenvz,gp Alve. - 

WW LW EverreGREEN	 Ffecol CALvi9Vo.S ve• T PauzgAkve Am'. AND 

OvERA-Ave "THERAWAhvANnolse 7b A7AWNZA,AVAIr. 

2. Location of Project: 
EVERG Ra'EN STREET' BAT bitea-s.V CALVA? ASS 4VE. AlvD FIZ/EWZA4VE. 

3. The Proponent of the Project: City of Sacramento 

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

5. The Initial Study was Prepared by cRISPELL 

6. A copy of the Initial Study and this Negative	 Aration 
may be obtained at 915 - I Street, Room 2filio, 
Califoinia 95314. 

DATED: FEBFWARY 26.1985

1184?*-1 1985 

ATERWMELLSWItCLERK


By4THOMAS.Deputy 

Environmental Coordinator of 
the City of Sacramento, 
California, a municipal 
corporation



CITY CF SACPPLIEEITO 

mirrIAL STUDY 

References are to California Adatinistrative COde, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, 
Article 7, Section 15063 

1. Title and Description of Project (15063 (d)(1)) 

EVERGREEN %.17-REET WIDEA/WG A-Ron o CALV,gpoi' 4v. rb F-AziewzA 4ve.- 

rovew Eveme,-„vei,./ thAVD#4 CA e- i/gCCi rE. fb Dix/Ed94,,y,c /17 ve. Awe, OyeselAy 

reee ;Zrevliivitlyze Tb A-R/EA/A 41/&-.  

2. Environrrental Setting (15063 (d)(2)) 

PR C./ g C 7- /6 L.00ATEZD /Ai AN f9/74-4 OF GENF-R/94. Cont•lrelER CIA? L  

(C-2) 19No L./GHT ..LNDIJSTW/Ail. ZeNtivcit144—O.  

3. Environmental Effects - Attached checklist must be completed by person conducting 
initial study (15063 (d)(3)) 

4. Mitigation 1 .1 asures - Attached list of mitigation measures must be completed by 
person conducting initial study (15063 (d) (4)) 

5. Comatibilitv with Existing Zoning and Plans (15063 (d)(5)) 

PRo.lecT IS CO.WPAT-181...67 wire rv ZONWG 0.4Zp/A/4neCir ,c,va GEavcR.AL. 71~ 
CF Mee Ciry OF Z-AcWago•te'r171). 

• 

Date  rL'AIRY 26, /98.5 	
(Siona ture)/ 

Title  .19r/w/A/i.17"-R:977 ye' /9.15/57791V7- 



ENVIRCRIMEiT- AL— CNCKLIS T FORS

C.C. No.  5,6,74'  

Date: Fee 2C /e13...5 

I. BACKGROUND 

1. Name of ProjectEvr x EY	 • ,E7*	 inV 

Z. City Department Initiating Project 	 Pagrc.,C LA/ORic s 

3. Name of :ndividual Preparing Checklist 0.4R7eE77"  
4. Is Checklist Being Prepared for CEOAJS or NEPA 

S. Source of Funding of Project  A.14.167z.57-ReerCrIA(OTIZLICT/ON AlJA/PS 
II. ENVIROAMENTAL IMPACTS 

(Explanations of all 'yes* and 'maybe answers are required under Item III.)

Yes talt No 

I. Earth. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Unstable earth conditions or in changes in geologic substructures? 

0. Disruptions. displacements, compaction or overcovering of the soil? 

c. Mange in topography or ground surface relief features? 

d. The destruction, covering or modification of any unique geologic or physical 
features? 

e. Any increase In wind or water erosion of soils, either on or off the site? 

f. Changes in deposition or erosion of beach sands, or changes 
in siltation, deposition or erosion which may modify the 
channel of a river dr stream or the bed of the ocean or 
any Day, inlet or lake? 

g. Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes, 
lanoslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar hazards? 

Z. Air. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Substantial air emissicns or deterioration of amoient air quality? 

b. The creat:on of objectionable odors? 

c. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in 
climate, either locally or regionally? 

