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300 Richards Blvd., 3rd Floor

SAC RA M E NTO Sacramento, CA 9581 |

Help Line: 916-264-501 |

Community Development CityofSacramento.org/dsd
DATE: December 19, 2018

TO: Interested Persons

FROM: Ron Bess, Assistant Planner

Community Development Department

RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
AND SCOPING MEETING FOR THE TOWER 301 PROJECT (P18-078)

COMMENT PERIOD

December 19, 2018 — January 25, 2019

SCOPING MEETING

City Hall, 915 | Street
Wednesday, January 9, 2019; 5:30-7:30 p.m.
Responsible agencies and members of the public are invited to attend and provide input

on the scope of the EIR. The scoping meeting will be conducted in an open house format.
Written comments regarding relevant issues may be submitted at the meeting.

INTRODUCTION

The City of Sacramento (City) is the Lead Agency for preparation of an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) for the proposed Tower 301 project. The EIR to be prepared by the City will
evaluate potential significant environmental effects of the proposed Tower 301 project and other
actions and transactions associated with the proposed project. Written comments regarding the
issues that should be covered in the EIR, including potential alternatives to the proposed Tower
301 project and the scope of the analysis, are invited.

The EIR for the proposed Tower 301 project is being prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Under CEQA, upon deciding to prepare an EIR, the City as
lead agency must issue a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to inform trustee agencies, responsible
agencies, and the public of that decision. The purpose of the NOP is to provide information
describing the project and its potential environmental effects to those who may wish to comment
regarding the scope and content of the information to be included in the EIR. Agencies should



comment on such information as it relates to their statutory responsibilities in connection with
the project.

The EIR will provide an evaluation of potential environmental impacts associated with
development of the proposed Tower 301 project. The proposed Tower 301 project description,
location, and environmental issue areas that may be affected by development of the proposed
project are described below. The EIR will evaluate the potentially significant environmental
impacts of the proposed project, on both a direct and cumulative basis, identify mitigation
measures that may be feasible to lessen or avoid such impacts, and identify alternatives to the
proposed project.

PROJECT LOCATION/SETTING

Exhibit 1 (Regional Location Map) shows the location of the project site in the Sacramento
region. The Tower 301 project site is a 2.59-acre site located on the north side of Capitol Mall in
Downtown Sacramento. The site is bounded by Capitol Mall to the south, 3™ Street to the west,
L Street to the north, and 4™ Street to the east. Exhibit 2 (Project Location Map) illustrates the
proposed project site within Downtown Sacramento.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Tower 301 project is a mixed-use high rise development on a site that was
previously developed and entitled for a previous high rise development, for which the
foundational elements were constructed before the project was discontinued. The proposed
Tower 301 project would construct an approximately 557-foot-tall, 41-story high-rise building that
would include office, residential, restaurant, and retail uses. The proposed building structure
would be a 31-story tower atop a 10-story podium, with a single sub-grade level. Exhibit 3 shows
a conceptual rendering of the proposed structure, as viewed from the southeast. Exhibit 4 shows
a conceptual cross-section of the building’s east side. As is shown in the exhibits, the podium
portion of the structure would be the approximate length and width of the parcel, spanning
approximately 294 feet, from north/south, and approximately 317 feet east/west. The podium
structure would be set back approximately 90 feet from the center of Capitol Mall. The 31-story
tower portion of structure would be situated along an east-west axis atop the podium, with an
east-west length of approximately 267 feet and a north-south width of approximately 92 feet.
The tower section of the structure would be set back 140 feet from the center of Capitol Mall.
The main pedestrian entry to the proposed Tower 301 building would be oriented toward Capitol
Mall and centered on the block. The tower section of the building would be primarily dedicated
to office uses and have a side-core configuration on the south side of the tower, with elevator
and internal circulation areas on the south side of the building, placing the majority of the office
space to the north.

The proposed project would include approximately 791,647 square feet (sf) of office uses. Office
uses would include lobbies and upper-level amenities. Approximately 24,653 sf of retail uses
would be located on the ground floor and surrounding a publicly accessible view deck at
approximately the 5™ floor and fronting Capitol Mall. One hundred residential units are proposed
to wrap around the north and east sides of the podium (96,755 sf). The proposed project would
include a resident-only lobby along L Street, and resident amenities would be included in the
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building. Approximately 1,304 vehicle parking spaces (536,227 sf) spread across 9 parking
levels within the podium structure would be provided for residents and employees. Bicycle
parking for residents and employees (approximately 234 bicycle parking spaces) would also be
provided.

The project would include vehicle accesses on 3™ Street, L Street and 4™ Street. Loading and

drop off areas would be located at ground-level within the parking garage. Dedicated sidewalks
for pedestrians and access for bicyclists will be provided along the project site perimeter.

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND SCOPE OF THE EIR

The EIR will analyze potentially significant impacts that result from implementation of the
proposed Tower 301 project.

Pursuant to section 15063 (a) of the CEQA Guidelines, an Initial Study has not been prepared
for the proposed project. The EIR will evaluate the full range of environmental issues
contemplated for consideration under CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, including:

Aesthetics, Light and Glare
Air Quality

Biological Resources
Cultural Resources

Energy

Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning
Noise and Vibration
Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation
Transportation/Traffic

Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Systems
Growth Inducement

Urban Decay

Cumulative Impacts
Alternatives

SUBMITTING COMMENTS

Comments and suggestions as to the appropriate scope of analysis in the EIR are invited from
all interested parties. Written comments or questions concerning the EIR for the proposed
project should be directed to the City’s environmental project manager at the following address
by 4:00 p.m. on January 25, 2019. Please include the commenter’s full name and address.



Ron Bess, Environmental Planning Services

City of Sacramento Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd., Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811
Tele: (916) 808-8272

E-mail: rbess@cityofsacramento.org

Exhibit 1. Regional Location Map
Exhibit 2. Project Location Map
Exhibit 3. Conceptual Rendering of the Proposed Tower 301 Project

Exhibit 4. Conceptual Cross-section of the Proposed Tower 301 Project
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Exhibit 2. Project Location Map
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Exhibit 3. Conceptual Rendering of the Proposed Tower 301 Project
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Exhibit 4. Conceptual Cross-section of the Proposed Tower 301 Project
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Appendix B
NOP Scoping Comment Letters
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ToweRr 301
NOP ScorPING COMMENT LETTERS

Agency/Person Date

1. Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) December 20, 2018
2. Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San) December 20, 2018
3 Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) December 27, 2018
4 California Department of Transportation (CalTrans) January 3, 2019

5. Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD) January 3, 2019

6 Lozeau Drury, LLP January 3, 2019

7 Sacramento Fire Department (SFD) January 4, 2019

8 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD) January 14, 2019

9 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB) January 16, 2019
10. California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) January 17, 2019
11. Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) January 25, 2019

12. Myrna Rudman March 18, 2019




% Land Management
Electric Company 6111 Bollinger Canyon Road 3370A
San Ramon, CA 94583

M Pacific Gas and Plan Review Team PGEPIanReview@pge.com
)

December 20, 2018

Ron Bess

City of Sacramento

300 Richards Blvd., 3" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

Ref: Gas and Electric Transmission and Distribution
Dear Mr.Bess,

Thank you for submitting P18-078 plans for our review. PG&E will review the submitted plans in
relationship to any existing Gas and Electric facilities within the project area. If the proposed
project is adjacent/or within PG&E owned property and/or easements, we will be working with
you to ensure compatible uses and activities near our facilities.

Attached you will find information and requirements as it relates to Gas facilities (Attachment 1)
and Electric facilities (Attachment 2). Please review these in detail, as it is critical to ensure
your safety and to protect PG&E’s facilities and its existing rights.

Below is additional information for your review:

1. This plan review process does not replace the application process for PG&E gas or
electric service your project may require. For these requests, please continue to work
with PG&E Service Planning: https://www.pge.com/en_US/business/services/building-
and-renovation/overview/overview.page.

2. If the project being submitted is part of a larger project, please include the entire scope
of your project, and not just a portion of it. PG&E’s facilities are to be incorporated within
any CEQA document. PG&E needs to verify that the CEQA document will identify any
required future PG&E services.

3. An engineering deposit may be required to review plans for a project depending on the
size, scope, and location of the project and as it relates to any rearrangement or new
installation of PG&E facilities.

Any proposed uses within the PG&E fee strip and/or easement, may include a California Public
Utility Commission (CPUC) Section 851 filing. This requires the CPUC to render approval for a
conveyance of rights for specific uses on PG&E’s fee strip or easement. PG&E will advise if the
necessity to incorporate a CPUC Section 851filing is required.

This letter does not constitute PG&E’s consent to use any portion of its easement for any
purpose not previously conveyed. PG&E will provide a project specific response as required.

Sincerely,

Plan Review Team
Land Management

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 1
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Attachment 1 — Gas Facilities

There could be gas transmission pipelines in this area which would be considered critical
facilities for PG&E and a high priority subsurface installation under California law. Care must be
taken to ensure safety and accessibility. So, please ensure that if PG&E approves work near
gas transmission pipelines it is done in adherence with the below stipulations. Additionally, the
following link provides additional information regarding legal requirements under California
excavation laws: http://usanorth811.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/CA-LAW-English.pdf

1. Standby Inspection: A PG&E Gas Transmission Standby Inspector must be present
during any demolition or construction activity that comes within 10 feet of the gas pipeline. This
includes all grading, trenching, substructure depth verifications (potholes), asphalt or concrete
demolition/removal, removal of trees, signs, light poles, etc. This inspection can be coordinated
through the Underground Service Alert (USA) service at 811. A minimum notice of 48 hours is
required. Ensure the USA markings and notifications are maintained throughout the duration of
your work.

2. Access: At any time, PG&E may need to access, excavate, and perform work on the gas
pipeline. Any construction equipment, materials, or spoils may need to be removed upon notice.
Any temporary construction fencing installed within PG&E’s easement would also need to be
capable of being removed at any time upon notice. Any plans to cut temporary slopes
exceeding a 1:4 grade within 10 feet of a gas transmission pipeline need to be approved by
PG&E Pipeline Services in writing PRIOR to performing the work.

3. Wheel Loads: To prevent damage to the buried gas pipeline, there are weight limits that
must be enforced whenever any equipment gets within 10 feet of traversing the pipe.

Ensure a list of the axle weights of all equipment being used is available for PG&E’s Standby
Inspector. To confirm the depth of cover, the pipeline may need to be potholed by hand in a few
areas.

Due to the complex variability of tracked equipment, vibratory compaction equipment, and
cranes, PG&E must evaluate those items on a case-by-case basis prior to use over the gas
pipeline (provide a list of any proposed equipment of this type noting model numbers and
specific attachments).

No equipment may be set up over the gas pipeline while operating. Ensure crane outriggers are
at least 10 feet from the centerline of the gas pipeline. Transport trucks must not be parked over
the gas pipeline while being loaded or unloaded.

4, Grading: PG&E requires a minimum of 36 inches of cover over gas pipelines (or existing
grade if less) and a maximum of 7 feet of cover at all locations. The graded surface cannot
exceed a cross slope of 1:4.

5. Excavating: Any digging within 2 feet of a gas pipeline must be dug by hand. Note that
while the minimum clearance is only 12 inches, any excavation work within 24 inches of the
edge of a pipeline must be done with hand tools. So to avoid having to dig a trench entirely with
hand tools, the edge of the trench must be over 24 inches away. (Doing the math for a 24 inch
wide trench being dug along a 36 inch pipeline, the centerline of the trench would need to be at
least 54 inches [24/2 + 24 + 36/2 = 54] away, or be entirely dug by hand.)

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 2
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Water jetting to assist vacuum excavating must be limited to 1000 psig and directed at a 40°
angle to the pipe. All pile driving must be kept a minimum of 3 feet away.

Any plans to expose and support a PG&E gas transmission pipeline across an open excavation
need to be approved by PG&E Pipeline Services in writing PRIOR to performing the work.

6. Boring/Trenchless Installations: PG&E Pipeline Services must review and approve all
plans to bore across or parallel to (within 10 feet) a gas transmission pipeline. There are
stringent criteria to pothole the gas transmission facility at regular intervals for all parallel bore
installations.

For bore paths that cross gas transmission pipelines perpendicularly, the pipeline must be
potholed a minimum of 2 feet in the horizontal direction of the bore path and a minimum of 12
inches in the vertical direction from the bottom of the pipe with minimum clearances measured
from the edge of the pipe in both directions. Standby personnel must watch the locator trace
(and every ream pass) the path of the bore as it approaches the pipeline and visually monitor
the pothole (with the exposed transmission pipe) as the bore traverses the pipeline to ensure
adequate clearance with the pipeline. The pothole width must account for the inaccuracy of the
locating equipment.

7. Substructures: All utility crossings of a gas pipeline should be made as close to
perpendicular as feasible (90° +/- 15°). All utility lines crossing the gas pipeline must have a
minimum of 12 inches of separation from the gas pipeline. Parallel utilities, pole bases, water
line ‘kicker blocks’, storm drain inlets, water meters, valves, back pressure devices or other
utility substructures are not allowed in the PG&E gas pipeline easement.

If previously retired PG&E facilities are in conflict with proposed substructures, PG&E must
verify they are safe prior to removal. This includes verification testing of the contents of the
facilities, as well as environmental testing of the coating and internal surfaces. Timelines for
PG&E completion of this verification will vary depending on the type and location of facilities in
conflict.

8. Structures: No structures are to be built within the PG&E gas pipeline easement. This
includes buildings, retaining walls, fences, decks, patios, carports, septic tanks, storage sheds,
tanks, loading ramps, or any structure that could limit PG&E’s ability to access its facilities.

9. Fencing: Permanent fencing is not allowed within PG&E easements except for
perpendicular crossings which must include a 16 foot wide gate for vehicular access. Gates will
be secured with PG&E corporation locks.

10. Landscaping: Landscaping must be designed to allow PG&E to access the pipeline for
maintenance and not interfere with pipeline coatings or other cathodic protection systems. No
trees, shrubs, brush, vines, and other vegetation may be planted within the easement area.
Only those plants, ground covers, grasses, flowers, and low-growing plants that grow
unsupported to a maximum of four feet (4’) in height at maturity may be planted within the
easement area.

11. Cathodic Protection: PG&E pipelines are protected from corrosion with an “Impressed
Current” cathodic protection system. Any proposed facilities, such as metal conduit, pipes,

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 3
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service lines, ground rods, anodes, wires, etc. that might affect the pipeline cathodic protection
system must be reviewed and approved by PG&E Corrosion Engineering.

12. Pipeline Marker Signs: PG&E needs to maintain pipeline marker signs for gas
transmission pipelines in order to ensure public awareness of the presence of the pipelines.
With prior written approval from PG&E Pipeline Services, an existing PG&E pipeline marker sign
that is in direct conflict with proposed developments may be temporarily relocated to
accommodate construction work. The pipeline marker must be moved back once construction is
complete.

13. PG&E is also the provider of distribution facilities throughout many of the areas within
the state of California. Therefore, any plans that impact PG&E’s facilities must be reviewed and
approved by PG&E to ensure that no impact occurs which may endanger the safe operation of
its facilities.

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 4
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Attachment 2 — Electric Facilities

It is PG&E’s policy to permit certain uses on a case by case basis within its electric
transmission fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) provided such uses and manner in which they are
exercised, will not interfere with PG&E’s rights or endanger its facilities. Some
examples/restrictions are as follows:

1. Buildings and Other Structures: No buildings or other structures including the foot print and
eave of any buildings, swimming pools, wells or similar structures will be permitted within fee
strip(s) and/or easement(s) areas. PG&E’s transmission easement shall be designated on
subdivision/parcel maps as “RESTRICTED USE AREA — NO BUILDING.”

2. Grading: Cuts, trenches or excavations may not be made within 25 feet of our towers.
Developers must submit grading plans and site development plans (including geotechnical
reports if applicable), signed and dated, for PG&E’s review. PG&E engineers must review grade
changes in the vicinity of our towers. No fills will be allowed which would impair ground-to-
conductor clearances. Towers shall not be left on mounds without adequate road access to
base of tower or structure.

3. Fences: Walls, fences, and other structures must be installed at locations that do not affect
the safe operation of PG&’s facilities. Heavy equipment access to our facilities must be
maintained at all times. Metal fences are to be grounded to PG&E specifications. No wall, fence
or other like structure is to be installed within 10 feet of tower footings and unrestricted access
must be maintained from a tower structure to the nearest street. Walls, fences and other
structures proposed along or within the fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) will require PG&E
review; submit plans to PG&E Centralized Review Team for review and comment.

4. Landscaping: Vegetation may be allowed; subject to review of plans. On overhead electric
transmission fee strip(s) and/or easement(s), trees and shrubs are limited to those varieties that
do not exceed 15 feet in height at maturity. PG&E must have access to its facilities at all times,
including access by heavy equipment. No planting is to occur within the footprint of the tower
legs. Greenbelts are encouraged.

5. Reservoirs, Sumps, Drainage Basins, and Ponds: Prohibited within PG&E’s fee strip(s)
and/or easement(s) for electric transmission lines.

6. Automobile Parking: Short term parking of movable passenger vehicles and light trucks
(pickups, vans, etc.) is allowed. The lighting within these parking areas will need to be reviewed
by PG&E; approval will be on a case by case basis. Heavy equipment access to PG&E facilities
is to be maintained at all times. Parking is to clear PG&E structures by at least 10 feet.
Protection of PG&E facilities from vehicular traffic is to be provided at developer’'s expense AND
to PG&E specifications. Blocked-up vehicles are not allowed. Carports, canopies, or awnings
are not allowed.

7. Storage of Flammable, Explosive or Corrosive Materials: There shall be no storage of fuel or
combustibles and no fueling of vehicles within PG&E'’s easement. No trash bins or incinerators
are allowed.

8. Streets and Roads: Access to facilities must be maintained at all times. Street lights may be
allowed in the fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) but in all cases must be reviewed by PG&E for
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proper clearance. Roads and utilities should cross the transmission easement as nearly at right
angles as possible. Road intersections will not be allowed within the transmission easement.

9. Pipelines: Pipelines may be allowed provided crossings are held to a minimum and to be as
nearly perpendicular as possible. Pipelines within 25 feet of PG&E structures require review by
PG&E. Sprinklers systems may be allowed; subject to review. Leach fields and septic tanks are
not allowed. Construction plans must be submitted to PG&E for review and approval prior to the
commencement of any construction.

10. Signs: Signs are not allowed except in rare cases subject to individual review by PG&E.

11. Recreation Areas: Playgrounds, parks, tennis courts, basketball courts, barbecue and light
trucks (pickups, vans, etc.) may be allowed; subject to review of plans. Heavy equipment
access to PG&E facilities is to be maintained at all times. Parking is to clear PG&E structures by
at least 10 feet. Protection of PG&E facilities from vehicular traffic is to be provided at
developer’s expense AND to PG&E specifications.

12. Construction Activity: Since construction activity will take place near PG&E’s overhead
electric lines, please be advised it is the contractor’s responsibility to be aware of, and observe
the minimum clearances for both workers and equipment operating near high voltage electric
lines set out in the High-Voltage Electrical Safety Orders of the California Division of Industrial
Safety (https://www.dir.ca.gov/Title8/sh5g2.html), as well as any other safety regulations.
Contractors shall comply with California Public Utilities Commission General Order 95
(http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/gos/G0O95/go_95 startup _page.html) and all other safety rules. No
construction may occur within 25 feet of PG&E’s towers. All excavation activities may only
commence after 811 protocols has been followed.

Contractor shall ensure the protection of PG&E’s towers and poles from vehicular damage by
(installing protective barriers) Plans for protection barriers must be approved by PG&E prior to
construction.

13. PG&E is also the owner of distribution facilities throughout many of the areas within the

state of California. Therefore, any plans that impact PG&E’s facilities must be reviewed and
approved by PG&E to ensure that no impact occurs that may endanger the safe and reliable
operation of its facilities.

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 6


https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=https-3A__www.dir.ca.gov_Title8_sb5g2.html&d=DwMFAg&c=Oo_p3A70ldcR7Q3zeyon7Q&r=g-HWh_xSTyWhuUJXV2tlcQ&m=QlJQXXVRUQdrlaqZ0nlw5K6fBqWhHCMdU7SP-o3qhQ8&s=GTYBpih-s0PlmBVvDNMGpAXDWC_YubAW2uaD-h3E3IQ&e=
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__www.cpuc.ca.gov_gos_GO95_go-5F95-5Fstartup-5Fpage.html&d=DwMFAg&c=Oo_p3A70ldcR7Q3zeyon7Q&r=g-HWh_xSTyWhuUJXV2tlcQ&m=QlJQXXVRUQdrlaqZ0nlw5K6fBqWhHCMdU7SP-o3qhQ8&s=-fzRV8bb-WaCw0KOfb3UdIcVI00DJ5Fs-T8-lvKtVJU&e=

Tom Buford

From: PGE Plan Review <PGEPlanReview@pge.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2018 7:23 AM

To: Tom Buford

Subject: RE: Notice of Preparation: Tower 301 Project
Attachments: Initial_Response_Letter_18_12_20.pdf

Dear Mr. Bess,

Thank you for submitting the P18-078 plans. The PG&E Plan Review Team is currently reviewing the
information provided. Should we find the possibility this project may interfere with our facilities, we will
respond to you with project specific comments on or prior to the provided deadline. Attached is general
information regarding PG&E facilities for your reference. If you do not hear from us, within 45 days, you
can assume we have no comments at this time.

This email and attachment does not constitute PG&E’s consent to use any portion of its easement for any
purpose not previously conveyed. If there are subsequent modifications made to your design, we ask that you
resubmit the plans to the email address listed below.

If you have any questions regarding our response, please contact the PG&E Plan Review Team at (877) 259-
8314 or pgeplanreview(@pge.com.

Thank you,

Plan Review Team

6111 Bollinger Canyon Rd., 3™ Floor
Mail Code BR1Y3A

San Ramon, CA 94583
pgeplanreview(@pge.com

*¥*This is a notification email only. Please do not reply to this message.

From: Tom Buford <TBuford@cityofsacramento.org>
Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2018 3:57 PM

To: Tom Buford <TBuford @cityofsacramento.org>
Subject: Notice of Preparation: Tower 301 Project

***k**CAUTION: This email was sent from an EXTERNAL source. Think before clicking links or opening
attachments, *****
Please see the attached Notice of Preparation for the Tower 301 project located at 301 Capitol Mall in Sacramento.

Closing date for written comments is January 25, 2019. A scoping meeting will be held at City Hall on January 9. 2019
from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.



If you have any questions regarding the CEQA review please contact Ron Bess, Assistant Planner at (916) 808-8272,
email at rbess@cityofsacramento.org.

Tom Buford, Manager
Environmental Planning Services
(916) 799-1531
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December 20, 2018

Ron Bess

City of Sacramento

300 Richards Blvd., 3" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

Ref: Gas and Electric Transmission and Distribution
Dear Mr.Bess,

Thank you for submitting P18-078 plans for our review. PG&E will review the submitted plans in
relationship to any existing Gas and Electric facilities within the project area. If the proposed
project is adjacent/or within PG&E owned property and/or easements, we will be working with
you to ensure compatible uses and activities near our facilities.

Attached you will find information and requirements as it relates to Gas facilities (Attachment 1)
and Electric facilities (Attachment 2). Please review these in detail, as it is critical to ensure
your safety and to protect PG&E’s facilities and its existing rights.

Below is additional information for your review:

1. This plan review process does not replace the application process for PG&E gas or
electric service your project may require. For these requests, please continue to work
with PG&E Service Planning: https://www.pge.com/en_US/business/services/building-
and-renovation/overview/overview.page.

2. If the project being submitted is part of a larger project, please include the entire scope
of your project, and not just a portion of it. PG&E’s facilities are to be incorporated within
any CEQA document. PG&E needs to verify that the CEQA document will identify any
required future PG&E services.

3. An engineering deposit may be required to review plans for a project depending on the
size, scope, and location of the project and as it relates to any rearrangement or new
installation of PG&E facilities.

Any proposed uses within the PG&E fee strip and/or easement, may include a California Public
Utility Commission (CPUC) Section 851 filing. This requires the CPUC to render approval for a
conveyance of rights for specific uses on PG&E’s fee strip or easement. PG&E will advise if the
necessity to incorporate a CPUC Section 851filing is required.

This letter does not constitute PG&E’s consent to use any portion of its easement for any
purpose not previously conveyed. PG&E will provide a project specific response as required.

Sincerely,

Plan Review Team
Land Management

PG&E Gas and Electric Facilities Page 1


https://www.pge.com/en_US/business/services/building-and-renovation/overview/overview.page
https://www.pge.com/en_US/business/services/building-and-renovation/overview/overview.page

)

Pacific Gas and
Electric Company

Attachment 1 — Gas Facilities

There could be gas transmission pipelines in this area which would be considered critical
facilities for PG&E and a high priority subsurface installation under California law. Care must be
taken to ensure safety and accessibility. So, please ensure that if PG&E approves work near
gas transmission pipelines it is done in adherence with the below stipulations. Additionally, the
following link provides additional information regarding legal requirements under California
excavation laws: http://usanorth811.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/05/CA-LAW-English.pdf

1. Standby Inspection: A PG&E Gas Transmission Standby Inspector must be present
during any demolition or construction activity that comes within 10 feet of the gas pipeline. This
includes all grading, trenching, substructure depth verifications (potholes), asphalt or concrete
demolition/removal, removal of trees, signs, light poles, etc. This inspection can be coordinated
through the Underground Service Alert (USA) service at 811. A minimum notice of 48 hours is
required. Ensure the USA markings and notifications are maintained throughout the duration of
your work.

2. Access: At any time, PG&E may need to access, excavate, and perform work on the gas
pipeline. Any construction equipment, materials, or spoils may need to be removed upon notice.
Any temporary construction fencing installed within PG&E’s easement would also need to be
capable of being removed at any time upon notice. Any plans to cut temporary slopes
exceeding a 1:4 grade within 10 feet of a gas transmission pipeline need to be approved by
PG&E Pipeline Services in writing PRIOR to performing the work.

