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Tuly 14,2005 | RECEIVED

Paul Junker JUL 18 2005
Planning Director : .

City of Rancho Cordova RAN %?SN?\]?SS OVA
3121 Gold Canal Drive 4 '

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Re: Justification for Proposed Amendments to the Sunrise Douglas Community
Plan in Connection with Preserve at Sunridge Project

" Dear Mr. Junker:

Onbehalf of River West Investments, I am hereby transmitting proposed amendments
to two mitigation measures currently found in the text of the Sunrise Douglas Community
Plan, along with & detailed Justification for the propesals. As the Justification explains, the
mitigation measures at issue are included in the Community Plan itself, and thus cannot be
amended except by action of the Rancho Cordova City Council. River West Investments

* respectfully requests that.the proposed amendments be set forth in the Project Description

portion of the draft environmental impact report (“EIR ) now being prepared for the Preserve
project, and thatthey ultimately be put before the City Council at the same time the rest of
the entitlements necessary for the Preserve are considered (1., after certification of the Final
EIR for the project). ‘

Thaokyou for your consideration.

cc: Brian Vail
Tim Taron

enclosure
50703058.002.wpd



JUSTIFICATION FOR PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
TO SUNRISE DOUGLAS COMMUNITY PLAN

As iriherited from the Sacramento County Board of Supervi_sors upon incorporation
of thie City of Rancho Cordova, the Sunrise Douglas Community Plan contains.a number of
mitigation measuges that, being adopted as part-of the Community Plan, function as textual
requirements-of the Commuriity Plan. Thesemeaéures, then, cannot be amended or deleted
without action by the Rancho Cordova City Council ! _ '

In the perception of the proponents :of the Preserve at Sunridge, many of these
mitigation measures do not reflect thé policy preferences of Rancho Cordoeva decision
makers, and do not reflect the City’s common practices in areas - outside the boundaries of the .
Sunrise Douglas Community Plan.

Asvpart of the package of approvals necessary to develop the Preserve at Sunridge, the
-proj ect proponents respectfully requést that the City Council amend Mitigati'on Measures
BR-2 and BR-4, which appear on pages-8-10 and 8-11 of the Sunrise Dduglas Community

Plan. Thereasons for these requests are discussed in detail below:

'/ The County appropriately included these measures within the Community Plan text,
pursuant to the following statutory.command from the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA?): \

A public agency shall provide that.meésures to mitigate or avoid significant
effects on the environment are fully enforeeable through permit conditions;
agreements; or other measures.Conditions of project approval may be set forth -

inreferenced documerits which address required mitigation measures or, in the
case of the. adoption of a plan, policy, regulation, or other public project, by
incorporating the mitigation measures into the plan, policy, regulation, or
project design. '

(Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.6, subd. (b) (italics added).)



A.  Mitigation Measure BR-4
The proponents of the Preserve at Sunridge request that Measure BR-4 be amended

as follows

Prior to approval of any fufurc—dcvciopmcm—prmcc-ts-fsttdt—as_tcnm’crve
subdivistormaps;development prans;improvement ptans) improvement plan
or grading permit within any portion of a future Specific Plan area containing
wetlands subject to the jurisdiction of the US Army Corps of Engineers. the
habitat of an endangered. threatened or rare species protected by federal or
state law. or a stream or other water body subject fo the direct regulatory

. jurisdiction.of the California Department of Fish and Game, the applicants
shall obtain all necessary US Army Corps of Engineers permits pursuant to
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, and all necessary-California Endangered
Species Act permits and Streanibed Alteration Agreements from the CDFQG,
pursuantto the Fish and-Game Code.

The proponents offer several reasons insupport ofthese requested amendments. First,
Measure BR-4 as written is overly broad in that itTequires the acquisition of certain permits
priot tothe issuanee of certain City approvals(most notably a tentative subdivisionmap) that,
bythemssives,-‘ddnot- directly éuthorize any physical alteration of property subject to federal
or state regulatory protection. In other words, there is no need, atthe tentative map stage of
Jand use planning, to require project applicants to have all necessary federal and state permits.
in hand, as land alteration can only occur much later in the City’s planning process,
specifically after the issuanceof grading permits. Thus, Measure BR-4 as adopted by the
Coun’cy reflects the County’s subjective views about the proper order in which landowners

should seekvariousregulatory approvals necessary for development. Nothing inthemeasure’

“directly protects.the environment.

Second, the City hasnot been following the approach embodied in BR~4 outside the
Sunrise Douglas area. Thus the measure inherited from the County puts Sunrise Douglas
property owners on a different, less competitive footing than Jandowners elsewhere within
the City. “

Third, nothing in the CEQA ﬁndings adopted by the Board of Supervisers suggests

that Measure BR-4 was necessary toachieve the actual on-the-ground mitigation of physical



impacts. Notably, the proponents are not suggesting any changes to the language within
Mitigation Measure BR-2 requiring applicants to prepare “Wetlands Avoidance/Mitigation
Plan[s]” by which “no net loss of wetland habitat acreage and values i[s] achieved.” This
performance standard requires real mitigation,'whereas BR-~4 as written deals solely with
Process. _

Fourth, Measure BR-4 implicitly assumes that, as a practical matter, applicants are
able to successfully obtain approved federal wetlands permits prior to jobtaining'tentafive
. maps from the City. This assumption has proven in practice to be too optimistic. As is well
known, the Corps of Engineers has recently suffered from limited budgets that have
increased dramatically the time required to obtain such permits. There is no reason why the
City’s planning process should be frozen in its‘tracks until the lengthy federal permitting
process is complete. In the event that the Corps will not allow land use configurations as
embodied in approved tentative maps, the City and project applicants have the option of
seeking modifications to their approved tentative or final maps.

Flfth, there are good policy reasons for allow'ing‘tentative map approvals to precede
the issuance 6f 404 permits and streambed alteration-agreements. By acting on tentative Iﬁap
applications prior to federal or state permitting decisions, the City will be able to demonstrate ‘
to its sister-:agencies.its own preferences -and policies regarding such issues as lot design,
ocal circulation, and the location of facilities for recreation and other public uses. Since
these sister agencies are not supposed 1o be in the land vse business, the.City, as the
apprdpriate,land use authority, has everyright to make known its preferences known to these
sister agencies. These agencies, then, shouldreact to the City’s preferences, rather than vice
versa.

Sixth and finally, the‘no_’.cion that applicants-will'have streamibed alteration agceemez’lts_
inhand prior to tentativemap approval is also unredlistic. Tﬁe-Depar.tmen’c of Fish,and:Game
(“DEG™) typically wants to function as a “responsible-agency” under CEQA, and thus fooks
to local land use agencies such as the City to act as “lead agencies” responsible for

completing the environmental analysis required for the issuance of streambed alteration



agreements. Since plan-level environmental documents only rarely provide sufficient site-
specific detil to allow DFG to approve such agreements, DFG typically looks to project-
level environmental documents (e.g,. EIRs prepared for tentative maps} for the ‘»‘CEQA

coverage™ the state agency needs. BR-4 as written is particularly impractical in this respect.

B.  Mifigation Measure BR-2
The proponents propose to amend the first paragraph of Measure BR-2 as follows:

L 2 5 M NP X ) £212 . 4 £ 15 $a o) Lot
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}naub ) Wl.Lhu.l any J.uLu.Lvoyzu.ub Ptan arca; stieht Prior fO ﬁQQI‘OV&l of any

improvement plans or grading Qenmts within any portion of a.Specific Plan

area containing wetlands subject to the jurisdiction of the US Army: Corps.of
Engineers, project proponents shall submit a detailed wetland delineation for .

the proposed development area, and a «detailed plan which describes the
specific methods to be implemented to avoid and/or mitigate any project
impacts upon wetlands such that no net loss.in wetland habitat acreage i[s]
achieved. This detailed Wetland Avoidance/Mitigation Plan shall be prepared
in consultation with the US Army Corpsof Engmeers“—ﬂtc{}S—FWS—ﬂm—eBFG-
and—the—GS~-Envirommental-—Protectionr—Agency and shaH incorporate the

following components:

vMost of the reasons described above for the proposed amendments to BR-4 apply
equally:to BR=2. In addition, there is no need torequire-consultation with the United States
“Fish and Wildlife Service, Fish and Game, and US EPA with respect to every petmit to fill
wetlands. Fed_c;rai law already requires the-Corps to consult"with Fish and Wildlife whe;e
endangéred or thfeatened species may be involved; DFG only has jurisdiction over the
‘alterations. to the bed, banks, or channels of riveis, streams, and‘iakes; and EPA only gets
 involved in wetlands :p.ennii”cing in‘limited situations. As inherited from the County, BR—Z ,
" requiires the City, at the tentative map stage, to conduct a far more extensive consultation
with numerous, hard-to-reach agencies than is required by any éxisting federal or state

statute.

50703058:001.wpd
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section 1 - Overview /
Intent of this Handbook

1.1 Overview

As a newly incorporated City, Rancho Cordova has
defined an aggressive Vision, to “Build a City”. Its
implementing themes are equally important — Place
Making, Catalyst for Change, Great Ideas, Land Use
Change, and Services for Quality of Life.

Since Rancho Cordova is not a fraditional City, built
around an historic downtown, the long-term strategy is
to create a unique urban form. The City has elected to
pursue an urban form composed of multiple centers,
each designed to contribute a complementary role to
the way the City functions. This future urban form
reflects many of the individual visions defined for land
use, urban design, economic development, housing,
circulation, and open space, natfural, and cultural
resources.

Such an approach to urban form relies on a hierarchy
of activity centers that responds to the diverse civic,
symbolic, residential, commercial, employment, and
recreational needs of this growing community. The
Preserve at Sunridge represents a dynamic opportunity
due to its cenfral location in the eastern part of the
City.

Because the project is important to the community and
the applicants, the City determined that a SPA process
was the best means to test and validate The Preserve
at Sunridge Land Use Plan and Development Program.

Prior to preparing this handbook, a series of activities
tfook place to befter inform the applicant/developers,
design team and City staff and officials about the
general planning context for the Preserve at Sunridge.
This understanding was central to placing the project in
a broader perspective. These activities included a
review and analysis of existing plans, studies,
applications and recommendations including the items
as follows.

e City of Rancho Cordova General Plan Vision Book
2025

e City of Rancho Cordova Urban Design Workshop
Results

e City of Rancho Cordova Interim General Plan
e City of Rancho Cordova Draft Pedestrian Master Plan

e City of Rancho Cordova Draft Pedestrian Design
Guidelines

e City of Rancho Cordova Draft Design Guidelines
e The Sunrise Douglas Community Plan

e Development applications and supporting
information for The Preserve at Sunridge, as well as the
surrounding community

e The Preserve at Sunridge Design Charrette Summary

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005 page 6
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The Preserve at Sunridge
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1.2 Project Context

The Preserve at Sunridge Special Planning Area (PS-
SPA) lies within the Sunrise Douglas Community Plan
area. However, the PS-SPA was not included in the
approved Sunridge Specific Plan (approved June 2003)
nor was it planned for inclusion in the adjacent
Suncreek Specific Plan (proposed). This plan areq,
commonly referred to as ‘the donut hole,’ is located in
the heart of the Sunrise Douglas Community Plan area
and development of the plan would fill in a large gap
in the center of the planned community.

The Preserve at Sunridge Special Planning Area
comprises approximately 530 contiguous acres and is
bound on the north by the proposed Sunridge Lot J
Tentative Subdivision Map and the approved Sunridge
Park subdivision, which is currently under construction.
The subject property is bound on the east by currently
vacant lands in various stages of the planning process
including the Grantline 208 and Arista Del Sol proposed
Tentative Subdivision Maps. The site is bound on the
south by the proposed Suncreek Specific Plan area
and on the west by the approved Anatolia 2
subdivision and the proposed Anatolia 4 Tentative
Subdivision Map.

Access to the subject property is provided by arterial
roadways including Jaeger Road on the west, which is
planned to extend from Kiefer Road at the south to
Douglas Road north of the site, and Chrysanthy
Boulevard which is planned for extension though the
project ultimately connecting Sunrise Boulevard to
Grantline Road.

With The Preserve at Sunridge SPA’s proximity to the
existing Rancho Cordova job base, Folsom Boulevard
Transit Corridor, Highway 50, as well as the sites location
in the heart of the Sunrise Douglas Community Plan, the
SPA is strongly positioned to be a focal community
within Rancho Cordova. In order to accomplish this
type of new development, development guidelines
and standards must be carefully crafted to allow for
flexible retail development, compact design, unique
street scenes and cohesiveness among the varied and
diverse housing types. It is for these reasons that The
Preserve at Sunridge Special Planning Area Handbook
has been created and why this community will be a
unigue and model community in Rancho Cordova and
in the greater Sacramento region.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005 page 8
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The Preserve at Sunridge

General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook

1.3 Intent of this Handbook

The purpose of The Preserve at Sunridge General Plan
and Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook is fo guide
future development(s) within The Preserve at Sunridge
SPA project. A comprehensive Design Charrette was held
November 15-18, 2004 with the sole purpose to meet or
exceed the City’s Vision and Guiding Principles, while
accommodating the applicant/developer’'s program
requirements.

e Pre-Charrefte Activities

Developing an understanding of the issues, the site, the
current program and plan, and the regional/city market
context.

e The Design Charrette

An intensive, interactive design process to develop a
revised program and plan to meet City and applicant
goals.

e Post-Charrette Activities

Documentation of the charrette process, findings and
future actions.