3. Water. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water movements, in 
either marine or fresn waters? 

b. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and amount 
of surface water runoff? 

c. Alterations to the course or flow of flood waters? 

d. Change in the amount of surface water in any water 000? 

e. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water 
quality, including out not limited to temperature, dissolved oxygen 
or turbidity? 

f. Alteration of the direction or rate of flow of ground waters. 

g. Change in the quantity of grouno waters, either through direct additions 
or withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts or 
excavations? 

h. Substantiol reduction in the =cunt of water otherwise available for 
puolic water supplies?



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

4. Plant Life. Will the proposal result In: 

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

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

C. Introduction of new species of plants into an area, or in a barrier 
to the normal replenishment of existing species/ 

d. Reduction in acreage of any agriculture] crop? 

6. Animal Life. Will the proposal result In: 

4. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals 
(birds, land animals including reptiles, fish and shellfish. benthic 
organisms, insects or micrafauna)? 

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

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

d. Deterioration to existing fish or wildlife habitat? 

6. Noise. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Increase in existing noise levels? 

b. Exposure of people to severe noise levels? 

7. Light and Glare. Will the proposal produce new light or glare? 

6. Land Use. Will the proposal result In substantial. alteration of the-
present or planned use of an area? 

9. Natural Resources. Will the proposal result in: 

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

b. Substantial depletion of any nonrenewaole natural resource? 

10. Risk of Upset. Does the proposal involve a risk of an exp losion or the 
release of hazaroous substances (incluoing, but not limited to, oil, 
pesticides, chemicals or radiation) in the event of an accident or 
upset conditions? 

11. Peculation. Will the proposal alter the location, distribution, density, or 
growth rate of the human population of an area? 	 '	 X 

12. Housing. Will the proposal affect existing housing, or create a demand for 
dooitional housing?' 

13. TranscortationiCirculatIon. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Generation of substantial additional vehitular movement? 

b. Effects on existing parking facilities, or demand for new parking? 

	

.	 • 
c. Substantial impact upon existing transportation systems? 

e. Alterations to present patterns of circulation or movement of people 

	

and/or goods?	 X 

e. Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic? --- 

f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or pedestrians? 	 .21L 

14. Public Services. Will the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for 
new or a terea governmental services in any of the following areas: 

a. Fire protection? 

b. Police protection? 

C. Schools?

25_ 

••n•



'es !a= !2— 

d. Parks or other recreational facilities?	 --- 

e. Maintenance of public facilities. Including roads? 	 MAIN.	 n••n•• 

f. Other governmental services? 

15. Energy. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Use of substantial amounts of fuel or energy? 	 JK_ 

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

Utilities. Will the proposal result in a need for new systems, or substantial 
a terations to the following utilities: 

a. 'Power or natural gas? ---	 --- 

b. Camnunications systems? --- 

c.Water?  --- 

d. Sewer or septic tanks? --- 

e. Storm water drainage? 

f. Solid waste and disposal? 

17. Human Health. Will the proposal result in: 

a. Creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard (excluding 
mental health)? 

b. Exposure of people to potential health hazards? 

18. Aesthetics. Will the proposal result in tile obstruction of any scenic 
vista or view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the 
creation of an aesthetically offensive site open to public view? 

19. Recreation. Will the proposal result in an impact u pon the quality 
or quantity of existing recreational opportunities? 

20. Archeological/Historical. Will the proposal result in an alteration 
of a significant archeological or historical site, structure, object • 
or building? 

21. Manciatory Findings of Significance. 

a. Does the project have the Potential to degrade tile quality of 
the environment, substantially reauce the haoitat of a fish 	 • 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife po pulation to 

drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community, reduce the num per or restrict 
the range of a rare.or endangered plant or anidai or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California history 
or prehistory? 

b. Does the project have the potential to achieve short-tens, to 
the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-
term impact on the environment it one which occurs in a 

relatively brief, definitive period of time while long-term impacts 
will endure well into the future.) 

c. Does the project have impacts which are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? (A project may impact on two or more 
separate resources where tile impact on eacn resource is relatively 
small, but where the effect of the total of those impacts on the 
environment is significant. 

d. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause 
Substantial adverse 'effects on human beings, either directly 
or indirectly?



