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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1. PROJECT UNDER REVIEW 

Project Location 

The project under review in this EIR is the implementation of the Florin Road 
Redevelopment Plan (Plan).  The Project Area is located within the boundaries of 
unincorporated Sacramento County, California (County), in the South Sacramento 
Community.  A map of the proposed Project Area boundaries is contained in Figure 1-1.  The 
proposed Project Area is approximately 280 acres, and generally bounded by Highway 99, 
65th Street, Lindale Drive, Stockton Boulevard, and 66th Avenue. 

Project Description Summary 

The Redevelopment Agency proposes to establish the Florin Road Redevelopment Project 
Area to provide the Agency with the tools needed to revitalize a relatively stagnant part of 
the community by removing physical and economic blight.  The Redevelopment Plan would 
implement the County’s adopted General Plan by, among other things, funding public 
improvement projects, developing vacant properties and redeveloping underutilized 
properties, thereby improving property values.  

The Redevelopment Plan provides the Agency with powers, duties, and obligations to 
implement and further the program generally formulated in the plan.  Because of the long-
term nature of the Redevelopment Plan and the need to retain flexibility, it does not present a 
precise plan or select from among possible projects for any specific area.  The proposed 
Redevelopment Plan presents a process and a basic framework within which specific plans 
will be presented, specific projects will be established, and specific solutions will be 
proposed, and by which tools are provided to fashion, develop, and proceed with such 
actions.  The proposed Redevelopment Plan will provide a financing and implementation 
mechanism by which the Agency can utilize a range of projects and programs and work with 
residents, businesses, and property owners to alleviate the blighted conditions that exist in the 
Project Area.  

The Agency proposes to eliminate and prevent the spread of blight and deterioration in the 
Project Area by:  

1. The acquisition of certain real property and the assembly of adequate sites for the 
development and construction of commercial and residential buildings and facilities;  

2. The demolition or removal of certain buildings and improvements;  

3. Providing for participation by owners and tenants located in the Project Area and the 
extension of preferences to business occupants desiring to remain or relocate within 
the redeveloped Project Area;  
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4. The management of any property acquired by and under the ownership and control of 
the Agency;  

5. Providing relocation assistance to displaced Project occupants;  

6. The installation, construction, or reconstruction of streets, utilities, and other public 
improvements;  

7. The disposition of property for uses in accordance with the Plan;  

8. The redevelopment of land by private enterprise or public agencies for uses in 
accordance with the Plan;  

9. The rehabilitation of structures and improvements by present owners, their 
successors, and the Agency; and  

10. Providing for the retention of controls and the establishment of restrictions or 
covenants running with the land so that property will continue to be used in 
accordance with the Plan.  

All development plans (whether public or private) would be subject to Agency approval.  All 
development in the Project Area must conform to County design review standards.  
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Source: Ervin Consulting, 2004 FIGURE 1-1
PROJECT AREA MAP
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1.2 SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

Section 15126(d) of the State CEQA Guidelines, requires an evaluation of “...a reasonable 
range of alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which could feasibly 
attain the basic objectives of the project, and evaluate the comparative merits of the 
alternatives.”  The alternatives under evaluation in Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR include the No 
Project Alternative and Alternative A: No Redevelopment Plan - Alternative Means of 
Revitalization with Public Funds.  The proposed project was determined to be the 
Environmentally Superior Alternative.  Two alternatives were previously considered and 
rejected: Alternative Location and Alternative Project Area Boundaries.  A summary of the 
alternatives included herein is described below. 

No-Project Alternative 

Under the No-Project Alternative, the Florin Road Redevelopment Plan would not be 
adopted.  The proposed public improvements and projects that would be assisted with the 
Redevelopment Plan (such as infrastructure and public facility improvements, commercial 
rehabilitation/development assistance, and low- and moderate-income housing 
rehabilitation/development assistance) would not be implemented with redevelopment 
funding.  The “No Redevelopment Project” alternative considers what physical changes 
would be expected to occur in the Project Area if the proposed Redevelopment Plan was not 
approved, and development of the Project Area would occur as currently defined in the 
Sacramento County General Plan at a pace commensurate with prevailing market conditions 
and infrastructure improvements that the County could implement without redevelopment 
funding.  