Rancho Cordova City officials and staff, the HDR
Design Team, the Cordova Park and Recreation District,
the Elk Grove Unified School District, the
applicant/developers, and their consultants were all
very active participants in the design charrette. The
charrette focused energy and effort into an intensive,

concentrated, four-day design process. The intent was
to test the initial commercial market assumptions, the
residential product mix, and the design.

Based on the City's Vision in the Draft General Plan, the
Uban Design Workshop Results, and applicant
expectations, the charrette goals were established to
meet the following criteria.

e Set a High Standard for the development of the
Preserve at Sunridge in the City of Rancho Cordova.

e Employ the City’s Vision and Guiding Principles in
evaluating the currently proposed plan and preparing
ofher alternatives.

e Prepare a Development Program that coincides with
the City's Vision for The Preserve at Sunridge as a
centerpiece for the burgeoning eastern side of the
City, serving as the initial public, civic, recreational
and commercial focus.

e Apply appropriate tenets of the New Urbanism in
developing an alternative master plan for The
Preserve at Sunridge.

e Present a Consensus Plan that creates a viable, fully-
integrated community that reflects the City’s Vision
and applicant’s economic requirements.

e Approval Process to Move as Expeditiously as Possible
to final plan approvals.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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1.4 Design Principles

There are two sources of design principles that guided
the plan making process, as determined through the
Design Charrette process. The first is the Rancho
Cordova's vision of creating a city. The second source
for design standards and guidelines is from the
Congress for the New Urbanism (CNU). The principles
are drawn from its Charter, specifically dealing with the
Neighborhood, the Block, the Street, and the Building.

The following pages were taken from the Design
Charrette Summary and combine the two sources into
a single complementary set. The City's principles are in
bold text, and the CNU principles are shown in plain
text.

Positive public realm experience

Comprehensive park and open space system

A programmed, interconnected open space system
that crosses ownership and unites the City's
communities together.

e Concentrations of civic, institutional, and commercial
activity should be embedded, not isolated in remote,
single-use complexes.

e Offer arange of parks, from tot-lots and village greens
to ball fields and community gardens, should be
distributed within the neighborhood.

Interconnected and gridded street framework

Focus is on the space that buildings and landscape
create together, rather than just on their interior or
exterior design.

e A broad range of housing types and price levels can
bring people of diverse ages, races, and incomes into
daily interaction, strengthening the personal and civic
bonds essential to an authentic community.

e Individual architectural projects should be seamlessly
linked to their surroundings.

e A range of parks, from tof-lots and village greens to
ball fields and community gardens, should be
distributed within the neighborhood.

Distinctive grid system that connects people, properties
and places.

e An interconnected network of streets, encourages
walking, reduces the number and length of
automobile trips, and conserves energy.

e Streets and squares should be safe, comfortable, and
interesting to the pedestrian. Properly configured,
they encourage walking and enable neighbors to
know each other and protect their communities.

o Views should be terminated by public squares, office
buildings, landmarks, gazebos, or some other form of
memorable identification.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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Integrated total community layout

Combined street and open space system connects the
districts with neighbors regardless of use.

e The neighborhood is the essential element of
development. It is an identifiable area that
encourages citizens to take responsibility for its
maintenance and evolution.

¢ A neighborhood should have a center and an edge.
The center should be a public space, whether a
square or a green.

Balance creative workplaces and housing

Diverse housing choices

Appealing to the diverse marketplace.

e A broad range of housing types and price levels can
bring people of diverse ages, races, and incomes info
daily interaction, strengthening the personal and civic
bonds essential to an authentic community.

Pedestrian-friendly street design

Rancho Cordova provides a healthy land use mix
which allows one to live, work, (shop and play) within
an interesting, creative and walkable environment.

¢ Neighborhoods have interconnected networks of
streets designed to encourage walking, reduce the
number and length of automobile trips, and conserve
energy.

Access to interactive shopping experiences

Street designs consider their “place” as an assemblage
of buildings, landscape, and engineering elements.

e The design of streets, buildings should reinforce safe
environments but not at the expense of accessibility
and openness.

e The block structure should promote clear direction,
coherence, interconnectivity and walkability.

Prominent public buildings

Shopping/entertainment at all scales (convenience,
neighborhood, destination, regional, entertainment) is
easily accessible to all neighborhoods

e Centers should be compact, pedestrian-friendly, and
mixed-use.

o Daily living activities should be satisfied within walking
distance allowing independence to those who do not
drive especially the elderly and the young.

Key sites with strong vistas and redevelopment
opportunities should be preserved for public buildings.

e Civic buildings and public gathering places require
important sites to reinforce community identity. They
deserve distinctive form, because their role is different
from that of other buildings and places that constitute
the falbric of the city.

e Public squares, civic buildings, landmarks, gazebos, or
some other form of memorable identification should
terminate views.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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section 2 - Review Authority /
Future Submittals

2.1 Review Avuthority

The Preserve at Sunridge SPA is subject to the City of
Rancho Cordova's Design Review process in place at
the time of subsequent applications and/or approvals
unless otherwise provided for in this Handbook and/or
the SPA’'s Development Agreement. In addition, by
preparation of this General Plan and Special Planning
Area Zoning Handbook, this project is held to a higher
standard of development then that which has come
before the Planning Staff, Planning Commission and
City Council in prior applications. By virtue of the
adoption of this Handbook by ordinance, certain
development standards and guidelines, above and
beyond those approved by the City, will apply.

This General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning
Handbook and the subsequent PS-SPA Development
Agreement work together to insure a high-quality
cohesively designed and implemented project with a
specific design vision. Because this Handbook and the
future project Development Agreement are a result of
infensive  project-specific planning, including the
participation in an intensive Design Charrette, if/where
there is a conflict between these documents and other
City documents, this Handbook and PS-SPA
Development Agreement will prevail.

2.2 The Preserve at Sunridge General Plan and
Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook
Approvals

This General Plan and Zoning Handbook recognizes the
participation in the Design Charrette process as an
effective tool in guiding planning entitlement approvals
within this SPA as well as setting the basic framework for
the SPA Land Use Plan to be developed. This
Handbook will grant approval for those items described
and illustrated herein and will require future Design
Guidelines and Design Review at a later date(s),
separate from this Development Handbook.

This General Plan and Zoning Handbook sets forth the
following areas of approval by the City via adoption of
this Handbook by ordinance. This includes all items, text
and exhibits, discussed herein and summarized below.

General Plan Land Use

Zoning

Commercial Land Use Permitted Uses

Land Use Plan and Summary Table

Land Use Districts and Architectural Character
Residential Development Standards

Overall Circulation Plan and Street Sections
Overall Park and Open Space Plan
Conceptual Park Design and Program for Uses
Parkway/Drainage Corridor Character
Wetland Preserve Use/Maintenance
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2.3 Future Submittals

This General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning
Handbook identifies many of the development
standards to implement successful and quality-image
development. It outlines some of the standards and
guidelines by which future development will be guided
and shaped and sets up a design image that will stand
the test of time. With that said however, future
submittals with further detail will refine the various
project components.

Subsequent Design Guidelines and Design Review
applications/submittals will be made in behalf of the
PS-SPA project, as a whole or in part, that will further
convey the high quality image as identified though
years of project visioning by the applicant/developer,
including active participation in the Design Charrette
process, and furthered by the development and
adoption of this Handbook.

These applications and submittals may include but are
not limited to the following items.

e Project-Wide Design Guidelines and
Landscape Architecture

Single-Family Residential Design Review
Site-Specific Multi-Family Design Review
Site-Specific Commercial Design Review
Design Guidelines

One of the critical components of this Handbook is the
future development of detailed project-wide Design
Guidelines. The Design Guidelines will include at
minimum mandatory contents such as detailed project-
wide landscape architecture, single-family and multi-
family residential design guidelines, commercial site
design guidelines, public facility design guidelines, and
park/open space design guidelines. In addition to the
mandatory contents described briefly above, the
Design Guidelines may include other optional topics as
needed to describe and convey the overall design
concept and implementation of the SPA’s vision.

Single-Family Residential

Beyond the Typical (Residential) Development
Standards exhibits in this SPA handbook (see section 3)
that outline the setbacks, lot coverage and other
information pertinent to the specific residential designs
included in the SPA, the single-family residential
component of the Design Guidelines may include
more-specific  site  design; building placement,
orientation, form, massing and style; building materials
and colors; and other topics necessary to describe the
design of single-family residential projects.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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Multi-Family Residential

The multi-family residential component of the Design
Guidelines may include site-specific designs and detail;
site streetscape and circulation; public spaces and
amenities; building massing, placement, orientation,
form and scale; architectural style and design
concepts; building materials and colors; screening and
service areas; and lot coverage and parking standards.

Commercial and Public Facilities

Landscape Architecture

The commercial component of the Design Guidelines
may include more detailed site design; second floor
residential design concepts; streetscape design and
circulation; public spaces and site amenitfies; |of
coverage and parking standards; screening and
service areas; lighting and signage; building
placement, massing, orientation, form and scale;
building materials and colors; landscape design, plant
palettes and shade coverage; irigation design
guidelines; and other topics necessary to describe the
design of commercial projects.

Parks and Open Space

The parks and open space component of the Design
Guidelines may include overall circulation concepts;
trail design standards; more refined individual park
design and program for uses; planting plans and plant
palettes; irrigation design and standards; and other
information as necessary to describe the design and
intended uses of the parks and open space.

The Landscape Architecture component of the Design
Guidelines may include community monumentation,
project-entry monumentation, project signage, lighting,
street furnishings, traffic calming measures, hardscapes,
and planting design and plant palettes.

2.3.2 Design Review Process

The Preserve at Sunridge SPA is subject to the City of
Rancho Cordova's Design Review process in place at
the time of subsequent applications and/or approvals
unless otherwise provided for in this Handbook or the
PS-SPA Development Agreement.

Future Design Review applications and submittals will
be made in accordance with current City policy and
process and are anticipated to include but are not
limited to the following items.

Project-Wide Landscape Architecture
Single-Family Residential Design(s)
Multi-Family Residential Design

Public Facility Design

Commercial Design

Parks and Open Space Design

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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section 3 - The Preserve at Sunridge
SPA Development Details

3.1 Relationship to General Plan / Zoning

The City of Rancho Cordova'’s Interim General Plan and
Draft Land Use Map reflect an approach that
combines specific land use designations in some areas
of the City and more general descriptions of land uses
in areas planned for future growth, such as the PS-SPA.

The Draft Land Use Map establishes a variety of new
land use designations that reflect more mixed, and in
many cases, more intense land uses envisioned for the
City. These mixed-use categories provide for the mixing
of residential, commercial and office uses on a single
site. In some cases, the mixing may be ‘horizontal’
(residential uses next to non-residential uses), in other
cases the mixing may be ‘vertical’ (residential uses as a
second or third floor over non-residential uses).

The City's Draft Land Use Map also designates the
general location of several ‘Town Centers’ of varying
size, use and intensity. The locations shown are
conceptual, but clearly illustrate the City's infent to
provide for a variety of shopping, working and living
opportunities within the City, and to take advantage of
the opportunities provided by Highway 50, public
transit, and other major access to build regionally and
community-oriented commercial centers.

The Preserve at Sunridge SPA blends well into the
existing General Plan fabric of the Sunrise Douglas
Community Plan Area as well as the greater Rancho
Cordova area beyond. By design, the PS-SPA comprises
a Local Town Center that has been placed where a
local town center has been designated on the City's
Interim General Plan Land Use Map. Although the PS-
SPA is not by intent a fransit-oriented development, it
does provide significant opportunities for fransit
extension in the form of bus and transit stops at the
perimeter of the project as well as in the heart of the
Local Town Center along “Main Street”.

The PS-SPA Local Town Center will be supported locally
and community-wide by the provision of a variety of
residential housing products offered both for rental and
home-ownership opportunities at varying price ranges.
Additionally, the plan intends to meet the educational,
recreational and open space needs of the community
by providing an elementary school and many active
and passive park lands in close proximity to residential
areas thereby encouraging walking and interaction
among future plan area residents.
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3.1.1 PS-SPA General Plan Land Uses

The General Plan Land Use Designations for The
Preserve at Sunridge SPA Utiize the Land Use
designations as shown and described in the City's
Interim General Plan.