3. Wheel Loads: To prevent damage to the buried gas pipeline, there are weight limits that
must be enforced whenever any equipment gets within 10 feet of traversing the pipe.

Ensure a list of the axle weights of all equipment being used is available for PG&E’s Standby
Inspector. To confirm the depth of cover, the pipeline may need to be potholed by hand in a few
areas.

Due to the complex variability of tracked equipment, vibratory compaction equipment, and
cranes, PG&E must evaluate those items on a case-by-case basis prior to use over the gas
pipeline (provide a list of any proposed equipment of this type noting model numbers and
specific attachments).

No equipment may be set up over the gas pipeline while operating. Ensure crane outriggers are
at least 10 feet from the centerline of the gas pipeline. Transport trucks must not be parked over
the gas pipeline while being loaded or unloaded.

4, Grading: PG&E requires a minimum of 36 inches of cover over gas pipelines (or existing
grade if less) and a maximum of 7 feet of cover at all locations. The graded surface cannot
exceed a cross slope of 1:4.

5. Excavating: Any digging within 2 feet of a gas pipeline must be dug by hand. Note that
while the minimum clearance is only 12 inches, any excavation work within 24 inches of the
edge of a pipeline must be done with hand tools. So to avoid having to dig a trench entirely with
hand tools, the edge of the trench must be over 24 inches away. (Doing the math for a 24 inch
wide trench being dug along a 36 inch pipeline, the centerline of the trench would need to be at
least 54 inches [24/2 + 24 + 36/2 = 54] away, or be entirely dug by hand.)
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Water jetting to assist vacuum excavating must be limited to 1000 psig and directed at a 40°
angle to the pipe. All pile driving must be kept a minimum of 3 feet away.

Any plans to expose and support a PG&E gas transmission pipeline across an open excavation
need to be approved by PG&E Pipeline Services in writing PRIOR to performing the work.

6. Boring/Trenchless Installations: PG&E Pipeline Services must review and approve all
plans to bore across or parallel to (within 10 feet) a gas transmission pipeline. There are
stringent criteria to pothole the gas transmission facility at regular intervals for all parallel bore
installations.

For bore paths that cross gas transmission pipelines perpendicularly, the pipeline must be
potholed a minimum of 2 feet in the horizontal direction of the bore path and a minimum of 12
inches in the vertical direction from the bottom of the pipe with minimum clearances measured
from the edge of the pipe in both directions. Standby personnel must watch the locator trace
(and every ream pass) the path of the bore as it approaches the pipeline and visually monitor
the pothole (with the exposed transmission pipe) as the bore traverses the pipeline to ensure
adequate clearance with the pipeline. The pothole width must account for the inaccuracy of the
locating equipment.

7. Substructures: All utility crossings of a gas pipeline should be made as close to
perpendicular as feasible (90° +/- 15°). All utility lines crossing the gas pipeline must have a
minimum of 12 inches of separation from the gas pipeline. Parallel utilities, pole bases, water
line ‘kicker blocks’, storm drain inlets, water meters, valves, back pressure devices or other
utility substructures are not allowed in the PG&E gas pipeline easement.

If previously retired PG&E facilities are in conflict with proposed substructures, PG&E must
verify they are safe prior to removal. This includes verification testing of the contents of the
facilities, as well as environmental testing of the coating and internal surfaces. Timelines for
PG&E completion of this verification will vary depending on the type and location of facilities in
conflict.

8. Structures: No structures are to be built within the PG&E gas pipeline easement. This
includes buildings, retaining walls, fences, decks, patios, carports, septic tanks, storage sheds,
tanks, loading ramps, or any structure that could limit PG&E’s ability to access its facilities.

9. Fencing: Permanent fencing is not allowed within PG&E easements except for
perpendicular crossings which must include a 16 foot wide gate for vehicular access. Gates will
be secured with PG&E corporation locks.

10. Landscaping: Landscaping must be designed to allow PG&E to access the pipeline for
maintenance and not interfere with pipeline coatings or other cathodic protection systems. No
trees, shrubs, brush, vines, and other vegetation may be planted within the easement area.
Only those plants, ground covers, grasses, flowers, and low-growing plants that grow
unsupported to a maximum of four feet (4’) in height at maturity may be planted within the
easement area.

11. Cathodic Protection: PG&E pipelines are protected from corrosion with an “Impressed
Current” cathodic protection system. Any proposed facilities, such as metal conduit, pipes,
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service lines, ground rods, anodes, wires, etc. that might affect the pipeline cathodic protection
system must be reviewed and approved by PG&E Corrosion Engineering.

12. Pipeline Marker Signs: PG&E needs to maintain pipeline marker signs for gas
transmission pipelines in order to ensure public awareness of the presence of the pipelines.
With prior written approval from PG&E Pipeline Services, an existing PG&E pipeline marker sign
that is in direct conflict with proposed developments may be temporarily relocated to
accommodate construction work. The pipeline marker must be moved back once construction is
complete.

13. PG&E is also the provider of distribution facilities throughout many of the areas within
the state of California. Therefore, any plans that impact PG&E’s facilities must be reviewed and
approved by PG&E to ensure that no impact occurs which may endanger the safe operation of
its facilities.
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Attachment 2 — Electric Facilities

It is PG&E’s policy to permit certain uses on a case by case basis within its electric
transmission fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) provided such uses and manner in which they are
exercised, will not interfere with PG&E’s rights or endanger its facilities. Some
examples/restrictions are as follows:

1. Buildings and Other Structures: No buildings or other structures including the foot print and
eave of any buildings, swimming pools, wells or similar structures will be permitted within fee
strip(s) and/or easement(s) areas. PG&E’s transmission easement shall be designated on
subdivision/parcel maps as “RESTRICTED USE AREA — NO BUILDING.”

2. Grading: Cuts, trenches or excavations may not be made within 25 feet of our towers.
Developers must submit grading plans and site development plans (including geotechnical
reports if applicable), signed and dated, for PG&E’s review. PG&E engineers must review grade
changes in the vicinity of our towers. No fills will be allowed which would impair ground-to-
conductor clearances. Towers shall not be left on mounds without adequate road access to
base of tower or structure.

3. Fences: Walls, fences, and other structures must be installed at locations that do not affect
the safe operation of PG&’s facilities. Heavy equipment access to our facilities must be
maintained at all times. Metal fences are to be grounded to PG&E specifications. No wall, fence
or other like structure is to be installed within 10 feet of tower footings and unrestricted access
must be maintained from a tower structure to the nearest street. Walls, fences and other
structures proposed along or within the fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) will require PG&E
review; submit plans to PG&E Centralized Review Team for review and comment.

4. Landscaping: Vegetation may be allowed; subject to review of plans. On overhead electric
transmission fee strip(s) and/or easement(s), trees and shrubs are limited to those varieties that
do not exceed 15 feet in height at maturity. PG&E must have access to its facilities at all times,
including access by heavy equipment. No planting is to occur within the footprint of the tower
legs. Greenbelts are encouraged.

5. Reservoirs, Sumps, Drainage Basins, and Ponds: Prohibited within PG&E’s fee strip(s)
and/or easement(s) for electric transmission lines.

6. Automobile Parking: Short term parking of movable passenger vehicles and light trucks
(pickups, vans, etc.) is allowed. The lighting within these parking areas will need to be reviewed
by PG&E; approval will be on a case by case basis. Heavy equipment access to PG&E facilities
is to be maintained at all times. Parking is to clear PG&E structures by at least 10 feet.
Protection of PG&E facilities from vehicular traffic is to be provided at developer’'s expense AND
to PG&E specifications. Blocked-up vehicles are not allowed. Carports, canopies, or awnings
are not allowed.

7. Storage of Flammable, Explosive or Corrosive Materials: There shall be no storage of fuel or
combustibles and no fueling of vehicles within PG&E'’s easement. No trash bins or incinerators
are allowed.

8. Streets and Roads: Access to facilities must be maintained at all times. Street lights may be
allowed in the fee strip(s) and/or easement(s) but in all cases must be reviewed by PG&E for
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proper clearance. Roads and utilities should cross the transmission easement as nearly at right
angles as possible. Road intersections will not be allowed within the transmission easement.

9. Pipelines: Pipelines may be allowed provided crossings are held to a minimum and to be as
nearly perpendicular as possible. Pipelines within 25 feet of PG&E structures require review by
PG&E. Sprinklers systems may be allowed; subject to review. Leach fields and septic tanks are
not allowed. Construction plans must be submitted to PG&E for review and approval prior to the
commencement of any construction.

10. Signs: Signs are not allowed except in rare cases subject to individual review by PG&E.

11. Recreation Areas: Playgrounds, parks, tennis courts, basketball courts, barbecue and light
trucks (pickups, vans, etc.) may be allowed; subject to review of plans. Heavy equipment
access to PG&E facilities is to be maintained at all times. Parking is to clear PG&E structures by
at least 10 feet. Protection of PG&E facilities from vehicular traffic is to be provided at
developer’s expense AND to PG&E specifications.

12. Construction Activity: Since construction activity will take place near PG&E’s overhead
electric lines, please be advised it is the contractor’s responsibility to be aware of, and observe
the minimum clearances for both workers and equipment operating near high voltage electric
lines set out in the High-Voltage Electrical Safety Orders of the California Division of Industrial
Safety (https://www.dir.ca.gov/Title8/sh5g2.html), as well as any other safety regulations.
Contractors shall comply with California Public Utilities Commission General Order 95
(http://www.cpuc.ca.gov/gos/G0O95/go_95 startup _page.html) and all other safety rules. No
construction may occur within 25 feet of PG&E’s towers. All excavation activities may only
commence after 811 protocols has been followed.

Contractor shall ensure the protection of PG&E’s towers and poles from vehicular damage by
(installing protective barriers) Plans for protection barriers must be approved by PG&E prior to
construction.

13. PG&E is also the owner of distribution facilities throughout many of the areas within the

state of California. Therefore, any plans that impact PG&E’s facilities must be reviewed and
approved by PG&E to ensure that no impact occurs that may endanger the safe and reliable
operation of its facilities.
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December 20, 2018

Mr. Ron Bess

City of Sacramento — Community Development Department
300 Richards Boulevard, 3" Floor

Sacramento CA 95811

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
for the Tower 301 Project (P18-030)

Dear Mr. Bess,

Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San) has the
following comments pertaining to the Notice of Preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report for the Tower 301 project.

The proposed project is located at 301 Capitol Mall on 2.39-acre site that
was previously developed and entitled for a previous high-rise
development. The proposed project would construct an approximately
557-foot-tall, 41-story high-rise building that would include office,
residential, restaurant, and retail uses.

Regional San is not a land-use authority. Projects identified within
Regional San planning documents are based on growth projections
provided by land-use authorities. Sewer studies may need to be completed
to assess the impacts of any proposed project that has the potential to
increase flow demands. Onsite and offsite impacts associated with
constructing sanitary sewer facilities to provide service to the subject
project site should be included in this environmental impact report.

Customers receiving service from Regional San are responsible for rates
and fees outlined within the latest Regional San ordinances. Fees for
connecting to the sewer system are set up to recover the capital investment
of sewer treatment facilities that provides service to new customers. The
Regional San ordinance is located on the Regional San website at:
www.regionalsan.com.

Local sanitary sewer service for the proposed project site will be provided
by the City of Sacramento’s (City) local sewer collection system. Ultimate
conveyance of wastewater from the City collection system to the
Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP) for treatment
and disposal will be provided via Sump 2/2A and the Regional San City
Interceptor system. Cumulative impacts of the proposed project will need
to be quantified by the project proponents to ensure that wet and dry
weather capacity limitations within Sump 2/2A and the City Interceptor
are not exceeded.
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On March 13, 2013, Regional San approved the Wastewater Operating Agreement between
Regional San and the City. The following limitations are outlined in the subject Agreement:

Service Area Flow Rate (MGD)
Combined Flows from Sump 2 and Sump 2A 60
Combined flows from Sumps 2, 2A, 21, 55, and 119 98
Total to City !nterceptor of combined flows from Sumps 2, 2A, 21, 55, 119, and five 108.5
trunk connections

The SRWTP provides secondary treatment using an activated sludge process. Incoming
wastewater flows through mechanical bar screens through a primary sedimentation process. This
allows most of the heavy organic solids to settle to the bottom of the tanks. These solids are later
delivered to the digesters. Next, oxygen is added to the wastewater to grow naturally occurring
microscopic organisms, which consume the organic particles in the wastewater. These
organisms eventually settle on the bottom of the secondary clarifiers. Clean water pours off the
top of these clarifiers and is chlorinated, removing any pathogens or other harmful organisms
that may still exist. Chlorine disinfection occurs while the wastewater travels through a two mile
“outfall” pipeline to the Sacramento River, near the town of Freeport, California. Before entering
the river, sulfur dioxide is added to neutralize the chlorine. The design of the SRWTP and
collection system was balanced to have SRWTP facilities accommodate some of the wet weather
flows while minimizing idle SRWTP facilities during dry weather. The SRWTP was designed to
accommodate some wet weather flows while the storage basins and interceptors were designed
to accommodate the remaining wet weather flows.

A NPDES Discharge Permit was issued to Regional San by the Central Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Water Board) in December 2010. In adopting the new Discharge Permit,
the Water Board required Regional San to meet significantly more restrictive treatment levels
over its current levels. Regional San believed that many of these new conditions go beyond what
is reasonable and necessary to protect the environment, and appealed the permit decision to the
State Water Resources Control Board (State Board). In December 2012, the State Board issued
an Order that effectively upheld the Permit. As a result, Regional San filed litigation in
California Superior Court. Regional San and the Water Board agreed to a partial settlement in
October 2013 to address several issues and a final settlement on the remaining issues were heard
by the Water Board in August 2014. Regional San began the necessary activities, studies and
projects to meet the permit conditions. The new treatment facilities to achieve the permit and
settlement requirements must be completed by May 2021 for ammonia and nitrate and May 2023
for the pathogen requirements
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Regional San currently owns and operates a 5-mgd Water Reclamation (WRF) that has been
producing Title 22 tertiary recycled since 2003. The WREF is located within the SRWTP
property in EIk Grove. A portion of the recycled water is used by Regional San at the SRWTP
and the rest is wholesaled to the Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA).

SCWA retails the recycled water, primarily for landscape irrigation use, to select customers in
the City of EIk Grove. It should be noted that Regional San currently does not have any planned
facilities that could provide recycled water to the proposed project or its vicinity. Additionally,
Regional San is not a water purveyor and any potential use of recycled water in the project area
must be coordinated between the key stakeholders, e.g. land use jurisdictions, water purveyors,
users, and the recycled water producers.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please feel free to contact me at (916) 876-6104
or by email: armstrongro@sacsewer.com.

Sincerely,

bl Amstrong

Robb Armstrong
Regional San Development Services & Plan Check
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

Cultural and Environmental Department
1550 Harbor Blvd., Suite 100

West Sacramento, CA 95691

Phone (916) 373-3710

Email: nahc@nahc.ca.gov

Website: http://www.nahc.ca.gov
Twitter: @CA_NAHC

December 27, 2018

Ron Bess

City of Sacramento

300 Richards Boulevard 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: SCH# 2018122045 Tower 301 Project (P18-078), Sacramento County

Dear Mr. Bess:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation (NOP), Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project referenced above. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code §21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code
§21084.1, states that a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource, is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal.
Code Regs., tit.14, §15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in light of the
whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on the environment, an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064
subd.(a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §15064 (a)(1)). In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014) (AB 52) amended
CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074)
and provides that a project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.2).
Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice of preparation, a notice of negative declaration,
or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or
amendment to a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or
after March 1, 2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18). Both
SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the federal National
Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the tribal consultation requirements of Section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154 U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early as possible in order to avoid inadvertent
discoveries of Native American human remains and best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary
of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as well as the NAHC’s recommendations for conducting cultural resources
assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with any other
applicable laws.



AB 52

AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1:

Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project: Within

fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public agency
to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or tribal
representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested
notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:
a. A brief description of the project.
b. The lead agency contact information.
c. Notification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).
d. A “California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is on
the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).
(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe's Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a

Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American tribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project. (Pub.
Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration, mitigated
negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).
a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4
(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe requests

to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:
a. Alternatives to the project.
b. Recommended mitigation measures.
c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:

Type of environmental review necessary.

Significance of the tribal cultural resources.

Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.

If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe may
recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

apoo

Confidentiality of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process. With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American tribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency to
the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a California
Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a confidential
appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in writing, to
the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a

significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed to
pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact
on the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).



7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the following
occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a
tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be
reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mitigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring and
reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Reaquired Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:

a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:

i. Planning and construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.

b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking into account the tribal cultural values and
meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

i. Protecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Protecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.

c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.

d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).

e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally recognized
California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect a California
prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold conservation
easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).

f. Please-note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave artifacts
shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be adopted
unless one of the following occurs:

a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.

b. The tribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise failed
to engage in the consultation process.

c. The lead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources Code
§21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices”
may be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation CalEPAPDF.pdf




SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide notice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of open
space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor's Office of Planning and Research’s
“Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at:
https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09_14_05_Updated_Guidelines_922.pdf

Some of SB 18’s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If a local government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a specific
plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tribes identified by the NAHC by
requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government must
consult with the tribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of notification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(a)(2)).

2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.

3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and Research
pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information concerning
the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public Resources
Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city’s or county's jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3 (b)).

4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:

a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures for
preservation or mitigation; or

b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that
mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or mitigation.
(Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) at p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating tribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File" searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation
in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends the
following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=1068) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. Ifan archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detailing
the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American human
‘remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and not be
made available for public disclosure. '
b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.



3. Contact the NAHC for:

A Sacred Lands File search. Remember that tribes do not always record their sacred sites in the Sacred
Lands File, nor are they required to do so. A Sacred Lands File search is not a substitute for consultation
with tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project's APE.

A Native American Tribal Consultation List of appropriate tribes for consultation concerning the project
site and to assist in planning for avoidance, preservation in place, or, failing both, mitigation measures.

4. Remember that the lack of surface evidence of archaeological resources (including tribal cultural resources) does
not preclude their subsurface existence.

a.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plan provisions for the
identification and evaluation of inadvertently discovered archaeological resources per Cal. Code Regs.,
tit. 14, §15064.5(f) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5(f)). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a
certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American with knowledge of cultural resources
should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the disposition of recovered cultural items that are not burial associated in consultation with culturally
affiliated Native Americans.

Lead agencies should include in their mitigation and monitoring reporting program plans provisions for
the treatment and disposition of inadvertently discovered Native American human remains. Health and
Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98, and Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, §15064.5,
subdivisions (d) and (e) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5, subds. (d) and (e)) address the processes to be
followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of any Native American human remains and associated
grave goods in a location other than a dedicated cemetery.

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email
address: Sharaya.Souza@nahc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Tl

Sharaya Souza -
Staff Services Analyst

cc: State Clearinghouse
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Tower 301 — Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and Site Plan &
Design Review

Dear Mr. Sites and Mr. Bess:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the review
process for the Tower 301 project. Caltrans’ new mission, vision, and goals signal a
modernization of our approach to California’s transportation system. We review this local
development for impacts to the State Highway System (SHS) in keeping with our mission, vision
and goals for sustainability/livability/economy, and safety/heath. We provide these comments
consistent with the state’s mobility goals that support a vibrant economy and build communities.

Located at the northeast corner of Capitol Mall and 3™ Street in the City of Sacramento, the
proposed project is intended to be Sacramento’s tallest building, adjacent to the northbound
Interstate 5 (I-5) on-ramp at 3™ and L Street.

The proposed project is a mixed use, high rise project comprised of office, residential, retail uses,
and parking. The project proposes approximately 791,647 square feet (sq. ft.) of office space;
96,755 sq. ft. divided between 100 residential units primarily made up of studio and 1-bedroom
units; 24,653 sq. ft. in retail space; and 536,227 sq. ft. of parking for both vehicles and bicycles
over nine levels with 1,304 parking spaces for vehicles and 234 spaces for bicycles.

Based on the Site Plan & Design Review received on December 3, 2018, and the Notice of
Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report review received on December 19, 2018, Caltrans
provides the following comments:

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Forecasting / Freeway Operations

The proposed project is an urban infill project as it is located close to transit, bike, and
pedestrian facilities, which aids the project in having low vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
generation rates when compared to other non-infill projects. However, based on the
project’s footprint size, the project is still projected to generate a significant amount of
traffic that will impact nearby I-5 and U.S. Route 50 (US-50) that currently operate at a
Level of Service (LOS) F during AM and PM peak hours. According to the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generations Manual, Caltrans anticipates the project
to generate approximately 1,000 trips during the AM and PM peak hours. Based on these
factors, Caltrans recommends a fair share contribution to the I-5 Subregional Corridor
Mitigation Program (SCMP) to offset the anticipated impacts.

I-5 Subregional Corridor Mitigation Program

The I-5 SCMP is a voluntary impact fee program for new development within the I-5, State
Route 99 (SR 99), State Route 51 (SR 51), and US-50 corridors between the cities of Elk Grove,
Sacramento, and West Sacramento. The I-5 SCMP was developed with each city in collaboration
with Caltrans for promoting smart growth, reducing daily congested VMT and delay on the SHS,
and reduce daily VMT on the regional transportation system through funding an array of projects
that includes all modes.

Through the I-5 SCMP, impact fee contributions can be made in lieu of conducting a detailed
traffic impact study for freeway mainline impacts, including freeway mainline analysis, “merge
and diverge” analysis and weaving analysis on the mainline under either existing and cumulative
conditions. If the applicant chooses to contribute towards the I-5 SCMP, the applicant would still
be required to analyze intersection impacts, off-ramp traffic back-up onto the freeway mainline,
and any significant safety issues near the intersection.

Multi-Modal Transportation Impact Analysis

If the applicant elects not to contribute towards the I-5 SCMP, then a multi-modal transportation
impact analysis should be completed, along with mitigation measures, to lessen impacts to
acceptable levels that are consistent with local and regional plans.

A multi-modal transportation impact analysis for this project should include an analysis of VMT
generated by the project with a trip distribution diagram and analyze and identify any potential
safety issues for all modes of transportation. The scope of the multi-modal analysis should
include

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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e nearby I-5 and US-50 mainline, ramps, and ramp intersections;
e trips generated and distributed from the project site;
e existing traffic conditions without the project;
e existing traffic conditions with the project; and
e future cumulative traffic conditions without and with the project.

Mitigation proposed in the analysis should include Transportation Demand Management and
Access Management projects and strategies that increase multimodal access and reduce VMT on
the SHS.

Geotechnical Analysis

The project as proposed shares with adjacent I-5 the same general geotechnical
characteristics including soil, bedrock and water table. The location has a history of
flood events associated with increased rainfall and intrusive water from the nearby
Sacramento River. For the project hydrological and geotechnical analyses, please
consider the effects of climate change with regard to soil and bedrock stability,
seismicity, potential for subsidence, lateral spreading, soil liquefaction and the building’s
ability to withstand geotechnical events. We are specifically interested in resiliency for
the built environment including and around state highways under circumstances of
climate change.

Please provide our office with copies of any further actions regarding this project. We
would appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on any changes related to this
development.

If you have any question regarding these comments or require additional information,

please contact Todd Rogers, Intergovernmental Review Coordinator, by phone
(530) 741-4507 or via email to todd.rogers@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely, p ,,,

o L __//,%

o~

“Alex Fong, Branch Chief
Office of Transportation Planning
Regional Planning Branch—South

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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SENT VIA E-MAIL ONLY

Matthew Sites

City of Sacramento

Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd., 3" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: Tower 301 (P18-078) (SAC201802104)
Dear Mr. Sites:

Thank you for providing the routing package for Tower 301 to the Sacramento Metropolitan
Air Quality Management District (Sac Metro Air District) for review. The project is a request
for a mixed-use development at 301 Capitol Mall, a 2.39-acre site bounded by Capitol Mall,
3" Street, L Street, and 4th Street. The project site is located within the Central Business
District (C-3-SPD) zone and within the Central City Special Planning District (SPD). The
applicant proposes a 33-story building which includes offices, residences, retail, structured
parking, and publicly accessible open space. The request requires commission-level Site
Plan and Design Review. Sac Metro Air District staff comments follow.

Membership in Transportation Management Association

However, given the size of the proposed project, with 100 residential units, 791,647 gross
square feet of office use, and 24,653 gross square feet of retail, the Sac Metro Air District
recommends programming to reduce new vehicle trips. As the project has excellent
locational efficiency and a variety of transportation options, transportation demand
management (TDM) services would ensure the residents and employees will have the
greatest opportunity to utilize sustainable modes. Traditionally, TDM services are provided by
a Transportation Management Association (TMA). The 301 Capitol Mall project is located
within the boundaries of the Sacramento Transportation Management Association. Similar to
the City’s condition on 500 Capitol Mall, we recommend requiring, as a condition of approval,
that the building maintain membership in the Sacramento TMA to provide such services to all
tenants, ensuring the project will best leverage existing and future low-carbon options.

Construction

All projects are subject to Sac Metro Air District rules at the time of construction. Specific
rules that may relate to construction activities are attached. A complete listing of current
rules is available at www.airquality.org or by calling 916-874-4800.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please
contact me at 916-874-4816 or tduarte@airquality.org.

Sincerely,

777 12th Street, 3rd Floor § Sacramento, CA 95814-1908
916/874-4800 1 916/874-4899 fax
www.airquality.org


http://www.airquality.org/
mailto:tduarte@airquality.org

Mr. Matthew Sites
January 2, 2019
Tower 301
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Teri Duarte, MPH
Planner/Analyst

Attachment
Cc: Paul Philley, AICP, Sac Metro Air District
Tom Buford, City of Sacramento
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Attachment
Sac Metro Air District Rules & Regulations Statement (revised 6/2018)

The following statement is recommended as standard condition of approval or construction
document language for all development projects within the Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District (Sac Metro Air District):

All projects are subject to Sac Metro Air District rules in effect at the time of construction. A
complete listing of current rules is available at www.airguality.org or by calling 916-874-4800.
Specific rules that may relate to construction activities or building design may include, but are
not limited to:

Rule 201: General Permit Requirements. Any project that includes the use of equipment
capable of releasing emissions to the atmosphere may require permit(s) from Sac Metro Air
District prior to equipment operation. The applicant, developer, or operator of a project that
includes an emergency generator, boiler, or heater should contact the Sac Metro Air District
early to determine if a permit is required, and to begin the permit application process. Other
general types of uses that require a permit include, but are not limited to, dry cleaners,
gasoline stations, spray booths, and operations that generate airborne particulate emissions.
Portable construction equipment (e.g. generators, compressors, pile drivers, lighting
equipment, etc.) with an internal combustion engine over 50 horsepower is required to have
a Sac Metro Air District permit or a California Air Resources Board portable equipment
registration (PERP) (see Other Regulations below).