The major goals of the Redevelopment Plan are the elimination of blighting influences and 
the correction of environmental deficiencies in the Project Area; the replanning, redesign, 
and development of properties which are stagnant or improperly utilized; the assembly of 
land into parcels suitable for modern, integrated development; the improvement of 
pedestrian, bicycle, and vehicular circulation; the strengthening of the economic base of the 
Project Area and the community; the provision of adequate land for parking and open spaces; 
the establishment of performance criteria to provide unity and integrity to the Project Area; 
the provision of owner participation opportunities; and the increase, improvement, and 
preservation of affordable housing in the community.  Without Redevelopment Agency 
action and funding for revitalization, development in the Project Area would be expected to 
occur at a slower rate than would be the case with the adoption of the Redevelopment Plan.  
Blighting conditions, including business vacancies, vacant lots, factors that hinder 
economically viable use, incompatible uses, impaired investments (hazardous 
contamination), high crime rates, unsafe and unhealthy buildings, and deteriorating housing 
stock would remain in the area.  Because of these blighting conditions, much of the Project 
Area could be expected to continue declining, with physical deterioration, vacancies, and 
abandonment of properties increasing.  

Under the No Project Alternative, Redevelopment Agency powers to assemble suitable sites 
for development and provide assistance would not be available, thus integrated modern 
projects with greater community benefits and that meet the County’s smart growth goals 
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would be less likely to be implemented.  The amount of development could be substantially 
smaller and consist of less varied uses reflective solely of the market demand at a given time.  
The No-Project scenario would be similar to any aged and blighted urban area, where the 
Project Area would stay a marginal area with inadequate infrastructure, low lease rates, and a 
deteriorating building stock despite the underlying zoning.  Quality of development would be 
poor, blight would persist, and the building stock would continue to deteriorate.  Economic 
activity along the Florin Road corridor would remain depressed, with increased building 
vacancies and crime rates. 

Alternative A: No Redevelopment Plan - Alternative Means of Revitalization 
with Public Funds 

This alternative considers utilization of public revenue sources other than tax increment 
financing to fund public improvements and other actions in the Project Area.  Federal, State 
and County programs exist that may initiate similar development without the need for 
redevelopment tax increment financing.  These sources of alternative funding typically 
include mortgage revenue bonds, Community Development Block Grant funds (CDBG), 
Economic Development Administration funds, State and Federal Transportation Grants, 
Urban Development Action grant funds, and revenue bonds.  

Some of these potential funding sources are capped each year for the County, such as CDBG 
funds, and many of these funds require application and competition and cannot be relied 
upon to be available consistently over the next 30 years.  Further, any such funds used in the 
Florin Road Project Area are funds unavailable to alleviate blight in other parts of the 
County. 

Environmentally Superior Alternative 

The implementation activities identified with the Redevelopment Plan are intended to 
mitigate existing problems and to remove barriers to development within the Project Area 
permitted by the General Plan.  By providing the means to eliminate physical and economic 
blighting conditions in the Project Area and thereby stimulate and encourage the 
revitalization, reuse, and new development of Project Area properties, the proposed 
Redevelopment Plan is the environmentally superior alternative.  Under the Redevelopment 
Plan, inadequate water, sewer, and drainage infrastructure may be upgraded, circulation and 
pedestrian safety would be improved, hazardous materials would be remediated, 
dangerous/vacant buildings would be removed or rehabilitated and reused, crime rates and 
fire hazards would be reduced, and historic resources may be preserved.  Because of the 
unique nature and purpose of redevelopment and the blight requirements of where it can be 
applied, implementation of the Redevelopment Plan will have an overall beneficial impact on 
the Project Area.  Project specific impacts for construction activities funded by 
redevelopment will be primarily short-term in nature (i.e., construction noise), and the 
County has policies, procedures and standards in place to mitigate and manage most potential 
impacts of future development. 
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1.3 INTENDED USES OF THE FINAL EIR 

The EIR will be used by the following public agencies and boards in the approval of 
implementation activities under the Redevelopment Plan: 

• Board of Supervisors of the County of Sacramento; 

• Redevelopment Agency of the County of Sacramento; 

• Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Commission; 

• Project and/or Policy Planning Commissions of the County of Sacramento; 

• All Departments of the County of Sacramento who must approve implementation 
activities undertaken in accordance with the Redevelopment Plan; 

• All other public agencies that may approve implementation activities undertaken in 
accordance with the Redevelopment Plan. 