Low Density Residential (LDR) 2.1 - 6.0 du/ac

High Density Residential (HDR) 18.1+ - 40.0 du/ac

The Single-Family Residential Land Use Designation is
generally characterized by single-family detached,
conventional residential lots in a wide variety of lof sizes
and configurations. Within the PS-SPA this land use
designation is used for the single-family residential at
55x105" lot size. Other lot sizes and configurations
meeting the specified density range are possible and
are permitted.

Medium Density Residential (MDR) 6.1 - 18.0 du/ac

The High Density Residential Land Use Designation is
generally characterized by apartments, condominiums,
or clustered single-family generally in  multi-family
configurations. Parking is generally provided in
traditional surface lots however parking structures are
permitted and may be used at higher densities. Within
the PS-SPA this land use designation is used for the high-
density (30 du/ac) multi-family site. Other types and
configurations meeting the specified density range are
possible and are permitted.

Village Center Mixed-Use (VCMU)

The Medium Density Residential Land Use Designation is
generally characterized by small lot single-family
detached or single-family attached products including
condominium and townhome type development.
Within the PS-SPA this land use designation is used for
the small lot single-family residential at various lot sizes
and configurations including but not limited to 50x105’
conventional lots, 43x72' conventional lots, 48x60’
conventional lots, 30x76’ alley-loaded lots, 22x70" alley-
loaded lots, courtyard lots and cottage lots. Other lot
sizes and configurations meeting the specified density
range are possible and are permitted.

The Villoge Center Mixed-Use Land Use Designation is
generally characterized by a mix of retail and office
uses that serve the daily shopping needs as well as
special shopping needs not typically met in a typical
Village Center. Typical uses in the Village Center Mixed
Use designation include grocery and specialty markets,
large retail stores, restaurants, and daily services such
as dry cleaners and similar personal service providers.

Village Centers are typically vibrant destination places
with both day and nighttime activities. Town Centers
typically meet the needs of 30,000 persons providing
office and retail inter-mixed with medium and high-
density residential housing. Medium and high-density
residential uses may be vertically or horizontally
integrated with the non-residential uses.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005

page 17



The Preserve at Sunridge

General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook

The commercial component of the project would have
approximately fifteen commercial building pads
ranging from approximately 2,400 square feet to
approximately 55,000 square feet for a ftotal of
approximately 147,000 square feet to 165,000 square
feet. Proposed uses include mixed-uses on the smaller
pads, retail on the mid-sized pads, and a grocery store
to anchor the commercial uses. The mixed-uses may
include up to 18 units of second story units or "live-work"
lofts of approximately 1,000 square feet each bringing
the commercial fotal fo approximately 165,000 square
feet. Within the PS-SPA this land use designation is used
for the commercial parcels.

Public / Quasi-Public

Natural Resources

The Public/Quasi Public Land Use designation is
generally characterized by a variety of public land uses
including lands owned by the City of Rancho Cordova
and other public agencies, schools and churches.
Within the PS-SPA this land use designation is used for
the detention basins and the elementary school.

Parks and Open Space

The Parks and Open Space Land Use Designation is
generally characterized by public parks and other
public facilities owned and operated by the Cordova
Recreation and Park District or other public agencies as
well as lands which have been reserved for open
space uses. Within the PS-SPA this land use is used for
the many parks and open space associated with the
power line corridor and associated trail connections.

This land use is generally characterized by lands set
aside as natural habitat to protect natural and/or
protfected resources. Within the PS-SPA this land use
designation is used for the wetland preserve.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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general plan land use map
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3.1.2 PS-SPA Zoning

The Preserve at Sunridge SPA is zoned SPA (Special
Planning Area) and is subject to development
according to the text and exhibits contained herein, as
well as subject to provisions as set forth by the project’s
Development Agreement.

Commercial Land Use Permitted Uses

The following table lists all the Permitted, Conditionally
Permitted and Temporarily Permitted uses within the
Commercial Land Use Designation. An “X" indicates
that the described use is permitted in the commercial
zone designation. The initials “CUP” indicate that the
use is allowed, with the approval of a Conditional Use
Permit by the appropriate authority, as specified in the
Zoning Code. The initials “TUP" indicate that the use is
allowed, with the approval of the Planning Director,
according to the procedures prescribed in the Zoning
Code.

If a use is not specifically listed in the table of uses, the
Planning Director shall make a determination as set
forth in Article 3, Title | of the Zoning Code. The
determination by the Planning Director may be
appealed to the Planning Commission with the filing of
an appeal and payment of the established fee,
according to the city’s adopted fee/deposit schedule.

Unless otherwise indicated, listings denote retail sales
operations.
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16. Mail Order Business X
A. Avutomotive Sales, Service, Repair 17. Messenger Service

1. Auto Radio, Stereo, CB CuUP 18. Office Machines and Equipment Sales and Minor
2. Auto Service Station, Primary CuUP Repair X
3. Auto Service Station, Secondary CuUP 19. Photocopy Service X
4. Auto Parts and Accessory Store X 20. Print Shop cup
5. Auto Wash, Self-Service or Automatic CuUP 21.Remote Teller, Freestanding for Pedestrian Use (ATM) N

Business Services 22.5ign, On-Site X
1. Addressing and Mailing Services X 23. Stenographic Service X
2. Advertising Business X 24.Studio - Radio, Television, Recording X
3. Alarm/Warning System - Sales and Service X 25. Telegraph Office X
4. Blueprinting-Photostating Service X 26.Telephone Answering Service X
5. Computer Programming/ Software and System 27.Ticket Agency X

Design X

C. Health Services
6. Computer Sales, Rental and Lease X
7. Computer Service and Training X 1. Acupuncture Clinic or Office X
8. Data Processing Service (Section 130-53) X 2. Adult Day Health Center X
9. Delivery Service cup 3. Clinic, Child-Family Guidance X
10. Drafting Service X 4. Clinic, Counseling X
5. Clinic, Diet Counseling with Incidental Sales of Diet

11. Equipment Rental Agency - Office Related Uses Only Cup Products X
12. Furniture Rental Agency CuP 6. Clinic; Kidney Dialysis CUP
13. Locksmith - Safe Repair Shop CuP 7. Clinic; Physical Therapy X
14. Mail or Delivery Service Pickup Station CUP 8. Eyeglasses, Frames, Contact Lens - Sales and Service N
15. Locksmith - Key and Lock Shop X

9. Hearing Aids - Sales and Service
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1.

N

8.
9.

E.

1.
2.

10. Laboratory - Medical, Dental or Optical 3. Kennel, Cattery, Boarding/Training CupP
11. Medical or Dental Office 4. Laundromat, Self-Service X
12. Orthopedic Appliances Sales/Service X 5. Laundry or Cleaning Agency, Retail (On-Site
. Cleaning Permitted) X
Personal Services
6. Laundry or Cleaning Pickup Station
Barber Shop X Y 9 P
7. Photography Studio, Including Incidental Processin
Bath House - Sauna, Turkish, Steam, Spa and Tanning X graphy >tud vaing incl ng X
8. Picture Framing Sho X
Beauty Shop X 9 P
. 9. Travel Agency X
Child Care Center X
10. Veterinarian-Animal Hospital X
Dressmaker X
. Repair Services (See Section A for Auto Repair)
Electrolysis X
1. Appliance Repair Sho CuUP
Massage Incidental to a Permitted Use, such as PPl ) p ! P )
Health Club, Athletic Club or Beauty Shop CUP 2. Electronic Equipment Repair X
Reducing-Body Building/Aerobics Studio X 3. Shoe Repair Shop X
Shoe Shine Parlor X 4. Television and Radio Repair Shop CuP
10. Studio - Dance, Voice, Music, Gymnastics X G. Eating/Drinking/Lodging
11.Tailor X 1. Bar-Tavern
12 Wedding Chapel, Reception Halll CupP 2. Bakery, Pastry Shop
13. Wig Sales and Service X 3. Bed and Breakfast Inn X
) ) ) ) ) 4. Brew Pub (No Wholesale or Off-Site Sale of Beer,
14. Dating Service (Computerized Video Matching) Wine, or Alcohol)
15. Social Center X 5. Catering Service
Miscellaneous Services 6. Delicatessen X
Cold Storage - Frozen Food Locker 10 7. Drive-in Restaurant (Fast Food) CupP
Pet Grooming Service 8. Restaurant-Coffee Shop-Cafeteria X
Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005 page 22
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9. Soda Fountain-lce Cream Parlor X 1. Bakery, Pastry Shop X
10. Snack Bar Incidental to a Park Cup 2. Butcher and Meat Market
. . . 3. Candy Store
H. Entertainment/Recreation Services
4. Certified Farmers Market TUP
1. Arcade - Electronic, Mechanical, or Video Games CUP 5. Coin-Operated Dispenser X
6. Convenience Store/Neighborhood Market (Less than
2. At Gallery X 6,000 square feet in size) CcuP
3. Arf Studio X 7. Drive-in Food Market CupP
4. Card Room CUP o )
. 8. Drug Store - Nonprescriptive Drugs and Sundries
5. Carmival TUP X
6. Circus TUP 9. Food Market Ancillary to Service Station CupP
7. Coin-Operated Amusement Machine (as Defined in 10. Liquor Store X
Section 130-43.5 of this Code, Incidental to a 11. Prescription Pharmacy X
Permitted Use] X 12. Supermarket-Food Store X
8. Dance Hall-Balroom-Discoteque CupP 13. Winery Sales Facility-Tasting Room X
9. Dancing as an Incidental Use in a Bar or Restaurant CUP General Merchandise Sales
10. Library X 1. Book-Record Store X
11. Live Theater CUP 2. Building Material and Lumber Sales CuP
12. Motion Picture Theater CUP 3. Clothing and Apparel Store X
13. Museum X 4. Costume Shop - Sale and Rent X
14. Physical Fitness Studio X 5. Curio-Novelty Shop X
15. Recreation Facility, Indoor CuP 6. Electronic Equipment Sfore X
16. Recreation Facility, Outdoor CupP 7. Florist X
. 8 General Retail or Department Store X
I. Food, Drug, Liquor Sales
9. Gift-Card Shop X
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K.

10. Gunshop-Gunsmith X 3. Floor Covering, Drapery or Upholstery Store X

11. Hardware Store X 4. Upholstery Shop (no refinishing)

12. Jewelry Store - Sales, Repair X 5. Furniture Store

13. Lapidary Shop X 6. Gardening-Landscaping Supply Store CuP

14. Music Store, Including Instrument Repair X 7. Paint and Wallpaper Store X

15. Newspaper-Magazine Stand X 8. General Glass Sales, Services X

16. Nursery, Plants X L. Recreation Equipment Sales

17. (R)efZZeirMochines and Equipment Sales and Minor X 1. Athletic Equipment and Sporting Goods Store X

18. Pet Store, No Kennel X 2. Bicycle Sale, Rent, Service X

19. Photographic Supply-Camera Store X 3. Boat Parts and Accessories Store CupP

20. Pool Table Sale and Repair Service X 4. Boat Sale, Rent Service Cup

21.Power Tools - Sales, Repair X 5. Hang Glider - Sales and Service CuP

29 Shoe Store X 6. Marine Supply Store CuP

23. Stamp-Coin Store X 7. Saddlery Shop X

24. Stationery Store X 8. Swimming Pool, Spa - Sales and Service

25.Television and Radio Sales X 7. Tackle Shop

26.Tobacco Shop X M. Manufacturing/Processing

27.Toy Store X 1. Recycling Center X

28. Trophy-Emblem Store X N. Membership Organizations

2%. Video Store, Sales and Rental X

30. Watches - Sales, Repair X 1. Chureh X

Home Accessories and Services 2. Citizens Improvement Club - Community Center N

1. Antique Store 3. Labor Union Hall CUP

2. Appliance Store X 4. Lodge-Fraternal Hall X
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5. Federal and State Uses within Privately-Owned

Buildings, Facilities, and Grounds X
Offices . - . . .
6. Public Utility and Public Service Facility CuUP
A tants, Bookk ffi X
ccountants, Bookkeepers Office Q. Residential
Bank, Savings and Loan, Finance, Loan, Credit Office N 1. Live/Work X
Business or Professional Office X R. Schools
Collection, Counseling, Personnel Office X )
) 1. Business School CupP
Insurance Office X
) ) 2. Charm, Culture School CupP
Interior Decorator Office X ) )
) ) 3. College and University CuUP
Medical or Dental Office X .
) ) . ) 4. Other Private School CuUP
Public Relations or Advertising office X ) ) ) )
) 5. Self-Defense, Judo, Boxing, Gymnastics, Swimming or
Real Estate Office X Similar Activities X
Public Facilities 6. Trade School CuUP
Privately-Owned Uses within Public and 7. Vocational School cup
Government-Owned Buildings, Facilities and
Grounds X
Building and Facility owned by Federal and State
Governments, and located on Federal and State X
owned property.
Public and Government-Owned Buildings and
Facilities Other than Federal and State CuUP
Public and Government Uses, Other than Federal
and State, within Privately-Owned Buildings, Facilities
and Grounds CuUP
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zoning map
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3.2 The Preserve at Sunridge Land Use Plan

The Preserve at Sunridge Land Use Plan is consistent
with the patterns for development as set forth in the
City's Interim General Plan and Draft Land Use Map.
The Land Use Plan locates a Local Town Center along
Chrysanthy Boulevard and Jaeger Road, two 4-lane
arterial roadways, and provides varied housing
opportunities in close proximity to shopping and daily
services as well as to the existing employment
opportunities.

