2.0 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
Letter 5
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, Phil Stafford,
Associate Air Quality Planner
5-1: Air Quality
Comment noted. No response required.
5-2: Air Quality
This information is reflected in the DEIR text. No response required.
5-3: Air Quality
The following has been added to the first paragraph on page 4.6-2 of the DEIR:
“The federal air quality plan requires attainment of the ozone standard by 2005. The plan states
that emissions from “indirect sources” must be reduced by one ton per day for reactive organic
gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx). “
5-4: Air Quality
As presented in Table 3.1-1, the development plan for Stock Ranch envisions a buildout intensity
similar to that anticipated in the previous General Plan. Consequently, recommended
mitigation should be sufficient to meet estimated emissions reductions. The air quality impact
analysis used thresholds of significance contained in SMAQMD’s Air Quality Thresholds of
Significance document.
5-5: Air Quality
The project was evaluated based on a 15 percent emissions reduction in air quality impacts. The
Stock Ranch area was included in the Sacramento County General Plan and the Citrus Heights
General Plan. It was also considered in the 1994 State Implementation Plan (SIP). Therefore,
emissions reductions greater than 15 percent are not required for this project. However, the
referenced lists of emission reduction measures were reviewed for applicability and feasibility
with respect to the proposed project. Many are already included as mitigation measures in the
DEIR. Others were found to be inapplicable to the proposed project land uses, or deemed
infeasible or ineffective for the project as proposed.
5-6: Air Quality
The following Mitigation Measures are added to page 4.6-8 following the 4th bullet under
Mitigation Measure 4.6.1c:
In addition to the preceding measures, the following measures are recommended (but not
required) to encourage the use of reduced-emission on-road and off-road heavy-duty vehicles.
•

Contractors will submit to the City of Citrus Heights a comprehensive inventory of all heavyduty off-road equipment (50 or greater horsepower) that will be used an aggregate 40 or
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more hours for each construction phase demonstrating a minimum 20 percent of the
inventory shall be powered by CARB certified off-road engines, as follows:
175-750 HP
100-174 HP
50-99 HP

1996 and newer engines
1997 and newer engines
1998 and newer engines

As the alternative to the above submittal, contractors may provide a plan demonstrating that the
heavy-duty off-road vehicles to be used in the construction project, and operated by either the
prime contractor or any subcontractor, will provide a fleet-averaged NOx emission reduction of
10 percent compared to an unregulated or uncontrolled fleet.
•

Contractors will submit to the City of Citrus Heights a comprehensive inventory of all heavyduty on-road equipment (50 or greater horsepower) that will be used an aggregate 40 or
more hours for each construction phase demonstrating a minimum 20 percent of the
inventory shall be powered by CARB certified low-emission engines.

As the alternative to the above submittal, contractors may provide a plan demonstrating that the
heavy-duty on-road vehicles to be used in the construction project, and operated by either the
prime contractor or any subcontractor, will provide a fleet-averaged NOx emission reduction of
10 percent.
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Letter 6

Citrus Heights School, Greg Peterson, Principal

6-1: Traffic – Safety for School Children
A meeting was held on November 27, 2000 at the Citrus Heights School to discuss access to the
school and on-site circulation. Representatives from the school, the City’s Community
Development and Public Works Departments, Fehr & Peers Associates, and Mark Thomas &
Company were present at the meeting. The meeting attendees observed traffic patterns at the
school between 2:30 and 3:00 p.m. when school ended.
Field observations revealed that vehicles desiring to enter the school to pick-up children queued
back onto Auburn Boulevard. The queuing problems were due to parents who parked their
vehicles in the school driveway while waiting for their children, thereby precluding vehicles from
accessing the parking lot located beyond the driveway.
The meeting attendees identified several measures to improve access to the school and on-site
circulation. Potential improvement measures included: construction of a right -turn deceleration
lane on Auburn Boulevard into the school driveway, improved signing and striping of the school
driveway to designate the middle lane for through traffic, and distribution of information
materials to advise parents of the on-site circulation patterns. More involved measures, such as
reconfiguring the parking lot and driveway, were also suggested.
The planned improvements at the Auburn Boulevard/Sylvan Road intersection will eliminate the
existing weaving problem in the westbound direction of Auburn Boulevard in the vicinity of the
Citrus Heights School. The “free” right -turn lane from southbound to westbound Auburn
Boulevard will be replaced by a right -turn lane that is controlled by the traffic signal at the
Auburn Boulevard/Sylvan Road intersection. These improvements will allow motorists to more
safely merge onto Auburn Boulevard.
The existing operational deficiencies at the Citrus Heights School are the result of the on-site
circulation problems discussed above. Existing traffic volumes on Auburn Boulevard play a
minimal role and increases in traffic associated with the project would not appreciably worsen
traffic conditions in the immediate vicinity of the school. With the addition of project traffic,
there would continue to be “enough breaks” in traffic on Auburn Boulevard to allow vehicles to
enter and exit the school. However, unless circulation improvements are made on-site, vehicles
will not be able to use these available gaps and will continue to stack back onto Auburn
Boulevard.
6-2: Traffic – Safety for School Children
Please see Response to Comment 6-1.
6-3: Traffic – Safety for School Children
Please see Response to Comment 6-1.
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Letter 7

