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March 15, 1985 v

City Council
Sacramento, California

Honorable Members in Session:

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

SUMMARY :

The Envirommental 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
Envirommental 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 mot 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 fram Calvados Avenue to Dixeanne Avenue and
installing an overlay on the existing street from Dixieanne Avenue to Frienza
Avenue.
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RECOMMENDATION :

The Environmmental Coordinator recammends that the attached Resolution be approved
which will:

1. Detemmine that the proposed project will not have a
significant effect on the enviromment.

2. BApprove the Negative Declaration
3. Approve the project

4. Authorize the Environmental Coordinator to file a Notice of
Detemmination with the County Clerk

Respeczully submitted,
M. FW

Engineering Division Manager

Recmmerxiation Approved :

Approved:
WALTER J S PE MELVIN H, J
City Manager Director of ic Works

March 19, 1985
DISTRICT NO. 2
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RESOLUTION NO. §5-/97
ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL ON DATE OF
MARCH 19TH, 1985

RESQLUTION APPROVING NEGATIVE DECTIARATION FOR

™0 _FRITMZA AVENUE

WHEREAS, .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

WHERE’AS, the prescribed time far receiving appeals has elapsed amd no appeals
were received.
NOW, THEREFORE, EEIT.REELVEDBY'IHE(IXMLOFTHECITYG?SACRAMENIO:

1. That. the proposed project Evergreen Street Videning from Calvados Avenue

to Frienza Avenue will not have a significant effect

an the envirorment. .

2. That the Negative Decl'l.arati'on for the above—described project is hereby
approved.

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

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

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

. .. . . D
Clerk a Notice of Determination for said project. [—:\j‘:’iﬁ@@&{%m
R
i ; 1985
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION . l

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 (Resoluticn 73-172) adopted by the City of Sacramento,
pursuant to Sacramento City Ccde Chapter 63, the Environmental Ccor-
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 STREETWIDENING FrRoM CRLVADOS AvE. To FRIENZA Ave. -
WIDEN EVERGREEN ST- FRoM CALVADES Rve TO DINEQANNE Five. AND
OVERLAY THE REMRAINDER 70 FRIENZA Ave.

2. Location of Project:
EverGre=en Srreer Berwesw CAcvqDos Ave. awnp FrienzRAve.

£
¢

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 supporting the
above finding and any mitigation measures included in the
project to avoid any potentially SLgnlflcant effects iden-
tified in the initial study.

5. The Initial Study was Prepared bv Gaererr D CR/S#ELL.

6. A copy of the Initial Studv and this NegativeJEE gration
may be -obtained at 9153 - I Street, Room 4%&1 Eg,
Califérnia 95314. *

MAR -1 1945

ElLs
BY Z THowag, g " e

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

DATED: FEBRUARRY 26,1965




CITY CF S2CRAMEIITO
INTTIAL STUDY . l
References are to California Administrative Code, Title 14, Division 6 Chapter 3,
Article 7, Secticn 15063

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

Everareen Irreer W, LV, Ave. 1o Frieyz A Rve. -
1DEN EVE, Sr. Frosm CARvipes Pre. 7o Dixie, VA, o)

THE REMRINDER T FRIENA FVE,

2. Envirommental Setting (15963 (&) (2))

PRoJECT IS LOCATED in_ AN LREA oF GENERRL COMMERCIAL '

(c-2) prno Ligwr InDUsTRIA ZeNivG! M—')

.

3. Envircrmental Effects - Attached checklist must be carpleted by person conducting

initial study (15063 (d) (3))

4. Mitigation Measures - Attached list of mitigation measures rust be campleted by
person conducting initial study (15063 (d) (4))

5. Campatibility with Existing Zoning and Plans (15063 @) (3))
ProuEer IS COMPRTIBLE wWiTH TrE ZONING Orpivmrci Anp GENERAL Perny
OF Twa Ciury OF SRCRAMENTD. '

.-

Date FragiaRy 26 /285 "C‘Zu.g ’—é.wM

(Sicnature)/

mitle LApwivysrCorve /23sisrenT
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ENVIROMMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
C.C.¥0. D674
tate: Fzg. 26, /285
BACKGROUND
1. Name of Project V. S TREET NING

2. City Departoent Inittating Project FPugerc Wepss
3. Name of Individual Preparing Checklist (FREXETT D.(CRISFEELL
4. s Checklist Being Prepared for CEQA_MX  or NEPA 7

5. Source of Funding of Project_ MAIOR STREELET CnnSTRUCT/ION FUNDS

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
(Explanations of all “yes® and “maybe® answers are required under [tem [I1.)