The Land Use Plan provides nine different single-family
lot sizes/product types to accommodate various
income levels and lifestyle choices within the plan area.
Additionally, the Plan provides for live/work housing
within the Town Center and high-density attached
housing in close proximity to transit opportunities.

The Preserve at Sunridge Land Use Plan provides many
varied recreation opportunities in the location of both
active and passive parks and open spaces. Eleven
parks, ranging in size, and an elementary school are
located within the Plan Area, linked by residential
streets and ftrails, in addifion to many open space
connections enhanced with pedestrian trails and
landscaping.

The Plan Area also includes a large Wetlands Preserve
that will be maintained in perpetuity for the
preservation of threatened and/or endangered
species. A pedestrian frail around the Wetlands
Preserve will incorporate interpretive signage regarding
the Wetlands Preserve’s special site characteristics,
plant and animal inhabitants and  on-going
maintenance efforts.

The following pages illustrate the Land Use Plan and
Land Use Summary in detail.
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5 land use plan map
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Exhibit 5 - Land Use Plan Map
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land vse summary table
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Exhibit 6 — Land Use Summary Table
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3.3 The Preserve at Sunridge Land Use Districts

The Preserve at Sunridge Plan area is divided into four
Land Use Districts that are generally separated by
Chrysanthy Boulevard and the parkway/drainage
corridor. These Districts include the following and are
described and illustrated in further detail below.

Metropolitan District (Town Center)

New England Classics District (Northwest)
American Traditional District (Northeast)
California Revival District (Southeast)
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new angland classics disfrict

land use plan districts
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Exhibit 7 - Land Use Plan Districts
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3.3.1 Metropolitan District (Town Center)

The Meftropolitan District (Town Center) is generally
bound on the north by Chrysanthy Boulevard, on the
east by the linear open space parkway formed by the
parkway/drainage corridor, on the south by the
Wetlands Preserve and on the west by Jaeger Road.

This District is home to the Town Center commercial
and live/work housing as well as various single-family
residential villages of varying lot size and shape. The
District is bisected, yet connected, by the siting of a
large linear park or ‘Vilage Green' that will serve to
orient and identify the mixed-use neighborhood and
provide for active and passive park and open space
uses.

Also located within this District is a large
detention/water quality basin that will be designed to
incorporate trails and possible other pedestrian
amenities such as landscaping and benches.

The Metropolitan District creates a public front door to
The Preserve at Sunridge Plan Area. The mixed-use
center is located at the southeast corner of Jaeger
Road and Chrysanthy Boulevard and forms the
commercial edge to the Metropolitan District.  The
Town Center provides amenities and commercial uses
to both the surrounding neighborhoods and vehicle
traffic along Jaeger Road and Chrysanthy Boulevard.

Market/Grocer & Retail/Restaurants

The town center is anchored by a large grocery store
that has clear visibility and parking from both major
roads. The grocery site design acts in a very traditional
pattern with designated store parking perpendicular to
the store for easy shopping convenience. The front
elevation and corner entries of the store forms a
pedestrian streetscape edge for the start of the smaller
mixed-use buildings info the residential neighborhood.
A clear "back of house” function allows for easy access
and circulation for delivery of goods.

Larger retail/restaurant buildings visible along Jaeger
Road provide for quick “in and out” for non-residential
users and provide easy parking that does not interfere
with the grocery and village center shared parking.
They have entrances off the public street and parking
on the side and/or behind the buildings.

Village “Mixed-use” Center

The smaller mixed-use buildings create “outdoor rooms”
along the small main street leading from Jaeger Road
to the linear park in the center of the Metropolitan
District residential neighborhood. These buildings form
the “gateway” feature to the public and frame both
sides along Main Street creating “outdoor rooms” with
enhance pedestrian streetscape, on-street parking and
front doors to the retail/commercial spaces with the
larger parking behind the buildings.
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metropolitan district (fown center) key map

e

AMBLEAR
traclificir

colifterin
reeal

s
nghioamood 'I e COmmuTity

i
\ w2y
g
; o
R . ¥
o ;._-* par

prark
(&)
datentionwarer
queaiiy beatin '

®

Capen SEcace)
wiellgnd praseme

CRTH

Exhibit 8 - Metropolitan District (Town Center)
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Major pedestrian-friendly street level activities such as
raised infersections and wide landscaped sidewalks
emphasize the pedestrian over the automobile.
Honoring the human scale by creating a pedestrian-
friendly place involves a strong focus on improving the
public domain and the design and activity within the
streetscape and public places. Vehicle circulation is
clear and supports the safety of the pedestrian.

The heights of the buildings range from one to two
stories with office/residential occurring at the second
floors. The buildings allow for shared parking
opportunities behind the buildings with convenient on
street parking in front for retail. All retail/commercial
entrances occur along the street. The main street
continues info a landscaped Vilage Center with
additional on-street parking and landscape.  This
Vilage Center allows for civic buildings to bridge this
public activity to the large linear neighborhood park.
They allow for a smaller scale neighborhood entrance
into the commercial Town Center.

Live/Work Housing

The live/work housing creates an active pedestrian
residential neighborhood. They provide an edge from
the commercial town center to the single-family
residential neighborhood. They have on-street parking
in the front and rear-loaded alleys with garage doors in
the back. Additional landscape visually separates the
residential alleys from the large shared Village Center
parking areas.

The townhouses have lower level floor accessory units
that allow for commercial, in-house business and/or
additional living space for the residence. Internal stairs
provide connection to all floors. The primary residential
front door is raised above the sidewalk to allow for
more privacy with the lower accessory entfrance
providing easy public access. The live/work
townhouses provide a bridge from the very public
Town/Village Center to the less public residential
neighborhoods.

The architectural character of the Metropolitan District
is characterized by Metropolitan, Contemporary and
Loft/Townhome type architecture consistent with an
urban-themed mixed-use commercial Town Center.

The Metropolitan District Conceptual Commercial Site
Plan and architectural character are illustrated on the
following pages.
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Exhibit 10 - Commercial Site Market/Grocer
Architectural Character

Exhibit 11 - Commercial Site Inline Shops
Architectural Character
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Exhibit 12 - Commercial Site Live/Work Housing
Architectural Character
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contemporary

Architectural Character

Roof

rmataricl | compasition asphalt shingles
shape | gables

Exterior

matencl | cement plaster

datails | brick venesr
wrought iron railing
verlical architeclural accsnl
haofzontal architectural accent
aecen! tim

Exhibit 13 - Contemporary
Residential Architectural Character
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loft/townhouse

Architectural Character

Roof

metanal | flat concrele fle
shape | gable and shed

Exterior

mcierial | cemenl plaster
derdils | brick verneesr
wroughl iron railing
tle gable end cccent
accen! inm

= = - s [ I

Exhibit 14 —-Loft/ Townhouse
Residential Architectural Character
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3.3.2 New England Classics District (Northwest)

The New England Classics District is generally bound on
the north by the project boundary and
approved/pending single-family residential uses, on the
east by the linear open space parkway formed by the
parkway/drainage corridor, on the south by Chrysanthy
Boulevard and on the west by Jaeger Road.

This District is home to the two neighborhood parks
surrounded by single-family residential at various lot
sizes and configurations.

Also located within this District is a multi-family attached
residential parcel located adjacent to Chrysanthy
Boulevard for convenient access to transit opportunities
as well as the Town Center located just across
Chrysanthy Boulevard.

The architectural character of the New England
Classics District is characterized by Cape Cod, Shingle,
and Tudor and Victorian type architecture consistent
with the New England Classics theme.

The New England Classics District area and
architectural character are illustrated on the following

pages.
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new england classics district (northwest)
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Exhibit 15 -New England Classics District (Northwest)
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cape cod

Architectural Character

Roof

material | flat concrete tile
shape | gobles. gambrel, donmers

Exterior

matenal | simulated shigles

delails | wood enlry cclumns
shiotters
ovdl venls
cariage type garage daoor
acoant frim

Exhibit 16 - Cape Cod
Residential Architectural Character
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shingle
Architectural Character

Roof

material | flat cancrete title
shape | gables

Exterior

materal | simulated shigles

delacils | arches
wood =ntry columns
slane vanesr
cariage type garage door
accenl fim

Exhibit 17 - Shingle
Residential Architectural Character
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tudor

Architectural Character

Roof

miatarial | flal concrels fille
shape | gaolass, slipped gables,
steep roof occents

Exterior

marernal | cemant plaster
delails | corbels
wood enfry Columnsg

shullers
cariage type garage docr
condrasting accent Inm

Exhibit 18 - Tudor
Residential Architectural Character

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005 page 44



The Preserve at Sunridge
General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook

victorian

Architectural Character

Roof

miaterial | flal concrels lilla
shape | gaoles

Exterior

| maferial | simulated lop siding

. - details | ornate wood enfry columns
ornale poren/gabla fim
scalloo shingle accent
wood riling
- cariage type garage caor
acoenl fim

Exhibit 19 - Victorian
Residential Architectural Character
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3.3.2 American Traditional District (Northeast)

The American Traditional District is generally bound on
the north by the project boundary and approved and
pending single-family residential uses, on the east by
the project boundary and a proposed wetlands
preserve, on the south by Chrysanthy Boulevard and on
the west by the linear open space parkway formed by
the parkway/drainage corridor.

This District is home to the three neighborhood parks
surrounded by single-family residential at various lot
sizes and configurations, one of which is co-located
adjacent to an elementary school.

Also located within  this District is a large
detention/water quality basin that will be designed to
incorporate trails and possible other pedestrian
amenities such as landscaping and benches.

The architectural character of the American Traditional
District is characterized by Bungalow, Craftsman,
Farmhouse and Prairie type architecture consistent with
the American Traditional theme.

The American Traditional District area and architectural
character are illustrated on the following pages.
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bungalow

Architectural Character

Roof

mctericl | " shaps concrets file
shape | hip and gaole combination

Exterior

material | cement plaster

delails | ouliggers al gables
taperad calumns
wizd railing
carmiage type garage cocr
acoenl frim

Exhibit 21 - Bungalow
Residential Architectural Character
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craftsman

Architectural Character

Roof

matarial | flal concrele lile
shiape | hip and gasle cambination

Exterior

matarial | cemeant plaster

details | outriggers ot gakbles
simulaled verlical siding
simulated shingle siding
slane vanesr
cariage type garage daor
acoenl m

Exhibit 22 - Craffsman
Residential Architectural Character
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ey | : farmhouse

Architectural Character

Roof

material | flat concrete tile
shape | gaoles

|

Exterior

o
1’“\-, ' material | simulataed lap siding
delails | wood porch calumns
wood raling
shwllers
cariage pe garage door
accenl frim

T

Exhibit 23 - Farmhouse
Residential Architectural Character
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prairie

Architectural Character

Roof

matericl | flat concrete tile
shape | hips

Exterior

miatarial | cemenlt ploster
details | stone veneear
wiroughl iron railing
cariage type garage coor
occent iim

Exhibit 24 - Prairie
Residential Architectural Character
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3.3.3 California Revival District (Southeast)

The California Revival District is generally bound on the
north by Chrysanthy Boulevard, on the east by the
project boundary and proposed single-family
residential uses, on the south by the project boundary
and a pending Specific Plan area (including a high
school and regional park) and east by the Wetlands
Preserve and the linear open space parkway formed
by the parkway/drainage corridor.

This District is home to the three neighborhood parks
that are surrounded by single-family residential uses at
various lot sizes and configurations.

Also located within this District is a large community
park that will serve to orient and identify the Plan Area
and provide for active and passive park and open
space uses. The park wil be designed to
accommodate the local neighborhood needs as well
as these needs of large groups and will have off-street
parking available.

The architectural character of the California Revival
District is characterized by Mediterranean, Mission,
Monterey and Spanish type architecture consistent with
the California Revival theme.