The EIR will be used in the adoption of and approval of any of the following redevelopment 
project implementation activities that may be necessary: 

• Approval of Disposition and Development Agreements; 

• Approval of Owner Participation Agreements; 

• Approval and funding of public facilities and improvements projects; 

• Sale of tax increment and/or other bonds, certificates of participation and other forms 
of indebtedness; 

• Acquisition, relocation, and/or demolition of property; 

• Rehabilitation of property; 

• Relocation of displaced occupants; 

• Approval of certificates of conformance; 

• Approval of development plans, including zoning and other variances and conditional 
use permits; including those low- and moderate-income housing units;  

• Issuance of permits and other approvals necessary for implementation of the 
Redevelopment Plan. 

1.4 BACKGROUND TO FINAL EIR PREPARATION 

The Florin Road Redevelopment Plan EIR review included issuance of a Notice of 
Preparation (NOP) supported by an Initial Study (attached to the Draft EIR as Appendix A).  
The NOP was circulated to interested agencies, groups, and individuals for a 30-day review 
period from December 21, 2004 through January 20, 2005.  Comments received on the NOP 
are included in the Draft EIR as Appendix B. 
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On February 25, 2005, the Redevelopment Agency distributed a Notice of Availability of the 
Draft EIR for the Florin Road Redevelopment Plan to an extensive mailing list of public 
agencies, interested persons, and organizations.  The Notice of Availability was also 
published in a newspaper of general circulation, and the Notice of Availability and copies of 
the Draft EIR were distributed to the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research State 
Clearinghouse.  

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, a 45-day 
public review period was provided for the Draft EIR, ending April 11, 2005.  During the 
review period, six letters were received from local agencies.  A minimum 10-day review 
period is being provided on the Final EIR, in accordance with CEQA Statute, Public 
Resources Code, Division 13, Section 21092.5(a), to allow a review of responses made to 
public agencies that commented during the 45-day public review period of the Draft EIR. 

This document, together with the Draft EIR for the Florin Road Redevelopment Plan, 
constitutes the Final EIR for the proposed project.  This Response to Comments document 
incorporates comments received on the Draft EIR, as well as appropriate responses by the 
lead agency (the Redevelopment Agency) to these comments.  Changes to the DEIR have 
been made as appropriate and are included in this document as errata.  The Final EIR is an 
informational document that must be considered by the lead agency prior to approving the 
project. 

Consistent with the requirements of Section 15132 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Final EIR 
consists of: 

• The Draft EIR (published February 25, 2005); 

• A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR 
(Section 2.1); 

• Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR (Section 2.2);  

• The response of the lead agency to significant environmental points raised in the 
review and consultation process (Section 2.2); and 

• Draft Mitigation Monitoring Plan. 

1.5 FORMAT 

Each comment letter is labeled alphabetically in the upper right corner, and a number is 
placed in the margin adjacent to each comment on each letter.  Each comment letter is 
followed by a response, or responses, indexed to the letter alphabetically, and to the comment 
numerically.  Therefore, a response to the third comment (3) of the second letter (B) would 
be indicated as B-3.  Where a comment results in a change to the Draft EIR/EA text, a 
notation is made in the comment indicating that the text is revised.  Changes in text are 
signified by strikeouts (strikeouts) where text is removed and by bold underline where text 
is added. 
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The focus of the responses to comments is on the disposition of significant environmental 
issues that are raised in the comments, as specified by Section 15088(b) of the CEQA 
Guidelines.  Detailed responses are not provided for comments on the merits of the proposed 
project.  However, when a comment is not directed to significant environmental issues, the 
response is noted and forwarded to the lead agency for consideration. 
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2.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

2.1 LIST OF PERSONS COMMENTING 

All comment letters on the Florin Road Redevelopment Plan Draft EIR are listed below 
(Table 2-1) with an alphabetic designation assigned for cross-referencing purposes.  This list 
represents all comments received during the comment period.  The verbatim comment letters, 
and responses to environmental issues raised in those letters, are presented in Section 2.2.  
The alphabetic designation appears in the upper right corner of each letter. 