Yes  Mayoe No
1. Eartn. Will tne praposal resuylt in:

|
be

a. Unstaple earth conditions or {n changes in geologic substructures?

©. DOfgruptions, displecements, campaction or gvercovering of the soil? X — —_—
Cc. Change in topography or ground surface rel{ef features? — — X
d. The destruction, covering or modification of any unique geologic or physical .

features? —_— — ..X_
e. Any increase in wind or water erosion of soils, 2ither on or off the site? —_— — X
f. Changes i{n 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 bay, iniet or lake? _ _ X

g. Exposure of people or property to geologic hazards such as earthquakes.

lanaslides, mudslides, grouna failure, or similar hazards? _— — _&

2. Air. Will che proposal result in: )

a. Substantial air emissicns or deterioration of amoient air quality? —_ X —
b. The creation of objectionable odors? _ — X
c. Alteration of air movement, moisture or temperature, or any change in

climate, eitner locally or regionaily? . — - X

3. Water. ¥ill the proposal result in:

a. (hanges in currents, or the course or direction of water mvemnts. in

either marine or fresn waters? — _— X
b. Changes in adsorption rates, drainage patrerns, or the rate and amount

of surface water runoff? — _ X
¢. Alterations 20 the course or flow of flood waters? — _— p. o
d. Change in the amount of surface water in any water dody? — _— X
e. Discharge into surface waters, or in any alteration of surface water

quality, incluaing dut not limited to temperature, dissalved oxygen

or twrbidity? _ — p.4
f. Alteration of the qirection or rate of flow of ground waters. — - - X
g. Change in the quantity of grouna waters, either through direct additions

Or withdriwals, or through interception of an aquifer by cuts or

excavations? -_— —_— X
h. Supstantial reduction in the umcunt of water otherwise avatlable for

punifc water supplies? — —_ 2.9
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S.

6.

7.
8.

9.

n.

12.

13.

14,

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

Plant Life. W%i11 the proposal result in:

a. Change in the diversity of species, or number of any species of
olants {including trees, shruns, grass, crops, microfiora 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 bcrrur ’
tc the normal replenishment of extisting species?

d. Reduction in acreage of any agricultural crop?

Animal Life. W11 the proposal result in:

4. Change in the diversity of species, or numbers of any species of animals
{biras, land antmals including reptiles, fish and shellfish, benthic
organisms, insects or microfaunal?

b. Reduction of the numbers of any unique, rare or endingered species
of animais?

¢. Introduction of new spectes of animals into an ares, or resylt in
a barrier to the aigration cr movement of animals?

d. Oeterfioration to existing fish or wildlife habitac?

Noise. Will the proposal result in:

4. Increase fn existing noise levels?

b. Exposure of people to severe noise levels?

Light and Glare. ¥l th‘e proposal produce new light or glare?

Land Use. Will the proposal result in.a_substantial- almuen-of the
present or planned use of an area?

Natural Resources. Wfll the proposal result in:

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

b. Substantial depletion-of any nonrenewanlie natural resource?

Risk of Ugset. Does the proposal involve a risk of an explosion or the
release of hazardous substances {incluaing, but not limited to, oil,
pesticides, chemicals or radiation) in the event of an accident or
upset conditions? .

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

Housing. Will the proposal affect existing housing, or create a demsng for
aaaitional housing?:

TransportationyCircutation. Will the proposal result fn:

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

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

e. Alterations to waterborne, rail or air traffic?

f. Increase in traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or pecestrians?

Public Services. Wi{ll the proposal have an effect upon, Or result in a need for

New or alterea jovernmental services in any of the foilowing areas:
a. Fire protection?
b. Police protection?

¢. Schools?

|x
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17.

18.

19.

20.

2.

d. Parks or other recreational factlities?

e. Maintenance of public facilities, inciuding roads?
f. Other governmental services?

Energy. W1l the proposal resylt in:

s. Use of substantfal amounts of fuel or energy?

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

Util{ties. W{11 the proposal result in a neea for new systems, or substantial

alterations to the following uttltties:

2. Power or natural gas?

b. Comnunications systems?

c. Water?

d. Sewer or septic tanks?

e¢. Storm water drainage?

f. Solid waste and disposal?