The California Revival District area and architectural
character are illustrated on the following pages.
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key map

california revival district (southeast)
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Exhibit 25 - California Revival District (Southeast)
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mediterranean

Architectural Character

Roof

material | " shapes cancrete tile
shape | hips

Exterior

matrernal | cemant plaster

dealails | stane vanesr
wolght iron railing
amdle eavs
carage type garage aoaar
accent im

Exhibit 26 - Mediterranean
Residential Architectural Character
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mission

Architectural Character

Roof

material | s shane concrate tile
shape | hips

Exferior

materal | cement plaster
deldls | archas
clay fifle gable accent
oimale cemenl plasler accean|
camage type garages daor
[ aceent im

Exhibit 27 - Mission
Residential Architectural Character
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monterey

Architectural Character

Roof

matanal | " shapes concrele e
shape | gaoles

Exterior

micaterial | cament plaster

details | corkels
shwtlers
clay title gable cccent
wroughl iren raifng
cariage typea garage dacr
accenl fim

Exhibit 28 - Monterey
Residential Architectural Character
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spanish

Architectural Character

Roof

material | 5" shape concrete e
shape | hips

Exterior

material | cement plaster

delails | arches

cmamental relet

wraugh! iron raiing
carfage type garage door
acoent trim

Exhibit 29 - Spanish
Residential Architectural Character
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3.4 Single-Family Detached Residential
Typical Development Standards

The Preserve at Sunridge Land Use Plan provides for
varied single-family residential opportunities to attract a
diverse population. Nine different  single-family
residential home-ownership opportunities are located
within the Plan Area to appeal to an economically-
and lifestyle-diverse community of future residents.
These single-family lot sizes/product types are listed
below and described in detail on the exhibits on the
following pages.

Canterbury - 55x105' Conventional Lots
Cove - 50x105'Conventional Lots
Manor - 43x72'Conventional Lots
Ridgefield - 48x60'Conventional Lots
Carriage - 30x76' Alley-Loaded Lots
Metropolitan - 22x70" Alley-Loaded Lots
Courtyard Lofts

Cottage Lots

Duet Lots

The Typical Development Standards Exhibits illustrated
in this Handbook outline the typical lot and setback
requirements needed for the single-family product
types listed above.

The exhibits illustrate and list particular detailed
information to accommodate a particular product
envisioned for the Plan Area. This information may
include but is not limited to the following items.

Minimum Lot Size

Minimum Interior Lot Width

Minimum Corner Lot Width
Minimum Lot Depth

Maximum Lot Coverage

Minimum Front Yard Setback
Minimum Garage Setback
Minimum Interior Side Yard Setbacks
Minimum Corner Side Yard Setbacks
Minimum Alley / Rear Yard Setback
Lot Type

Maximum Building Height

Public Utility Easement

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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canterbury (55'x105")
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Exhibit 30 - Canterbury - 55x105’ Conventional Lots
Typical Development Standards

Development Standards Table

Lot Requiremenis

rrirrrmue ol size
mirimom interor ot width
roinirmurm coerer lol width
i ot depth

5575 squars foel
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[1N

Setback Regquirements
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cove (50'x105")
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Lot Requirements
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Setback Requiremenis
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Exhibit 31 - Cove - 50x105’ Conventional Lots
Typical Development Standards
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manor (43'x72")
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Exhibit 32 — Manor - 43x72’ Conventional Lots

Typical Development Standards

Development Standards Table

Lot Requirementfs

minirnurn lof siza 3096 square (eel
minirmurm intefor ot wicth 43
mirirmurn cormer ot wicdth - 49
minimue ot depth 72

Setback Requiremenis
mintrem frent yard porch 1818 parch *
rminirrurm interios side yord 4
rririreLeTy Corresr sicles yeoeed 100 F
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lat fype canventional

] 40

T gy T

20 =]u]

Wood Rodgers Inc.

draft 6 10/10/2005

page 61



The Preserve at Sunridge
General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook

ridgefield (48'x60")
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Exhibit 33 - Ridgefield - 48x60'Conventional Lots
Typical Development Standards

Development Standards Table

Lot Requirements
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carriage (30'x76")

ALLEY ALLEY Development Standards Table
SEPT EEEREER B Lot Requiremenfs
minimam lot size 2280 sauore feat
- mirirmurm inferdor katwidth o 30
ririrmum corner kot width 348
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Ar—3 & —3 ||:—I;rrI E
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Exhibit 34 — Carriage - 30x76’ Alley-Loaded Lots
Typical Development Standards
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metropolitan (22'x70)

Development Standards Table
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Exhibit 35 — Metropolitan - 22x70’ Alley-Loaded Lots
Typical Development Standards
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Exhibit 36 — Courtyard Lots
Typical Development Standards
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Exhibit 37 — Cottage Lots
Typical Development Standards
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3.5 Circulation Design Standards

The design of The Preserve at Sunridge SPA’s circulation
system utilizes an efficient system of streets and
pathways to serve the Plan Area. The infernal street
system is designed such that a ‘block’ or ‘grid’ system is
achieved. Various pedestrian pathways are designed
to provide non-vehicular transportation opportunities
throughout the project site in all directions linking the
projects’ many park sites. This creation of a well-
connected hierarchy of roadways allows for the
efficient movement of vehicular traffic and encourages
biking, walking and other human-powered alternatives
to the automobile.

3.5.1 Overadll Circulation Plan

Arterial streets are the principal streets that serve the
through traffic in the vicinity of the Plan Area. These
streets include Jaeger Road on the sites’ western
boundary and Chrysanthy Boulevard that bisects the
Plon Area and provides an east-west connection
between Sunrise Boulevard and Grant Line Road,
which are two major arterial streets (6-lane roadways).

Construction of the Plan Area street system, including
the internal streets, will occur in a timely and
coordinated manner. Street improvements will be
phased according to the specifications contained
within the PS-SPA Development Agreement. The
Development Agreement will define the financing and

implementation of the projects phased circulation
system, among other topics, and to ensure that future
improvements are installed concurrent with planned
development.

The internal residential streets provide connections into
and through the SPA and connect residential
neighborhoods with the Town Center, elementary
school, and the various planned park and open space
facilities thus allowing Plan Area residents to travel
within and throughout the Plan without traveling along
the arterial roadways. Where necessary, fraffic control
devices will be installed that will facilitate timely and
safe pedestrian crossings.

Currently, Regional Transit (RT) does not exist within The
Preserve at Sunridge SPA, however extension s
planned. Safe and pedestrian friendly bus shelters will
be located as appropriate for the use and protection
of the RT users. The design of the SPA encourages the
use of public transit by locating some of the most sense
residential development nearby the arterial streets and
within the Town Center to facilitate easy walkable
access to RT bus stops. In addition, it is anticipated that
RT will extend into the heart of the Town Center, via the
site’s ‘Main Street’, providing direct access to the daily
goods and service needs of the community.
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Additionally, The Preserve at Sunridge SPA provides a
varied network of both on- and off-street pedestrian
pathways and trails allowing for safe and convenient
non-vehicular travel throughout and within the Plan
Area. All arterial and primary residential streets have
Class Il bike lanes striped on the street. Additionally, all
sidewalks along these streets are detached from the
street edge and separated from the street by a
landscape planter of varying width depending upon
the street facility. Additionally, separate Class | trail
facilities are located within the SPA along the open
space/wetland preserve area as well as within the
open space/drainage corridor that facilitate direct
northeast/southwest movement within the community.

3.5.2 Street and Trail Sections

The Preserve at Sunridge SPA identfifies the basic
framework and hierarchy of roadways and establishes
the primary circulation system that feeds, defines and
connects the Plan Area. Streets within the SPA are
classified based on their functional requirements and
their relative importance in serving and defining the
neighborhoods and establishing the character of the
project.

Arterial Streets
Arterial streets within the SPA include Jaeger Road and
Chrysanthy Boulevard. These 4-lane facilities comprise
the following components.
e 76’ right-of-way
14’ landscaped median/turn lane
Two travel lanes (12" and 11’) in each direction
5’ striped bike lane
3’ curb & gutter
25’ landscape corridors
Parking is not permitted
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Modified Primary Residential Streets These 2-lane faciliies comprise the following
Modified primary residential streets within the SPA serve components.

as major entries to the individual districts and as primary e 60" and 70’ right-of-way

internal street connections to the community park. e 10-20° landscaped median/turn lane

(depending upon the facility)

One 12’ travel lane in each direction

10’ parking/striped bike lane

3’ curb & gutter

10" landscape/pedestrian easement (includes 6’
landscaped planter and 4’ detached sidewalk)
e Parking is permitted
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Primary Residential Streets e 3’ curb & gutter
Primary residential streets within the SPA serve as major e 10’ landscape/pedestrian easement (includes 6’
entries to the individual districts. There are three landscaped planter and 4’ detached sidewalk)
different types of primary residential streets within the e Parking is permitted on both sides on the 50’
Plan Area with the only difference between the types primary residential street.
is that one has parking on both sides, one has parking e Parking is permitted on one side of the 43’
on one side and the third has no parking. These 2-lane primary residential street.
facilities comprise the following components. e Parking is not permitted on the 36’ primary
e 36-50' right-of-way residential street and lots are encouraged to
e One 12’ fravel lane in each direction ‘side-on’ to this facility where parking is not
10" parking/striped bike lane (depending upon the permitted.
facility) ol Seackie | RIW Rw  2Sebeckin
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Minor Residential Streets

Minor residential streets within the SPA serve as local
connector streets within the individual districts. These
streets are designed to carry low volumes of local
traffic. These 2-lane faciliies comprise the following
components.

e 40’ right-of-way
One 10’ travel lane in each direction
6' parking/bike lane/curb & gutter
4’ attached sidewalk.
Parking is permitted
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Modified Minor Residential Streets

Modified minor residential streets within the SPA serve
as local connector streets with a special purpose within
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Private Drives

Private drives within the SPA serve residential units as
minor, private streets with a special purpose within the
individual districts. Access is provided in a controlled
fashion as it precludes direct driveway access to a
fronting street by an individual lot. They provide rear
garage access in an alley configuration, eliminating
garages and driveways in the front yards of the small
lot detached residential units and ‘garage-dominated’
architecture. Private drives carry only the fraffic from
the residences that they serve and are typically
privately maintained as part of a Home Owners
Association (HOA).

These 2-lane facilities comprise
the following components.
e 26' to 56’ right-of-way
One 13’ travel lane in each direction
30’ landscaped median (in some areas)
3’ curb & gutter
No sidewalks
Parking is not permitted

Exhibit 46 — Private Drive Sections
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Alleys

Alleys within the SPA serve alley-loaded residential units
as minor, private streets with a special purpose within
the individual districts. They provide rear garage access
thus eliminating garages and driveways from the front
yards of small lot detached residential units and
thereby minimizing ‘garage-dominant’ architecture on
these units. Alleys carry only the fraffic from the
residences that they serve and are typically privately
maintained as part of a Home Owners Association
(HOA). These 2-lane facilities comprise the following
components.

o 22'right-of-way
One 11’ travel lane in each direction
3’ curb & gutter
No sidewalks
Parking is not permitted

Exhibit 47 - Alley / Class I Trail Sections
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Class I Trails

Class | frails are a key component to facilitating
pedestrian and bicycle fraffic within and throughout
the Plan Area. The Class | trails will serve as both a
functional fransportation alternative to the
conventional automobile and as a pedestrian
recreation vehicle by residents and the surrounding
community.

Within the SPA, Class | trails are located along the
expansive open space/wetland preserve as well as
within  the parkway/drainage corridor. Within  the
wetland preserve, the ftrail will consist of an 8' wide
asphalt or concrete trail with 2' gravel shoulders. The
trail will be set back from the adjacent primary
residential street a minimum of é' by a landscape
planter accommodating a mixture of irigated trees
and shrubs. Moderate plantings will occur between the
frail and the wetland preserve as well , which may be
initially irrigated, however this irrigation may be
abandoned once the plant materials are firmly
established. The edge of the wetland preserve will be
clearly delineated with, at minimum, a low post and
cable fence and no landscaping is permitted to occur
within the wetland preserve boundary.

Within the parkway/drainage corridor the trail section
itself will be similar, however it will occur in quite a
different setting. This open space/drainage corridor
consists of an existing 275’ wide power line easement
direct pedestrian connectivity throughout the Plan
Area to other areas of the Sunrise Douglas Community
Plan. Improvements to the open space corridor include
a Class | trail system and a meandering drainage
channel that will provide drainage and run-off
conveyance as well as water quality functions. The
area will be well-landscaped with shrubs, groundcovers
and turf however tree planting will be limited due to
the presence of overhead power line wires.

This Class | trail provides a great opportunity to connect
with other Class | frails, both existing and planned, in the
area and in the greater Rancho Cordova community
as identified in the City's Draft Pedestrian Master Plan.
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3.6 Parks and Open Space Design Program
3.6.1 Overall Park and Open Space Plan

The Preserve at Sunridge Overall Park and Open Space
Plan provides many varied recreation opportunities in
the siting of both active and passive parks and open
spaces within the Plan Area. Eleven parks, ranging in
size, and an elementary school are located within the
Plan Areaq, linked by residential streets and frails, in
addition to many open space connections enhanced
with pedestrian trails and landscaping.