San Juan Unified School District, Richard L. Ehrhardt, Planning Director

7-1: Traffic – Safety for School Children
As discussed in the response to Letter 6, measures were identified at the November 27th meeting
to improve vehicular access and safety at the Citrus Heights School. The majority of these
measures could be implemented at a nominal cost. In addition, the pedestrian trail network
included as part of the plan would improve the route school children take between the
neighborhoods north of Auburn Boulevard and the school to the south of the site. Therefore, the
project will provide improved safety for children walking to and from school.
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Letter 8

San Juan Unified School District, Richard L. Ehrhardt, Planning Director

8-1: Schools – Enrollment
Commentor notes that the data in Table 4.11-2, page 4.11-3 of the Draft EIR, is not “in-line” with
what the enrollments will be throughout the year. The San Juan Unified School District provid ed
updated enrollment figures as of October 2, 2000. The Table has been revised to reflect these
changes.
SCHOOL

LEVEL

ENROLLMENT
JUNE OCTOBER
2, 2000

SCHOOL
CAPACITY

% OF
CAPACITY AS
OF JUNE 2000

LITTLEJOHN
ELEM.

K-6

494

W ILL ROGERS
MIDDLE
SAN
JUAN
HIGH

7-8

370
406
882
885
892
1,043

75%
82%
100%

9-12

883
1,363

83%
77%

Source: San Juan Unified School District, 2000

8-2: Schools – Enrollment
Comment noted. No further response is required.
8-3: Schools – Enrollment
Comment noted. The District experienced delays in preparing enrollment projections. Although
the Commentor states that the projections would be available in early December, subsequent
contact with the District indicates that the projections will be ready in early 2001.
8-4: Mitigation Measures – Schools
Comment noted. The Draft EIR sets forth the extent to which impacts to schools are mitigated in
accordance with CEQA and existing Legislation. While the Commentor identifies that impacts to
schools would still occur, no other feasible mitigation is available consistent with CEQA.
8-5: Schools – Fiscal Impacts
Please see Response to Comment 8-4.
8-6: Schools – Fiscal Impacts
Please see Response to Comment 8-4.
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Letter 9

Sunrise Recreation and Park District, Terry Jewell, District Administrator

9-1: General Comment
Comment noted.
9-2: Biological Resources – Oaks
As discussed in MM 4.9.3a, all oak trees within the development area must be inventoried prior to
site development. The findings of the arborist survey shall be mapped onto the tentative map or
development plan and wherever possible, direct loss of oak trees shall be avoided.
9-3: Parks – Master Plan
Commentor suggests that the park site and adjacent wetland/creek areas should be
incorporated into a master park plan. The Commentor further suggests that the plan be
developed with community input and the assistance of a Landscape Architect. The comment
does not question the adequacy of the EIR but is noted fro the decision-makers consideration.
No further response is required.
9-4: Open Space
Commentor suggests that the combined park site and adjacent creek and buffer areas be
preserved as public open space. The comment does not question the adequacy of the EIR. No
further response is required.
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Letter 10

Sacramento Regional Transit District, Azadeh Doherty, Planning Manager

10-1: General Comment
A description of current Regional Transit (RT) bus service is provided on Page 4.4-8 of the Draft
EIR. This comment confirms the existing transit service within the study area described on this
page.
10-2: Traffic – Public Transit
As noted in the comment, Van Maren Lane is served by Route 92. Inclusion of this statement
does not change any of the study findings.
10-3: Traffic – Public Transit
The Sunrise Mall Transit Center is located at the Greenback Lane/Arcadia Drive intersection,
nearly 3.5 miles from the Auburn Commerce District. Routes 91 and 92, which service the study
area, originate at the Sunrise Mall Transit Center. Route 91 provides hourly service on weekdays
between 7 a.m. and 10 p.m. and on Saturdays between 10 a.m. and 6 p.m. Route 92 provides
hourly service on weekdays between 9 a.m. and 6 p.m.
According to ridership data provided by RT, current ridership levels on Routes 91 and 92 are at
less than 50 percent of capacity with the exception of the a.m. peak period (on Route 91),
which features high levels of ridership. Since the project would likely cause the greatest demand
for transit between 11 a.m. and 7 p.m. and adequate reserve capacity is available during these
periods, the project is not expected to impact the quality of service on Routes 91 and 92 and
the Sunrise Mall Transit Center. Nonetheless, the City of Citrus Heights and the project applicant
will work with RT to ensure that adequate transit service facilities are provided at the project site.
10-4: Traffic – Pedestrian Circulation
The project includes pedestrian walkways within the site and a nine-foot detached
pedestrian/bicycle path along Auburn Boulevard. These facilities will enable pedestrians to
safely and easily access the transit stops on Auburn Boulevard.
10-5: Traffic – Public Transit
The EIR provides a discussion of project impacts on public transit. The proposed project has
been design to accommodate transit facilities.
10-6: Traffic – Public Transit
The Guide for Development has not been modified to reference RTs Standards. Prior to
construction, the design of bus stop facilities will be determined by the City of Citrus Heights in
consultation with RT.

City of Citrus Heights
January 2001

Stock Ranch Guide for Development
Final Environmental Impact Report
Page 2-40