Rule 402: Nuisance. The developer or contractor is required to prevent dust or any
emissions from onsite activities from causing injury, nuisance, or annoyance to the public.

Rule 403: Fugitive Dust. The developer or contractor is required to control dust emissions
from earth moving activities, storage or any other construction activity to prevent airborne
dust from leaving the project site.

Rule 414: Water Heaters, Boilers and Process Heaters Rated Less Than 1,000,000 BTU
PER Hour. The developer or contractor is required to install water heaters (including
residence water heaters), boilers or process heaters that comply with the emission limits
specified in the rule.

Rule 417: Wood Burning Appliances. This rule prohibits the installation of any new,
permanently installed, indoor or outdoor, uncontrolled fireplaces in new or existing
developments.

Rule 442: Architectural Coatings. The developer or contractor is required to use coatings
that comply with the volatile organic compound content limits specified in the rule.

Rule 453: Cutback and Emulsified Asphalt Paving Materials. This rule prohibits the use
of certain types of cut back or emulsified asphalt for paving, road construction or road
maintenance activities.


http://www.airquality.org/
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Rule 460: Adhesives and Sealants. The developer or contractor is required to use
adhesives and sealants that comply with the volatile organic compound content limits
specified in the rule.

Rule 902: Asbestos. The developer or contractor is required to notify the Sac Metro Air
District of any regulated renovation or demolition activity. Rule 902 contains specific
requirements for surveying, naotification, removal, and disposal of asbestos containing
material.

Other Regulations (California Code of Regulations (CCR))

17 CCR, Division 3, Chapter 1, Subchapter 7.5, 893105 Naturally Occurring Asbestos:
The developer or contractor is required to notify the Sac Metro Air District of earth moving
projects, greater than 1 acre in size in areas “Moderately Likely to Contain Asbestos” within
eastern Sacramento County. The developer or contractor is required to comply with specific
requirements for surveying, notification, and handling soil that contains naturally occurring
asbestos.

13 CCR, Division 3, Chapter 9, Article 5, Portable Equipment Registration Program:
The developer or contractor is required to comply with all registration and operational
requirements of the portable equipment registration program such as recordkeeping and
notification.

13 CCR, Division 3, Chapter 9, Article 4.8, 82449(d)(2) and 13 CCR, Division 3, Chapter
10, Article 1, 82485 regarding Anti-Idling: Minimize idling time either by shutting
equipment off when not in use or reducing the time of idling to 5 minutes. These apply to
diesel powered off-road equipment and on-road vehicles, respectively.
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Via Email and U.S. Mail

January 3, 2019

Ron Bess, Planner Ryan Devore, Director

Environmental Planning Services Community Development Department
City of Sacramento Community City of Sacramento

300 Richards Blvd., Third Floor 300 Richards Boulevard, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811 Sacramento, CA 95881
rbess@cityofsacramento.org rdevore@cityofsacramento.org

Mindy Cuppy, MMC

City Clerk, City of Sacramento
915 | Street

New City Hall

Sacramento, CA 95814
clerk@cityofsacramento.org

Re: CEQA and Land Use Notice Request for the Project known as Tower 301 Project aka
P18-078

Dear Mr. Bess, Mr. Devore, and Ms. Cuppy:

I am writing on behalf of the Laborers International Union of North America, Local Union 185 and its
members living in the City of Sacramento (“LiUNA”), regarding the project known as Tower 301 Project aka
P18-078, including all actions related or referring to the proposed construction of an approximately 557-foot-
tall, 41-story high-rise building that would include office, residential, restaurant, and retail uses. The proposed
building structure would be a 31-story tower atop a 10-story podium, with a single sub-grade level located on
the north side of Capitol Mall in Downtown Sacramento. The site is bounded by Capitol Mall to the south, 3rd
Street to the west, L Street to the north, and 4th Street to the east on APN: 006-0141-043-0000 in the City of
Sacramento (“Project”).

We hereby request that the City of Sacramento (“City”) send by electronic mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to our
firm at the address below notice of any and all actions or hearings related to activities undertaken, authorized,
approved, permitted, licensed, or certified by the City and any of its subdivisions, and/or supported, in whole
or in part, through contracts, grants, subsidies, loans or other forms of assistance from the City, including, but
not limited to the following:

¢ Notice of any public hearing in connection with projects as required by California Planning and
Zoning Law pursuant to Government Code Section 65091.

e Any and all notices prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”),
including, but not limited to:
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= Notices of any public hearing held pursuant to CEQA.

= Notices of determination that an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”) or supplemental EIR
is required for the project, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.4.

= Notices of any scoping meeting held pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.9.

= Notices of preparation of an EIR or a negative declaration for the project, prepared pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 21092.

= Notices of availability of an EIR or a negative declaration for the project, prepared pursuant
to Public Resources Code Section 21152 and Section 15087 of Title 14 of the California Code
of Regulations.

= Notices of approval and/or determination to carry out the project, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law.

= Notices of approval or certification of any EIR or negative declaration, prepared pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21152 or any other provision of law.

= Notices of determination that the project is exempt from CEQA, prepared pursuant to Public
Resources Code section 21152 or any other provision of law.

= Notice of any Final EIR prepared pursuant to CEQA.

= Notice of determination, prepared pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21108 or
Section 21152.

Please note that we are requesting notices of CEQA actions and notices of any public hearings to be held under
any provision of Title 7 of the California Government Code governing California Planning and Zoning Law.
This request is filed pursuant to Public Resources Code Sections 21092.2 and 21167(f), and Government
Code Section 65092, which requires agencies to mail such notices to any person who has filed a written
request for them with the clerk of the agency’s governing body.

In addition, we request that the City of Sacramento send to us via email or U.S. Mail a copy of all
Planning Commission, and City Council meeting and/or hearing agendas.

Please send notice by electronic mail, if possible or U.S. Mail to:

Michael Lozeau

Hannah Hughes

Lozeau Drury LLP

410 12t Street, Suite 250
Oakland, CA 94607

510 836-4200
michael@lozeaudrury.com
hannah@Ilozeaudrury.com

Please call if you have any questions. Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

ot 2 Pt

Hannah Hughes
Legal Assistant
Lozeau | Drury LLP
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From: Tom Buford

Sent: Friday, January 4, 2019 1:57 PM

To: Ron Bess

Subject: FW: Notice of Preparation: Tower 301 Project
Ron:

Please review this response with me or Scott.
Tom

Tom Buford, Manager
Environmental Planning Services
(916) 799-1531

From: King Tunson <ktunson@sfd.cityofsacramento.org>
Sent: Thursday, January 3, 2019 2:35 PM

To: Tom Buford <TBuford@cityofsacramento.org>
Subject: RE: Notice of Preparation: Tower 301 Project

Hi Tom,

I don’t have any questions for this EIR at this time. Once the full document is released, | will review and comment at that
time. Thanks

King Tunson

Entitlement Plan Review Supervisor
Sacramento Fire Department

5770 Freeport Blvd, Ste 200
Sacramento, CA 95822

Office (916) 808-1358

Fax (916) 808-1677
ktunson@sfd.cityofsacramento.org

From: Tom Buford <TBuford@cityofsacramento.org>
Sent: Wednesday, December 19, 2018 3:57 PM

To: Tom Buford <TBuford@cityofsacramento.org>
Subject: Notice of Preparation: Tower 301 Project

Please see the attached Notice of Preparation for the Tower 301 project located at 301 Capitol Mall in Sacramento.

Closing date for written comments is January 25, 2019. A scoping meeting will be held at City Hall on January 9. 2019
from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.

If you have any questions regarding the CEQA review please contact Ron Bess, Assistant Planner at (916) 808-8272,
email at rbess@cityofsacramento.org.

Tom Buford, Manager
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SENT VIA E-MAIL ONLY

Matthew Sites

City of Sacramento

Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd., 3" Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: Tower 301 (P18-078) (SAC201802104)
Dear Mr. Sites:

Thank you for providing the routing package for Tower 301 to the Sacramento Metropolitan
Air Quality Management District (Sac Metro Air District) for review. The project is a request
for a mixed-use development at 301 Capitol Mall, a 2.39-acre site bounded by Capitol Mall,
3" Street, L Street, and 4th Street. The project site is located within the Central Business
District (C-3-SPD) zone and within the Central City Special Planning District (SPD). The
applicant proposes a 33-story building which includes offices, residences, retail, structured
parking, and publicly accessible open space. The request requires commission-level Site
Plan and Design Review. Sac Metro Air District staff comments follow.

Membership in Transportation Management Association

However, given the size of the proposed project, with 100 residential units, 791,647 gross
square feet of office use, and 24,653 gross square feet of retail, the Sac Metro Air District
recommends programming to reduce new vehicle trips. As the project has excellent
locational efficiency and a variety of transportation options, transportation demand
management (TDM) services would ensure the residents and employees will have the
greatest opportunity to utilize sustainable modes. Traditionally, TDM services are provided by
a Transportation Management Association (TMA). The 301 Capitol Mall project is located
within the boundaries of the Sacramento Transportation Management Association. Similar to
the City’s condition on 500 Capitol Mall, we recommend requiring, as a condition of approval,
that the building maintain membership in the Sacramento TMA to provide such services to all
tenants, ensuring the project will best leverage existing and future low-carbon options.

Construction

All projects are subject to Sac Metro Air District rules at the time of construction. Specific
rules that may relate to construction activities are attached. A complete listing of current
rules is available at www.airquality.org or by calling 916-874-4800.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please
contact me at 916-874-4816 or tduarte@airquality.org.

Sincerely,

777 12th Street, 3rd Floor § Sacramento, CA 95814-1908
916/874-4800 1 916/874-4899 fax
www.airquality.org
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Teri Duarte, MPH
Planner/Analyst

Attachment
Cc: Paul Philley, AICP, Sac Metro Air District
Tom Buford, City of Sacramento
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Attachment
Sac Metro Air District Rules & Regulations Statement (revised 6/2018)

The following statement is recommended as standard condition of approval or construction
document language for all development projects within the Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District (Sac Metro Air District):

All projects are subject to Sac Metro Air District rules in effect at the time of construction. A
complete listing of current rules is available at www.airguality.org or by calling 916-874-4800.
Specific rules that may relate to construction activities or building design may include, but are
not limited to:

Rule 201: General Permit Requirements. Any project that includes the use of equipment
capable of releasing emissions to the atmosphere may require permit(s) from Sac Metro Air
District prior to equipment operation. The applicant, developer, or operator of a project that
includes an emergency generator, boiler, or heater should contact the Sac Metro Air District
early to determine if a permit is required, and to begin the permit application process. Other
general types of uses that require a permit include, but are not limited to, dry cleaners,
gasoline stations, spray booths, and operations that generate airborne particulate emissions.
Portable construction equipment (e.g. generators, compressors, pile drivers, lighting
equipment, etc.) with an internal combustion engine over 50 horsepower is required to have
a Sac Metro Air District permit or a California Air Resources Board portable equipment
registration (PERP) (see Other Regulations below).

Rule 402: Nuisance. The developer or contractor is required to prevent dust or any
emissions from onsite activities from causing injury, nuisance, or annoyance to the public.

Rule 403: Fugitive Dust. The developer or contractor is required to control dust emissions
from earth moving activities, storage or any other construction activity to prevent airborne
dust from leaving the project site.

Rule 414: Water Heaters, Boilers and Process Heaters Rated Less Than 1,000,000 BTU
PER Hour. The developer or contractor is required to install water heaters (including
residence water heaters), boilers or process heaters that comply with the emission limits
specified in the rule.

Rule 417: Wood Burning Appliances. This rule prohibits the installation of any new,
permanently installed, indoor or outdoor, uncontrolled fireplaces in new or existing
developments.

Rule 442: Architectural Coatings. The developer or contractor is required to use coatings
that comply with the volatile organic compound content limits specified in the rule.

Rule 453: Cutback and Emulsified Asphalt Paving Materials. This rule prohibits the use
of certain types of cut back or emulsified asphalt for paving, road construction or road
maintenance activities.


http://www.airquality.org/

Mr. Matthew Sites
January 2, 2019
Tower 301

Page 4

Rule 460: Adhesives and Sealants. The developer or contractor is required to use
adhesives and sealants that comply with the volatile organic compound content limits
specified in the rule.

Rule 902: Asbestos. The developer or contractor is required to notify the Sac Metro Air
District of any regulated renovation or demolition activity. Rule 902 contains specific
requirements for surveying, naotification, removal, and disposal of asbestos containing
material.

Other Regulations (California Code of Regulations (CCR))

17 CCR, Division 3, Chapter 1, Subchapter 7.5, 893105 Naturally Occurring Asbestos:
The developer or contractor is required to notify the Sac Metro Air District of earth moving
projects, greater than 1 acre in size in areas “Moderately Likely to Contain Asbestos” within
eastern Sacramento County. The developer or contractor is required to comply with specific
requirements for surveying, notification, and handling soil that contains naturally occurring
asbestos.

13 CCR, Division 3, Chapter 9, Article 5, Portable Equipment Registration Program:
The developer or contractor is required to comply with all registration and operational
requirements of the portable equipment registration program such as recordkeeping and
notification.

13 CCR, Division 3, Chapter 9, Article 4.8, 82449(d)(2) and 13 CCR, Division 3, Chapter
10, Article 1, 82485 regarding Anti-Idling: Minimize idling time either by shutting
equipment off when not in use or reducing the time of idling to 5 minutes. These apply to
diesel powered off-road equipment and on-road vehicles, respectively.
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board

JAN 16 20!)
11 January 2019
Ron Bess CERTIFIED MAIL
City of Sacramento 7018 1830 0001 0062 6658

300 Richards Boulevard, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

COMMENTS TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW FOR THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, TOWER 301 (P18-078) PROJECT,
SCH#2018122045, SACRAMENTO COUNTY

Pursuant to the State Clearinghouse’s 20 December 2018 request, the Central Valley Regional
Water Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Request for Review
for the Notice of Preparation for the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Tower 301 (P18-
078) Project, located in Sacramento County.

Our agency is delegated with the responsibility of protecting the quality of surface and
groundwaters of the state; therefore our comments will address concerns surrounding those

issues.
. Regulatory Setting

Basin Plan

The Central Valley Water Board is required to formulate and adopt Basin Plans for all areas
within the Central Valley region under Section 13240 of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act. Each Basin Plan must contain water quality objectives to ensure the
reasonable protection of beneficial uses, as well as a program of implementation for
achieving water quality objectives with the Basin Plans. Federal regulations require each
state to adopt water quality standards to protect the public health or welfare, enhance the
quality of water and serve the purposes of the Clean Water Act. In California, the beneficial
uses, water quality objectives, and the Antidegradation Policy are the State’s water quality
standards. Water quality standards are also contained in the National Toxics Rule, 40 CFR
Section 131.36, and the California Toxics Rule, 40 CFR Section 131.38.

The Basin Plan is subject to modification as necessary, considering applicable laws,
policies, technologies, water quality conditions and priorities. The original Basin Plans were
adopted in 1975, and have been updated and revised periodically as required, using Basin
Plan amendments. Once the Central Valley Water Board has adopted a Basin Plan
amendment in noticed public hearings, it must be approved by the State Water Resources
Control Board (State Water Board), Office of Administrative Law (OAL) and in some cases,

KarL E. LonagLey ScD, P.E., cHair | PATRICK PULUPA, ESQ., EXECUTIVE OFFICER

11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 | www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley
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the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). Basin Plan amendments
only become effective after they have been approved by the OAL and in some cases, the
USEPA. Every three (3) years, a review of the Basin Plan is completed that assesses the
appropriateness of existing standards and evaluates and prioritizes Basin Planning issues.

For more information on the Water Quality Control Plan for the Sacramento and San
Joaquin River Basins, please visit our website:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/basin_plans/

Antidegradation Considerations

All wastewater discharges must comply with the Antidegradation Policy (State Water Board
Resolution 68-16) and the Antidegradation Implementation Policy contained in the Basin
Plan. The Antidegradation Implementation Policy is available on page 74 at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/basin_plans/sacsjr_201805.pdf

In part it states:

Any discharge of waste to high quality waters must apply best practicable treatment or
control not only to prevent a condition of pollution or nuisance from occurring, but also to
maintain the highest water quality possible consistent with the maximum benefit to the
people of the State.

This information must be presented as an- analysis of the impacts and potential impacts
of the discharge on water quality, as measured by background concentrations and
applicable water quality objectives.

The antidegradation analysis is a mandatory element in the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System and land discharge Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) permitting
processes. The environmental review document should evaluate potential impacts to both
surface and groundwater quality.

Permitting Requirements

Construction Storm Water General Permit

Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where projects disturb less
than one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs
one or more acres, are required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Storm
Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities (Construction General Permit),
Construction General Permit Order No. 2009-009-DWQ. Construction activity subject to
this permit includes clearing, grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, such as
stockpiling, or excavation, but does not include regular maintenance activities performed to
restore the original line, grade, or capacity of the facility. The Construction General Permit
requires the development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
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(SWPPP).

For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the State Water Resources
Control Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtmil

Phase | and Il Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits’

The Phase | and Il MS4 permits require the Permittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows
from new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
the maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development
standards, also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/post-construction standards that
include a hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design
concepts for LID/post-construction BMPs in the early stages of a project during the
entitlement and CEQA process and the development plan review process.

For more information on which Phase | MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central
Valley Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/municipal_permits/

For more information on the Phase || MS4 permit and who it applies to, visit the State
Water Resources Control Board at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/phase_ii_municipal.sht
ml

Industrial Storm Water General Permit
Storm water discharges associated with industrial sites must comply with the regulations
contained in the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ.

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit, visit the Central Valley
Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/industrial_general_
permits/index.shtml

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit

If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in navigable waters or
wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be needed from the
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). If a Section 404 permit is required by
the USACE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the permit application to ensure that
discharge will not violate water quality standards. If the project requires surface water
drainage realignment, the applicant is advised to contact the Department of Fish and Game
for information on Streambed Alteration Permit requirements.

! Municipal Permits = The Phase | Municipal Separate Storm Water System (MS4) Permit covers medium sized
Municipalities (serving between 100,000 and 250,000 people) and large sized municipalities (serving over
250,000 people). The Phase Il MS4 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Small
MS4s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals.
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If you have any questions regarding the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, please
contact the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento District of USACE at (916) 557-5250.

Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit — Water Quality Certification

If an USACE permit (e.g., Non-Reporting Nationwide Permit, Nationwide Permit, Letter of
Permission, Individual Permit, Regional General Permit, Programmatic General Permit), or
any other federal permit (e.g., Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act or Section 9 from
the United States Coast Guard), is required for this project due to the disturbance of waters
of the United States (such as streams and wetlands), then a Water Quality Certification
must be obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to initiation of project activities.
There are no waivers for 401 Water Quality Certifications.

For more information on the Water Quality Certification, visit the Central Valley Water
Board website at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/water_quality_certification/

Waste Discharge Requirements — Discharges to Waters of the State

If USACE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-federal”
waters of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project may
require a Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley
Water Board. Under the California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to
all waters of the State, including all wetlands and other waters of the State including, but
not limited to, isolated wetlands, are subject to State regulation.

For more information on the Waste Discharges to Surface Water NPDES Program and
WDR processes, visit the Central Valley Water Board website at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/waste_to_surface_water/

Dewatering Permit

If the proposed project includes construction or groundwater dewatering to be discharged
to land, the proponent may apply for coverage under State Water Board General Water
Quality Order (Low Risk General Order) 2003-0003 or the Central Valley Water Board’s
Waiver of Report of Waste Discharge and Waste Discharge Requirements (Low Risk
Waiver) R5-2013-0145. Small temporary construction dewatering projects are projects that
discharge groundwater to land from excavation activities or dewatering of underground
utility vaults. Dischargers seeking coverage under the General Order or Waiver must file a
Notice of Intent with the Central VValley Water Board prior to beginning discharge.

For more information regarding the Low Risk General Order and the application process,
visit the Central Valley Water Board website at:
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/board_decisions/adopted_orders/water_quality/2003/wqo/w
qo2003-0003.pdf

For more information regarding the Low Risk Waiver and the application process, visit the
Central Valley Water Board website at:
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NPDES Permit

If the proposed project discharges waste that could affect the quality of surface waters of
the State, other than into a community sewer system, the proposed project will require
coverage under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. A
complete Report of Waste Discharge must be submitted with the Central Valley Water
Board to obtain a NPDES Permit.

For more information regarding the NPDES Permit and the application process, visit the

Central Valley Water Board website at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/help/permit/

If you have questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 464-4812 or
Jordan.Hensley@waterboards.ca.gov.

Jordan Hensley
Environmental Scientist

cc: State Clearinghouse unit, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Sacramento
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http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/waivers/r5-
2013-0145_res.pdf

Regulatory Compliance for Commercially Irrigated Agriculture

If the property will be used for commercial irrigated agricultural, the discharger will be
required to obtain regulatory coverage under the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program.
There are two options to comply:

1. Obtain Coverage Under a Coalition Group. Join the local Coalition Group that
supports land owners with the implementation of the Irrigated Lands Regulatory
Program. The Coalition Group conducts water quality monitoring and reporting to
the Central Valley Water Board on behalf of its growers. The Coalition Groups
charge an annual membership fee, which varies by Coalition Group. To find the
Coalition Group in your area, visit the Central Valley Water Board's website at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/irrigated_lands/regulator
y_information/for_growers/coalition_groups/ or contact water board staff at (916)
464-4611 or via email at IrrLands@waterboards.ca.gov.

2. Obtain Coverage Under the General Waste Discharge Requirements for
Individual Growers, General Order R5-2013-0100. Dischargers not participating
in a third-party group (Coalition) are regulated individually. Depending on the
specific site conditions, growers may be required to monitor runoff from their
property, install monitoring wells, and submit a notice of intent, farm plan, and other
action plans regarding their actions to comply with their General Order. Yearly
costs would include State administrative fees (for example, annual fees for farm
sizes from 11-100 acres are currently $1,277 + $8.53/Acre); the cost to prepare
annual monitoring reports; and water quality monitoring costs. To enroll as an
Individual Discharger under the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program, call the
Central Valley Water Board phone line at (916) 464-4611 or e-mail board staff at
IrrLands@waterboards.ca.gov.

Limited Threat General NPDES Permit

If the proposed project includes construction dewatering and it is necessary to discharge
the groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will require coverage
under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Dewatering
discharges are typically considered a low or limited threat to water quality and may be
covered under the General Order for Limited Threat Discharges to Surface Water (Limited
Threat General Order). A complete Notice of Intent must be submitted to the Central Valley
Water Board to obtain coverage under the Limited Threat General Order.

For more information regarding the Limited Threat General Order and the application
process, visit the Central Valley Water Board website at:
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_ord
ers/r5-2016-0076-01.pdf



Jonathan Teofilo

From: Ron Bess <RBess@cityofsacramento.org>

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 3:16 PM

To: Christina Erwin

Cc: Jonathan Teofilo

Subject: FW: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for the Tower 301 Project SCH:
2018122045

Here are the comments | received from Dylan at California Fish & Wildlife.
Thanks,

Ron Bess

City of Sacramento

Community Development Department
Environmental Planning Services

300 Richards Blvd. 3™ Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

(916) 808-8272
Rbess@cityofsacramento.org

From: Wood, Dylan A@Wildlife <Dylan.A.Wood@wildlife.ca.gov>

Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2019 4:40 PM

To: Ron Bess <RBess@cityofsacramento.org>

Cc: Wildlife R2 CEQA <R2CEQA@wildlife.ca.gov>

Subject: RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for the Tower 301 Project SCH: 2018122045

Mr. Bess,

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has received and reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the
Tower 301 (Project) in Sacramento County. CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the Lead
Agency in adequately identifying and, where appropriate, mitigating the Project’s significant or potentially significant,
direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW has identified several potential impacts relating to nesting and migrating birds. CDFW recommends that the draft
Environmental Impact Report discuss the following impacts:
=>» Bird nests on the project site: Please include a site map that includes the number and species of trees to be
removed for the project. This should characterize areas designated for construction and any areas used for
project staging/storage that are not within the construction footprint.
=» Bird collisions: An analysis should be included that discusses the height of the building and reflective nature of
the windows. CDFW recommends the City choose a window treatment that reduces potential for bird collisions.
Any relevant data from the window manufacturer or designer for the proposed window treatments is useful in
reducing impacts to a less than significant level.
=>» Wildlife disturbance: Please include a discussion of construction impacts as it relates to noise and other wildlife
disturbance. This can be centered around the question of whether urban disturbance from this project will be
higher than average conditions as a result of project activities.



CDFW recognizes the urban setting of the project; however given the proximity of the Sacramento River and high
potential for special-status birds in near river habitat, impacts of constructing a very large structure nearby have the
potential to be significant.

| am available for consultation regarding biological resources and strategies to minimize and/or mitigate impacts, please
call me at 916-358-2384 or email at dylan.a.wood@wildlife.ca.gov. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments
and recommendations regarding those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife.

Sincerely,

Dylan Wood

California Department of Fish and Wildlife
Environmental Scientist

(216) 358-2384

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Our g
Water K&

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Ron Bess <RBess@cityofsacramento.org>

Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2018 10:17 AM

To: veronica@sachousingalliance.org; Wood, Dylan A@Wildlife <Dylan.A.Wood@wildlife.ca.gov>;
tduarte@airquality.org

Subject: Notice of Preparation for the Tower 301 Project

Please see the attached Notice of Preparation for the Tower 301 project located at 301 Capitol Mall in Sacramento.

Closing date for written comments is January 25, 2019. A scoping meeting will be held at City Hall on January 9. 2019
from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m.