The Overall Parks and Open Space Plan highlights the
inclusion of a linear open space parkway/drainage
corridor that will accommodate the sites overland
drainage needs in a reconstructed stream corridor. This
parkway/drainage corridor trends generally in a
northeast-southwest orientation and provides a major
pedestrian and bicycle circulation and recreation
facility. The drainage component will be designed to
efficiently carry flows through the site as well as be an
aesthetically pleasing ‘naturalized’ drainage corridor.

The Plan Area also includes a large Wetlands Preserve
that will be maintained in perpetuity for the
preservation of threatened and/or endangered
species. A frail around the Wetlands Preserve will
incorporate interpretive signage regarding the Wetland
Preserve's special site characteristics, plant and animal
inhabitants and on-going maintenance efforts.

The following pages illustrate the Overall Parks and
Open Space Plan and the individual Conceptual Park
Plans in detail.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005

page 80



The Preserve at Sunridge
General Plan and Special Planning Area Zoning Handbook

new angland classics district park upd open space plan

i fwater quearity sk

i

armenicon

traditional
clistrict
S |
SHEEERR | EEEEEER R cnmvsamy |
SRR Fg "
CIFTTTTEED I OUD R (D
= ; califomia
revival
dlistric:
' g Shbottood
LTI = il-n gl elee pp
we an?ﬁrﬁgﬁm | e H-h_hl-?‘@th@ - T : Pk
— " 1 5 1
EHE U;LU TH (I - ; neigllutlglmlm
55 D i
T T =l =gt m
] 4 neighborhood
I i itk
_____ _-—--'—;'—' —— —
nofe: sea tha following poges for conceptucl design ond program foruses for each pork,
metropolitan distict
oRETH
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3.6.2 Conceptual Park Plans / Program for Uses

The park designs and programs for uses shown in this
section are conceptual in nature and are subject to
further design refinements. For purposes of this
handbook, the park plans/programs are separated
and listed by Land Use Plan District identified previously
in this Handbook and described in detail on the
following pages.

Metropolitan District Parks (Town Center)

This Land Use District is home to a unique linear park
(Lot ‘O’ and Lot ‘P') that serves to orient the
neighborhood and to provide for a focal meeting area
and community gathering space. It serves as a ‘green
extension’ of the Town Center and may host local and
regional public and private events. The park is
envisioned to have a formal design yet provide passive
use recreational spaces.

The park design elements within the Metropolitan
District  will be consistent with the architectural
character of the surrounding neighborhoods as
described in the Land Use Plan Districts section of this
Handbook. The Programs for Uses and Conceptuadl
Designs are as follows.

Lot ‘O’ Town Center Park - Program for Uses

Linear connection to downtown villages

Formal plaza at vilage end with water fountain

Trees with tree grates

Raised planters with minor turf berms

Linear turf parkway strip

Transition to Lot P with diagonal walk

connections and informal turf

e Site amenities to include benches, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains

Lot ‘P’ Town Center Park - Program for Uses

e Linear connection to Lot O

e Rose garden

¢ Cenftral node with decomposed granite and
iconic statue/structure

e Diagonal walk connections with informal open
turf

e Site amenities to include benches, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains
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Exhibit 49 — Lot ‘O’ Town Center
Conceptual Park Plan
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Exhibit 50 — Lot ‘P’ Town Center
Conceptual Park Plan
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New England Classics District Parks (Northwest)

This Land Use District is home to two neighborhood park
sites (Lot ‘G’ and Lot ‘H') that serve to orient the
neighborhood and to provide for focal meeting area s
and community gathering spaces. The parks are
envisioned to have an informal design and provide
passive and active use recreational spaces.

The park design elements within the New England
Classics District will be consistent with the architectural
character of the surrounding neighborhoods as
described in the Land Use Plan Districts section of this
Handbook. The Programs for Uses and Conceptual
designs are as follows.

Lot ‘G’ Park —Program for Uses

Covered shade structure

Duel tot lot (ages 2-5 and 5-12)

Informal open turf

Open picnic nodes

Site amenities to include frash receptacles and
drinking fountains

Lot ‘H’ Park — Program for Uses

e FElevated covered shade structure with stair and
walk access
Concrete walk connection to a two-tier tot lot
Half court basketball
Open turf for informal play
Site amenities to include picnic tables, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains
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Exhibit 51 - Lot ‘G’ Conceptual Park Plan
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Exhibit 52 — Lot ‘H’ Conceptual Park Plan
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American Traditional District Parks (Northeast)

This Land Use District is home to three neighborhood
park sites (Lot ‘I', Lot ‘J' and Lot ‘K’) that serve to orient
the neighborhood and to provide focal meeting areas
and community gathering spaces. The parks are
envisioned to have an informal design and provide
passive and active use recreational spaces. The largest
park, Lot K, is co-located adjacent the elementary
school and is planned for active recreation uses
associated with the elementary school site.

The park design elements within the American
Traditional District  will be consistent  with the
architectural character  of the surrounding
neighborhoods as described in the Land Use Plan
Districts section of this Handbook. The Programs for Uses
and Conceptual Designs are as follows.

Lot ‘I’ Park - Program for Uses
e 4 quadrants of informal turf
e Picnic areas to promote neighborhood
interaction
e Cenfral tot-lot with boulder/play structure
¢ Site amenities to include picnic tables, frash
receptacles, drinking fountains

Lot ‘J Park — Program for Uses

Covered shade structure with visual connection
to the community park

Tot lot

Half basketball court with a frellis covered picnic
area and planter buffers

‘Urban plaza’ skate park with covered shade
structure

Turf berms for use separation and visual interest
Site amenities to include picnic tables, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains

Lot ‘K’ School Park — Program for Uses

Joint use with elementary school

Soccer field

Baseball/softball field with backstop

Tennis courts

Sand volleyball

Covered shade structure

Tot lot

Walk connections to elementary school
Site amenities to include picnic tables, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains
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Exhibit 54 — Lot ‘J’ Conceptual Park Plan
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California Revival District Parks (Southeast)

This Land Use District is home to three neighborhood
park sites (Lot ‘L', Lot ‘M’ and Lot ‘N’) that serve to
orient the neighborhood and to provide focal meeting
areas and community gathering spaces. The parks are
envisioned to have an informal design and provide
passive and active use recreational spaces.

Lot ‘L’ will take on a much different look and feel than
the other neighborhood parks. It will feature large
paved areas, shade frees in tree wells with metal grates
and a large interactive water feature.

Additionally, one large community park is planned
within this district (Lot ‘F') that will provide large
expanses of open areas and may possibly include a
large pond water feature, amphitheatre and
community picnic area with off-street parking.

The park design elements within the California Revival
District  will be consistent with the architectural
character of the surrounding neighborhoods as
described in the Land Use Plan Districts section of this
Handbook. The Programs for Uses and Conceptual
Designs are as follows.

Lot ‘L’ Plaza Park — Program for Uses

Formal ‘plaza’ park

Interactive water feature with center water
‘structure’

Seatwall steps

Lighted decorative columns

Concrete plaza with tfrees and tree grates
Planter islands

Turf pockets

Site amenities to include frash receptacles and
drinking fountains

Lot ‘M’ Park — Program for Uses

Tot-lot

Horseshoe courts

Picnic trellis with enhanced paving and raised
planter

Informal turf

Site amenities to include picnic tables, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains

Lot ‘N’ Park — Program for Uses

Circular picnic area with trellis

Sand volleyball

Informal turf

Site amenities to include picnic tables, trash
receptacles, drinking fountains

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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Lot ‘F Community Park — Program for Uses

Large shade structure for group events
Parking lot with tree ‘plaza’ for visual
enhancement and shade

Strong visual connection to Lot J

Large pond with three spray features

Formal walk around pond with concrete
balustrades to define the edge

Shade structure overlook at pond edge
Amphitheatre with stage and concrete
step/seatwalls, picnic tables and lighted
columns as backdrop

Fenced dog park with berms

Large tot lot/play area for all ages with small
parking lot and tree ‘plaza’

Four covered shade structures at tot lot area.
Restroom facility

Secondary tot lot area with single shade
structure

Turf berms throughout for screening/visual
interest

Site amenities to include trash receptacles,
benches, restroom, picnic tables, bike racks and
drinking fountains

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6
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3.6.3 Parkway / Drainage Corridor

Within the SPA, the parkway/drainage corridor consists
of an existing 275" wide power line easement direct
pedestrian connectivity throughout the Plan Area to
other areas of the Sunrise Douglas Community Plan.
Improvements to the open space corridor include a
Class | frail system and a meandering drainage
channel that wil provide drainage and run-off
conveyance as well as water quality functions. The
Class | pedestrian/bicycle tfrail will consist of an 8’ wide
asphalt or concrete frail with 2" gravel shoulders.

The parkway/drainage corridor area will be designed
to provide many pedestrian connections and adjacent
parcels will be designed to encourage many ‘eyes to
the open space’ thereby increasing both the
perception of safety and the perception of ownership
of the space. The open space area will be well-
landscaped with  shrubs, groundcovers and turf
however free planting will be limited due to the
presence of overhead power line wires. The overall
planting scheme will be that of a natural or organic feel
versus a formal planting regime.

The banks of the channel itself may consist of gradual
and naturalized slopes and may have an irregular
edge and slope banks to create a more informal and
natural appearance. This special treatment of the
edge of the channel will help to avoid the look of an
engineered drainage channel and will perpetuate the
look of a naturalized drainage corridor, which will
greatly emphasize the aesthetics of this greenway
asseft.

Recreational amenities will be provided in this open
space corridor and may include active uses such as a
par course as well as passive uses such as bird
watching and overlooks. The Class | trail provides a
great opportunity to connect with other Class | trails,
both existing and planned, in the area and in the
greater Rancho Cordova community as identified in
the City's Draft Pedestrian Master Plan.

Wood Rodgers Inc. draft 6 10/10/2005
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3.6.4 Wetlands Preserve

The PS-SPA includes an 87+acre vernal pool
preserve which will be protected through a perpetual
conservation easement held and managed by a third-
party nonprofit entity or public agency. The preserve
will be maintained consistent with an Operations and
Maintenance Plan (O&M Plan) that will describe
specific responsibilities of the Preserve Manager and
qualified personnel retained under the Preserve
Manager. Funding for monitoring and maintenance
will be provided through a public financing mechanism
such as a special tax district.

The O&M Plan will establish specific goals and
objectives to ensure that the conditions within the
preserve are maintained. This management plan will
include specific measures for habitat maintenance,
monitoring,  reporting and  funding. Activities
undertaken by the Preserve Manager and/or other
qualified personnel in the preserve will include the
following item:s.

Maintaining fencing and signage

Trash removal

Thatch/exotic plant management
General and biological inspections
Wetland function and erosion monitoring
Implementing remedial actions as needed

The preserve will be fenced, and the conservation
easement will specifically prohibit public access to the

preserve. The easement will also prohibit vegetation
removal, buring and dumping, discing, addition of
roads or frails, equipment or fuel storage, alteration of
topography, motor vehicle use, application of harmful
chemicals, construction  activities, or  planting
vegetation except for the express purpose of habitat
monitoring and maintenance. Discing
and mowing will also be allowed for fire control
purposes, and will be conducted in manner to avoid
adverse impacts to vernal pool habitat.

Within the SPA, Class | trails are located alongside the
expansive open space/wetland preserve as well as
within the open space/drainage corridor. Adjacent the
wetland preserve, the trail will consist of an 8' wide
asphalt or concrete trail with 2' gravel shoulders. The
trail will be set back from the adjacent primary
residential street a minimum of 10’ by a landscape
planter accommodating a mixture of irrigated trees
and shrubs. Moderate plantings will occur between the
trail and the wetland preserve as well that may be
initially irrigated, however this irrigation may be
abandoned once the plant materials are firmly
established. The edge of the wetland preserve will be
clearly delineated with at minimum a low post and
cable fence and no landscaping is permitted to occur
within the weftland preserve boundary. Cattle have
historically grazed the site and it is possible that this
practice will be continued for weed abatement and
fire control, as well as to provide a perpetual view info
the site’s historic agricultural past.
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APPENDIX 4.0 — CONSISTENCY TABLE ANALYSIS

Policy LU.1.3

TABLE 4.1A

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN LAND USE POLICIES

3

Maintain a strong jobs housing ratio within the
Planning Area with a diverse job base and
corresponding housing  stock. Improve the
relationship of jobs to housing and commercial
services. .

The project would include both commercial
and residential designations to provide internal
housing and employment opportunities.
Additionally, the proposed town center would
include a commercial component and
livelwork units, which would assist in
maintaining a strong jobs/housing ratio in the
General Plan Planning Area. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with this
policy.  Also, see discussion under Policy
H.3.3 in Table 4.2a.