TABLE 2-1 
LIST OF COMMENTS RECEIVED 

Letter Source Commentor Date 
Received 

A Governor’s Office of Planning and 
Research State Clearinghouse 

Terry Roberts 
Director, State Clearinghouse 04/14/2005 

B County of Sacramento 
Department of Transportation 

Matthew G. Darrow 
Associate Civil Engineer 03/29/2005 

C Sacramento Regional Transit District Beverly Scott 
General Manager/CEO 04/06/2005 

D Southgate Recreation and Park District Judy Robinson 
Planning & Facilities Manager 04/06/2005 

E Department of Transportation 
District 3 - Sacramento Area Office 

Katherine Eastham, Chief 
Office of Transportation Planning – 
Southwest 

04/11/2005 

F Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District 

Jeane Borkenhagen 
Associate Air Quality Planner/Analyst 04/14/2005 

G Sacramento County Department of 
Water Quality, Sanitation District 1 

Wendy Haggard 
Development Services 04/14/2005 

2.2 COMMENT LETTERS AND RESPONSES 

The written comments received on the Draft EIR and the responses to those comments are 
provided in this section.  Each comment letter received is reproduced in its entirety and is 
followed by responses to the comment letter. 

The first letter (on the following pages) is not a comment letter but a formal disclosure from 
the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research State Clearinghouse.  The letter states that 
the State Clearinghouse received the Draft EIR, that it was sent to selected state agencies for 
review from February 28, 2005, to April 13, 2005, and that no state agencies submitted 
comments by that date. 
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B 

County of Sacramento Department of Transportation 
Matthew G. Darrow, Associate Civil Engineer 
March 29, 2005 

 

B-1 Comment noted. 
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C 

Sacramento Regional Transit District 
Beverly Scott, General Manager/CEO 
April 6, 2005 

 

C-1 Comment noted.  As discussed in the Draft EIR, the Redevelopment Plan will 
remove barriers to General Plan buildout, and promote the infill and 
modernization of land patterns consistent with General Plan designations. 
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D-2 

 

 

GEC PAGE 17 



FINAL EIR FLORIN ROAD REDEVELOPMENT PLAN  
Comments and Responses 

 
D-2 

  
 

D-3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

PAGE 18 GEC 



FLORIN ROAD REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FINAL EIR 
Comments and Responses 

 

 

GEC PAGE 19 



FINAL EIR FLORIN ROAD REDEVELOPMENT PLAN  
Comments and Responses 

 

D 

Southgate Recreation and Park District 
Judy Robinson, Planning & Facilities Manager 
April 6, 2005 

 

D-1 The Redevelopment Plan, by law, must be consistent with the General Plan; the 
planning and development of parks facilities to meet the demand outlined in the 
General Plan is the responsibility of the Recreation and Park District.  The Draft 
EIR is intended to identify significant adverse impacts on the physical 
environment.  Whereas no new demand beyond that already planned is being 
created by the Project, no mitigation is required.  The general list of projects is 
only what the Redevelopment Agency may potentially facilitate over the 30 year 
life of the Plan, and no additional detail on what such projects might be is 
available at this time.  The language proposed is not a mitigation measure, and 
therefore is not included in this EIR.   

 The Redevelopment Agency does coordinate with all County departments and 
Special Districts in developing plans for public facilities.  Consultation and 
coordination with the District concerning improvements to existing or future 
recreation and park facilities in the District would be a principal part of the 
Redevelopment Agency’s planning.  It is suggested that the District pursue any 
formal understandings through administrative channels, as appropriate.  As 
outlined in Section C. [§307] of the Redevelopment Plan regarding “Cooperation 
with Public Bodies”: 

Certain public bodies are authorized by state law to aid and cooperate, with 
or without consideration, in the planning, undertaking, construction, or 
operation of this Project.  The Agency shall seek the aid and cooperation of 
such public bodies and shall attempt to coordinate this Plan with the 
activities of such public bodies in order to accomplish the purposes of 
redevelopment and the highest public good. 

