
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: December 14-15, 2011

Reference No.: 2.2c.(6)
Action

/%& ,g/jr4w
From: BIMLA G. RHINEHART

Executive Director

Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE BOULEVARD PROJECT
(RESOLUTION E-1 1-93)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact

Report (FEIR) and Findings of Fact for the Boulevard Project (Project) located in Citrus Heights
and approve the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR and Findings of Fact and approve the
project for future consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Citrus Heights (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project is a Specific
Plan for the Auburn Boulevard Corridor from Sylvan Corners to the northern city limits and for the
Auburn Boulevard Roadway Design Improvement Project from Sylvan Corners to Cripple Creek
Road in the city of Citrus Heights, Sacramento County. The plan provides for the systematic
implementation of the general plan for a defined area of the community.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to
aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, hazardous materials, hydrology/water
quality, land use planning and noise. Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to, complying
with the Tree Preservation Ordinance to encourage the retention of native oaks in the landscape of
the specific plan area; controlling visible emissions from off-road diesel powered equipment;
establishing a FloodplainlHabitat Buffer on both sides of Cripple Creek; planting oak trees in
numbers and species composition similar to those impacted; removing trees outside of nesting
season or after having a qualified biologist verify that any nests are empty and the nest tree is no
longer being used by the nesting birds; and disposing of all yellow thermoplastic traffic strips at a
Class I disposal facility.
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On October 26, 2011 the City confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work programmed by the
Commission. The City established a Mitigation Monitoring Program to ensure that the mitigation
measures specified for the project are implemented.

The entire project is estimated to cost $44 million. As funding becomes available, the project has
been phased. To date, the City has spent approximately $10 million in preliminary engineering,
design, and construction of the Sylvan Corners piece of the project. The City recently completed
the design and budgeting of the remaining phase one, Sylvan Corners to Rusch Park. The
construction for the remaining phase 1 is programmed with State ($1.5 million) funds, Federal ($5.3
million) funds, and Local ($7.2 million) funds. Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year
2011/12 and be completed with two construction contracts over two construction seasons.

Phase two, Rusch Park to the northern city limits, has not been funded at this time. Based on
preliminary engineering, phase two is expected to cost $22 Million. The City anticipates completing
the design and right of way acquisition over the next 5 years and the construction within five years
after the property acquisition.

Attachment
• Resolution E- 11-93
• Findings of Fact
• Project Location
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
03 — Sacramento County

Resolution E-11-93

1.1.1 WHEREAS, the City of Citrus Heights (City) has completed a Final Environmental
Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

• The Boulevard Plan Project

1.2 WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

1.3 WHEREAS, the project is a Specific Plan for the Auburn Boulevard Corridor from
Sylvan Corners to the city limits and for the Auburn Boulevard Roadway Design
Improvement Project from Sylvan Corners to Cripple Creek Road in the city of Citrus
Heights, Sacramento County; and

1.4 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Report; and

1.5 WHEREAS, the City found that all significant or potentially significant impacts can be
reduced by mitigation measures to a less than significant level; and

1.7 WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program for the project;
and

2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report, Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations and approve the above referenced project to
allow for future consideration of funding.



EXHIBIT Dl
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Figure 2.1 Land Use Concept

Above: Figure 2.1 identh7espamels In the commercial corridor where the focus of the City’s revItalization efforts will ocorn ma.joropporkmity areas
(e.g., Rusch Perk Village Center end Gateway Commercial Center). constrained lend, and land that will change less dramatically with the next 25
years (e.g., Rusch ParkS the cemetery, the elementary and middle schools). Key lend use concepts for each district are located on the figure.
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Exhibit D2

ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION PHASING/SEGMENTS

PHASE 1 - Sylvan/Auburm (Sylvan Corners) to Rusch Park
PHASE 2 - Rusch Park to northern City Limits

PH 1, Segment I - Sylvan Corners - Completed 2005
PH 1, Segment II - Underground Utilities - Sylvan Corners to

Rusch Park, Roadway Construction Sycamore to
Rusch Park - Construction 2012-13

PH 1, Segement Ill - Roadway Construction Sylvan Corners
to Pratt - Construction 2013-14
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AUBURN BLVD COMPLETE STREETS
REVITALIZATION PROJECT

ROADWAY IMPROVEMENT PHASING

0

Phase 1, Segment II Project Location Map
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CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS
6237 Fountain Square Drive
Citrus Heights, CA 95621



EXHIBIT J

RESOLUTION NO.2005-Il

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS
CERTIFYING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE BOULEVARD

PLAN, REINVENTING THE AUBURN BOULEVARD CORRIDOR, MAKING
FINDINGS, ADOPTING THE MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM, AMENDING

THE CITRUS HEIGHTS GENERAL PLAN, ADOPTING THE BOULEVARD PLAN,
AND ADOPTING THE PLAN LINE FOR AUBURN BOUELVARD

WHEREAS, the City of Citrus Heights has prepared for the City Council consideration,
General Plan Amendments, The Boulevard Plan, Reinventing the Auburn Boulevard Corridor
(the ‘Plan’), the Draft Environmental Impact Report (9)EIR”) and Final Environmental Impact
Report (“FEJR’T)(collectively referred to as the “Em”) on the draft Plan, the Mitigation
Monitoring Program and the Plan Line for Auburn Boulevard (the “Plan Line’), which
documents were released for public review in draft form in July, 2004 and September 2004 ; and

WHEREAS, beginning in Februaiy 2003, the City Council and Planning Commission,
both separately and jointly, conducted several meetings to consider and receive public input on
the draft Plan; and