114. DISCUSSION OF ENVIROWENTAL EVALUATION (any 'yes' or 'maybe Milian sent be explained • attached 
additional sheets if necessary) 

7-779A- p072770 Al ria. 7$	 r TWAT' WILL. Bre wiz:rawer,  

DAIR0177-70^.1 121PLAIC-El4ENTA7 ,v27 OvEnzcoveicebsiG  

OFF 7,, An14.  

THE	 ir .4/12 Ocle?Lirr'ied, y 067W2fORAI7e DOR/A/C;  

CONJTeUcTiON As At RA-Sel d-l- 	 DC)5r GePealeAPTED ar  

riltV4TRUCT/Ono 4-00/PMEAtr pos? /,v(sejecsiteriew. op.sizr GRAp.AIG-

6. (2-. V 1I1 TNE- CONSTPrOGrietv P•1#9,54. 7e1,im2E Wit- igff Atm 14/CRCA.S£  

/#1 nee EXAST7son A/0/64- LEye-A.,, CohmED gy 71*e ecoipmemr Oder!  

pi. e. .57-Fera7 • f4i51/AiTEN.9Atc&	 THe Le ArG R•Lbv, Re nverowsc.r,  

E5'.a-e_AfodE OF INF AVCIP-mA1.1A" in/ 77ie ARE-12 Efe'ING Sc.J.Wricer7P.  

IV. Mitigation measures proposed to minimize envirommental impacts for.the project as identified above. 
(Explain in detail - if none., so state) 

AloNE  

2.a... 0 OST v4./11-4. A letiAldfollZffD 1:41e DAlvflgWil/N	 dn/4.. DcJ72/AIG 

EXc_AVAT7o ...1 ArND al2,927wer. CPe-o.orfolYs.  

6.0.. Weise pot-corm". wFL.L.	 FIELZ, Tri 19 elsre.iitioofey I3y gesr7ventvcr; 

cenIsT reOCT/Cov te4i5 cJIZZ Tb TWEr A(CO2,07•44- r,4 yLiGHT• WORYVAIG  

HOL.Les AWL" ENSOR /0%0C; 7AP#.47-• n11-1- en/Y37-ROG7 4i eoolprIEwr  

IS Pleovever, w/ni PlecIPErR frfo,=-Ft.J.vo vevicEs.  

/4.e. 2.Y.s74,-1- M Tio.vc 7-tee New	 T SLoZicAce- WILL REDGICE 

monovr isfAct nve APEItt>tiVIZEtorE'A/TS FrIX:i• 49 1VadbfigTE74 1:)F YEA•reS,  

Eft."7- Ter'E .4190fosine7rOF AVeti7-Ittni /qt. fr1,49 nnn17- A(A,Ve.Ar 7)e,97- WILL.  

1:ZE,Stmr"'PROPO -rhits ppzede-cr imesfaisin&-/cAPAer w/7>1 leZsPccr  
71:1 rnse Telnolc 19R4-49 cusz,c2ffiv7cr- PIIVIA/779//v4r0 ay mer Ory. 

I.



(Signature) 

Title  9VAV4(45TRR774/Z,516.17.57,9AIT 

V. Alternatives to the project which would produce less of an adverse Impact on the environment 
(lower density, less intense land use. move building on site, no project, et cetera) 

PPC...10=!..7	 ir/17/4:1./.1Z4E 712. PeneA=01?"1 774er ppp/AEZ:7 wea-1A-0  

LE4vog EVERMRA'Aew 6.7-p."-.7- /A0 4 ,17-4s re e3A-

AtID WI 7-pr DA, 1.1 et riot.' CF THe a57IZEE7— Too MR PR CW  

FR.. nye VOL. LiNie OF 77Z.4700",w/c: 41:5/Ale; 771AT :57774r07-. 71,10ezygr  

FAcror2.1 C:f7el44JD zAr,o717 7-10 AWV Merl:M-49de	 Aiampisr,17.e ohe-

TRA/Fprc 	 7-nwr	 OAT:  

VI. DETERMINATION 

On the basis of this initial study: 

I y) I find the p roposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, arm a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

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

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

Date  FEBRU I RI, 24, 