The Agency, by law, is not authorized to acquire real property owned by 
public bodies without the consent of such public bodies.  The Agency, 
however, will seek the cooperation of all public bodies which own or 
intend to acquire property in the Project Area.  Any public body which 
owns or leases property in the Project Area will be afforded all the 
privileges of owner and tenant participation if such public body is willing 
to enter into a participation agreement with the Agency.  All plans for 
development of property in the Project Area by a public body shall be 
subject to Agency approval. 

The Agency may impose on all public bodies the planning and design 
controls contained in this Plan to insure that present uses and any future 
development by public bodies will conform to the requirements of this 
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Plan.  To the extent now or hereafter permitted by law, the Agency is 
authorized to financially (and otherwise) assist any public entity in the cost 
of public land, buildings, facilities, structures, or other improvements 
(within or without the Project Area), which land, buildings, facilities, 
structures, or other improvements are or would be of benefit to the Project. 

D-2 Tax increment financing may be used outside the Project Area for public 
improvements upon the making of specified findings made at the time the 
particular expenditure is authorized (benefit to Project Area, no other reasonable 
means of financing, etc.), as required by the Community Redevelopment Law.  
The Redevelopment Agency recognizes that the improvement of existing park and 
recreation facilities may be of importance in the overall redevelopment and 
revitalization of the Redevelopment Project Area, and will be considering such 
improvements as Project Area activities proceed.  The Draft EIR determined that 
there would be no new significant demand for new facilities, or significant 
adverse impacts on the physical environment. 

D-3 Comment noted.  The Florin Road Partnership has been designated by the County 
Board of Supervisors as the community advisory group to provide input and 
coordination in the development of respective projects and in outreach to the 
community.  The Agency further intends to appoint a Redevelopment Advisory 
Committee if and when the plan is approved. Some seats are anticipated to be set 
aside for governmental and community based organizations, and the District has 
the option of applying for one of those positions. As noted in response to 
comment D-1 above, the Agency will also coordinate with the District on 
improvements to existing and future park and recreational facilities. 
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E 

Department of Transportation, District 3 – Sacramento Area Office  
Katherine Eastham, Chief, Office of Transportation Planning - Southwest 
April 11, 2005 

 

E-1 As noted in the Draft EIR, Chapter 6.1 Transportation, the impact of General Plan 
buildout on the SR99/Florin Road interchange was identified when the General 
Plan was adopted.  No new land uses are being proposed with the Redevelopment 
Plan, thus no new impacts will occur as a result of the Project.  However, when 
the General Plan was adopted, it was acknowledged that significant and 
unavoidable impacts would occur with buildout, and the Board of Supervisors 
made findings that there were overriding considerations that warranted approval 
of the General Plan despite the impacts.  Thus, the Redevelopment Plan EIR tiers 
from the General Plan and readopts the finding for General Plan buildout in the 
Project Area.  Because there are no specific developments identified, and actual 
development numbers and locations are purely speculative at this time, all 
subsequent projects within the Project Area must be reviewed for their individual 
and cumulative impact on both the local and state highway circulation system. 

As noted in the Transportation Concept Report for SR 99 (page 24), SR 99 in this 
location is currently operating at level of service F, and is projected to operate at 
LOS F under both General Plan buildout and under the CalTrans Concept 
improvements. 

E-2 Whereas no new impacts were identified, no mitigation measures can be 
identified.  Each development project within the Project Area must identify 
impacts and appropriate mitigation measures as they are proposed over the 30 
year life of the Plan, in the context of the current circumstances in the area at the 
time of development. 

E-3 As projects are envisioned and proposed in the Project Area along the SR 99 right 
of way, Caltrans will be consulted regarding potential development adjacent to the 
freeway.  It is unknown at this time if there will be any specific redevelopment 
involvement on any of these properties. 