If you have any questions regarding the CEQA review please contact Ron Bess at (916) 808-8272, or email me at
rbess@cityofsacramento.org.

Thank You,

Ron Bess

City of Sacramento

Community Development Department
Environmental Planning Services

300 Richards Blvd. 3™ Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

(916) 808-8272
Rbess@cityofsacramento.org




Powering forward. Together.
@ SMUD’

Sent Via E-Malil
January 24, 2019

Ron Bess

City of Sacramento

300 Richards Blvd., 3 Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811
rbess@cityofsacramento.org

Subject: Tower 301/ P18-078 / NOP
Dear Mr. Bess

The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) appreciates the opportunity to provide
comments on the proposed Notice of Preparation (NOD) for the Tower 301 Project (Project,
P18-078). SMUD is the primary energy provider for Sacramento County and the proposed
Project area. SMUD’s vision is to empower our customers with solutions and options that
increase energy efficiency, protect the environment, reduce global warming, and lower the
cost to serve our region. As a Responsible Agency, SMUD aims to ensure that the proposed
Project limits the potential for significant environmental effects on SMUD facilities,
employees, and customers.

It is our desire that the Project NOP will acknowledge any Project impacts related to the
following:

e Overhead and or underground transmission and distribution line easements.
Please view the following links on smud.org for more information regarding
transmission encroachment:

e https://www.smud.org/en/Business-Solutions-and-Rebates/Design-and-
Construction-Services

e https://www.smud.org/en/Corporate/Do-Business-with-SMUD/Land-
Use/Transmission-Right-of-Way

Utility line routing

Electrical load needs/requirements

Energy Efficiency

Climate Change

Cumulative impacts related to the need for increased electrical delivery

SMUD CSC | 6301 S Street | P.O. Box 15830 | Sacramento, CA 95852-0830 | 1.888.742.7683 | smud.org
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More specifically, SMUD would like to have the following details related to the electrical
infrastructure incorporated into the project description:

Existing Facilities

e Underground 12 kV/480 V network vault along the east side of 3™ Street under the
sidewalk approximately 200 ft south of L Street. This vault space could augment
service to Tower 301 if necessary.

e 12 kV UG infrastructure and facilities along the south side of L Street along the entire
northern boundary of the project area.

e 12 kV UG infrastructure and facilities along the west side of 4™ Street along the entire
eastern boundary of the project area.

Estimated Proposed Facilities

e SMUD will require vaulted 12 kV network transformer space of sufficient size to
meet the requested service size. The location of this space as shown on Page 18 of
the Tower 301 Entitlement Package dated 11/15/18 is tentatively satisfactory pending
further service details and overall service requirements. NOTE: This vaulted
transformer space must meet all SMUD requirements for service.

e SMUD will require a new 8x14 ft manhole near the location of the proposed network
vault space on the south side of L Street east of 3" Street. The excavation of this
manhole and any construction related impacts need to be evaluated as part of the
project.

e SMUD will require a new 12 kV underground duct bank from an existing SMUD
manhole (MH-490) located on the west side of 4" Street, midway between L and
Capitol Mall, to the new 8x14 ft manhole location mentioned above. The associated
activities for the construction of this underground duct bank and any associated
impacts need to be evaluated as part of the project.

e SMUD may require a new 12 kV underground duct bank from the new 8x14 ft
manhole location mentioned above to the existing vault location mentioned in the
existing facilities section. This requirement will be on an “as needed” basis and is
commensurate with the overall service requirement for the building. The associated
activities for the construction of this underground duct bank and any associated
impacts need to be evaluated as part of the project.

SMUD would like to be involved with discussing the above areas of interest as well as
discussing any other potential issues. We aim to be partners in the efficient and sustainable
delivery of the proposed Project. Please ensure that the information included in this response
is conveyed to the Project planners and the appropriate Project proponents.

SMUD CSC | 6301 S Street | P.O. Box 15830 | Sacramento, CA 95852-0830 | 1.888.742.7683 | smud.org



Environmental leadership is a core value of SMUD and we look forward to collaborating
with you on this Project. Again, we appreciate the opportunity to provide input on this NOP.

If you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact SMUD’s Environmental
Management Specialist, Rob Ferrera, at rob.ferrera@smud.org or 916.732.6676.

Sincerely,
Vherte A

Nicole Goi

Regional & Local Government Affairs
Sacramento Municipal Utility District
6301 S Street, Mail Stop A313
Sacramento, CA 95817
Nicole.goi@smud.org

Cc: Rob Ferrera

SMUD CSC | 6301 S Street | PO. Box 15830 | Sacramento, CA 95852-0830 | 1.888.742.7683 | smud.org
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Ron Bess

From: Scott Johnson

Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 7:11 AM
To: Ron Bess

Subject: FW: Tower 301 Comment Submittal
FYI

From: mlrudman <mlrudman@att.net>

Sent: Saturday, March 16, 2019 1:39 PM

To: Scott Johnson <SRJohnson@cityofsacramento.org>
Subject: Tower 301 Comment Submittal

I would like to see a joint hospital built with different floors and staff run my Sutter, Mercy and UCD. Lab, xray and all
ancillary sevices could be cost shared. Many older people in this part of the city with no means to visit those in
downtown or further locations. Great salaries and day and night activity, and much needed. We don’t need more office
buildings or malls. Myrna Rudman@mlrudman@att.net.
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City of
SACRAMENTO

TOWER 301 [P18-078]

INITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study has been prepared by the City of Sacramento, Community Development Department, 300
Richards Boulevard, Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.), CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, Section 15000 et seq. of
the California Code of Regulations) and the Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution 91-
892) adopted by the City of Sacramento.

ORGANIZATION OF THE INITIAL STUDY
This Initial Study is organized into the following sections:

SECTION | - BACKGROUND: Provides summary background information about the project name,
location, sponsor, and the date this Initial Study was completed.

SECTION Il - PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Includes a detailed description of the proposed project.

SECTION Illl - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION: Reviews proposed project and states
whether the project would have additional significant environmental effects (project-specific effects).

SECTION IV - ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Identifies which
environmental factors were determined to have additional significant environmental effects.

SECTION V - DETERMINATION: States whether environmental effects associated with development of
the proposed project are significant, and what, if any, added environmental documentation may be required.

REFERENCES CITED: I|dentifies source materials that have been consulted in the preparation of the Initial
Study.



SECTION | - BACKGROUND

Project Name and File Number: Tower 301 (P18-078)
Project Location: 301 Capitol Mall
Project Applicant: CIM Group

4700 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90010
Attn: Scott Hayner
(323) 860-4900

Project Planner: Matthew Sites
Community Development Department
300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811
MSites@cityofsacramento.org

Environmental Planner: Ron Bess, Assistant Planner
Community Development Department
300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811
Rbess@cityofsacramento.org

Date Initial Study Completed: July 3, 2019

This Initial Study was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (Public
Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, Section 15000 et seq. of the
California Code of Regulations). The Lead Agency is the City of Sacramento.

The City has prepared the attached Initial Study to identify any potential project-specific significant
environmental effects and any mitigation measures or alternatives that may avoid or mitigate the identified
effects to a level of insignificance, if any.



SECTION Il - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

INTRODUCTION

The proposed project is the construction and operation of a high-rise structure with office, residential, retail
and restaurant uses, on an approximately 2.39-acre property located in the Central Business District of
Downtown Sacramento, within the City of Sacramento. This initial study (IS) has been prepared to evaluate
the environmental effects of this project and to ensure compliance under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). The City of Sacramento is the lead agency responsible for CEQA compliance.

PROJECT LOCATION

The project site is located within the City of Sacramento’s Central City community. Figure 1 shows the
location of the project site in the Sacramento region. The 2.39-acres project site is a full city block, generally
bounded by L Street to the north, 3™ Street to the west, 4™ Street to the east, and Capitol Mall to the south.
The project site is within an area of downtown Sacramento under the Central Business District (CBD)
general plan land use designation, within the Central Business District (C-3-SPD) zone, and within the
Central City Special Planning District, the City’s planning designations intended for the highest development
density. The project site is located within the Central City Specific Plan boundaries.

The project site is within the City’s existing downtown grid and has been previously developed but is
currently unutilized, with remnant site excavation and foundational elements from a previous development
effort. The project site is bounded by a parking structure to the north, office uses to the east and south, and
open space and I-5 to the west. Figure 2 and Figure 3 show the project location in Sacramento’s Central
City.

PROJECT OBJECTIVES

CEQA Guidelines section 15124(b) requires that the project description include a statement of the
objectives intended to be achieved by the project. The objectives describe the purpose of the project, and
are intended to assist the lead agency in developing a reasonable range of alternatives for consideration in
the EIR, as well as assisting the decision makers in assessing the feasibility of mitigation measures and
alternatives. The following are the objectives of the Towers project.

The following are the applicant’s stated objectives for the proposed project:

1. Create a high-quality visual landmark that enhances and defines the Downtown skyline.

2. Provide a complimentary mix of office, retail, residential and entertainment uses to enhance the
emergence of Downtown as a 24-hour urban center.

3. Engage the public realm by providing active uses and pedestrian friendly features along all street
frontages.

4. Provide amenities that benefit residents of and visitors to the CBD.

5. Provide office space with a variety of floorplate sizes to target a broad range of office tenants,
including government uses, private businesses, and other creative professionals.

6. Provide an urban housing option within the CBD.

7. Create a high-rise development that incorporates sustainable features into building design and
operation.



2-1_Regionallocation.mxd, FEP_12/12/2018

Path: U:\GIS\GIS\Projects\17xxxx\D170192 Tower301\03_MXDs_Projects\Fig

o Yuba a 14 - Nevadal

Sacramento . & - B3 \_ County : County

A @@
; - “_Whefat
T oN

L ak” P &

@

JAupurn
O

AT TINE L1 Rl 2
i __.- B n :‘,' L i
i .W:'md,!:.uul "y

. - 1 . - g . .
County) : [ WA Project Location

dacramento

ol

golzﬁno
County )

San Joaqujin
County
iy
~ Lodi-
o

SOURCE: Esri, 2018; ESA, 2018 Tower 301

7 ESA
4

Figure 1
Regional Location




©
=
X
S
S
o
w
e
|
X
=

D Project Site

: U:\GIS\GIS\Projects\17xxxx\D170192 Tower301\03_MXDs_Projects\Fig2-2_ProjectVi

SOURCE: USDA, 2016; Esri, 2015; ESA, 2018 Tower 301

Figure 2
Project Vicinity

7 ESA
y




)
=
(%]
©
2,

o
o

Tower 301

F
Project Site

ESA, 2018

Google, 2017;

SOURCE:

3

igure

7 ESA

4




PROPOSED PROJECT

The proposed Tower 301 project would be infill development of a mixed-use, high rise project comprised
of office, residential, retail uses, and parking, situated on the Capitol Mall in Sacramento, California.

Project Site

Location

The Tower 301 project site consists of approximately 2.39 acres, encompassing a single city block in
downtown Sacramento.? (see Figure 3) The project site is located on the block bounded by 39, L, and 4%

streets and Capitol Mall.

Existing Conditions

General Plan and Zoning

The Tower 301 project site is designated as Central Business District (CBD) on the City of Sacramento
2035 General Plan Land Use and Urban Form Diagram.

According to the 2035 General Plan, “[tlhe Central Business District is Sacramento’s most intensely
developed area. The CBD includes a mixture of retail, office, governmental, entertainment and visitor-
serving uses built on a formal framework of streets and park spaces laid out for the original Sutter Land
Grant in the 1840s. The vision for the CBD is a vibrant downtown core that will continue to serve as the
business, governmental, retail, and entertainment center for the city and the region. A significant element
in the future CBD includes new residential uses. Increasing the residential population will add vitality to the
CBD by extending the hours of activity and the built-in market for retail, services, and entertainment.”

The project site is zoned C-3-SPD: CBD zone and Central City Special Planning District as defined in
sections 17.216.800 through 17.216.880 and 17.444.010 through 17.44.180 of the Sacramento Planning
and Development Code. The C-3-SPD zone is intended for the most intense residential, retail, commercial
and office developments in the City and is the only classification which has no height limit, aside from 300-
foot height limitimposed by the Capitol View Protection requirements (PDC section 17.216.860). Generally,
office, retail, restaurant, residential, fitness, and theaters are permitted by right in the C-3 zone. An
assembly use is allowed in the C-3 zone subject to the approval of a conditional use permit by the City
Planning and Design Commission.

Existing and Adjacent Uses

The project site is made up of a single parcel, which has been developed for different uses at different times
in the past. At present, the project site is not in use but contains foundational elements from a previous
development effort, named the Towers on Capitol Mall project (P04-221). The previous project was
approved in August of 2005, and construction on the site was started but never completed. As part of the
Towers on Capitol Mall project (P04-221), the project site was excavated for the construction of subgrade
levels and foundational piles were installed in the northwest and southeast quadrants of the project site. No
further project elements were completed. The project site has remained closed to the public, with fencing
surrounding the perimeter of the project site. The interior of project site has been subject to vegetative
growth due to non-use.

The project site is located at the entrance to the Capitol Mall Corridor, which leads to the State Capitol. The
predominant uses along the Capitol Mall are office, with some street-facing restaurant uses. Similar to the
project site, the adjacent blocks to the north, south, and east are designated Central Business District in
the 2035 General Plan and Central City Community Plan and zoned C-3-SPD. To the west the triangular
strip west of 3" Street is designated as Parks, and the larger vegetated area between the slip ramp and I-5
is designated as Public. Structures along the Capitol Mall vary in height from 3 floors (at the corner of

' The project site consists of Assessor’s Parcels 006-0141-043.



4 Street and Capitol Mall) to 30 floors (on Capitol Mall between 4" Street and 5" Street). The 18-floor
Westamerica Bank office building is located immediately south of the proposed project site along Capitol
Mall. The tallest existing building along Capitol Mall is the Wells Fargo Center, which is 30 floors and
423 feet tall, located on the south side of the Capitol Mall at 41" Street. North of the project site, on L Street,
is a parking garage with five levels above grade and one level below grade. A three-story office building
and a three-story parking-over-retail building are located east of the site, along 4™ Street. There are no
developed uses west of 3™ Street, between | Street and N Street.

Farther east of the proposed project site, there are additional office and commercial uses, including
Downtown Commons and the Golden 1 Center.

Project Elements

Building Design

The proposed project would be an approximately 557-feet-tall, 41-story high-rise building that would include
office, residential, restaurant, and retail uses. The proposed structure would include a single, 31-story high-
rise tower, atop a 10-story podium and a single subgrade level. Figure 4 provides a rendering of the
proposed structure. Major components of the proposed project would include an office tower with penthouse
levels, south-facing office lobby, publicly accessible view deck, internal parking levels, loft offices,
residential liner, north-facing residential lobby, upper and ground-floor retail. Figure 5 shows the general
distribution of uses across each level of the proposed structure. The location of the Tower on the podium
and entrances to the project are shown in Figure 4. Ground level uses, including the main office lobby,
residential lobby, retail, parking, vehicle accesses, utilities, and site exterior are shown in Figure 6.

The podium portion of the structure would be the approximate length and width of the parcel, spanning
approximately 294 feet, from north/south, and approximately 317 feet east/west. The podium structure
would be set back approximately 90 feet from the center of Capitol Mall and centered on the block. The
31-story tower portion of structure would be situated along an east-west axis atop the podium, with an east-
west length of approximately 267 feet and a north-south width of approximately 92 feet. The tower section
of the structure would be set back 140 feet from the center of Capitol Mall, in compliance with requirements
for the Capitol View Protection Area. The main pedestrian entry to the proposed Tower 301 building would
be oriented toward Capitol Mall and centered on the block. The tower section of the building would be
primarily dedicated to office uses and have a side-core configuration on the south side of the tower, with
elevator and internal circulation areas on the south side of the building, placing the majority of the office
space to the north. Elevator lobbies and circulation on each floor would be oriented toward the south and
the Capitol Mall.
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Figure 4
Rendering of the Proposed Towers on Capitol Mall Structure
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The proposed structure would include the programmed uses shown in Table 2-1, below.

TABLE 2-1

PROPOSED TOWER 301 PROGRAMMED USES

Use Type
Floor GSF x Gross
Number of Square Feet
Use Type Floor (GSF) Floors Units Total GSF
Office
Lobby 13,723 GSF x 1 13,723 GSF 1 Floor
Liner Office 25,120 GSF x 1
24,648 GSF x 1 49,768 GSF 2 Floors
Loft Office 54,589 GSF x 1 54,589 GSF 1 Floor
Tower Office 24,306 GSF x26 631,956 GSF 26 Floors
Transfer Floors 23,376 GSF x 1 41,612 GSF Lower Level
18,236 GSF x 1 (1 Floor)
Mezzanine Level
(1 Floor)
Office Gross Area 791,647 GSF
Residential
Residential Units 96,755 GSF 7 Levels 100 Residential Units
Residential Gross Area 96,755 GSF
Retail/Amenity
Ground Level Retail/ 12,453 GSF x 1 12,453 GSF Ground Level
Restaurant (1 Floor)
Public Amenity Deck 12,200 GSF x 1 12,200 GSF Public Amenity
Retail/Restaurant/Gym Deck (1 Floor)
Public Amenity Deck 14,782 GSF x 1 14,782 GSF Public Amenity
(Outdoor Space) (Not Included Deck (1 Floor)
in Total)
Retail Gross Area 24,653 GSF
Parking
Below Grade Level 1 Floor 163 Vehicles Spaces
176 Long Term Bicycle
Spaces
Above Grade Level 8 Floors 1,141 Vehicle Spaces
58 Short Term Bicycle
Spaces
Parking Totals Vehicle Spaces: 1,304
Bicycle Spaces: 234 536,227 GSF
Total Program Gross Area (Parking Not Included) 913,055 GSF

SOURCE: Skidmore, Owings & Merrill, LLP, 2018.

As shown in Table 2-1, the proposed Tower 301 project would include approximately 791,647 GSF of office
space, 24,663 GSF of retail and amenity space, 100 residential units totaling 96,755 GSF, 1,304 vehicle
parking spaces, and 234 bicycle parking spaces.
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Office

The proposed project would include approximately 791,647 GSF of office uses. Office uses would be
spread across 30 floors with larger single floor uses on the Lower Level, Mezzanine Level, and Loft Office
Level. Most of the office uses would be concentrated in the office tower, with larger office spaces available
in the podium levels.

Residential

The proposed project would include 100 residential units across 7 levels, that would line the east and north
sides of the podium levels. The proposed residential uses would have a separate lobby on the ground floor
that fronts to L Street, and separate parking areas. Residents would also have a separate vehicle entrance
and exit along L Street. There would be a proposed gym located on the public view deck level for which
residents would have shared access with office uses.

Retail/Amenity

The proposed project would feature ground level-retail, as shown in Figure 6. Additional retail and amenity
uses would be developed on the public view deck, including restaurant use and a proposed gym. The Loft
Level could also include some amenity uses.

Parking

As shown in Figure 1, the proposed project would include 1,304 onsite vehicle parking spaces, spread
across 9 levels. Resident parking would be located on the subgrade parking level with access to and from
the parking area on L Street. Employee parking for the office, retail, and amenity uses would be located in
separate areas across all 9 parking levels, with access to and from the parking areas on 3™ Street and
4t Street. Office parking spaces may be made available for events at the Downtown Commons and
Golden 1 Center, during evening hours when office parking is not required. It is anticipated that such uses
would have access to internal parking areas limited to the 3™ Street and 4" Street vehicle entry points.

Project Employment

The proposed project would employ approximately 4,500 permanent employees, in a variety of office,
residential, retail, and related service roles. The project would also provide temporary construction
employment for the duration of project construction, which would be anticipated to last approximately 31
months.

Circulation

Vehicular Circulation

The proposed project would provide onsite parking in a 9-floor parking garage within the proposed structure.
The proposed structure would include vehicle entrances to the internal parking garage on 3™ Street,
4™ Street, and L Street (see Figure 6). Vehicle access to subgrade and above-ground-level parking levels
would be available via a system of internal ramps within the parking structure components of the project
site (see Figures 5a and 5b).

Curbside parking places presently located along the east side of 3™ Street, between L Street and Capitol
Mall would be temporarily preserved, with the exception of 2 to 3 parking spaces, at mid-block, which would
be removed to allow for the construction of the western project driveway. Upon adoption of the Final design
of the Sacramento Streetcar project (described in the Transit discussion, below), curbside parking may be
relocated to make way for the streetcar tracks and station in 3™ Street. Curbside parking on 4" Street would
be generally preserved, with the exception of 2 to 3 parking spots that would be eliminated to establish the
east vehicle entry and exit points to the project site.
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Delivery and Loading

Delivery and loading facilities for the proposed project would be located along the internal driveway between
the 3™ and 4™ Street project driveway accesses.

Pedestrian

Sidewalk improvements around the project site along the Capitol Mall, 3™ Street, 4" Street, and L Street
frontages would comply with City standards for width and design. The office lobby of the proposed project
would face Capitol Mall, providing pedestrian access from Capitol Mall and from the internal project
driveway on the Ground Level. The residential lobby would face L Street, providing access from L Street to
the residential uses within the project site.

The proposed project would attract pedestrian traffic to the office, residential, retail and restaurant uses on
the project site. Crosswalks presently exist along most segments of each intersection that is located
adjacent to the project site. To further accommodate increased pedestrian demand, the proposed project
would include the striping and addition of crossing equipment along the western segment of the L Street
and 4" Street intersection.

Bicycle

Employee, resident, and short-term patron bicycle parking spaces would be provided on-site, including 176
long-term bicycle parking spaces in the subgrade parking level and 58 short-term bicycle parking spaces
on the ground level of the parking garage. The proposed project would not include alterations to existing
vehicle lanes, vehicle turning movements, or parking configurations on existing roadways, with the
exception of provisions for three project driveways. As such, no alterations are proposed to existing City
bicycle facilities including the dedicated bicycle lane on the North side of Capitol Mall, that lines the south
side of the project site.

Transit

The project site is located adjacent to the anticipated pathway of the Sacramento Downtown Streetcar
(Streetcar), which is planned run east and west across Capitol Mall and Tower bridge, to and from West
Sacramento, before turning north on 3™ Street, in Downtown Sacramento. The proposed project is
designed to accommodate a proposed Streetcar platform on the east side of 3™ Street on the northwest
side of the project site. The project driveway on 3" Street is designed in anticipation that traffic entering
and exiting the project site would cross the Streetcar tracks, which would be separated from 3 Street by a
secondary curb and a line of curbside parking along the east side of the road.

Utilities
The site of the proposed project is located within an area where infrastructure is well established. Thus,

minimal offsite improvements would be necessary to provide utility services to the project site, as described
below.

Water Supply

Water supply would be provided to the project site through existing 10-inch water supply mains in L and 3™
streets.

Wastewater
The wastewater systems for the proposed project would connect to the City’s combined sewer system

(CSS). The project would access the City’s network of sanitary sewer mains via a 24-inch CSS main located
in 3" Street and an 8-inch CSS main located in 4™ Street.
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Drainage

The proposed project would develop a high-rise structure with impervious surfaces, for which stormwater
drainage must be managed. It is anticipated that storm water would be collected and treated on-site before
the treated runoff leaves the project site and enters the City’s Basin 52 separated storm drain system. Since
the storm water system is currently separated all the way to the outfall into the Sacramento River, the
project site would include temporary storage with the necessary pre-release treatment facilities as required
to meet both current water quality standards and the discharge capacity of the existing system.

Stormwater within the construction footprint would be managed pursuant to a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that would be prepared for the proposed project.

Energy and Telecommunications

Electrical Service

Electrical service would be provided by the Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) through service
from its 21-kV system. The project site would connect to the SMUD electrical grid at a 21-kV underground
local lines within L Street and 4" Street. Aside from connections that may be necessary to tie project
systems to the SMUD system under adjacent streets, no further improvements to the SMUD electrical
system would be required.

Natural Gas

Natural gas service would be established via service laterals from the existing Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E)
service grid within the downtown roadway network. The nearest PG&E line to the project site is a 12-inch
main, located along the west side of 3™ Street. A service lateral would likely be installed along this line to
provide service to the project site. Other than proposed connections between the project site and the
existing PG&E natural gas mains, no further improvements to the PG&E distribution system would be
necessary.

Telecommunications

The proposed project would acquire telephone and data service from the current existing carrier(s) that are
now established in downtown Sacramento. Connection(s) would be completed in existing telephonic and
data manholes. The project applicant would coordinate with the City and other utility providers to determine
the optimal solution for gaining access to adjacent lines, potentially including either open cuts or directional
drilling that could be done in these manholes without severe ftraffic interference. Where open cuts are
determined to be necessary, appropriate traffic management plans would be developed, subject to approval
by the City of Sacramento. If feasible, service to the project site would be coordinated with SMUD in a
common joint trench, in which a few 2-inch conduits would be added to the joint trench for
telecommunication service.

Project Construction

Construction of the proposed project would occur over approximately 31 months, beginning in December
2019 and concluding in July 2022. Anticipated activities would include demolition of existing foundational
elements from the previous project, construction of the foundation, and erection of the proposed high-rise
structure. The final year of construction would consist primarily of internal construction and commissioning,
and exterior landscaping.

Demolition

The first element of project construction would be demolition and clearing of the project site including
removal of existing utilities, planters, trees, and other site features. Demolition would also include removal
of the existing foundational elements from the previous project on the project site, for which construction
was never completed. Some foundational piers from the previous project have been marked for
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preservation and would be incorporated into the foundational structure of the proposed project. Site
demolition and site clearing would last approximately 1 month.

Grading and Foundation Work

Grading and foundation work would be anticipated to take approximately 7 months. The project site was
previously excavated to make way for a subgrade level for a previous project. It is not anticipated that
substantial additional excavation would be required. As described above, some of the foundational
elements constructed for the previous project would be utilized for the proposed project. The project site
would be excavated to a depth of approximately 20 to 25 feet below ground level, where previous
excavation to that level has not occurred. Excavated soil and debris would be hauled offsite for disposal.
Excavated soil and debris would be hauled offsite for disposal. It is estimated that approximately 34,000
cubic yards of material would be exported from the project site and 17,500 cubic yards of material would
be imported to the project site during this phase.