Policy LU.2.1

Ensure future land use and growth within the
Planning Area is in keeping with the City’s nine
Smart Growth Principles as follows:

e  Provide a variety of Transportation Choices.
e  Offer Housing Choices and opportunities

e Promote Compact Development

e Mixed Land Uses

e Encourage Regeneration/Infill in Existing
- Developed Areas

e  Encourage distinctive, attractive communities
with Quality Design

e  Create Walkable Neighborhoods

e Foster Distinctive, Attractive Communities
with a Strong Sense of Place

e Promote Integration of Natural Resources
with Urban Land Uses

Yes

The project would include a grid-style
circulation system offering vehicular as well as
bicycle and  pedestrian  transportation
opportunities. The project would offer several
housing choices including single-family, multi-
family and live-work units providing a diverse
set of housing opportunities. The mixed-use
portion of the project would promote a more
compact development with a wide range of
residential options and an average density of
9.3 dwelling units per acre. The project is in a
currently undeveloped area, which does not
provide for regeneration or infill opportunities.
The project was designed during a four-day
charette, emphasizing distinctive, and attractive
architectural designs and walkable
communities with pedestrian paseos and trails.
The charette included City staff, the applicant
team and members from various public
agencies (i.e., Cordova Recreation and Park
District, Elk Grove Unified School District, and
Sacramento County Department of Water
Resources). Additionally, the project would
include a 92.4 acre wetland preserve with
minimally  landscaped access controlled
buffers, which would integrate the natural
features of the site with the proposed
urbanized land uses. Considering all of the
above factors, the project would be consistent
with this General Plan policy.

Policy LU.2.4

Community Plans, Specific Plans, and development
projects shall be designed to promote pedestrian
movement through direct, safe and pleasant routes
that connect destinations inside and outside the
plan or project.

Yes

The project’s bicycle, pedestrian, and trails
network will provide internal access and
circulation and ultimately tie into the City-wide
bicycle and pedestrian facilities system to
promote safe and easy access for all project
residents. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU 3.5

Consult with state and federal regulatory and

Yes

The Notice of Preparation for the project was
provided to several state and federal regulatory

agencies, to solicit comments regarding

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report




APPENDIX 4.0.— CONSISTENCY. TABLE ANALYSIS " -

L : Anél;ysis '

resource agencies during initial  review of
development projects * to identify potential
environmental conflicts and  establish, if
appropriate, concurrent application processing
schedules. ‘ '

. process, responsible and trustee agencies were

environmental constraints related to the
project. Additionally, as previously discussed,
various public agencies attended the design
charette to ensure that each agency’s concerns,
were addressed early in the development’
process.. Throughout the environmental review

consulted in order to ensure that these agencies | ,
were - aware of the project and the City’s
analysis and were able to provide input. All
comments received from agencies and the
public were considered in the preparation of
this EIR. Therefore, the proposed project would
be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU 3.6

Work with community service providers such as the
Cordova Recreation and Park District and the
Rancho Cordova Neighborhood Center to expand
their. services to new areas of the City as the
opportunities arise ‘ :

Yes

.other community service providers to ensure

The project was designed inh consultation with | .
the Cordova Recreation and Park District and”

adequate. facilities are provided to serve the
proposed project and the larger community.
Additionally, the proposed project includes
41.1 acres of parks within the project area.”
Therefore, the proposed project would be,
consistent with this policy. '

Policy LU 4.4

In general, the City shall give priority to residential
and mixed-use development on vacant or
underutilized site within existing urban areas that
have infrastructure capacity available. Specifically,
the City has targeted areas including along:

e  Folsom Boulevard;
. _Olsen Drive;

e Sunrise Boulevard;
e  Bradshaw Road; and

. Célqma Road.

" Yes

Although the project is not located along
Sunrise Boulevard, the proposed site is. pait of-
the larger Sunrise Douglas Community Plan
(SDCP) ‘area, “which "is designated in  the"
Sacramento County General Plan as an'“Urban
Growth Area.” The SDCP is also, located.
within the Urban Services Boundary:: (USB)
recognized by the County. Proposed and
approved capital - improvements  and®
infrastructure projects within the SDCP/SRSP_
area will adequately serve the vacant area to be
developed by the Preserve at Sunridge project.
Refer to Section 4.12 of this EIR for a detailed
discussion on the project’s water, sanitary
sewer and other infrastructure systems.
Considering the above factors, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report .
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TABLE 4.2A ‘
PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN POPULATION AND HOUSING POLICIES

Policy H.1.4

Maintain adequate sites for the City’s housing
needs. :

The Preserve at Sunridge project site is part of
the larger Sunrise Douglas Community
Plan/SunRidge Specific Plan (SDCP/SRSP)
approved on July 17, 2002 by the Sacramento
County Board of Supervisors. The SDCP/SRSP
will result in development of approximately
22,503 dwelling units and 479 acres of
commercial, 177 acres of park, and 148 acres
of school uses within the entire 6,042-acre plan
area.

The proposed project will include 2,415
residential Units in various residential densities
on 280.8 acres and 288 units of high-density
residential RD-30 (multifamily) on 9.6 acres,
which is generally consistent with the
SDCP/SRSP  land use designations, and
development  densities and intensities
established by the SDCP/SRSP.

Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy H.1.8 -

Ensure that housing appropriate for empty-nesters
and single persons, such as townhomes or small lot,
single-family homes rather than large single-family
homes is developed.

Yes

The project proposes single-family detached
and attached units (i.e., condominium and
townhomes) on a variety of lot sizes including
conventional, cottage, courtyard, and alley lots.
Also included in the project design is
Live/Work Housing that allows for space for
commercial and office uses in the lower levels
of residences with living space above. The
SPA for the project (included as Appendix 3.0)
would also allow for other lot sizes and
configurations meeting a specified density
range to ensure consistency with this policy.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy H.3.3

improve the City’s jobs-housing balance.

Yes

The project would include 17 acres of
commercial land uses, which would provide
limited employment opportunities. Currently, |
the City has a jobs housing balance of 3 to 1
(jobs to housing). The project would provide a
wide variety of housing choices in close
proximity to major work centers within the City
of Rancho Cordova to assist in balancing and
improving the City’s jobs to housing ratio.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova

October 2005
' Appendix 4.0-3
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Policy H.3.4
Promote affordable housing in close proximity to

transit, employment, and appropriate serwces, such
as trans;t—onented development

Yes

proximity to ‘transit, “émploymient (i.e., Town

There are currently no affordable housing
requirements in the City of Rancho Cordova.
Transit is planned for Jaeger Road, which is
adjacent to the proposed project. Therefore,
the project would place housing in close

Center) and other services. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with this

policy.

Policy H 7.1

Requnre energy efﬂaency in; the design. and
construction of housing developments through
implementation of the State Energy Conservation
Standards. . The long-term' ecgnomic and
environmental benefits of energy efﬁcnency shall be
welghed against’ any increased initial costs of
energy ‘saving measures. Encourage sustamable
development by reducmg energy use:

Yes

The project’s residential and commercial
design would be required to comply with the
energy requirements as set forth in Title 24 part
6 of the State’s Energy Efficient Building
Standards. The proposed project does not
include any unique energy use reduction
methods, nor does it exceed mandatory energy
efficiency standards. However, the project as
proposed would be consistent with the
provisions of this policy.

Policy H.7.3 N

Require all new development to provnde blcycle
and pedestrian access, thereby fdcilitating the
reduction of automobile air quality impacts to the
area.

Yes

The project would integrate the parks and open
space components, providing an on-site system
of pedestrian trails, bicycle paths, and other
related facilities. ~ These facilities would
provide internal circulation and - recreational
opportunities, as well as connections: with' the"|":
City-wide bicycle and pedestrian. trail system.
Therefore, the proposed, project would be |
consnstent w:th thls pollcy S

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report
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TABLE 4.3A

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN HAZARDOUS MATERIALS POLICIES

Policy SA.1.26

Storage of hazardous materials and waste shall be
strictly regulated, consistent with state and federal
law.

The proposed project does not include the
construction of land uses that would require
the handling or storage of hazardous materials.
Any materials generated or required during
construction would be disposed of at the Kiefer
Landfill according to State and federal law.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy SA.1.30

Design neighborhoods and buildings in a manner
that prevents crime and provides security and safety
for people and property when feasible.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The City of Rancho Cordova Police
Department provided comments on the
project’s site design. A letter from the Police
Department, which outlined their requirements
and suggestions for design of the project, was
received by the City on April 19, 2005 and the
proposed project was analyzed for consistency
with these guidelines. Additionally, mitigation
measure MM 4.12.2.2 requires the project
applicant(s) to consult with the Rancho
Cordova Police Department and implement
any recommended crime prevention/safety
development design measures. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with this

policy.

Policy SA.1.37

Cooperate with the Metro Fire Department to
reduce fire hazards, assist in fire suppression, and
ensure efficient emergency medical response for
the safety of Rancho Cordova citizens.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The Sacramento Metro Fire Department
(SMFD) provided comments on the project
design. The SMFD has indicated that adequate
services will be available to serve the proposed
project and compliance with  SMFD
requirements would ensure that adequate
emergency access is provided and maintained
throughout the development area. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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TABLE 4.4A -

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN CIRCULATION POLICIES

CommumtyPIan Policies

v

Policy C.1.2

If a development project is required to perform new
roadway construction or road widening, the entire
roadway shall be completed to its planned width
from curb-to- curb prior to the operation of the
project for which the  improvements were
constructed, unless otherwise approved by the City
Engineer. Such roadway construction shall also
provide facilities adequate to ensure - pedestrian
safety as determined by the Clty Engineer.

The ultimate width of roadway segmeénts. to be .|
constructed or widened under the mitigation
measuires lncorporated into Section 4.4 of this
EIR is cleatly identified within the mitigation
measures.  These off-site’ projects will be’
designed and implemented with the oversight
of the City Public Works Department and the
City Engineer, ensuring that the project and the
off-site circulation improverments would be

consistent with this policy. ol

Policy C1.3

Development projects shall be required to provide
funding - or' “to - construct” roadway/intersection
improvements to implement the City’s Circulation
Plan. The payment of established traffic impact or
similar fees shall be considered to -provide
comiplidnce with the requirements of this policy
with regard to those facilities included in the fee
program, provided that the City finds that the fee
adequately funds all required roadway and
intersection  improvements. - If - payment of
established fees is.used to provide compliance with
this policy, the City may also require the payment
of additional fees if necessary to cover the fair share
cost of facxlmes not included in the fee program '

Yes

| The proposed project would be subject to |i

payment of the Sunrise Douglas Community |
Plan Development Impact Fee, which is used
by the City to fund capital improvements
required and resulting from the development of
the SDCP/SRSP area. Additionally, mitigation
measures incorporated in Section 4.4 of this
EIR require the applicant to construct and/or
improve various roadways and intersections
within the City that will help to mitigate the
traffic impacts of the proposed project.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

TR S
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Policy C.1.4

The City shall seek to maintain operations on all
roadways and intersections at Level of Service D or
better at all times, including peak travel times,
unless maintaining this Level of Service would, in
the City's judgment, be infeasible and/or conflict
with the achievement of other goals. Congestion in
excess of Level of Service D may be accepted in
these cases, provided that provisions are made to
improve traffic flow and/or promote non-vehicular
transportation as part of a development project or a
City-initiated project.

Yes, With

Mitigation-

Mitigation measures |ncorporated into Sectlon ‘ !
4.4 of this EIR reduce the proposed pro;ects ‘
impact to Levels of Service throughout the city.
However, even with incorporation of these
mitigation measures, some intersections and
roadway segments in the City would have a
level of service of E or F, which is inconsistent
with the requirements of this policy. Further
mitigation would be infeasible and the City
plans to address these areas in future actions by
the City Public Works Department. Although
in most cases, these roadways and intersections
are already operating at an unacceptable level
of service. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Repoit
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. ,;::"CommunityrRIéq Policies .

 ‘Analysis

Policy C.1.8

The use of cul-de-sacs on local roads is highly
discouraged, except where they are necessary due
to site-specific concerns, such as habitat areas, that
preclude construction of through routes. Streets
should connect together to create an interconnected
system that provides a variety of travel options. Cul-
de-sacs will be more acceptable if bicycle and
pedestrian access is provided at the end of the cul-
de-sac.

As shown in Figure 3.0-3, no cul-de-sacs are
included in the roadway map for the proposed
project.  Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy C.1.10

Where traffic calming devices or techniques are
employed, the City shall ensure that adequate
access is provided for police and fire vehicles.

Yes

No traffic calming devices or techniques will
be used by the proposed project. Additionally,
the Rancho Cordova Police Department and
the Sacramento Metropolitan Fire Department
have both been consulted in the design of the
project.  Therefore, the. proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy C.2.1

The City shall implement the system of off-street
trails shown in Figure C#. Multi-use paths shall be
provided throughout the City for walking and
bicycling to provide attractive, natural, and safe
transportation corridors. ‘

Yes

As shown in Figures 3.04, 3.0-7, 3.0-8, and
3.0-9, the proposed project does include multi-
use paths and bike lanes throughout the project
area, including along the realigned Morrison
Creek corridor.  Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy C.2.2

Provide bicycle/pedestrian connections to public
transit systems at stops, stations and terminals,
carpool/vanpool park-and-ride lots, activity centers
such as schools, libraries, community centers,
colleges, universities, hospitals, medical offices,
senior residences, parks, athletic facilities,
government services, employment centers, high-
density residential areas, and commercial centers,
central business districts, and other cities.