WHEREAS, in October 2002, November 2002, January 2003, February 2003, April
2003, June 2003, Februaiy 2004 and September 2004, a series ofworkshops were held where

( over 200 local residents and property owners provided input on issues to be addressed in the
draft Plan; and

WHEREAS, the draft Plan, the General Plan Amendments, the Plan Line and DEIR have
been available for public review; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission held public meetings on October28, 2004, and
November 18, 2004, wherein public comments on the DEIR, the General Plan Amendments, the
Plan Line and the draft Plan were received; and

WHEREAS, on November 18, 2004, the Planning Commission made recommendations
to the City Council concerning the E, General Plan Amendments, the Plan Line and draft
Plan; and

WhEREAS, the City Council held a workshop on January 26,2005 and a public
meeting on February 9,2005 on the EIR, General Plan amendments, the Plan Line and the draft
Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council received public comments on the EIR, the General Plan
Amendments, the Plan Line and the draft Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the public comments and Planning
Commission recommendations and provided direction for preparation of the final Plan; and
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WHEREAS, all oral and written comments received in the DEIR have been responded

to, and a FEIR has been prepared based on the revised documents; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the written recommendation on the BIR,
General Plan Amendments, the Plan Line and the draft Plan by the Planning Commission; and

WHEREAS, the EIR was prepared in accordance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Gmdlines; and

WHEREAS, the information in the FEIR has been reviewed and considered by the City
Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council in reviewing the FEIR and in making the findings and
taking the actions set forth in this Resolution is hereby exercising its independent judgment; and

WHEREAS, the FEIR identifies significant environmental effects associated with the
adoption of the General Plan Amendments, the Plan and the Plan Line which have been
substantially reduced to a level of less than significant after adoption EIR mitigation measures.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE Fl’ RESOLVED that:

1. The matters set forth in the preceding clauses of this Resolution are hereby adopted and
incoiporated. I

2. The City Council hereby finds that the Environmental Impacts associated with adoption of
the General Plan Amendments, the Plan and the Plan Line identified within the EIR have
been mitigated and therefore their level of significance has been reduced to a less than
significant level.

3. In adopting the Mitigation Monitoring Program, the City Council hereby finds that the
implementation of the program will provide for the mitigation of the significant impacts
identified within the EIR to a level of less than significant.

4. The Council hereby makes the following findings regarding its consideration of alternatives
to the draft Plan:

A. The process to develop the Plan involved the development of a Concepts and
Options report which considered three scenarios for the redevelopment and infill
of the Corridor. These included Commercial Services Emphasis, the Housing and
Mixed Use Infill Emphasis and the Regional Commercial Emphasis. The Plan
was tailored to address specific problems with the specific plan area related to
land use conflicts, underutilization of the commercial corridor, the appearance of
the commercial corridor and transportation deficiencies-both automobile and non-
motorized. No other approaches appeared to offer substantial environmental
advantages over the proposed Plan in addressing these issues. Through a series of
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(Z; community workshops, these concepts and options were refined to develop a

hybrid

ofHousing and Mixed Use and Regionally Commercial. These were then
incorporated into the draft Plan.

B. As required, the E considered the No Project alternative
With the N?roject Alternative: With the No Project Alternative, there would be
no adoption of a specific plan that would guide the implementation of
comprehensive land use, circulation and community design concepts within the
plan area. The roadway design improvements would not be constructed. Existing
Genera] Plan and Zoning designations would be retained. There would not be a
coordinated effort that would provide opportunities to link land use and
transportation improvements in a comprehensive manner.
This alternative is rejected as infeasible because the environmentally superior
alternative is the proposed Specific Plan: The Boulevard Plan. The Boulevard
Plan is tailored to address a number of existing environmental problems that exist
within the specific plan area, that impact transportation along the Boulevard and
spilover into adjacent commercial and residential neighborhoods. The Plan
addresses land use conflicts between commercial and adjacent neighborhoods and
addresses traffic safety problems for pedestrians, bicyclists and motorists. The
No Project Alternative would not provide solutions for these problems and would
allow problems such as traffic safety to continue and/or worsen.

C. For the reasons stated throughout these findings, and particularly as stated in this
section the City Council finds that adoption of the chosen alternative and not the
No Project Alternative is proper and appropriate and would better implement the
City’s policies in a feasible, balanced manner.

5. The City Council does hereby certify and adopt the FEIR as mitigated by the Mitigation
Monitoring Program, as the EIR for the General Plan Amendments, the Plan, and the Plan
Line for Auburn Boulevard.

6. The City Council does hereby adopt General Plan Amendments as shown in Exhibit A.

7. The City Council does hereby adopt the Plan, as shown in Exhibit B including all changes
shown in the Errata Exhibit C on file in the City Clerk’s office and incorporated herein and
finds that the Plan is consistent with the City ofCitrus Heights General Plan as amended
herein.

8. The City Council does hereby adopt the Plan Line as depicted on Exhibit B and on file in the
City Clerk’s office and incorporated herein and finds that the Plan Line is consistent with the
General Plan and the final Plan.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City ofCitrus Heights on this 9th day of
February 2005, by the following vote:
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AYES: Karpinski-Costa, Shelby, Slowey, Bruins, Daniels
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: None

____

BRET DANIELS, Mayor

ATrEST;

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO
CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS

I

I, R.honda Sherman, City Clerk of the City of Citrus Heights, certify the foregoing is the
full and true Resolution No. 2005-jj_ passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of
Citrus Heights at an adjourned regular meeting held on February 9,2005.

Dated: FtkwLuzJLS I0)L’C8

.mk%—
Rhonda Sherman, City Clerk

_______

4L_ (eeki)