Construction

The deep foundations/footings phase of construction would involve the driving or drilling of concrete
foundation piles throughout the excavation area, except where piles from the previous project would be
utilized. As described above, some of the foundational elements constructed for the previous project would
be utilized for the proposed project. However, additional cast-in-drilled-hole piles would be needed for the
proposed structure. The approximate duration of pile installation will be 3 months, and would take place
within the anticipated 7-month-duration of grading and foundation work.

The construction phase would involve the erection of steel, concrete and/or precast concrete elements, and
would take place over approximately 21 months. This phase would involve the use of humerous cranes,
loaders, welders, generators, concrete pumpers, and similar construction equipment.

Interior and exterior finish work would take place over approximately 19 months. This phase would involve
a wide variety of construction activities involving creating and ouftfitting interior spaces and completing the
exterior finish of the building, including plumbing, electrical, heating and air conditioning systems, and the
like.

Exterior site work and landscaping, including landscaping on the public view deck, would be undertaken
over a period of approximately 7 months, concurrent with interior and exterior finish work.

Construction Circulation

During construction, the entire project site would be fenced off. Construction fencing would be placed along
the west side of 4™ Street between L Street and Capitol Mall. Construction fencing would also be placed
along the south side of L Street, the west side of 3 Street, and the north side of Capitol Mall.

Water-filled construction barriers would be placed on the south side of L Street between 3 Street and
4t Street. The on-street parking on the western curb of 4th Street between L Street and Capitol Mall would
be temporarily blocked, for the duration of construction, as would the on-street curbside parking along
3 Street.

Construction gates providing access to the site would be located on L Street during work at ground level.
As above ground podium levels are completed, site access for construction and delivery vehicles would be
anticipated to occur along 4" Street. Additional construction gates may be provided to other roadways
around the project site.
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Road Closures

The proposed project would not require road closures. Short term, temporary lane closures may be
necessary for the establishment of project links to utilities or construction elements along the perimeter of
the project site, however no long-term lane closures are anticipated.

Truck Routes

Construction vehicles would follow established truck routes for the City and which are largely determined
by the streets that can access the site and the City’s one-way street system. Inbound truck trips access the
project site from L Street.

The direction of outbound truck trips would be determined by the destination of the truck, especially during
demolition when trucks would be transporting demolition materials to recycling facilities or landfills.
Outbound trucks headed to Richards Boulevard would depart the site on L Street. Trucks heading toward
I-5 could travel west on L Street to the L Street northbound onramp. Trucks heading south on I-5 could
travel south on 3" Street to P Street to the P Street onramp to I-5 South and connecting freeways.

Construction Dewatering

Construction of the foundations and subgrade parking level components of the proposed project likely would
require temporary dewatering during the rainy season. Analysis of the ground water, both for contaminates
and quantity would be performed in advance of installation of the construction dewatering system. Monitor
wells would be used to provide historical data prior to and during the construction dewatering period. The
wells would be either new or existing wells around the project site, including the project vicinity covering an
area with a radius of about three-quarters of a mile. The system of monitoring wells would be used to
determine subsidence parameters which in turn would dictate to the dewatering subcontractor how low the
immediate site water table can be dropped. Automatic controls may be used to alternate pumps and
subsequent discharge quantities during the construction dewatering period.

Periodic water quality tests would be performed to establish needs requirement or onsite treatment prior to
discharge to the city collection grid. Approval of dewatering activities and permitting for the discharge of the
temporary dewatering into the City’s sewer and/or storm drain systems would be coordinated with the City
Department of Utilities, Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD), and the Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB), as appropriate.

Project Actions
The proposed project is anticipated to require, but may not be limited to, the following City actions:

e Certification of the EIR to determine that the EIR was completed in compliance with the
requirements of CEQA, that the decision-making body has reviewed and considered the
information in the EIR, and that the EIR reflects the independent judgment of the City of
Sacramento;

o Adoption of a Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP), which specifies the methods for monitoring
mitigation measures required to eliminate or reduce the project’s significant effects on the
environment;

e Adoption of Findings of Fact, and for any impacts determined to be significant and unavoidable, a
Statement of Overriding Considerations;

e Approval of a Site Plan and Design Review;

e Approval of a demolition permit;

e Approval of a grading permit to regulate land disturbances, landfill, soil storage, pollution, and
erosion and sedimentation resulting from construction activities; and

e Approval of a groundwater memorandum of understanding from the City of Sacramento for
construction dewatering.
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The proposed project is anticipated to include, but may not be limited to, the following actions by entities
other than the City:

e Approval of a construction activity stormwater permit, including an SWPPP, from the CVRWQCB;
e Approval of a pre-treatment permit from the SRCSD to allow discharges associated with
construction de-watering to the CSS; and

e Approval of a stationary source permit from the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management
District (SMAQMD).

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 — City of Sacramento SB 610/SB 221 Water Supply Assessment and Certification Form
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SECTION lll — ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION

LAND USE, POPULATION AND HOUSING, AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES AND ENERGY
Introduction

CEQA requires the Lead Agency to examine the effects of a project on the physical conditions that exist
within the area that would be affected by the project. CEQA also requires a discussion of any inconsistency
between the proposed project and applicable general plans and regional plans.

An inconsistency between the proposed project and an adopted plan for land use development in a
community would not constitute a physical change in the environment. When a project diverges from an
adopted plan, however, it may affect planning in the community regarding infrastructure and services, and
the new demands generated by the project may result in later physical changes in response to the project.

In the same manner, the fact that a project brings new people or demand for housing to a community does
not, by itself, change the physical conditions. An increase in population may, however, generate changes
in retail demand or demand for governmental services, and the demand for housing may generate new
activity in residential development. Physical environmental impacts that could result from implementing the
proposed project are discussed in the appropriate technical sections.

This section of the initial study identifies the applicable land use designations, plans and policies, and
permissible densities and intensities of use, and discusses any inconsistencies between these plans and
the proposed project. This section also discusses agricultural resources and the effect of the project on
these resources. In addition, this section discusses energy and the project impact on energy facilities,
policies, and other such resources.

Discussion

Land Use

The project site includes approximately 2.39 acres, encompassing a single city block in the downtown
Sacramento area. Land use designations in the project area are based on the City’s 2035 General Plan
which was adopted in March 2015. In addition, the project site is within the City’s, Central City Special
Planning District (Central City SPD) as well as the Central Business District (CBD), which both help inform
applicable land use regulations. The project site is bounded by 3™ Street to the west, 4" Street to the east,
L Street to the north, and Capitol Mall to the south.

The project site is situated in an area of the CBD predominantly made up of commercial (e.g., office, hotel,
retail, restaurant, entertainment) development in downtown Sacramento. High-rise office buildings with first-
floor commercial/retail shops, are located both south and east of the project site, as well as governmental
offices, and the State Capitol building. In addition, the Golden 1 Center arena and the Downtown Commons
area (DOCO) are both located to the northeast of the project site, across L Street, and directly adjacent to
Macy’s which is directly north of the project site. To the west, beyond 3™ Street and across I-5, is Old Town
Sacramento which parallels the Sacramento River. Also, to the west is the Tower Bridge which connects
Sacramento to the City of West Sacramento.

Vehicular access to the project site would be provided into and out of a proposed multi-level internal parking
garage at three locations, including approximately mid-block entry and exit points on the 3", 4" and L Street
frontages. The project site is located in an urbanized area of Sacramento on a previously developed but
currently vacant parcel. As described in the project description, the project site is designated as Central
Business District (CBD) in the City of Sacramento’s 2035 General Plan (2035 General Plan).

The 2035 General Plan describes the Central Business District as Sacramento’s most intensely developed
area. The CBD includes a mixture of office, governmental, retail, entertainment and visitor-serving uses
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built on a formal framework of streets and park spaces. The vision for the CBD in the 2035 General Plan is
for land uses to remain relatively the same, but to also create a more vibrant downtown core to include new
residential uses. The goal of additional residential uses is to create supportive mixed uses for the already
existing uses to help add vitality to the CBD through an extension in the hours of activity, and the built-in
market for retail, services, and entertainment. The minimum allowable floor-area ratio (FAR) for the Central
Business District land use designation is 3.00 and the maximum FAR is 15.00. The 2035 General Plan land
use designations for surrounding properties are also CBD.

An additional SPD, that is adjacent to the project site, is the Entertainment and Sports Complex Special
Planning District (ESC SPD) which is to the north-east of the project site. The ESC SPD is located within
the Central City area, and generally bounded by 3™ Street to the west, J Street to the north, 71" Street to
the east, and L Street to the south. This ESC SPD is designed to provide specific development procedures
in creating a unique Entertainment and Sports Center for the City of Sacramento. Specific projects
developed within the ESC SPD have been the Golden 1 Center, and the Sawyer Hotel which both contribute
in creating the Downtown Commons, or DOCO area. This portion of the Central City is a uniquely situated
common area that can intermittently draw large crowds of spectators, which in turn can influence auto, bike,
and pedestrian traffic patterns, as well as land use decisions throughout the city.

Zoning for the project site is based on the Central City SPD, which is an overlay to the City’s base zoning.
The goals of the Central City SPD are to (1) Maintain and improve the character, quality, and vitality of the
neighborhoods within the Central City SPD; (2) Create cohesive mixed-use neighborhoods that contain a
variety of housing types; (3) Provide an opportunity for a balanced mix of uses in neighborhoods adjacent
to transit facilities and transportation corridors; and (4) Facilitate infill redevelopment by allowing a broad
mix of uses and flexible development standards. The project site is zoned C-3-SPD (also called the CBD
zone) based on the Central City SPD. The C-3-SPD zone is intended to provide for the most intense
residential, retail, commercial, and office developments in the city. Parcels in the immediate vicinity of the
project site are also zoned C-3-SPD and are within the Central City SPD. Other lots in the immediate vicinity
of the project site to the northeast are zoned C-3-SPD, but fall within the ESC SPD, described above.

The proposed project would develop approximately 791,647 gross square feet (gsf) of office space;
96,755 gsf of residential; 24,653 gsf of retail space; and 536,227 gsf of garage space; for a total project
gross area of 913,055 gsf, on a 104,108 sf parcel (2.39 acres). The FAR for the proposed project would be
8.77, which falls between the minimum and maximum allowable FAR thresholds for the existing land use
designation. Therefore, the proposed use would be compatible with the existing land use designation, and
would not require any amendment to the General Plan. The proposed project would also be a conforming
use to existing zoning designations and would not require changes to the zoning designation.

The project site would continue the similar land use patterns from adjacent office/retail land uses while also
adding a residential component. The proposed project would fill in a vacant site amongst other developed
uses; thus, the proposed project would not physically divide an established community. As mentioned
above, with current land use patterns remaining the same, it is anticipated that the proposed project would
conform with all applicable land use plans, policies, and regulations for the City of Sacramento. In addition,
based on the geographic and urban context of the proposed project, there are currently no applicable
habitat conservation plans or natural community conservation plans, therefore it is anticipated that no
conflicts will arise from the proposed project on any such conservation plans.

Population and Housing, and Employment

There are 100 residential uses proposed for the project site. The 2035 General Plan includes assumptions
for the amount of growth that will occur within the Policy Area over the next 20 years. The General Plan
assumes the City will grow by approximately 165,000 new residents, 86,483 new jobs, and 68,347 new
housing units. The 2035 General Plan Master EIR identifies, estimates, and evaluates population and
housing changes that would be caused by development of the 2035 General Plan that have the potential
to cause physical environmental effects. The Land Use, Population, and Housing analysis in the 2035
General Plan Master EIR (Chapter 3) provides a detailed discussion of how the City reached these
assumptions and the methodology used to determine a realistic level of growth for the City.
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For the purposes of this analysis, an estimate of 1.62 persons per dwelling unit is used. This average
household size is based on the assumption that households in the Central City area tend to be smaller than
those of the City of Sacramento as a whole. This could be considered a conservative estimate, since no
vacancy is assumed and the estimates from the Census are for occupied housing units only (“conservative”
in this context meaning this may overestimate slightly the additional residential population associated with
the project).

As previously mentioned, the proposed project would add 100 new dwelling units. Therefore, the City
assumes that the net additional population from the proposed project would be approximately 162 residents.
This projected population is consistent with the cumulative population growth assumed in the General Plan
and Master EIR.

The project would be consistent with the General Plan land use designation (CBD); additionally, it would
not require any change to the current zoning (C-3-SPD). There are no existing houses or residential uses
on the project site; therefore, people and housing units would not be displaced as a result of project
construction and implementation. Impacts due to the development of proposed project related to population
and housing would be less than significant.

The proposed project would employ approximately 4,500 permanent employees, in a variety of office,
residential, retail, and related service roles. The project would also provide temporary construction
employment for the duration of project construction, which would be anticipated to last approximately
31 months.

Energy

The structure built for the proposed project would be subject to Titles 20 and 24 of the California Code of
Regulations, which would reduce demand for electrical energy by implementing energy-efficient standards
for residential and non-residential buildings. The 2035 General Plan includes policies (see 2035 General
Plan Energy Resources Goal U 6.1.1) to encourage energy-efficient technology by offering rebates and
other incentives to commercial and residential developers, coordination with local utility providers and
recruitment of businesses that research and promote energy conservation and efficiency.

The Master EIR discussed energy conservation and relevant 2035 General Plan policies in Section 6.3
(page 6-3). The discussion concluded that with implementation of the 2035 General Plan policies and
energy regulation (e.g., Title 24) development allowed in the 2035 General Plan would not result in the
inefficient, wasteful or unnecessary consumption of energy.

The proposed project would comply with Building Energy Efficiency Standards included in Title 24 of the
California Code of Regulations which requires new residential and nonresidential development to
incorporate energy efficiency standards into project designs. Development on the project site was
anticipated under the 2035 General Plan and the proposed project would implement general plan policies
and energy regulations including Title 24 requirements; thus, the proposed project would not result in any
energy impacts.

Agricultural Resources

The City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan policies include measures to address the protection and
preservation of agricultural lands and operations surrounding Sacramento. Policies ER 4.2.1 and ER 4.2.3
encourage infill development within existing urban areas of the city and require the City and County of
Sacramento to coordinate with adjacent jurisdictions to implement existing conservation plans, in order to
minimize the pressure for conversion of productive agricultural lands for urban uses and to preserve prime
farmland and critical habitat outside the city.? Therefore, to the extent the 2035 General Plan

2 City of Sacramento, 2015. City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan. March 2015. pp. 2-326 and 2-327. Available:
https://www.cityofsacramento.org/-/media/Corporate/Files/CDD/Planning/General-Plan/2035-GP/Environmental-
Resources.pdf?la=en. Accessed March 15, 2018.
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accommodates future growth within the City limits, the conversion of farmland outside the City limits is
minimized through implementation of Policies ER 4.2.1 and 4.2.3.

The project site does not contain soils designated as Important Farmland (i.e., Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, or Farmland of Local Importance).® The site is not zoned for
agricultural uses, and there are no Williamson Act contracts that affect the project site. No existing
agricultural or timber-harvest uses are located on or in the vicinity of the project site. Finally, development
of the project site was anticipated in the 2035 General Plan, which concluded that development impacts
assumed under the 2035 General Plan on agricultural resources within the City would be less than
significant.

8 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, 2014. Sacramento County
Important Farmland Map. Available: ftp:/ftp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/FMMP/pdf/2014/sac14.pdf. Accessed
June 12, 2019.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than No Impact
studied in mitigated to | Significant
the EIR less than Impact
Issues: significant
1. AESTHETICS
Would the proposal:
X
A) Create a source of glare that would
cause a public hazard or
annoyance?
B) Create a new source of light that
would be cast onto oncoming X
traffic or residential uses?
C) Substantially degrade the existing
visual character of the site or its X
surroundings?

Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A through C

The proposed project would include the construction and operation of a high-rise structure including office,
residential, retail, and restaurant uses. The proposed structure would be the tallest building in the downtown
Sacramento skyline and would be visible from many points from the north, south, and east, in the City of
Sacramento and from the City of west Sacramento to the west. Due to the generally flat landscape
surrounding Downtown Sacramento, high rise structures in the Central City can be visible from considerable
distances outside of the City limits, including across the Yolo Causeway, approaching from Elk Grove to
the South and approaching from Woodland to the northwest. The proposed project would include daytime
and nighttime lighting and would be at least partially covered by potentially reflective surfaces. The
proposed project would be a prominent aesthetic feature that would alter the shape of the City’s skyline.
For these reasons, impacts related to aesthetics would be potentially significant and these issues will be
analyzed in the EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures for impacts relating to aesthetics, light, and glare will be proposed and analyzed in the
EIR.

Findings

All potentially significant environmental effects of the proposed project relating to aesthetics, light, and glare
will be analyzed in the EIR.
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Issues:

Effect will be
studied in the
EIR

Effect can be
mitigated to
less than
significant

Less than
significant
Impact

No Impact

2. AIR QUALITY
Would the proposal:

A) Result in construction emissions of
NOx above 85 pounds per day?

B) Result in operational emissions of
NOx or ROG above 65 pounds per
day?

C) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality
violation?

D) Result in PM10 concentrations
equal to or greater than five
percent of the State ambient air
quality standard (i.e., 50
micrograms/cubic meter for
24 hours) in areas where there is
evidence of existing or projected
violations of this standard?

E) Result in CO concentrations that
exceed the 1-hour state ambient
air quality standard (i.e., 20.0 ppm)
or the 8-hour state ambient
standard (i.e., 9.0 ppm)?

F) Result in exposure of sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

G) Result in TAC exposures create a
risk of 10 in 1 million for stationary
sources, or substantially increase
the risk of exposure to TACs from
mobile sources?

H) Conflict with the Climate Action
Plan?

Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A through H

The proposed project would include the construction and operation of a high-rise structure including office,
residential, retail, and restaurant uses. Short-term construction emissions would be produced that could
expose people to substantial pollutant concentrations or violate air quality standards. Similarly, operational
emissions, particularly from automobile trips associated with the proposed project, could result in, or
contribute to, air quality pollutant levels that exceed thresholds of significance for criteria air pollutants. For
these reasons, impacts related to air quality would be potentially significant and these issues will be

analyzed in the EIR.
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Mitigation Measures
Mitigation Measures for impacts relating to air quality will be proposed and analyzed in the EIR.
Findings

The proposed project would have potentially significant environmental effects relating to air quality that will
be analyzed in the EIR.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than No Impact
studied in the | mitigated to | Significant
lssues: EIR Iefsslt!'lan Impact
significant

3. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal:

A) Create a potential health hazard, or X
use, production or disposal of
materials that would pose a hazard
to plant or animal populations in the
area affected?

B) Result in substantial degradation of
the quality of the environment,
reduction of the habitat, reduction of

population below self-sustaining X
levels of threatened or endangered
species of plant or animal species?
C) Affect other species of special
concern to agencies or natural X

resource organizations (such as
regulatory waters and wetlands)?

Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A through C

The proposed project would include the construction and operation of a high-rise structure including office,
residential, retail, and restaurant uses. The project site was previously developed and, although it is
currently unutilized, it contains exposed piles from a previously approved project that was not completed.
Natural and man-made features on the site include ruderal herbaceous vegetation, ornamental trees, and
manmade water-filled depressions and drainage swales. Construction of the project could negatively impact
nesting special-status bird species, migratory birds, and raptors, as well as special-status amphibians. For
this reason, impacts related to biological resources would be potentially significant and this issue will be
analyzed in the EIR.

Mitigation Measures
Mitigation Measures for impacts relating to biological resources will be proposed and analyzed in the EIR.
Findings

The proposed project would have potentially significant environmental effects relating to biological
resources that will be analyzed in the EIR.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than No Impact
studied in the | mitigated to | Significant
EIR less than Impact

Issues: o
significant

4. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

A) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in
§ 15064.5?

B) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an
archaeological resource as
pursuant to § 15064.5?

C) Disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside of X
formal cemeteries?

D) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource as defined in PRC
§ 210747

E) Directly or indirectly destroy a
unique paleontological resource or X
site or unique geologic feature?

This section examines the potential impacts of the proposed project on cultural and paleontological
resources. The term cultural resource includes historical resources, archaeological resources, tribal cultural
resources, and human remains. Historical resources are categorized as historic architectural resources and
archaeological resources. When applicable, the distinction between architectural resources and
archaeological resources hinges on the condition of the resource—if a resource is considered a ruin
(e.g., building lacking structural elements, structure lacking historic configuration, etc.), it is classified as an
archaeological resource. Built environment resources include historic buildings, structures (e.g., bridges,
canals, roads, utility lines, railroads), objects (e.g., monuments, boundary markers), and districts.
Archaeological resources include historic-period and prehistoric remnants of past cultures, typically
recorded as sites or districts. Historic-period archaeological resources are those archaeological resources
dating to the period after Euroamerican settlement and may include foundations, landscaping, refuse
scatters, mining features, and railroad grades. Prehistoric archaeological resources are those
archaeological resources dating to the period prior to Euroamerican settlement and may include lithic
scatters, ceramic scatters, quarries, habitation sites, temporary camps, ceremonial sites, and trails. A tribal
cultural resource is a site, feature, place, cultural landscape, sacred place, or object of cultural value to a
California Native American tribe. This section relies upon the information and findings presented in the
cultural resources technical report prepared by Peak and Associates.*

Paleontological resources are the fossilized evidence of past life found in the geologic record. Fossils are
preserved in sedimentary rocks, which are the most abundant rock type exposed at the surface of the earth.
Despite the abundance of these rocks, and the vast numbers of organisms that have lived through time,
preservation of plant or animal remains as fossils can be a rare occurrence. In many cases, fossils of
animals and plants occur only in limited areas and in small numbers relative to the distribution of the living

4 Peak and Associates, 2005. Cultural Resources Overview for the Capitol Towers Project. Prepared for EIP
Associates, 2005.
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organisms they represent. In particular, fossils of vertebrates — animals with backbones — are sufficiently
rare to be considered nonrenewable resources.

Environmental Setting

Prehistory

Categorizing the prehistoric period into cultural stages allows researchers to describe a broad range of
archaeological resources with similar cultural patterns and components during a given timeframe, thereby
creating a regional chronology. A commonly used interpretation of the Central Valley prehistoric record and
has divided human history in the region into three basic periods: Paleo-Indian (13,550 to 10,550 before
present (BP)), Archaic (10,550 to 900 BP), and Emergent (900 to 300 BP)® The Archaic period is subdivided
into three sub-periods: Lower Archaic (10,550 to 7550 BP), Middle Archaic (7,550 to 2,550 BP), and Upper
Archaic (2,550 to 900 BP).® Economic patterns, stylistic aspects, and regional phases further subdivide
cultural patterns into shorter phases. This scheme uses economic and technological types, socio-politics,
trade networks, population density, and variations of artifact types to differentiate between cultural periods.

Ethnography

The project area is within the lands occupied and used by the Nisenan, or Southern Maidu. The language
of the Nisenan, which includes several dialects, is classified in the Maiduan family of the Penutian linguistic
stock.”® The western boundary of Nisenan territory was the western bank of the Sacramento River. The
eastern boundary was “the line in the Sierra Nevada Mountain Range where the snow lay on the ground
all winter.”® Nisenan settlement locations depended primarily on elevation, exposure, and proximity to water
and other resources. Permanent villages usually were located on low rises along major watercourses.
Village size ranged from three houses to 40 or 50. Houses were domed structures covered with earth and
tule or grass. Brush shelters were used in summer and at temporary camps during food-gathering rounds.
Larger villages often had semi-subterranean dance houses that were covered in earth and tule or brush,
with a central smoke hole at the top and an east-facing entrance. Another common village structure was a
granary used for storing acorns.®

As with other California Native American groups, the Gold Rush of 1849 had a devastating effect on the
Valley Nisenan. The flood of miners that came to the area in search of gold brought diseases with them
that decimated the Nisenan population. Those who survived were subjected to violence and prejudice at
the hands of the miners, and the Nisenan eventually were pushed out of their ancestral territory. Although
this contact with settlers had a profound negative impact on the Nisenan population through disease and

5 Rosenthal, Jeffrey S., Gregory G. White, and Mark Q. Sutton, “The Central Valley: A View from the Catbird’s
Seat”, In California Prehistory: Colonization, Culture, and Complexity, edited by Terry L. Jones and Kathryn A.
Klar, pp. 147-163, AltaMira Press, Lanham, Maryland, 2007.

6 Rosenthal, Jeffrey S., Gregory G. White, and Mark Q. Sutton, “The Central Valley: A View from the Catbird’s

Seat”, In California Prehistory: Colonization, Culture, and Complexity, edited by Terry L. Jones and Kathryn A.
Klar, pp. 147-163, AltaMira Press, Lanham, Maryland, 2007.

7 Kroeber, Alfred L., Handbook of the Indians of California, Bureau of American Ethnology Bulletin 78, Smithsonian
Institution, Washington, D.C., 1976 reprinted ed., Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1925 [1976].

8 Shipley, William F., “Native Languages of California”, In California, edited by Robert F. Heizer, pp. 80-90,
Handbook of North American Indians, Vol. 8, William C. Sturtevant, general editor, Smithsonian Institution,
Washington, D.C., 1978.

9 Littlejohn, Hugh W., Nisenan Geography, Document 18, University of California Department of Anthropology,
Berkeley, California, 1928.

0 Wilson, Norman L., and Arlean H. Towne, “Nisenan”, In California, edited by Robert F. Heizer, pp. 387-397,
Handbook of North American Indians, Vol. 8, William C. Sturtevant, general editor, Smithsonian Institution,
Washington, D.C., 1978.
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violent actions, the Nisenan people survived and maintained strong communities and action-oriented
organizations.