E-4 Comment noted.  Mixed uses and housing are an allowable use in some 
commercial zones, and it is possible that redevelopment may encourage smart 
growth concepts on infill and rehabilitated parcels in the Project Area. 
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F 

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District  
Jeane Borkenhagen, Associate Air Quality Planner Analyst 
November 17, 2004 

 

F-1 Comment noted.  The proposed mitigation measure was not intended to require 
mitigation for projects that do not exceed the threshold.  Mitigation measure 6.2-
1c (page 6.2-13) is hereby rewritten as follows: 

6.2-1c The Agency proponent(s) of all redevelopment projects that are 
determined to be significant using the recommended SMAQMD 
methodologies of estimating emission from construction shall work 
with SMAQMD to customize a construction mitigation program an 
operational mitigation plan appropriate for the project. 

F-2 Comment noted.  The Significance after Mitigation language on page 6.2-13, 
paragraph 4, is hereby rewritten as follows: 

Whereas the location and extent of redevelopment activities is not known at this 
time, nor is the effectiveness of any individual mitigation program, the potential 
construction emissions impacts remain potentially significant and unavoidable. 

F-3 Comment noted.  Mitigation measure 6.2-2 (page 6.2-14) is hereby modified as 
follows: 

6.2-2 All redevelopment projects which are determined to be potentially 
significant using the recommended SMAQMD methodologies of 
estimating emissions from operational activities shall work with 
SMAQMD to customize an operational mitigation plan appropriate for 
the project.  Said plan will accompany the project through the Lead 
Agency’s approval process. 

F-4 Comment noted.  The Significance after Mitigation language on page 6.2-14, 
paragraph 5, is hereby rewritten as follows: 

Whereas the location and extent of redevelopment activities is not known at this 
time, nor is the effectiveness of any individual mitigation program, the potential 
long term emissions impacts remain potentially significant and unavoidable. 
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F-5 Comment noted.  The discussion was intended to state that the current SMAQMD 
significance criteria no longer contain a mass emissions threshold for PM10.  The 
new threshold is concentration based.  Impact 6.2-1 remains potentially 
significant as stated in Paragraph 3 on page 6.2-12.  Paragraph 3 on page 6.2-11, 
however, is hereby rewritten as follows: 

The SMAQMD significance criteria that became effective in March 2002 (Table 
6.2-1) have no quantitative mass emissions threshold for PM10.  The previous 
criteria included a PM10 emissions threshold of 275 pounds per day.  The current 
criteria state that a project would have a significant impact if it would emit 
pollutants at a level equal to or greater than five percent of the CAAQS, 50 
micrograms per cubic meter in a 24-hour period.  if there were an existing or 
projected violation.  Although the Project Area is in a State non-attainment area 
for PM10, the SMAQMD has not published guidance for relating project PM10 
emissions to the CAAQS.  Therefore, evaluation of potential redevelopment 
related PM10 emissions for significance relative to the CAAQS is not done.  

F-6 Comment Noted.   
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G-1 
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G 

Sacramento County Department of Water Quality, Sanitation District 1 
Wendy Haggard, P.E., Development Services 
April 14, 2005 

 

G-1 Comment noted. 
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3.0 DRAFT MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN 

FLORIN ROAD REDEVELOPMENT PLAN  

The California Environment Quality Act (CEQA) as amended by Chapter 1232 (California 
1988: implementing AB 3180, 1988) provides that a decision making body “shall adopt a 
reporting or monitoring program for the changes to the project which it has adopted or made 
a condition of approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.” 

The purpose of this mitigation monitoring and reporting plan is to ensure compliance with 
and effectiveness of the mitigation measures set forth in the certified Final Environmental 
Impact Report (FEIR) for the Florin Road Redevelopment Plan.  This Mitigation Monitoring 
Plan (MMP) identifies the impact as it relates back to the FEIR, what the mitigation is, the 
monitoring or reporting action for the mitigation measure, the responsible party for the 
action, the timing of the monitoring or reporting action, and how the action will be verified. 