Human Health. W11 the proposal result in:

a. Creation of any health hazard or poteatial heaith hazard (excluding
oental health)?

b. Exposure of people to potential health hazards?

Aesthetics. W11 the proposal result in tne cbstructiom of any scenic
Vista cr view open to the public, or will the proposal result in the
creation of an aestheticaily offensive site open to pudlic view?

Recreation. W1l the preposa) result im an impact upon the qualfity
or quantity of existing recreational opportunities?

Archeologfcal /Mistorical. Will the proposal result in an alteration
of a significant archeological or historical site, structure, object
or building?

Mangatory Findings of Significance.

a. Dges the project have the potential to cegrade the quality of
the enviromment, substantially reacuce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife poouiation to
drop below self sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a
plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare.ar endangered piant or anisat or eliminate
important examples of the major perioass of California history
or prehistory?

b. Ooces the project have the potential to achieve short-term, to
the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? (A short-
term impact on the environment {§ one wnich occurs in a
reiatively brief, definitive period of time while long-term impacts
will endure well {nto the future.)

c. .Does the project have impacts which are indivicually limited, but
cumul atively consideradble? (A project may impact on two Or more
separate resources where the impact on each resource is relatively
small, but where the effect of the total of those \mpacts on the
environment is stgnificant.

d. Does the project have environmental effects wnich will cause
sunstantial adverse effects on human deings, either directly
or indirectly?

TWyoe
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DISCUSSION OF ENYIROMMENTAL EYALUATION {any “yes® or °"mayde’ answers must be explaincd - attached
adaitionsl sheets {f necessary)

1b., Tar PORTION oF 7MeE ITREET TWAT witt BE WICENED wWitl

LT IN D1 “ LA [ ELCOVER ING
OF & Sple,

. T AT 1Y% o o SERIORRPBTE DURING
CONITRUCTION £3 8 RESUeT oFf DYST GENSERTED By TNE
CONITRUCT ION EQUIPMENT DUR NG EXCRVLTION BND TRADNG,

J ~ Je s, el INCRERIE
IN THE EXISTING NOISE Leyeas , CRAUIED BY THe EQUIPMENT LSeD.
[4.C. Srrggr MRAINTENBNCE with, (N _THE tonGg RUN, BE INCRERSED
= & REL &/ 2L D,

.

Mitigation measures proposed to sinimize environmental impacts for.the project as fdentiffed above.
(Explain in detail - if none, so state) .

1.b. Nowne
2.Q,. WL = / URIN
EXCRYPBTION RND Qg&p_uﬁ__azggﬂ__no«s.
Q.. o E LLTIO 18 2L / ESTRICTINGG

CONSTRUCTICN NOURS T 7WE NORMRE DRYLIGHNT WORKING
MOpRs AND ENSORINCG THRBT Rel CONSTRUICT /ON EQUIPMENT
1S PRoviPED W (T PRCPER MUFFLIMG DEVICES.
(4.8 TnsTReLAT 08 OF THE NEW STREET SURFACE witt REDUCE
MBINTENRNCE REQOIREMENTS Ene £ NUMBER DF YEQRS,
BT Tra RroonT O RODITION 7L [ASINTENRNCE THA T WL
RESOLT  PROM TIHIS PROJECT 1J INSIGNIFICRNT Wil RESPECT

T TNE TOTR. BRRER CURIIENTLY MRINI?/NED _BY 7e Cry.
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Date

Alternatives to the project which would produce less of 4n adverse impect on the environment
(lower density, less intense land yse, move building on site, no project, et cetera)

Npo PRCAIELT — FRICIRE 7D PEREFORM THE PROJECT WOULD

L s £ o DISREPRIR

BND T ONE JECTiony QF THE STREET oo NARROW

FOR Tra YoromeE OF TRRAFA(C USING THE JYRELET TNEIL

[ (%4 - [~

— TRREFIC RACGIOENTI N THRT STREET,

DETERMINATION
On the basis of this initial study:

[3) 1 find the prooosed project COULD NOT have a significant effect 0n the environment, ana a
NEGATIYE DECLARATION will be prevared.

[ ] I find that although the preposed project could have a significant effect on the enviren-
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 environmant is so remote as to be insignificant.

{ ] I find the croposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, anda an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPQRT IS REQUIRED.

FeEpruopRry 26, 1985 _@g 9 z , ,

.. . {Signature} /
Title_PDMINISTRRTIVE SSSISTANT