The closest documented Native American village to the project area was Pijjune, also known as Joe Mound
and CA-SAC-26, located approximately 1.5 miles north of the project area. Pijune was an ethnographically
recorded Nisenan village known to have been large and influential in the area at the time of Sutter’s arrival
in the 1840s.1213

History

While the Spanish had made forays into the Central Valley since the mid eighteenth century, the earliest
non-indigenous presence in the region occurred in 1808 when Capitan Gabriel Moraga led an expedition
from Mission San Jose to the northern Sacramento River Valley. By the late 1820s, English, American, and
French fur trappers, attracted by the valley’s abundance of animal life, had established operations
throughout the region. The earliest Euro-American settlement of the area occurred in the 1840s with the
establishment of land grants by the Mexican government. In 1839, John Sutter, born in Germany to Swiss
parents, became a Mexican citizen and obtained Governor Juan B. Alvarado’s permission to establish a
settlement in the California interior. Sutter left Yerba Buena in August of 1839, traveling up the Sacramento
River in search of a site for his estate. Sutter arrived at the confluence of the American and Sacramento
rivers, established a settlement, and received the first land grant in the region in 1841 for his New Helvetia
Rancho. The New Helvetia Rancho encompassed 97 square miles and included lands on the east bank of
the Feather and Sacramento Rivers. Sutter established Sutter’s Fort, and developed fisheries, a flour mill,
and a lumber mill. "4

The Sacramento River Valley remained relatively isolated and sparsely populated until the advent of the
Gold Rush period. Given Sacramento’s proximity to mining areas, and its accessibility to maritime traffic,
the area quickly became a trading and economic center. Commerce along the Sacramento River
encouraged continued population growth, with many of the miners and farmers settling along the natural
levees of the Sacramento River. Settlers recognized that the active flood plain deposited fertile soils in the
lands nearest to the river, which supported bountiful crops and provided easy access to transportation
corridors along the river itself. Ranchers and farmers found economic success in providing food and
supplies for the miners, although frequent flooding troubled settlers’ agricultural efforts and additional
settlement. ™

This site-specific history of the project area is adapted from Peak and Associates.'® The block bounded by
3" Street, L Street, 4™ Street, and Capitol Mall (or M Street) was built upon by 1851. In 1852, fire destroyed
all buildings in the northern half of the block. The block was quickly rebuilt, as was much of Sacramento,
and by December of 1852 there were over 700 buildings in the City.

In 1866, Mark Twain reportedly lodged for a few months at one of the boarding houses on the block while
working for the Sacramento Union newspaper. The building was at 309 M Street until the early 1940s.

" Castillo, Edward D., “The Impact of Euro-American Exploration and Settlement”, In California, edited by Robert
F. Heizer, pp. 99-127, Handbook of North American Indians, Vol. 8, William C. Sturtevant, general editor,
Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C., 1978.

12 Kroeber, Alfred L., Handbook of the Indians of California, Bureau of American Ethnology Bulletin 78, Smithsonian
Institution, Washington, D.C., 1976 reprinted ed., Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1925 [1976].

3 Derr, Eleanor H., “Archeological Investigations at CA-SAC-16: Interpretations of a Middle/Late Horizon Village in
the Lower Sacramento Valley of California”, M.A. thesis, Department of Anthropology, California State University,
Sacramento, 1983.

Hoover, Mildred, Hero Eugene Rensch, Ethel Grace Rensch, and William N. Abeloe, Historic Spots in California,
edited by Douglas Kyle, Stanford University Press, Stanford, California, 2002.

5 Hoover, Mildred, Hero Eugene Rensch, Ethel Grace Rensch, and William N. Abeloe, Historic Spots in California,
edited by Douglas Kyle, Stanford University Press, Stanford, California, 2002.

6 Peak and Associates, 2005. Cultural Resources Overview for the Capitol Towers Project. Prepared for EIP
Associates, 2005.
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In the 1870s, the streets were raised approximately two feet along a portion of Fourth Street and L Street
to help meet the established grades for the City. In 1870, there were at least two “bawdy” houses on the
block, one of which was owned by an African American woman.

Japanese immigrants began coming to the United States as contract laborers after 1884 and by 1895, the
block had apparently begun to attract Japanese individuals, with one of the boarding houses on the block
shown as “Jap. Lodgings.” In 1890, there were about 1,100 individuals of Japanese descent in California
and by 1910, there were over 41,000.

By 1915 the block became the heart of “Japantown,” the Japanese community in Sacramento. There were
numerous businesses and boarding houses that catered to the Japanese community, including 10
Japanese restaurants, 7 other restaurants, a “moving pictures” theater, two poolrooms, two Japanese
laundries, a saloon, numerous tenements and boardinghouses, a soda works, and a bank. The alley on the
block is indicated on maps and in telephone directories as “Jap [sic] Alley.”

Japanese and Japanese American individuals were tenants for the most part, but slowly began to purchase
lots in the community. In 1925, only two of the buildings on the block had Japanese-surnamed owners;
however, by 1940, 12 of the 37 lots on the block were owned by Japanese-surnamed individuals or
companies.

By the 1930s, the population of individuals of Japanese descent in the area had declined, in part due to the
Depression. In 1942, the internment of Japanese and Japanese Americans began, with 3,500 citizens of
Sacramento forced to leave their homes. Residents of the block were taken to the Walerga Center in
northern Sacramento County, used as an assembly point, with the internees sent on to Tule Lake.

After Japanese and Japanese American residents were removed from the block, the boardinghouses were
rented to other lower income individuals, including African Americans, Chinese and Chinese-Americans,
Hispanics, and Phillipinos. Demolition of some buildings on the block began in the early 1940s, including
the boarding house where Mark Twain had stayed, which was torn down in 1943. In the 1950s a gas station
was constructed at the corner of Capitol Mall and 3 Street. By 1960, the block became a predominantly
Hispanic neighborhood, with several restaurants, some lodging and rooming houses, and several other
businesses.

Demolition of all buildings on the block began in the early 1960s, and no businesses were listed for the
block after 1964. Copley Press acquired the block as their main office site, and as a plant site for printing
books and the Sacramento Union newspaper. The center of the block was excavated to at least nine feet
below street grade for construction of the building. In turn, the Copley Press building was demolished in
2006. Some excavation on the northwest and south east portions of the block was completed for a proposed
building in 2008. Currently the block is vacant.

Regulatory Setting

State

California Environmental Quality Act

CEQA requires lead agencies to determine if a proposed project would have a significant effect on historical
resources, including archaeological resources. The CEQA Guidelines define a historical resource as: (1) a
resource in the California Register of Historical Resources (California Register); (2) a resource included in
a local register of historical resources, as defined in Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5020.1(k) or
identified as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements of PRC Section 5024.1(g);
or (3) any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript that a lead agency determines
to be historically significant or significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural,
educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California, provided the lead agency’s
determination is supported by substantial evidence in light of the whole record.
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If a lead agency determines that an archaeological site is an historical resource, the provisions of PRC
Section 21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 would apply. If an archaeological site does not
meet the CEQA Guidelines criteria for a historical resource, then the site may meet the threshold of PRC
Section 21083 regarding unique archaeological resources. A unique archaeological resource is “an
archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that, without merely adding
to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the following criteria:

¢ Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there is a
demonstrable public interest in that information.

e Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example
of its type.

o |s directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or
person” (PRC Section 21083.2 [g]).

The CEQA Guidelines note that if a resource is neither a unique archaeological resource nor a historical
resource, the effects of the project on that resource shall not be considered a significant effect on the
environment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064[c][4]).

Impacts to tribal cultural resources also are considered under CEQA, as described under PRC Section
21084.2. PRC Section 21074(a) defines a tribal cultural resource as any of the following:

o Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following:

o included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the [California Register]; or
o included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k).

o Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of [PRC] Section 5024.1. In applying
these criteria, the lead agency would consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

Per PRC Section 21074(a)(c), an historical resource, unique archaeological resource, or non-unique
archaeological resource may also be a tribal cultural resource if it is included or determined eligible for the
California Register or included in a local register of historical resources.

California Register of Historical Resources

The California Register is “an authoritative listing and guide to be used by state and local agencies, private
groups, and citizens in identifying the existing historical resources of the state and to indicate which
resources deserve to be protected, to the extent prudent and feasible, from substantial adverse change”
(PRC Section 5024.1[a]). The criteria for eligibility are based on National Register of Historic Places
(National Register) criteria (PRC Section 5024.1[b]). Certain resources are determined by the statute to be
automatically included in the California Register, including California properties formally determined eligible
for or listed in the National Register.

To be eligible for the California Register, an historical resource must be significant at the local, state, and/or
federal level under one or more of the following criteria.

1. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage.

2. Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past.

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.
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4. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history (PRC Section
5024 .1[c]).

For a resource to be eligible for the California Register, it must also retain enough integrity to be
recognizable as a historical resource and to convey its significance. A resource that does not retain
sufficient integrity to meet the National Register criteria may still be eligible for listing in the California
Register.

Assembly Bill 52

In September of 2014, the California Legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 52, which added provisions to
the PRC regarding the evaluation of impacts on tribal cultural resources under CEQA, and consultation
requirements with California Native American tribes. In particular, AB 52 requires lead agencies to analyze
project impacts on “tribal cultural resources” separately from archaeological resources (PRC Section 21074;
21083.09). The Bill defines “tribal cultural resources” in a new section of the PRC Section 21074. AB 52
also requires lead agencies to engage in additional consultation procedures with respect to California Native
American tribes (PRC Section 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3).

Other Provisions of California Public Resources Code

Several sections of the PRC protect paleontological resources. PRC Section 5097.5 prohibits “knowing and
willful” excavation, removal, destruction, injury, and defacement of any paleontological feature on public
lands (lands under state, county, city, district, or public authority jurisdiction, or the jurisdiction of a public
corporation), except where the agency with jurisdiction has granted permission.

Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code protects human remains by prohibiting the disinterring,
disturbing, or removing of human remains from any location other than a dedicated cemetery. Section
5097.98 of the PRC (and reiterated in CEQA Section 15064.59 [e]) also identifies steps to follow in the
event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than a dedicated
cemetery.

Local

City of Sacramento

The City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan includes policies for both identification and preservation of
cultural resources (Policies HCR 2.1.1 to 2.1.17) and public awareness of cultural resources (Policies HCR
3.1.1 to 3.1.4). Specifically, these policies address issues ranging identification of cultural resources and
consultation with potential interested parties, to project review and development of protocol for mitigating
impacts to cultural resources. The public awareness policies focus on heritage tourism, coordination with
interested parties, public/private partnerships, and public education.

Standards of Significance

This analysis evaluates the proposed project’s impacts on cultural resources based on the criteria identified
in the CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G. The project could have a significant impact on cultural resources if it
would:

o Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in
Section 15064.5;

o Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to
Section 15064.5;

o Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries;

e Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource as defined in
PRC Section 21074; or

e Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.
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Answers to Checklist Questions

Question A

A significant impact would occur if the proposed project caused a substantial adverse change to a historical
resource, herein referring to historic-period architectural resources or the built environment, including
buildings, structures, and objects. A substantial adverse change includes the physical demolition,
destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource.

No architectural resources are in the project area; therefore, the proposed project is not anticipated to result
in a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource. There would be no impact to
historical resources and no mitigation is necessary.

Question B

This section discusses archaeological resources, both as historical resources according to CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.5, as well as unique archaeological resources as defined in PRC
Section 21083.2(g). A significant impact would occur if the proposed project would cause a substantial
adverse change to an archaeological resource through physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alteration of the resource.

In order to determine the archaeological sensitivity of the project area, ESA completed background
research, including a review of previous documentation for the project area, and conducted a review of
historic maps and existing conditions. ESA completed a records search at the North Central Information
Center (NCIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) at Sacramento State
University on February 6, 2017 (SAC-17-22). The NCIC maintains the official CHRIS records of previous
cultural resources studies and recorded cultural resources for the County of Sacramento and the project
area. The results indicate that several historic-period archaeological investigations have been completed
in this part of Sacramento prior to development projects; the nearest to the project area are on the blocks
bounded by Capitol Mall, 2", 3, and N streets;' |, J, 5, and 6'" streets;'® and J, K, 6", and 7" streets.'®
These investigations all resulted in the discovery of significant archaeological deposits related to the early
history of Sacramento. No prehistoric archaeological resources have been documented in the nearby
vicinity; the nearest known prehistoric sites are %2 mile to the southeast, northeast, and north. Despite the
paucity of known sites in the immediate vicinity, the general area was extensively occupied during the
prehistoric period.

As described in the Setting, the block where the proposed Project is located had extensive residential and
commercial use during the historic period beginning in the 1850s, with numerous buildings that were
subsequently demolished. The grading plan for the Copley Press building indicates that the central portion
of the block was excavated to a depth of 9 feet prior to construction and may have actually exceeded that
depth as thick concrete pads were apparently installed on the lower level of the building to support the
weight of the printing presses.?® Following demolition of the Copley Press building, additional disturbance
occurred in preparation for a new building in the northwest and southeast portions of the block. These
disturbances likely destroyed any archaeological features that may have been present, such as artifact
filled privies or wells, associated with much of the early settlement on the block.

7 Meyer, Michael, Waterfront Archaeological Excavation Report for the Embassy Hotel Suites Site, Sacramento,
California. 2002.

8 Praetzellis, Mary and Adrian Praetzellis, Archaeological and Historical Studies of the 1J56 Block, Sacramento,
California: An Early Chinese Community. 1982.

9 Praetzellis, Mary, Adrian Praetzellis, and Marley R. Brown Ill, Historical Archaeology at the Golden Eagle Site,
Sacramento, California. 1980.

20 Peak and Associates, 2005. Cultural Resources Overview for the Capitol Towers Project. Prepared for EIP
Associates, 2005. p. 7.
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There are, however, portions of the project area that remain relatively undisturbed, especially on the
northern and southwestern portions of the block, although the southwestern portion may have been at least
partially disturbed during installation of underground tanks for the former gas station. Undisturbed portions
of the project area have a high potential to contain historic-period artifacts and features that would be able
to address important research questions. These resources could be eligible for listing in the California
Register and therefore be considered historical resources and/or unique archaeological resources for the
purposes of CEQA. There is also a potential for prehistoric archaeological resources to be within the project
area; however, this potential is lessened given the amount of previous disturbance.

Impacts to historical resources and/or unique archaeological resources during Project construction would
be significant. Any such potential significant impacts would be reduced to a less-than-significant level by
implementing Mitigation Measure CUL-1, which requires that a pre-construction Archaeological Research
Design and Treatment Plan be developed and implemented to ensure that any significant archaeological
resources are appropriately treated.

Question C

Based on the background research, no human remains are known to exist within the project area. The
project would involve ground-disturbing activities and, while unlikely, if any unidentified human remains
were encountered during ground disturbing activities impacts to the human remains could be potentially
significant. Any such potential significant impacts would be reduced to a less-than-significant level by
implementing Mitigation Measure CUL-2, which would ensure that appropriate and legal protocol would
be followed including contacting the County Coroner and, if the remains are determined to be Native
American in origin, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC).

Question D

CEQA requires the lead agency to consider the effects of a project on tribal cultural resources. As defined
in Public Resources Code Section 21074, tribal cultural resources are sites, features, places, cultural
landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are
listed, or determined to be eligible for listing, on the national, state, or local register of historical resources.

ESA sent a letter to the NAHC on March 7, 2018 requesting a search of the sacred lands file and a list of
Native American tribes in the vicinity who might have an interest in the Project. ESA received a response
on March 16, 2018 indicating that the NAHC does not have record of any sacred sites in the vicinity. ESA
provided the response to the City. The City sent a letter to each tribe on the contact list on December 13,
2018. The City received responses from two tribes. The United Auburn Indian Community sent an email to
the City on December 28, 2018 and a letter dated January 7, 2019. The Wilton Rancheria sent a letter to
the City on December 13, 2018. Both tribes requested consultation regarding the proposed project.

Based on the results of the records search at the NCIC and the response from the NAHC, there are no
tribal cultural resources in the project area or in the vicinity. There would be no impact to known tribal
cultural resources. The City has drafted comprehensive mitigation to address any potentially significant
impacts to unknown tribal cultural resources should they be identified during project construction. Any such
potential significant impacts would be reduced to a less-than-significant level by implementing Mitigation
Measure CUL-3, which would require cultural resources sensitivity training for all project personnel prior to
construction and Mitigation Measure CUL-4, which would ensure that appropriate and legal protocol would
be followed in the event of an inadvertent discovery of tribal cultural resources.

Question E
ESA conducted a paleontological database search for fossil localities within Sacramento County through

the University of California Museum of Paleontology (UCMP) on-line database March 7, 2018 and reviewed
United States Geological Survey (USGS) geologic mapping for the project area. The surficial geology of
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the Project area is mapped as Holocene alluvium (Qha).?' These sediments date from the last 10,000 years
and are considered too young to preserve fossil remains.

Per the City’'s 2035 General Plan Master EIR (Section 4.5, Geology, Soils, and Mineral Resources), the
City of Sacramento is not highly sensitive for paleontological resources due to the absence of fossil-bearing
soils and rock formations. Proposed project ground-disturbing activities would occur in Holocene alluvium,
which is not considered sensitive for paleontological resources. Therefore, with respect to this criterion,
there would be no impact and no mitigation is necessary.

Mitigation Measures

CUL-1

CUL-2

Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Plan. Prior to submittal of a building permit
or grading application to the City of Sacramento, the project applicant shall retain a Secretary
of the Interior-qualified archaeologist to prepare and implement an Archaeological Resources
Design and Treatment Plan (ARDTP). The ARDTP shall include a pre-construction preliminary
archaeological testing program for previously undisturbed portions of the project area. The
ARDTP shall identify the types of expected archaeological materials that may be encountered
in the project area, the testing methods to be used to identify potential feature or site boundaries
and constituents, and the locations recommended for testing. the purpose of the testing
program will be to determine to the extent possible the presence or absence of archaeological
materials in the proposed areas of disturbance for the project that have not been previously
disturbed. If, during the testing, a significant archaeological feature or site is uncovered, the
project applicant shall conduct a data recovery program as outlined in the ARDTP. The ARDTP
will include how the data recovery program would preserve the significant information the
archaeological resource is expected to contain. Treatment would consist of (but would not be
not limited to) sample excavation, artifact collection, site documentation, and historical
research, with the aim of targeting the recovery of important scientific data contained in the
portion(s) of the significant resource to be impacted by the project. The ARDTP shall include
provisions for analysis of data in a regional context; reporting of results; curation of artifacts
and data at a local facility acceptable to the City; and dissemination of final confidential reports
to the North Central Information Center of the California Historical Resources Information
System and the City.

Implement Procedures in the Event of the Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains. If
an inadvertent discovery of human remains is made at any time during project-related
construction activities or project planning, the City the following performance standards shall
be met prior to implementing or continuing actions such as construction, which may result in
damage to or destruction of human remains. In accordance with the California Health and
Safety Code (HSC), if human remains are encountered during ground disturbing activities, the
City shall immediately halt potentially damaging excavation in the area of the remains and notify
the Sacramento County Coroner and a professional archaeologist to determine the nature of
the remains. The Coroner is required to examine all discoveries of human remains within
48 hours of receiving notice of a discovery on private or State lands (HSC Section 7050.5[b]).

If the human remains are of historic age and are determined to be not of Native American
origin, the City will follow the provisions of the HSC Section 7000 (et seq.) regarding the
disinterment and removal of non-Native American human remains.

If the Coroner determines that the remains are those of a Native American, he or she must
contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) by phone within 24 hours of making
that determination (HSC Section 7050[c]). After the Coroner’s findings have been made, the
archaeologist and the NAHC-designated Most Likely Descendant (MLD), in consultation with
the landowner, shall determine the ultimate treatment and disposition of the remains. The

21

Helley, E.J. 1979. Preliminary geologic map of Cenozoic deposits of the Davis, Knights Landing, Lincoln, and
Fair Oaks quadrangles, California. U.S. Geological Survey Open-File Report OF-79-583. Scale 1:62,500.
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CUL-3

CUL-4

responsibilities of the City for acting upon notification of a discovery of Native American human
remains are identified in California PRC Section 5097.9 et seq.

Conduct Cultural Resources and Tribal Cultural Resources Sensitivity and Awareness
Training Program Prior to Ground-Disturbing Activities. The City shall require the
applicant/contractor to provide a cultural resources and tribal cultural resources sensitivity and
awareness training program (Worker Environmental Awareness Program [WEAP]) for all
personnel involved in project construction, including field consultants and construction workers.
The WEAP will be developed in coordination with an archaeologist meeting the Secretary of
the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards for Archeology, as well as culturally
affiliated Native American tribes. The City may invite Native American representatives from
interested culturally affiliated Native American tribes to participate. The WEAP shall be
conducted before any project-related construction activities begin at the project site. The WEAP
will include relevant information regarding sensitive cultural resources and ftribal cultural
resources, including applicable regulations, protocols for avoidance, and consequences of
violating State laws and regulations. The WEAP will also describe appropriate avoidance and
impact minimization measures for cultural resources and tribal cultural resources that could be
located at the project site and will outline what to do and who to contact if any potential cultural
resources or tribal cultural resources are encountered. The WEAP will emphasize the
requirement for confidentiality and culturally appropriate treatment of any discovery of
significance to Native Americans and will discuss appropriate behaviors and responsive
actions, consistent with Native American tribal values.

In the Event that Cultural Resources or Tribal Cultural Resources Are Discovered During
Construction, Implement Avoidance and Minimization Measures to Avoid Significant
Impacts and Procedures to Evaluate Resources. If cultural resources or tribal cultural
resources (such as structural features, unusual amounts of bone or shell, artifacts, or human
remains) are encountered at the project site during construction, work shall be suspended
within 100 feet of the find (based on the apparent distribution of cultural materials), and the
construction contractor shall immediately notify the project’'s City representative. Avoidance
and preservation in place is the preferred manner of mitigating impacts to cultural resources
and tribal cultural resources. This will be accomplished, if feasible, by several alternative
means, including:

e Planning construction to avoid tribal cultural resources, archaeological sites and/or
other cultural resources; incorporating cultural resources within parks, green-space or
other open space; covering archaeological resources; deeding a cultural resource to a
permanent conservation easement; or other preservation and protection methods
agreeable to consulting parties and regulatory authorities with jurisdiction over the
activity.

¢ Recommendations for avoidance of cultural resources and tribal cultural resources will
be reviewed by the City representative, interested culturally affiliated Native American
tribes and other appropriate agencies, in light of factors such as costs, logistics,
feasibility, design, technology and social, cultural and environmental considerations,
and the extent to which avoidance is consistent with project objectives. Avoidance and
design alternatives may include realignment within the project site to avoid cultural
resources or tribal cultural resources, modification of the design to eliminate or reduce
impacts to cultural resources or tribal cultural resources or modification or realignment
to avoid highly significant features within a cultural resource or tribal cultural resource.

e Native American representatives from interested culturally affiliated Native American
tribes will be invited to review and comment on these analyses and shall have the
opportunity to meet with the City representative and its representatives who have
technical expertise to identify and recommend feasible avoidance and design
alternatives, so that appropriate and feasible avoidance and design alternatives can
be identified.
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e If the discovered cultural resource or tribal cultural resource can be avoided, the
construction contractor(s), will install protective fencing outside the site boundary,
including a 100-foot buffer area, before construction restarts. The boundary of a
cultural resource or a tribal cultural resource will be determined in consultation with
interested culturally affiliated Native American tribes and tribes will be invited to monitor
the installation of fencing. Use of temporary and permanent forms of protective fencing
will be determined in consultation with Native American representatives from interested
culturally affiliated Native American tribes.

e The construction contractor(s) will maintain the protective fencing throughout
construction to avoid the site during all remaining phases of construction. The area will
be demarcated as an “Environmentally Sensitive Area.”

If a cultural resource or a tribal cultural resource cannot be avoided, the following performance
standard shall be met prior to continuance of construction and associated activities that may
result in damage to or destruction of cultural resources or tribal cultural resources:

e Each resource will be evaluated for California Register of Historical Resources-
(California Register) eligibility through application of established eligibility criteria
(California Code of Regulations 15064.636), in consultation with consulting Native
American Tribes, as applicable.

If a cultural resource or a tribal cultural resource is determined to be eligible for listing in the
California Register, the City will avoid damaging effects to the resource in accordance with
California PRC Section 21084.3, if feasible. The City shall coordinate the investigation of the
find with a qualified archaeologist (meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional
Qualifications Standards for Archeology) approved by the City and with interested culturally
affiliated Native American tribes that respond to the City’s invitation. As part of the site
investigation and resource assessment, the City and the archaeologist shall consult with
interested culturally affiliated Native American tribes to assess the significance of the find, make
recommendations for further evaluation and treatment as necessary and provide proper
management recommendations should potential impacts to the resources be determined by
the City to be significant. A written report detailing the site assessment, coordination activities,
and management recommendations shall be provided to the City representative by the
qualified archaeologist. These recommendations will be documented in the project record. For
any recommendations made by interested culturally affiliated Native American tribes that are
not implemented, a justification for why the recommendation was not followed will be provided
in the project record.

Native American representatives from interested culturally affiliated Native American Tribes
and the City representative will also consult to develop measures for long-term management
of any discovered tribal cultural resources. Consultation will be limited to actions consistent
with the jurisdiction of the City and taking into account ownership of the subject property. To
the extent that the City has jurisdiction, routine operation and maintenance within tribal cultural
resources retaining tribal cultural integrity shall be consistent with the avoidance and
minimization standards identified in this mitigation measure.

If the City determines that the project may cause a significant impact to a tribal cultural
resource, and measures are not otherwise identified in the consultation process, the following
are examples of mitigation capable of avoiding or substantially lessening potential significant
impacts to a tribal cultural resource or alternatives that would avoid significant impacts to the
resource. These measures may be considered to avoid or minimize significant adverse impacts
and constitute the standard by which an impact conclusion of less-than significant may be
reached:

e Avoid and preserve resources in place, including, but not limited to, planning
construction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural context, or
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planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with
culturally appropriate protection and management criteria.

o Treat the resource with culturally appropriate dignity taking into account the Tribal
cultural values and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:

- Protect the cultural character and integrity of the resource.

- Protect the traditional use of the resource.

- Protect the confidentiality of the resource.

- Establish permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property,
with culturally appropriate management criteria for the purposes of preserving or
using the resources or places.

- Protect the resource.

Findings

All potential significant environmental effects of the Project relating to cultural and paleontological resources
can be mitigated to a less-than-significant level.
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5. GEOLOGY, SOILS, and SEISMICITY

Would the project allow a project to be built
that will either introduce geologic or seismic X
hazards by allowing the construction of the
project on such a site without protection
against those hazards?