The Redevelopment Agency of the County of Sacramento will be responsible for maintaining 
records of compliance with this program for the County of Sacramento and Redevelopment 
Agency.  All records shall be maintained in the Florin Road Redevelopment Plan Mitigation 
Monitoring Plan file at the Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency, 630 I Street; 
Sacramento, CA 95814. 
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3.2 Air Quality 

Impact 6.2-1 Short-Term Construction Increases in Regional Criteria Pollutants. 

Mitigation: 

6.2-1a The Agency, when lead agency under CEQA, shall contact the SMAQMD 
early in the CEQA process to confirm whether construction emissions 
screening may be used for a given project.  

6.2-1b All redevelopment projects, which are within 10% of the values indicated in 
Table 6.2-3 of the Draft EIR, shall analyze potential construction emissions 
prior to project approvals, as determined by SMAQMD, including a potential 
health risk analysis for diesel exhaust particulate matter.  

6.2-1c The proponent(s) of all redevelopment projects that are determined to be 
significant using the recommended SMAQMD methodologies of estimating 
emission from construction shall work with SMAQMD to customize an 
operational mitigation plan appropriate for the project.  

MITIGATION PROCEDURE VERIFICATION PROCEDURE 

Agency staff will coordinate with the SMAQMD to 
develop mitigation measures on a case by case basis, as 
appropriate.  The Construction Management Division 
(CMD) of the County Municipal Services Agency shall be 
provided with a copy of contract requirements that include 
the conditions for the contractor for each redevelopment 
project.  Compliance with all County conditions and 
mitigation measures will be required in any OPA/DDA. 

The CMD shall verify compliance 
during construction, prior to issuing 
occupancy permits.  Agency project 
coordinator shall include a copy of 
construction conditions in the project 
file. 

Checked by: Date: Checked by: 

Comments: 
 
 
 

Date: 
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Impact 6.2-2 Project Specific Long-Term Increases in Regional Criteria Pollutants. 

Mitigation: 

6.2-2 All redevelopment projects which are determined to be significant using the 
recommended SMAQMD methodologies of estimating emissions from 
operational activities shall work with SMAQMD to customize an operational 
mitigation plan appropriate for the project.  Said plan will accompany the 
project through the Lead Agency’s approval process. 

MITIGATION PROCEDURE VERIFICATION PROCEDURE 

Agency staff will coordinate with the SMAQMD to 
develop mitigation measures on a case by case basis, as 
appropriate.  Identified measures will be incorporated into 
the project design where feasible.  The CMD shall be 
provided with a copy of contract requirements that include 
the conditions for the contractor for each redevelopment 
project.  Compliance with all County conditions and 
mitigation measures will be required in any OPA/DDA. 

The CMD shall verify compliance 
during construction, prior to issuing 
occupancy permits.  Agency project 
coordinator shall include a copy of 
construction conditions in the project 
file. 

Checked by: Date: Checked by: 

Comments: 
 
 
 

Date: 
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3.3 NOISE & VIBRATION 

Impact 6.3-3 Expose Existing or Planned Land Uses to Noise That Would Conflict with 
Local Planning Guidelines or Noise Ordinance Criteria 

Mitigation: 

6.3-3 Prior to construction, an applicant shall provide an acoustical analysis that 
identifies measures to insure interior hotel or dwelling unit noise levels of 45 dBA 
or less are maintained for future ambient noise levels, and exterior noise levels for 
balconies would not exceed 60 dBA at the balconies.  Such measures shall be 
incorporated into the design of the building in the project’s construction 
documents to the satisfaction of the Sacramento County Construction 
Management Division. 

MITIGATION PROCEDURE VERIFICATION PROCEDURE 

An acoustical analysis shall be provided for all 
redevelopment funded residential or hotel projects and 
provided to the County during entitlement review.  
Recommended attenuation measures shall be incorporated 
into the project. 

The CMD shall verify acoustical 
mitigations, prior to issuing 
occupancy permits.   

Checked by: Date: Checked by: 

Comments: 
 
 
 

Date: 
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3.4 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Impact 6.4-2 Potential removal, destruction, or alteration of historic structures 

Mitigation: 

6.4.2a In connection with any redevelopment project that would affect any building over 
50 years old that the County Department of Environmental Review and 
Assessment (DERA) has determined is historic, the building shall first be 
evaluated for eligibility for listing in the California Register of Historic Places.  
This evaluation shall occur through the preparation of State of California DPR 
523 forms for each building, and through standard CEQA evaluation.  

6.4.2b For buildings determined to be eligible for listing in the California Register: (1) 
reuse of these buildings should be considered over demolition; and (2) if 
demolition cannot be avoided, then the buildings shall be recorded to Historic 
American Building Survey/Historic American Engineering Record standards 
(HABS/HAER) standards prior to their removal.  Copies of the HABS/HAER 
documentation shall be filed with the State Office of Historical Preservation 
(SHPO), Sacramento Archive and Museum Collection Center (SAMCC), and the 
Sacramento Room at the Central Branch of the Sacramento County Library. 

MITIGATION PROCEDURE VERIFICATION PROCEDURE 

Site evaluation and preparation of any required DPR 523 
forms shall occur prior to approval of an OPA or DDA.  
Any HABS/HAER shall be completed and conveyed to 
the Agency Project Manager, DERA and SAMCC.  
Where appropriate, any necessary HABS/HAER 
documentation shall be submitted prior to application for 
a demolition permit. Verification of submittal shall be 
provided to the CMD prior to issuance of the demolition 
permit.  An agreement shall be developed, prior to 
issuance of the Certificate of Occupancy, between the 
property owners, DERA and the Director of SAMCC as to 
the disposition (interpretation, display, donation, or 
surplusing) of findings or artifacts from the site, whether 
on-site, at SAMCC or at some other location.  All 
requirements shall be included in any OPA/DDA or other 
project agreement. 

The applicant shall submit verification 
that the HABS/HAER was conveyed 
to DERA, SAMCC, and the Agency 
Project Manager prior to demolition 
of identified historic resources.  The 
resource disposition agreement shall 
be filed with the Agency Project 
Manager prior to project occupancy. 

Checked by: Date: Checked by: 

Comments: 
 
 
 

Date: 
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3.5 HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Impact 6.5-2 Potential redevelopment of previously identified or unidentified 
contaminated sites  

Mitigation: 

6.5-2a A thorough examination of past property uses shall be required for redevelopment 
projects involving demolition or reuse of older properties or construction on 
vacant land, prior to demolition or construction.  This examination shall conform 
to the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment process established by ASTM 
(American Society for Testing and Materials - E1527-00), and shall include a site 
reconnaissance, a review of regulatory databases, interviews with persons 
knowledgeable of the property, and a review of past property uses using 
appropriate historical sources.  A Phase II Environmental Site Assessment shall 
be conducted if deemed necessary based on the Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment results.  

6.5-2b If discolored soil, vapors, or contaminated groundwater are encountered during 
construction activities, all work shall cease until a qualified environmental 
professional assesses the situation and appropriate action is taken to ensure the 
safety of workers and the public. 

6.5-2c Construction contract documents shall include provisions for the proper handling 
and disposal of contaminated soil and/or dewatering water (including 
groundwater and contaminated rainwater) in accordance with federal, state, and 
local requirements. 

MITIGATION PROCEDURE VERIFICATION PROCEDURE 

The Agency shall require a Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment process established by ASTM (E1527-00) be 
conducted for all new construction and demolition 
projects in the Project Area, and submitted for 
consideration in the subsequent CEQA review process.  
Construction contract documents shall include provisions 
for the proper handling and disposal of contaminated soil 
and/or dewatering water, including provisions to stop 
construction if discolored soil, vapors, or contaminated 
groundwater are encountered. 

A Phase I ESA shall remain on file in 
the project file, and the report noted in 
the project’s entitlement application.  
The CMD shall verify compliance 
with proper handling provisions 
during construction, prior to issuing 
building and occupancy permits.  
Applicant shall submit copy of 
construction conditions to the Agency 
Project Manager. 

Checked by: Date: Checked by: 

Comments: 
 
 
 

Date: 
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