Environmental Setting

The proposed project site is located within the Sacramento Valley, and lies centrally in the Great Valley
geomorphic province of California, a relatively flat alluvial plan composed of a deep sequence of sediments
in a bedrock trough. The Sacramento Valley forms the northern third of the Great Valley, which fills a
northwest-trending structural depression bounded on the west by the Great Valley Fault Zone and the
northern Coast Range and to the east by the northern Sierra Nevada and the Foothills Fault Zone. Most of
the surface of the Great Valley is covered with Holocene and Pleistocene-age alluvium, primarily composed
of sediments from the Sierra Nevada and the Coast Ranges, which were carried by water and deposited
on the valley floor. Siltstone, claystone, and sandstone are the primary types of sedimentary deposits. Older
Tertiary Cenozoic deposits underlie the Quaternary alluvium.

Seismicity

Within the City of Sacramento and the Sacramento region, there are no known active faults. The greatest
earthquake threat to the city comes from earthquakes along Northern California’s major faults, which are
the San Andreas, Calaveras, and Hayward faults. Ground shaking on any of these faults could cause
shaking within the City to an intensity of 5 to 6 moment magnitude (Mw). Sacramento’s seismic ground-
shaking hazard is low, ranking among the lowest in the state. The city is in Seismic Zone 3; accordingly,
any future development, rehabilitation, reuse, or possible change of use of a structure would be required to
comply with all design standards applicable to Seismic Zone 3.2

Liquefaction

Liquefaction is a soil strength and stiffness loss phenomenon that typically occurs in loose, saturated
cohesion-less sands as a result of strong ground shaking during earthquakes. The potential for liquefaction
at a specific site is usually determined based on the results of the underlain soil composition and
groundwater conditions beneath the site. Some areas in the City of Sacramento are susceptible to
liquefaction events, including the Central City, Pocket, and North and South Natomas Community Plan
areas. The proposed project site is not located within a State Designated Seismic Hazard Zone for
liquefaction.??

22 City of Sacramento, 2015. City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Master Environmental Impact Report. p. 4.5-1.

23 California Department of Conservation, 2015. Department of Conservation Website: Seismic Hazard Zones.
Available: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/. Accessed June 13, 2019.
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Project Area Geology

According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS)
Web Soil Survey, the entire project site is made up of Urban land.?* No unique geologic or physical features
are located on or adjacent to the project site.

Standards of Significance

For the purposes of this Initial Study, an impact is considered significant if it allows a project to be built that
will either introduce geologic or seismic hazards by allowing the construction of the project on such a site
without protection against those hazards.

Answers to Checklist Questions

Question A

The City of Sacramento’s topography is relatively flat, the City is not located within an Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zone, and the City is not located in the immediate vicinity of an active fault. However, the
2035 General Plan indicates that ground shaking would occur periodically in Sacramento as a result of
distant earthquakes. The 2035 General Plan further states that the earthquake resistance of any building
is dependent on an interaction of seismic frequency, intensity, and duration with the structure’s height,
condition, and construction materials. Although the project site is not located near any active or potentially
active faults, strong ground shaking could occur at the project site during a major earthquake on any of the
major regional faults.

According to the California Geological Survey and the USGS, no active faults are mapped across the project
site, nor is the project site located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Special Study Zone. In addition, the
nearest fault to the proposed project site, the Dunnigan Hills Fault, is located approximately 22 miles to the
northwest. Table 5-1 describes the proximity of the project site to local active and potentially active faults.
The intensity of ground shaking caused by an earthquake at the Dunnigan Hills Fault is not expected to
cause substantial damage to the project site, according to the Probabilistic Seismic Hazard Assessment for
the State of California.

TABLE 5-1

LOCAL ACTIVE AND POTENTIALLY ACTIVE FAULTS
Activity Fault Name Distance, Direction
Historic Green Valley Fault 67 km W-SW
Historic Rodgers Creek Fault 98 km W-SW
Active Dunnigan Hills 35 km W-NW
Active West Napa Fault 78 km W-SW
Active Concord Fault 79 km SW
Potentially Active Midland Fault 33 km W-SW
Potentially Active Bear Mountains Fault Zone — West 45kmE
Potentially Active Bear Mountains Fault Zone — East 51 km E
Potentially Active Maidu Fault 46 km NE
Potentially Active Melones — West 60 km E-SE
Potentially Active Melones — East 64 km E-SE

SOURCE: California Geologic Survey, 2016

24 U.S. Department of Agriculture, 2015. Natural Resources Conservation Service. Custom Soils Report for
Sacramento County, California: 301 Capitol Towers. Created from http://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/
WebSoilSurvey.aspx. Accessed June 13, 2019.
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The State of California provides minimum standards for building design through the California Building
Standards Code (CBSC) (Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations). The CBSC is based on the federal
Uniform Building Code (UBC) but is more detailed and stringent than the federal UBC. Specific minimum
seismic safety requirements are set forth in Chapter 23 of the CBSC. The state earth protection law
(California Health and Safety Code Section 19100 et seq.) requires that buildings be designed to resist
stresses produced by lateral forces caused by earthquakes. Earthquake resistant design and materials are
required to meet or exceed the current seismic engineering standards of the CBSC Seismic Risk Zone 3
improvements. The proposed project would be required to comply with CBSC requirements and the City’s
2035 General Plan, which require project applicants to prepare site-specific geotechnical evaluations and
conformance with Title 24 of the California Code of Regulations.

Construction activities would involve building, utility, and landscaping demolition, as well as excavating,
filling, moving, grading, and temporarily stockpiling soils onsite, which would expose site soils to erosion
from wind and surface water runoff. The City has adopted standard measures to control erosion and
sediment during construction and all projects in the City are required to comply with the City’s Standard
Construction Specifications for Erosion and Sediment Control. The proposed project would comply with the
City’s standards set forth in the “Administrative and Technical Procedures Manual for Grading and Erosion
and Sediment Control.” The project would also comply with the City’s grading ordinance (Chapter 15.88 of
Sacramento City Code) which specifies construction standards to minimize erosion and runoff.

Because the proposed project would be required to comply with federal, state, and local construction
standards, it would not expose people or structures to the risk of loss, injury, or death.

However, per City requirements (2035 Master EIR Policy EC 1.1.2), a geotechnical investigation of the site
is required. Since the geotechnical investigation has not been completed to verify onsite geologic
conditions, the impact is potentially significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO-1 described
below would reduce the impacts to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures
GEO-1 Geotechnical Investigation. Prior to issuance of a building permit, the project applicant shall
conduct a geotechnical investigation of the project site to determine the potential for ground
rupture, earth shaking, and liquefaction due to seismic events, as well as expansive soils
problems. As required by the City, recommendations identified in the geotechnical report for
the proposed development shall be implemented.
Findings

All significant environmental effects of the proposed project relating to geology, soils, and seismicity would
be mitigated to a less-than-significant level.
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6. HAZARDS
Would the project:

A) Expose people (e.g., residents,
pedestrians, construction workers) to
existing contaminated soil during
construction activities?

B) Expose people (e.g., residents,
pedestrians, construction workers) to X
asbestos-containing materials or other
hazardous materials?

C) Expose people (e.g., residents,
pedestrians, construction workers) to X
existing contaminated groundwater
during dewatering activities?

Environmental Setting

The project site was previously developed and although it is currently unutilized, it contains foundational
elements from a previous development effort and is surrounded by urban development. Urban land uses
are associated with hazardous material use and storage resulting of the application of pesticides and
fertilizers for landscaping and use of petroleum-related compounds and other chemicals for general
maintenance of facilities and equipment. Information relating to hazardous materials on the project site was
collected by conducting a review of the California Environmental Protection Agency’s (Cal EPA) Cortese
List Data Resources (Cortese List).?> The Cortese list includes the following data resources that provide
information regarding the facilities or sites identified as meeting the Cortese list requirements: the list of
Hazardous Waste and Substances sites from the California Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC) EnviroStor database; the list of Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) sites from GeoTracker
database; the list of solid waste disposal sites identified by Water Board; the list of active Cease and Desist
Orders and Cleanup and Abatement Orders from Water Board; and the list of hazardous waste facilities
subject to corrective action pursuant to Section 25187.5 of the Health and Safety Code identified by DTSC.
The Cortese List is a reporting document used by the state, local agencies, and developers to comply with
CEQA requirements in providing information about the location of hazardous materials release sites. The
Cortese List is updated at least annually, in compliance with California regulations (California Code Section
65964.6(a)(4)). The Cortese List includes federal superfund sites, state response sites, non-operating
hazardous waste sites, voluntary cleanup sites, and school cleanup sites.

Based on a review of the Cortese List conducted in March 5, 2018, the following five active sites were found
within approximately 0.5 miles of the project site.

Union Pacific Railroad, Downtown Sacramento

The Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) yard is a 240-acre site that was used for heavy industrial activities and
train repair. Groundwater at the site, known as the South Plume, is polluted with chlorinated volatile organic
compounds (CVOCs). The South Plume originates in the railyards and extends across the Sacramento

25 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2018. Envirostor Database. California Department of Toxic
Substances Control. DTSC’s Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List — Site Cleanup (Cortese List). March 5,
2018. Available: http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Cortese_List.cfm.
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Station into downtown Sacramento. The eastern and western margins of the plume correspond to
approximately 12" Street and 5th Street, respectively. The southern margin of the plume extends to
approximately P Street. Groundwater in the South Plume ranges in depth from approximately 25 feet below
ground surface (bgs) to as deep as approximately 180 feet bgs.?8

The South Plume Remedial Action Plan, which was approved in July 2013, is currently being implemented.

The Remedial Action Plan identifies remediation goals (levels and timing) and preferred alternative for
achieving established remediation goals.?”

Mixed Use Tower and City Parking

The Mixed-Use Tower and City Parking property, which was contaminated by a railroad maintenance shop,
is located 930 feet northeast of the project site. Groundwater at the site was calculated to flow toward the
east-southeast, away from the Project site.?® Therefore, contamination from this site is not considered
potential hazard to the Proposed Project.

State of California Central Plant Block 261

The property, located 0.35 miles southeast of the project site, is occupied by a utility plant which formerly
provided fuel from an UST. Upon removal of the UST, petroleum hydrocarbons were observed in the soil.
Closure of this cleanup site has been approved by the County of Sacramento pending the destruction of
the on-site wells?°.

Lot X, City of Sacramento Development Site

Lot X, a paved city parking lot, is located 350 feet southwest of the project site. Petroleum impacted soil
and groundwater were discovered at the property, which was subsequently designated as a Leaking UST
site. In 2007, a Phase | and Phase |l Environmental Site Assessment have been completed for this site.
The reports detected relatively low levels of gasoline and motor oil range petroleum hydrocarbon impacts,
therefore no remedial action was recommended.*°

Sacramento County Jail

The Sacramento County Jail, designated as a leaking UST site, is located 0.35 miles northeast of the project
site. However, the release of diesel was minor and contamination from this property is considered unlikely
to impact the Proposed Project.?’

26 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2018. Envirostor Database. The Railyards (SL205072992),
501 Jibboom Street, Sacramento, CA 95814. Available: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/profile_
report.asp?global_id=SL205072992. Accessed March 5, 2018.

27 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2018. Envirostor Database. The Railyards (SL205072992),
501 Jibboom Street, Sacramento, CA 95814. Available: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/profile_
report.asp?global_id=SL205072992. Accessed March 5, 2018.

28 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2018. Envirostor Database. Mixed Use Tower and City
Parking (60002233), SE Corner of 5™ and J Streets, Sacramento, CA 95814. Available:
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/profile_report?global_id=60002233. Accessed March 5, 2018.

29 California State Water Resources Control Board, 2018. Geotracker Database. State of California Central Plant
Block 261 (T0606794060), 625 Q Street, Sacramento, CA 95814. Available:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/profile_report.asp?global_id=T0606794060. Accessed March 5, 2018.

30 California State Water Resources Control Board, 2018. Geotracker Database. Lot X City of Sacramento
Development Site (T0606716751), 0 N Street, Sacramento, CA 95814. Available:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/profile_report.asp?global_id=T0606716751. Accessed March 5, 2018.

81 California State Water Resources Control Board, 2018. Geotracker Database. Sacramento County Jail
(TO606714066), 651 | Street, Sacramento, CA 95814. Available: https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
profile_report.asp?global_id=T0606716751. Accessed March 5, 2018.
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Regulatory Setting

State Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC)

DTSC is responsible for the management of hazardous materials and hazardous wastes within the state of
California. The DTSC oversees some cleanup sites, sharing certain overlapping jurisdiction with the
Sacramento County Environmental Management Department (SCEMD) or the Regional Water Quality
Control Board (RWQCB). Sites within DTSC'’s jurisdiction include hazardous materials sites where soil and
sometimes groundwater has been contaminated.

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)

RWQCB is responsible for maintaining the high quality of waters within the state. Although many hazardous
materials sites are overseen by the local Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA), the RWQCB often
assumes lead agency status over hazardous materials sites where groundwater has been contaminated.

County of Sacramento Environmental Management Department (SCEMD)

SCEMD is the local CUPA. Hazardous waste laws and regulations are enforced locally by SCEMD,
including UST investigations and cleanups, as referenced in the Setting above for the USTs formerly at the
project site.

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)

SMAQMD enforces Rule 902 that protects the public from exposure to asbestos in the event of a release,
as discussed further below. Federal regulations and regulations adopted by SMAQMD apply to the
identification and treatment of hazardous materials during demolition and construction activities. Failure to
comply with these regulations respecting asbestos may result in a Notice of Violation (NOV) being issued
by SMAQMD and civil penalties under state and/or federal law, in addition to possible action by U.S. EPA
under federal law. Federal law covers a number of different activities involving asbestos, including
demolition and renovation of structures (40 CFR § 61.145).

Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this Initial Study, an impact is considered significant if the proposed project would:

e expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing contaminated soil
during construction activities;

e expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to asbestos-containing materials
or other hazardous materials; or

e expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing contaminated
groundwater during dewatering activities.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A

As discussed in the Setting, there are no active hazardous materials sites within the project site. Therefore,
excavation and earth moving activities during construction are not anticipated to expose construction
workers and/or the general public to unusual or excessive risks related to contaminated soils. However,
should any previously undiscovered chemicals of concern be found during construction of the project,
including excavation or earth moving activities, construction activities would be required to cease. Upon
identification of undiscovered contamination, a remediation plan pursuant to Section 25401.05 (a)(1) of the
California Health and Safety Code and approved by the appropriate agency or authority must be
implemented at the site.
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-1 would reduce impacts to less-than-significant levels by
ensuring that any unidentified contaminated soils are contained and disposed of properly.

Question B

As discussed in the Setting, the project site was previously developed but currently is unutilized and has
no existing structures. Therefore, no renovation or demolition would occur. In addition, according to the
Cortese list, no known hazardous materials sites are located within the project site.3? As such, the project
site is free of asbestos-containing construction materials.

Construction activities on the project site would involve the transport and use of fuels, lubricants, paint,
solvents, and other potentially hazardous materials to the project site during construction. Relatively small
amounts of these commonly used hazardous substances would be used on site for construction and
equipment maintenance. An array of federal, state, and local laws regulate the transport, management,
storage, and use of hazardous materials. These laws are enforced by various City, County, and State
departments. Consequently, use of these materials during project construction, for their intended purpose,
in compliance with federal, state, and local laws, would not pose a significant risk to the public or
environment.

During project operations, the transport, storage, use, and/or disposal of hazardous materials would be
limited to common hazardous materials, typical of places of employment (e.g., cleaning agents, paints and
thinners, fuels, insecticides, herbicides, etc.). Although limited quantities of hazardous materials can be
found in most buildings, the use of such substances would not occur in quantities that would present a
significant hazard to the environment or the public. Accidents or spills involving small quantities of the
materials typical of any residences or place of employment (cleaning agents, paints, etc.) would not create
a significant hazard to the public or the environment. Therefore, construction and operation of the project,
in compliance with existing regulations, would not expose people (e.g., pedestrians, construction workers)
to asbestos-containing materials or other hazardous materials. This impact is considered to be less than
significant.

Question C

As discussed in the Setting, no known groundwater contamination exists on the project site.®® However,
dewatering during construction activities could result in the movement of the South Plume, northwest of the
project site. If groundwater was actively pumped from the site for construction and operation, the South
Plume could move towards the project site. Special dewatering recommendations may be required for
potential excavations that extend below the foundation subgrade level during periods when groundwater is
high. Active dewatering would require the installation of a series of groundwater wells and pumps
surrounding the project site. The active system would require a high amount of pumping to reduce the
groundwater level at the project site. Further, active pumping for dewatering would lower groundwater levels
in areas adjacent to the project site and could affect the movement of the underlying South Plume.

Using a passive dewatering system would be less intensive and would not require the pumping of
groundwater in quantities that could affect the current extent of the plume. Passive dewatering techniques
would be sensitive to changes in groundwater level and the depth of the excavation. The advantage of a
passive dewatering system is that the flow rate of water entering the excavation would be controlled by the
Sacramento and American River levels and permeability of the silty, sandy, and gravelly soil adjacent to
and beneath the proposed development. During periods of low river levels, little or no dewatering would be
required. As the rivers rise, the flow rate of water entering the excavation would be relatively slow due to
the low permeability of the soil in and around the project site. Consequently, the rate in which water would

82 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2018. Envirostor Database. California Department of Toxic
Substances Control. DTSC’s Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List — Site Cleanup (Cortese List).
March 5, 2018. Available: http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Cortese_List.cfm.

3 California Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2018. Envirostor Database. California Department of Toxic
Substances Control. DTSC’s Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List — Site Cleanup (Cortese List).
March 5, 2018. Available: http://www.dtsc.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/Cortese_List.cfm.
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need to be collected and removed from the proposed excavation would be less than a comparable active
dewatering system that is designed to locally suppress the groundwater table.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ-2 would reduce impacts to less-than-significant levels by
ensuring that dewatering activities do not move the plume of groundwater contamination towards the

project.

Mitigation Measures

HAZ-1

HAZ-2

Findings

If unidentified or suspected contaminated soil or groundwater evidenced by stained soil,
noxious odors, or other factors, is encountered during site preparation or construction activities
work shall stop in the area of potential contamination, and the type and extent of contamination
shall be identified by a qualified professional. The qualified professional shall prepare a report
that includes, but is not limited to, activities performed for the assessment, summary of
anticipated contaminants and contaminant concentrations, and recommendations for
appropriate handling and disposal. Site preparation or construction activities shall not
recommence within the contaminated areas until remediation is complete and a “no further
action” letter is obtained from the appropriate regulatory agency.

Construction and operation of the Proposed project shall implement a dewatering regime
detailed in a subdrain plan. The subdrain plan shall use a passive dewatering system, including,
but not limited to, a series of subdrains, sumps, and pumps, to prevent any influence on the
movement or extent of the existing South Plume. The passive dewatering system and subdrain
plan shall be written, managed, and updated by a qualified State licensed engineer.

All significant environmental effects of the proposed project relating to hazards would be mitigated to a less-
than-significant level.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than | No Impact
studied in the | mitigated to | Significant
EIR less than Impact

Issues: e
significant

7. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:

A) Substantially degrade water quality and
violate any water quality objectives set X
by the State Water Resources Control
Board, due to increases in sediments
and other contaminants generated by
construction and/or development of the
project?

B) Substantially increase the exposure of
people and/or property to the risk of X
injury and damage in the event of a 100-
year flood?

Environmental Setting

Hydrology

The project site is within a greater regional context that includes the Sacramento River and the American
River and their tributaries, which merge in the City of Sacramento approximately 1.25 miles north of the
project site. The Sacramento River Basin encompasses approximately 27,000 square miles and is bound
by the Sierra Nevada mountain range to the east, the California coast range to the west, the Cascade
Range and Trinity Mountains to the north, and the Sacramento River Delta to the southeast.3*

The project site is located within the City’s existing downtown grid and was previously developed. Although
it is currently unutilized with no impervious surfaces, adjacent land uses to the project site are urbanized,
with a high level of impervious surfaces. The project lies within the South American Subbasin, which is set
in the Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin. The subbasin is bound on the east by the Sierra Nevada
Mountain Range, on the west by the Sacramento River, on the north by the American River, and on the
south by the Consumnes and Mokelumne Rivers. These four perennial rivers create a groundwater divide
in the shallow subsurface. Groundwater storage capacity in the subbasin was calculated at 4,816,000.3°

Surface and groundwater within the City of Sacramento are regulated by the CVRWQCB. The primary

function of the CVRWQCB is the prevention of either the introduction of new pollutants or an increase in
the discharge of existing pollutants into bodies of water that fall under its jurisdiction.

Flood Protection

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)® is responsible for delineating areas that are
expected to be subject to flooding during a 100-year flood event. A 100-year flood event is defined as the

34 Sacramento River Watershed Program, 2018. Sacramento River Basin. Available:
http://www.sacriver.org/aboutwatershed/roadmap/sacramento-river-basin. Accessed June 12, 2019.

35 DWR, 2004. Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin — South American Subbasin. Available:
https://www.water.ca.gov/LegacyFiles/groundwater/bulletin118/basindescriptions/5-21.65.pdf. Accessed
March 14, 2018.

%  Federal Emergency Management Agency, 2015. Flood Insurance Rate Map Number 06067C0160J. Available:
https://msc.fema.gov/portal. Accessed June 13, 2019.
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area that is expected to be inundated by flood flows during a rainfall event that would have an annual
probability of occurrence of one percent. FEMA creates and maintains Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs)
which identify areas located within a 100-year floodplain boundary area. Based on FEMA flood mapping,
the Project site is within Zone X. Zone X limits the base flood and the 0.2-percent annual-chance (of 500
year) flood. The southeast portion of the project site is within the “Area with Reduced Flood Risk due to
Levee” while the northwest corner is within the “Area of Minimal Flood Hazard.” Areas of Minimal Flood
Hazard is defined as areas outside the Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) that are higher than the elevation
of the 0.2 percent annual-chance flood.

Stormwater Infrastructure

Local stormwater drainage in and surrounding the project area is collected by City storm drain systems,
and pumped or gravity flown into nearby drainages, creeks, and rivers. The public wastewater collection
system within the city includes a combined sewer system (CSS) in the older central city area, the smaller
Basin 52 system located in the western portion of downtown, and a newer separated sewer system (sanitary
sewer) in the remaining areas of the City. The project site is located within Basin 52, which serves the storm
drainage needs of an area of approximately 320 acres, bounded generally by the UPRR tracks north of
| Street, Sacramento River, S Street, and 7" & 10'" streets.3” Within the Basin 52 service area, stormwater
and wastewater are managed separately, with stormwater discharged through the levee into the
Sacramento River at Sump 52, located near the Crocker Museum at 3™ and P streets, and wastewater
diverted to the CSS.

The CSS serves residences and businesses generally within the Downtown, East Sacramento, and Land
Park communities, which contribute both sanitary sewage and storm drainage flows (combined sewer) to
the CSS. The communities of East Sacramento, River Park and Tahoe Park contribute only sanitary
sewage flows to the CSS. Pipes within the latter communities once conveyed combined sewer but the
sanitary sewer and storm drainage flows were separated in the 1950s in an effort to improve operational
efficiency by diverting storm drainage into its own system and thus reduce the surcharging caused by high
runoff flows.

The CSS is composed of about 345 miles of 4- to 120-inch diameter vitrified clay, reinforced concrete and
brick pipes that drain to the west to two large pump station facilities known as Pump Station 1/1A/1B and
Pump Station 2/2A, located near the Sacramento River. Pump Stations 1B and 2A are the primary pumping
stations at each facility, operating continuously throughout the year, while Pump Stations 1/1A and 2 only
operate during large storms. Other City facilities include an off-line storage facility known a Pioneer
Reservoir that also serves as a primary treatment plant and the Combined Wastewater Treatment Plant
(CWTP), which is another primary treatment plant with a capacity of 130 million gallons per day (mgd).
Pioneer Reservoir has a peak hydraulic capacity of approximately 350 mgd and a treatment capacity of
about 250 mgd.

The City has an agreement with the SRCSD whereby the City can convey a maximum of 60 mgd to the
Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP) for secondary treatment prior to discharge to
the Sacramento River. This capacity is sufficient to treat all CSS dry weather sanitary flows (about 17 to 18
mgd) and stormwater from low-intensity storms. During moderate to large storms when the CSS flows are
greater than 60 mgd, the flows greater than 60 mgd are routed to CWTP and/or Pioneer Reservoir for
temporary storage. When flows exceed storage capacity, the excess flows are released to the Sacramento
River after receiving primary treatment, including chlorination and de-chlorination. When the storage and
treatment capacities are reached, additional CSS flows are discharged directly to the Sacramento River
from Sump 1 and/or Sump 2.

87 City of Sacramento Department of Utilities, 2015. City of Sacramento Drainage Basins Map. Available:
https://lwww.cityofsacramento.org/-/media/Corporate/Files/DOU/Specs-Drawings/DRAINAGE_BASINS_11-
2015.pdf?la=en. Accessed April 18, 2019.
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Flows conveyed by the City’s wastewater systems are routed to the SRWTP for treatment and disposal via
an interceptor system consisting of large diameter pipes and pump stations. The interceptor system and
the SRWTP, located just south of the City limits, are owned and operated by the independent SRCSD.

Regulatory Setting

Stormwater Quality Improvement Plan

The City of Sacramento Stormwater Quality Improvement Program (SQIP) was established in 1990 to
reduce the pollution carried by stormwater into local creeks and rivers. The SQIP outlines the priorities,
key elements, strategies, and evaluation methods of the City’s Stormwater Management program. The
Program is based on the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) municipal stormwater
discharge permit. The comprehensive Program includes pollution reduction activities for construction sites,
industrial sites, illegal discharges and illicit connections, new development, and municipal operations. The
Program also includes an extensive public education effort, target pollutant reduction strategy and
monitoring program.®

Sacramento City Code

The Sacramento City Code Section 13.08.145 addresses mitigation of drainage impacts and provides a
design and procedures manual for water, sanitary sewer, storm drainage, and water quality facilities. The
code requires that when a property contributes drainage to the storm drain system or combined sewer
system, all storm water and surface runoff drainage impacts resulting from the improvement or development
must be fully mitigated to ensure that the improvement or development does not affect the function of the
storm drain system and that there is no increase in flooding or in water surface elevation that adversely
affects individuals, streets, structures, infrastructure, or property. The project site is located within
Sacramento of Sacramento City Sewer System service area.*’ Revenues are generated from impact fees
paid by developers and others whose projects add to the demand on the combined sewer collection
systems.

Standards of Significance

For purposes of this Initial Study, impacts to hydrology and water quality may be considered significant if
the proposed project would:

e substantially degrade water quality and violate any water quality objectives set by the State Water
Resources Control Board, due to increases in sediments and other contaminants generated by
construction and/or development of the proposed project or

e substantially increase the exposure of people and/or property to the risk of injury and damage in
the event of a 100-year flood.

Answers to Checklist Questions

Question A

The proposed project may result in some sedimentation and construction-period erosion and runoff.
Construction activities associated with the proposed project would expose soils that could result in rainfall-

generated runoff into the City’s storm system. Fuel, oil, grease, solvents, concrete wash, and other
chemicals used in construction activities have the potential to create toxic problems if allowed to enter a

38 City of Sacramento, 2007. City of Sacramento Department of Utilities, Engineering Services. Stormwater Quality
Improvement Program. Accessed March 15, 2018.

39 City of Sacramento, 2016. Stormwater Program Information Page. Available:
https://www.cityofsacramento.org/Utilities/Stormwater/About-Us. Accessed March 15, 2018.

40 City of Sacramento, 2018. City of Sacramento City Sewer System. Available: https://www.cityofsacramento.org/-/
media/Corporate/Images/DOU/Map-of-sewer-systems.jpg?la=en. Accessed March 15, 2018.
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waterway. Sediments and other contaminants could ultimately be discharged to the Sacramento River
through the storm drain systems, or migrate to groundwater via infiltration, which could violate water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements.

The proposed project would be required to apply for a NPDES General Construction Permit to prevent
potential discharges of runoff from construction activities into the City’s storm system. The NPDES General
Construction Permit would require the preparation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to
be kept on the project site during construction activities. The SWPPP must include Best Management
Practices (BMPs), such as drop inlet protection devices, vegetation erosion control measures (i.e.,
mulching, grassy swales, or seeding/plantings), physical stabilization (i.e. silt fences, straw bale barriers,
sandbag barrier, etc.) or equally effective soil during project construction. Other BMPs that could be
implemented as part of the SWPPP include, but would not be limited to:

e reduction of area and length of time that the site is cleared and graded;
¢ revegetation/stabilization of cleared areas as soon as possible; and
e implementation of compressive erosion, dust, and sediment controls.

Compliance with measures identified in the SWPPP would reduce contaminants reaching waterways.

Therefore, the proposed project would not violate any water quality standards or otherwise degrade water
quality. Accordingly, impacts relating to water quality would be less than significant.

Question B

The project site is located within Zone X, in an area with “Reduced Flood Risk due to Levee” and “Area of
Minimal Flood Hazard”, as mapped by FEMA. Accordingly, the project site is outside the area having a
0.2 percent chance of a flood. Based on these designations, the project site is not subject to flooding from
the 100 or 500-year storm events. Because the proposed project site is located outside the FEMA 100-year
floodplain, the project would not place people and/or property within a 100-year flood hazard, expose people
to significant risk, or impede flood flows, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

None required.

Findings

The proposed project would not have significant environmental effects relating to hydrology and water
quality.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than | No Impact
studied in the | mitigated to | Significant
EIR less than Impact

significant

Would the project:

A) Result in exterior noise levels in the X
project area that are above the upper
value of the normally acceptable
category for various land uses due to
the project’s noise level increases?

B) Result in residential interior noise levels
of 45 dBA Lun or greater caused by X
noise level increases due to the project?

C) Result in construction noise levels that
exceed the standards in the City of X
Sacramento Noise Ordinance?

D) Permit existing and/or planned
residential and commercial areas to be
exposed to vibration-peak-particle X
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per
second due to project construction?

E) Permit adjacent residential and
commercial areas to be exposed to
vibration peak particle velocities greater X
than 0.5 inches per second due to
highway traffic and rail operations?

F) Permit historic buildings and
archaeological sites to be exposed to
vibration-peak-particle velocities greater X
than 0.2 inches per second due to
project construction and highway traffic?

Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A through C

The proposed project would include the construction and operation of a high-rise structure, including office,
residential, retail, and restaurant uses. Project construction would result in substantial amounts of noise
and vibration. Employees, residents and visitors to the project site would substantially increase the amount
of vehicle trips to and from the project site, during project operations. For these reasons, impacts related to
noise would be potentially significant and these issues will be analyzed in the EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures for impacts relating to noise and vibration will be proposed and analyzed in the EIR.

Findings

The proposed project would have potentially significant environmental effects relating to noise will be
analyzed in the EIR.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than | No Impact
studied in mitigated to | Significant
the EIR less than Impact

Issues: e
significant

9. PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the project result in the need for new or
altered services related to fire protection, police X
protection, school facilities, or other
governmental services beyond what was
anticipated in the 2035 General Plan?

Environmental Setting

The project site is located in downtown Sacramento and is served with fire protection and police protection
by the City of Sacramento.

The Sacramento City Police Department (SPD) provides police protection services to the project site. The
project area is serviced by Central Command, operating through the Richards Police Facility at 300
Richards Boulevard approximately 1.15 miles north of the project site. In addition to the SPD, the
Sacramento County Sheriff's Department, California Highway Patrol (CHP), UC Davis Police Department,
and the Regional Transit Police Department aid the SPD to provide protection for the City.

The Sacramento Fire Department (SFD) provides fire protection and emergency medical services to the
entire City and some small areas just outside the City boundaries within the Sacramento County limits. SFD
provides fire protection and emergency medical services to the project area. First-response service is
provided by Station 1, located at 624 Q Street, approximately 0.42 miles south-southeast of the project
site.%! Service is also provided by Station 2, located at 1229 | Street approximately 0.74 miles west of the
site; Station 5, located at 731 Broadway approximately 1.02 miles south of the project site; Station 14,
located at 1341 North C Street approximately 1.31 miles northwest of the project site; and Station 4, located
at 3145 Granada Way approximately 2.14 miles west-southwest of the project site.

City of Sacramento Unified School District provides school services to approximately 42,800 students within
the project area. The District serves 40 elementary schools, 5 K-8 schools, 9 middle schools, 5 high schools,
2 adult schools, and 4 children centers, plus 1 administrative site. Elementary, middle, and high school
students are assigned to a designated neighborhood school based on where the student lives, as long as
the school offers the services required by the student. Each neighborhood school has a defined geographic
boundary and is intended to serve the students who live within that boundary. William Land Elementary
School, Sutter Middle School, and C.K. McClatchy High School are the assigned schools for the proposed
project site.?

Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this Initial Study, an impact would be considered significant if the project resulted in the

need for new or altered services related to fire protection, police protection, school facilities, or other
governmental services beyond what was anticipated in the 2035 General Plan.

41 City of Sacramento Fire Department, 2019. Map of Engine Company First-In Districts and Response Zones —
BARB Configuration. Updated January 23, 2019. Available: http://www.cityofsacramento.org/-/media/Corporate/
Files/Fire/Maps/Engine-Districts-20120423.pdf?la=en. Accessed June 13, 2019.

42 Sacramento City Unified School District, 2018. SCUSF School Locator Interactive Map. Available:
https://lwww.google.com/maps/d/u/0/viewer?mid=1060uWPg2xI-E7nrd2rmvbUOOUGI&II=38.544538990
75784%2C-121.457430264739978&z=13. Accessed June 13, 2019.
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Answers to Checklist Questions

Fire Protection

The proposed project would create an increased demand for fire protection services to the project area.
The Sacramento Fire Department would provide fire protection and emergency medical services to the
proposed project. Five fire stations are located in close proximity to the proposed project site. The proposed
project would be served by SFD Station 1, located approximately 0.42 miles south-southeast of the site,
with backup service provided by Stations 2, 5, 14, and 4.

According to the 2035 General Plan Master EIR, the SFD requires a ratio of one fire station for every
1.5-mile service radius, per every 16,000-population, and where a company experiences call volumes
exceeding 3,500 in a year. For purposes of the Master EIR analysis, a 1 station per 16,000 city residents
threshold was used to determine whether the additional growth anticipated to occur under full buildout of
the General Plan, including the proposed project site, would require additional fire stations that could result
in additional environmental impacts that were not evaluated in the Master EIR*3. The proposed project is
consistent with the land use designation in the 2035 General Plan, and although it introduces new office,
retail and residential space, impacts to fire service from the proposed project are accounted for under the
2035 General Plan. The proposed project would also incorporate fire protection features as required in the
City Code, including alarm systems, fire extinguisher systems, and exit illumination. Therefore, the project
would comply with the requirements of the City Code and General Plan policies regarding adequate fire
protection services.

For the reasons stated above, the proposed project would not result in the need for new fire protection
facilities, and impacts related to fire protection would be less than significant.

Police Protection

The proposed project would create an increased demand for police protection services to the project area.
The project area, including the proposed project site, is currently served by Central Command, located at
300 Richards Boulevard, approximately 1.15 miles north of the project site. Although the proposed project
would increase the service population for the SPD in the project area, the SPD does not have an adopted
officer-to-resident ratio. The Department uses a variety of data that includes GIS-based data, call and crime
frequency information, and available personnel to rebalance the deployment of resources on an annual
basis to meet the changing demands of the City. However, the project applicant would be required to pay
fair share fees for the provision of public services as a result of project implementation. Additionally, the
location of the project would be consistent with established service areas in the Sacramento 2035 General
Plan and SPD Annual Report.**

As the proposed project would not result in the need for new police protection facilities, impacts related to
police protection would be less than significant.

Schools

The proposed project includes 100 multi-family residential units, resulting in a permanent increase in
population to the area. According to the Sacramento Unified School District Developer Fee Justification
Report, a new multi-family unit (“apartments” and “condos”) will generate an average of 0.26 K-12
students.*® Student generation varies based on grade level with 0.19 students generated in grades K-6,

4% City of Sacramento, 2014. City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Master Environmental Impact Report.
p. 4.10-5.

44 Sacramento Police Department, 2016. Sacramento Police Department 2016 Annual Report. Available:
http://www.cityofsacramento.org/Police/About-SPD/Annual-Report. Accessed March 14, 2018.

45 Sacramento City Unified School District, 2012. Developer Fee Justification Report. Available: www.scusd.edu/
sites/main/files/file-attachments/scusd_level_1_11_042612.pdf. Accessed June 13, 2019. p. 2.

54



0.03 students generated in grades 7-8, and 0.04 students generated in grades 9-12 per multi-family dwelling
unit.*¢ Based on this generation rate, the proposed project is expected to generate 26 K-12 students,
encompassing 19 K-6 students, three 7-8 students, and four 9-12 students.

The proposed General Plan policies include measures to accommodate growth and increased service
demands. Policies ERC 1.1.1 and ERC 1.1.2 encourages the City to work with school districts to ensure
that schools are provided to serve all existing and future residents, are constructed in safe locations in the
neighborhoods that they serve, and are connected to surrounding uses by walkways, bicycle paths, and
greenways. Policy ERC 1.1.3 suggests that schools be developed with joint uses to integrate recreational,
cultural, and non-school related activities.

Implementation of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Policies ERC 1.1.1 through ERC 1.1.3 would ensure
that adequate school facilities are provided to serve the anticipated student growth in the city. Those
policies, coupled with the payment of fees by developers under SB 50, would serve as complete CEQA
mitigation to satisfy the impact of development on school facilities. Therefore, the impact to school facilities
would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

None required.

Findings

The project would have no significant environmental effects relating to public services.

46 Sacramento City Unified School District, 2012. Developer Fee Justification Report. Available:
www.scusd.edu/sites/main/files/file-attachments/scusd_level_1_11_042612.pdf. Accessed June 13, 2019. p. 7.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than No Impact
studied in the | mitigated to Significant
EIR less than Impact
Issues: significant
10. RECREATION
Would the project:
] X
A) Cause or accelerate substantial
physical deterioration of existing area
parks or recreational facilities?
B) Create a need for construction or
expansion of recreational facilities
beyond what was anticipated in the X
2035 General Plan?

Environmental Setting

The City of Sacramento Youth, Parks and Community Enrichment (Parks) Department maintains parks and
recreational facilities within the City of Sacramento. The Parks Department classifies parks according to
three distinct types: (1) neighborhood parks; (2) community parks; and, (3) regional parks. Neighborhood
parks are typically less than ten acres in size and are intended to be used primarily by residents within a
half-mile radius. Neighborhood parks contribute to a sense of community by providing gathering places for
recreation, entertainment, sports, or quiet relaxation. Community Parks are generally 10 to 60 acres and
serve an area within approximately two to three miles, encompassing several neighborhoods and meeting
the requirements of a large portion of the City. Regional parks are larger in size and serve the entire City,
as well as population from around the region. Regional parks are developed with a wide range of
improvements not usually found in local neighborhood and community parks.4” The City of Sacramento
currently has a park inventory of 226 facilities with a total area of 3,431 acres. Of these, 1,607 acres are
neighborhood and community parks and the remaining are City regional parks and parkways.

The closest parks to the proposed project site are Crocker Park, located approximately 530 feet southwest
of the project site, at the corner of 3™ Street and N Street; Roosevelt Park, located 0.5 mile southeast of
the project site, at the corner of P Street and 9™ Street; The Capitol Park, located 0.5-mile east of the project
site, at Capitol Mall and 10" Street; and Cesar Chavez Plaza Park, located 0.4 mile to the northeast of the
project site, at the corner of J Street and 9" Street. In general, neighborhood parks are located near the
residential neighborhoods that they serve.

The City’s 2035 General Plan establishes a goal of developing and maintaining 5 acres of neighborhood
and community parks and other recreational facilities/sites per 1,000 residents. The 2035 General Plan also
requires new residential development to meet its fair share of park dedication, payment of a fee in lieu of
dedication, or a combination of the two. For new development in urban areas where land dedication or
acquisition is constrained by a lack of available suitable properties (e.g., the Central City), General Plan
Policy ERC 2.2.5 requires new development to either construct improvements or pay fees for existing park
and recreation enhancements to address increased use. General Plan Policy ERC 2.2.5 requires the City
to identify and pursue the best possible options for park development, such as joint use, regional park
partnerships, private open space, acquisition of parkland, and use of grant funding.

Residential and non-residential projects that are built in the City of Sacramento are required to pay a park
development impact fee pursuant to Chapter 18.44 of the Sacramento City Code. The fees collected
pursuant to Chapter 18.44 are used to finance the construction of neighborhood and community park

47 City of Sacramento Department of Parks and Recreation, 2015. Parks. Available:
http://portal.cityofsacramento.org/ParksandRec/Parks. Accessed March 31, 2015.

56



facilities. Projects sized below the map requirement threshold are not required to meet the construct
improvements or pay fees.

Standards of Significance

For purposes of this Initial Study, impacts to recreational resources are considered significant if the
proposed project would do either of the following:

e cause or accelerate substantial physical deterioration of existing area parks or recreational
facilities; or
e create a need for construction or expansion of recreational facilities beyond what was anticipated
in the 2035 General Plan.
Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A and B

The proposed project would construct 100 residential apartment units, which would house up to 162
individuals, and develop 24,653 sf of retail uses and 791,647 sf of office uses. The proposed residential
units would add demand for parks to the project site. The proposed project would be subject to park
development impact fees pursuant to Chapter 18.44 of the City’s code. The City would determine the park
development impact fee at the time of development and payment of the fees is required at the time of
application for building permits. Park development impact fees are used by the City to finance construction
of new neighborhood and community parks and address the impacts on existing parks caused by
development in the City. Based on the payment of park development impact fees, the proposed project
would not adversely affect the capacity or physical conditions of local parks and recreation facilities. Further,
no aspect of this project would cause or accelerate the physical deterioration of area parks and recreation
facilities, and would not create the need for construction or expansion of parks or recreation facilities. This
impact would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures
None required.
Findings

The project would have no significant environmental effects relating to recreation.
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Issues:

Effect will be
studied in
the EIR

Effect can be
mitigated to
less than
significant

Less than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

11. TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

A)

Would the project:

Roadway segments: degrade peak
period Level of Service (LOS) from A,
B, C or D (without the project) to E or F
(with project) or the LOS (without
project) is E or F, and project generated
traffic increases the Volume to Capacity
Ratio (V/C ratio) by 0.02 or more?

B)

Intersections: degrade peak period level
of service from A, B, C or D (without
project) to E or F (with project) or the
LOS (without project) is E or F, and
project generated traffic increases the
peak period average vehicle delay by
five seconds or more?

Freeway facilities: off-ramps with
vehicle queues that extend into the
ramp’s deceleration area or onto the
freeway; project traffic increases that
cause any ramp’s merge/diverge level
of service to be worse than the
freeway’s level of service; project traffic
increases that cause the freeway level
of service to deteriorate beyond level of
service threshold defined in the
Caltrans Route Concept Report for the
facility; or the expected ramp queue is
greater than the storage capacity?

Transit: adversely affect public transit
operations or fail to adequately provide
for access to public transit?

Bicycle facilities: adversely affect
bicycle travel, bicycle paths or fail to
adequately provide for access by
bicycle?

Pedestrian: adversely affect pedestrian
travel, pedestrian paths or fail to
adequately provide for access by
pedestrians?

Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A and B

The proposed project would include the construction and operation of a high-rise structure, including office,
residential, retail, and restaurant uses. All of the proposed uses for the proposed project would generate
traffic to and from the project site as well as construction traffic during project construction. The existing
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traffic could exceed the capacity of nearby City roadways and intersections. In addition, increased traffic of
all types in the vicinity of the project sites would be anticipated to increase potential conflicts between
vehicles, transit, bicyclists, and pedestrians. For these reasons, impacts related to traffic would be
potentially significant and these issues will be analyzed in the EIR.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures for impacts relating to transportation and circulation will be proposed and analyzed in
the EIR.

Findings

The proposed project would have potentially significant environmental effects relating to transportation and
traffic that will be analyzed in the EIR.
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Effect will be | Effect can be | Less than No Impact
studied in the | mitigated to Significant
Issues: EIR Iefsslthan Impact
significant
12. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:
A) Result in the determination that X
adequate capacity is not available
to serve the project’'s demand in
addition to existing commitments?
B) Require or result in either the
construction of new utilities or the
expansion of existing utilities, the X
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts?

Environmental Setting

Water Supply

Water service for the project would be provided by the City of Sacramento. The City provides domestic
water service from a combination of surface water and groundwater sources including the American River,
Sacramento River, and groundwater wells. Water from the American River and Sacramento River is
diverted by two water treatment plants: the Sacramento River Water Treatment Plant (WTP), located at the
southern end of Bercut Drive, approximately 0.75-mile north of the project site, and the E.A. Fairbairn Water
Treatment Plant (EAFWTP), located at the northeast of corner of State University Drive South and College
Town Drive approximately 5 miles east-southeast of the project site. Water diverted from the Sacramento
and American Rivers is treated, stored in storage reservoirs, and pumped to customers via an existing
conveyance network. Water supply would be provided to the project site through existing 10-inch water
supply mains in L Street and 3™ Street.

The City of Sacramento complies with the California Water Code, which requires urban water suppliers to
prepare and adopt an Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) every five years. The most recent UWMP
was adopted in 2016 (the 2015 UWMP), and includes an analysis of water demand sufficiency under
normal, single dry year, and multiple dry year scenarios.*® Water supply and demand projections include
future planned development until 2040. Based, in part, on these projections, the City possesses sufficient
water supply entitlements and treatment capacity during normal, dry, and multiple dry years to meet the
demands of its customers up to the year 2040.

Water Transmission

The City conveys water using its system of larger transmission pipelines, which are at least 18 inches in
diameter, and smaller distribution mains, which range in diameter from 4 to 16 inches in diameter.
Transmission pipelines are used solely for the conveyance of large volumes of water; they are generally
not tapped for water or fire services.*® In total, the City manages approximately 1,600 miles of water
pipelines.®° The project area is served by several major transmission mains ranging in size from 14-inch to

48 City of Sacramento, 2016. 2015 Urban Water Management Plan. Adopted June, 2016.

49 City of Sacramento Department of Utilities. 2075 Urban Water Management Plan. June 2016, West Yost
Associates.

50 City of Sacramento, 2017. Department of Utilities. Available: https://www.cityofsacramento.org/Utilities/Your-
Utilities-Your-Community/Y our-Utilities.
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42-inch in diameter together with an extensive system of service mains ranging in size from 6-inch to 12-
inch diameter.

Upsizing of the existing mains has been performed over the years as development in the project area has
occurred. However, many of the system mains within the project area are cast iron pipelines which have
demonstrated a history of problems associated with mains reaching the end of their useful life. Hydraulic
testing of these mains has determined a severe reduction in capacity. Continued replacement/upsizing of
the cast iron mains, and the smaller 6-inch and 8-inch mains is envisioned in order to provide adequate
domestic water needs and meet current regulations for fire suppression. Assessment and prioritization of
rehabilitation of the distribution system in this area is currently in the beginning stages as part of the City
Department of Utilities asset management program. The City does not supply recycled water to the
downtown area or other parts of the Central City.

Wastewater and Stormwater

The wastewater systems for the proposed project would connect to the City’'s combined sewer system
(CSS). The project would access City’s network of sanitary sewer mains via a 24-inch CSS main located in
3 Street and an 8-inch CSS main located in 4" Street. Wastewater for the proposed project would be
collected by the City of Sacramento’s CSS, conveyed to the SRCSD system, and ultimately treated at the
SRCSD Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP), which is located in Elk Grove.

Local stormwater drainage in and surrounding the project area is collected by City storm drain systems,
and pumped or gravity flown into nearby drainages, creeks, and rivers. The project site is located within
Basin 52, which serves the storm drainage needs of an area of approximately 320 acres, bounded generally
by the UPRR tracks north of | Street, Sacramento River, S Street, and 7" & 10" streets. Basin 52
discharges stormwater through the levee into the Sacramento River at Sump 52, located near the Crocker
Museum at 3 and P streets. The proposed project would develop a high-rise structure with impervious
surfaces, for which stormwater drainage must be managed. It is anticipated that storm water would be
collected and treated on-site before the treated runoff leaves the project site and enters the City separated
storm drain system. Since the storm water system is currently separated all the way to the outfall into the
Sacramento River, the proposed project would include temporary storage on site with the necessary pre-
release treatment facilities as required to meet the both current water quality standards and the discharge
capacity of the existing system. Stormwater within the construction footprint would be managed pursuant
to an SWPPP that would be prepared for the proposed project.

Solid Waste

As discussed in the City’s 2035 General Plan Background Report, large commercial and residential
development properties, such as the proposed project, are served by private haulers franchised by the
Sacramento Solid Waste Authority (SWA).5'

The Sacramento County Kiefer Landfill is the primary location for the disposal of waste in the City of
Sacramento. The landfill accepts municipal waste and industrial waste and is permitted to accept up to
10,815 tons per day, averaging 6,300 tons per day.%® This is further limited, however, by Section 17,
Condition 26 and Table 2 of Kiefer’s Solid Waste Permit, which limits the 2013 peak to 5,928 TPD and
average to 3,487 TPD.® It is the only landfill facility in Sacramento County permitted to accept household
waste from the public. Current peak and average daily disposal is much lower than the current permitted

51 City of Sacramento, 2014. City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan Background Report Public Review Draft.
August 2014. p. 4-44.

52 CalRecycle, 2019. Solid Waste Facility Permit 34-AA-0001. Available:
https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/swfacilities/Directory/34-AA-0001. Accessed June 13, 2019.

53 CalRecycle, 2019. Solid Waste Facility Permit 34-AA-0001. Available:
https://www2.calrecycle.ca.gov/swfacilities/Directory/34-AA-0001. Accessed June 13, 2019.
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amounts. As of 2012, 305 acres of the 660 acres contain waste.> The landfill facility sits on 1,084 acres.
As a result, the Kiefer Landfill is expected to be able to provide service to the City, without need for new
expansion beyond that already planned, until the year 2065.%

Electricity and Natural Gas

SMUD is responsible for the generation, transmission, and distribution of electrical power to its 900 square
mile service area, which includes most of Sacramento County (including the project site and vicinity), and
a small portion of Placer County. SMUD buys and sells energy and capacity on a short-term basis to meet
load requirements and reduce costs. The Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) provides natural gas
service to residents and businesses within the City of Sacramento, including the project site and vicinity.

Electrical service would be provided by SMUD through service from its 21-kV system. The project site would
be anticipated to connect to the SMUD electrical grid via 21-kV underground local lines within L Street and
4t Street. Aside from connections or service laterals that may be necessary to tie project systems to the
SMUD system under adjacent streets, no further improvements to the SMUD electrical system are
anticipated to be necessary to serve the project site.

Natural gas service would be established via service laterals from the existing PG&E service grid within the
downtown roadway network. The nearest PG&E line to the project site is a 12-inch main, located along the
west side of 3™ Street. A service lateral would likely be installed along this line to provide service to the
project site. Other than proposed connections between the project site and the existing PG&E natural gas
mains, no further improvements to the PG&E distribution system would be necessary.

Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this Initial Study, an impact would be considered significant if the project resulted in the
need for new or altered services related to water, wastewater, or other utilities facilities beyond what was
anticipated in the 2035 General Plan:
o Result in the determination that adequate capacity is not available to serve the project's demand
in addition to existing commitments, or
e Require or result in either the construction of new utilities or the expansion of existing utilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts.

Answers to Checklist Questions

Questions A and B

Water Supply

The proposed project would include construction and use of a mixed use, high rise project, totaling nearly
913,055 gsf of finished floor area. The proposed structure would include approximately 24,653 gsf of retail
space, 791,647 gsf of office space, and 96,755 gsf of residential space, which would accommodate 100
residential units. Existing water transmission mains run north-south along 3™ Street and L Street in the
existing right-of-way (roadways located adjacent 