Yes

See discussion under Policy C.2.1 above. The
proposed project includes a network of bike
lanes, paseos, pedestrian trails, and multi-use
trails that connects all parts of the project area
with the included uses listed in Policy C.2.2.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy C.2.3

All projects shall be designed to safely integrate
walking and provide alternatives to automobile
transportation.

Yes

See discussion under Policy C.2.1 above. In
addition to the circulation master plan for the
proposed project, the project includes
live/work units that allow residents to utilize
the lower floor of their homes for office or
retail uses, allowing residents to live where
they work and subsequently reduce their
reliance on their car. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy C.2.4

People throughout the City should be able to walk
safely and conveniently to destinations within
reasonable walking distance, especially schools,
employment centers, and transit stations and stops.

Yes

See discussion under Policy C.2.1 above. The
interconnected network of pedestrian paths
and sidewalks included in the proposed project
would ensure that the project would be
consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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CommunityPlan Policies

Policy C.2.5
The Clty seeks to improve the time convenience of
| walking and bicycling  with through direct

connections  and special facilities such as
bike/pedestrian boulevards.

See discussion under Policy C.2.2 above.

Policy C.2.6

Sidewalks should be provided throughout the City.
Suggested widths for sidewalks are shown below;
these may be adjusted as determined appropriate
by the City to accommodate special circumstances;
the City may require wider or narrower sidewalks
than shown below. Meandering sidewalks are'
discouraged,  except ~where  necessary .
accommodate snte—speaﬁc features such as trees or
habitat.

Yes

The proposed project includes a network of
sidewalks on every street in the project. See
Figures 3.0-7, 3.0-8, and 3.0-9 for details on
sidewalks included in the proposed project.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent-with this policy. :

Policy C.2.7

The City of Rancho Cordova prormotes bicycle
travel as an alternative to motor vekicle use and
seeks to provide a system of on- and off-street
bicycle facilities throughout the commufity. The
City shall seek to provide safe and convenient
bicycle access to all parts of the community through
a signed network of on- and off-street facilities, low-
speed streets, and secure parking. The following list
indicates some, but not all, of. the potential
strategies for building this system:

e Design all commercial and residential
‘developments to make walking and
bicycling attractive and convenient modes
of transportation.

e  Fill gaps in existing, planned, or proposed
interregional bicycle or pedestrian routes.

e Convert underused travel lanes, drainage
channels, railroad corridors or other
related features to bicycle or pedestrian
paths or amenities where possible and
desirable.

¢  Provide safe, comfortable public places
where people can stop, sit, rest, meet, and
visit with each other and enjoy their
surroundings

e Require that new developments provide
bicycle and pedestrian connections within
the development, and connect to the
existing bicycle network.

e Residential neighborhoods should be
provided with a direct connection to the
nearest bikeway along an arterial or
collector street.

Yes

The proposed project provides for bicycle
travel through both design of land uses, such as
the live/work units that allow residents to live |
where they work as:well as close t6. shopping |
and other services, and through an:extensive:i.
network of paths and bike lanes throughout the -
project area. See Figures 3.0-7, 3.0-8, and3:0- |
9 for details on these sidewalks and pathways.
In regards to specific requirements of Pohcy L
C.2.7: s

e See dlscussmn of Pollcy c: 2 2 above

- . Bicycle and pedestrlan ,routes;‘ .

~=v included in the: proposed project will +:

. connect to similar: routes :in the -
surfounding projects. -

e _ The realignment of Morrison Creek |
will include paths on both sides for
pedestrians and bicycles.

e See Figure 3.0-10 for a depiction of |
the system of parks and open space to
be included in the project.

e As discussed in Policy C.2.1 above,
the bicycle and pedestrian paths
included in the project are located
throughout the project, connect all
major parts of the project, and
connect to adjacent projects’ paths.

e All residential neighborhoods within
the proposed project include bike .
" lanes on collectors and arterials,
connecting these neighborhoods to
the greater bicycle and pedestrian
path network within the project.

Due to the above factors, the proposed project

The Preserve at Sunridge
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o CommunltyPlan Policies

the proposed project were omitted from the
bulleted list above.

Note: Portions of this policy that do not vapp/y t0

.would be consistent with this policy.

Policy C.2.7 Yes Within the proposed project every roadway,
. . including collectors and arterials, either
On-str(cjeet bike (Ijanes shou(ljd be plrowlded Zlong .a” includes a bike lane or an attached bike path.
secgn ary roi ways, and on toca anc d ma:cor Additionally,  bike/pedestrian  paths  are
.rota ways twd eret n%esstarytb.ok prct>vx © gr included along the boundaries of the open
n er;(;:on;ecel rolu es. r:j-s ree é € routes n:jay € space areas and along the Morrison Creek
prﬁw Z on Oc‘Jca, secon bant/lil ar&.tmajor roadways realignment. Therefore, the proposed project
where deemed necessary Dy the Lity. would be consistent with this policy.
Policy C.5.2 Yes, With The consulting firm Fehr & Peers was
itigati he Ci rf full i
The City should require proposed new Mitigation contracted by the City to perform a full analysis

development projects to analyze their contribution
to increased traffic and to implement improvements
necessary (on facilities not covered by a fee
program) to address their impact.

of traffic impacts from the proposed project,
including a list of mitigation required to offset
these impacts. Section 4.4 of this EIR contains
that analysis. Mitigation incorporated into that
section addresses the impacts of the proposed
project and mitigated those impacts.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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TABLE 4.5A

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN NOISE ELEMENT POLICIES

' ‘General Plan Policies

Policy N.1.1 -

Yes, With

Mitigation measures MM 4.5.2a through MM |

Noise created by the construction of new
transportation noise sources (such as new roadways
or new light rail service) shall be mitigated so as not
to exceed the levels specified in Table N-C at
outdoor activity areas or interior spaces of existing
noise-sensitive land uses. Please see Policy N-1.7
for discussion of improvements to existing
roadways.

C j . . Mitigation | 4.5.2e as well. as mitigation measures MM
f\:]e\ﬁl devcfalopmepthofhthe uses lhste_d in Ta!.)_ledN,T3 4.5.6a through MM 4.5.6¢ listed in Section 4.5
sha TCCI;T or;\r}lwltc,i the ndO|se devels c,ontalk,?e“ l:l>n of this EIR will reduce the noise impacts of
Toigteg ?:;)nstrUIZte?iorai%/é?u:h;?;ezrezir; anoisZ noise sources to below significant levels.
sources’ in order to ,achieve compliance' with the Therefore the proposed project would be
. - ‘ consistent with this policy.
City’s noise standards. . - RS
Policy N.1.2 Yes, With Acoustical modeling included in Section 4.5 of
Where noise-sensitive land uses are proposed in Mitigation this EIR predicts npise Ievels high_er than the
. . . . . standards set forth in NO-A and NO-C for
areas exposed to existing or projected exterior noise some noise sources. However, incorporation
levels exceeding the levels specified in‘Tab‘le NO_C of mitigation measures (listed in/ the discussion:
or the’ performar?ce standards of Table NO—A, an of Policy N.1:1 above) would reduce any
acoystlcal analyys’ §hall be required as part of t’hg noise impacts to a level below City standards. |
eq\{lror}mental reVIew Process. so .th(?t _noise Therefore the proposed project would be
mitigation may be included in the prOJectw‘he5|gn, consistent with this policy.
Policy N.1.3 Yes, With See discussion under Policy N.1.1 above.
. . Mitigation
Noise created by new proposed non-transportation
noise sources shall be mitigated so as not to exceed
the noise level standards of Table NO-A as
measured immediately within the property line of
lands designated for noise-sensitive uses.
Policy N.1.4 Yes, With See discussion under Policy N.1.2 above.
. . . Mitigation
Where proposed non-residential land uses are likely
to produce noise levels exceeding the performance
standards of Table N-A at existing or planned noise-
sensitive uses, an acoustical analysis shall be
required as part of the environmental review
process so that noise mitigation may be included in
the project design. The requirements for the content
of an acoustical analysis are shown in Table N-B.
Policy N.1.5 Yes, With While the proposed project includes the
Mitigation construction of the portion of Chrysanthy

Boulevard that lies within the project area as
well as various other smaller roads internal to
the project, incorporation of mitigation
measure. MM  4.5.4 would reduce any
construction related noise impacts to a less
than significant level, ensuring that the
proposed project would be consistent with this

policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge ...
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“General Plan Pohcxes

Policy N.1.9

Where noise mitigation measures are required to
achieve the standards of Tables NO-A and NO-C,
the emphasis of such measures shall be placed
upon site planning and project design. The use of
noise barriers shall be considered a means of
achieving the noise standards only after all other
practical design-related noise mitigation measures,
including the use of distance from noise sources,
have been integrated into the project.

Yes, With
Mitigation

All Mitigation Measures incorporated in this
EIR include acoustical mitigation methods
other than sound walls, except for within one
condition of mitigation measure MM 4.5.6a,
which allows for sound walls only where no
other measure is available. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with this
policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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TABLE 4.6A

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN AIR QUALITY ELEMENT POLICIES

© Analysis

iy

Policy AQ.1:2
Promote. improved air quality benefits through

energy. - .conservation =~ measures  for. new
development.

The project is a mixed-use development with
residential and commercial uses. in close.
proximity to serve the daily. needs of the
development and reduce the number of.
vehicle trips and miles traveled. The proposed
Town Center will include medium- to high-
density residential and commercial uses
adjacent to Jaeger Road, for which transit
services are planned. The project would also
incorporate on-site trails, paseos, and bike
paths to promote non-vehicular access and
circulation, which will promote improved air
quality and ensure consistency with this
policy.

Policy AQ.1.5

Require that new development pay its fair share of
the cost of transit facilities.

Yes, With
Mitigation

Mitigation Measures identified and
incorporated into the project as part of Section
4.5 of this EIR include off-site transit facilities
that must be installed by the applicant before
construction of the project, therefore meeting
the requirements of this policy.

Policy AQ.1.6

Identify the air quality impacts of development
proposals to avoid significant adverse impacts and
require appropriate mitigation measures or offset
fees.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The project would result in significant
construction, operational, and cumulative air
quality-related emissions. Mitigation measures
MM 4.6.1a, MM 4.6.1b, and MM4.6.2 were
identified to reduce the project’s nitrogen
oxide construction emissions. Additionally,
the project proponent would also be required
to pay offset fees to mitigate construction
related particulate matter impacts to ensure
consistency with this policy.

Policy AQ.1.7

- All new development projects which have the
potential to result in substantial air quality impacts
shall incorporate design, construction, and/or
operational features to result in a reduction in
emissions equal to 15 percent compared to an
“unmitigated baseline” project. An “unmitigated
baseline project” is a development project which is
built and/or operated without the implementation
of trip-reduction, energy conservation, or similar
features, including any such features which may be
required by the Zoning Code or other applicable
codes.

Yes

Air Quality Plans are developed to reduce air
quality impacts brought on by new
development. Measures are chosen on the
project’s  location,  employee/residential
density, nature of land use mixes, accessibility
to transit and/or bicycle and pedestrian
amenities. These measure are incorporated
into project design to reduce a project’s air
pollutants by 15 percent or more. The
project's Air Quality Plan (included as
Appendix 4.6) identified the following
measures to reduce the project’s emissions by
a minimum of 15 percent and make the
project consistent with this policy: Mixed-use
designation, average residential density, grid-
style street system, incorporation into County
Service Area 10, information kiosk, bicycle
access/programs, and separate, safe bicycle
and pedestrian path connecting uses.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
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Policy AQ.1.8

Provide for buffers between sensitive land uses and
sources of air pollution or odor.

Yes

“Sensitive receptors within the proposed project

consist mostly of schools. The school site
provided within the proposed project is
located more than 200 feet away from
Chrysanthy Boulevard and within a residential
neighborhood, shielding it from traffic related
air quality issues as well as commercial or
industrial uses.  Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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TABLE 4.7A

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN HYDROLOGY AND
WATER QUALITY ELEMENT POLICIES

: ',Consustenc

,; Analysis ™

Prevent contamination of the ground water table.

' g W|th Pohcy ;
Flood Control
Policy NR.3.4 No The proposed project includes the realignment
Encoufage the Ereation of secondary flood control of Momson‘ Cregk as the only dral.na}ge
. . channel. This action would remove existing
channels for flood- control purposes where the L . . il ok
isting channel supports extensive existing riparian ripartan veggtatlon 'n a perennial cree,
ex ot d wh K ial thereby causing the proposed project to be
vegetation, and where creeks are perennial. inconsistent with this policy.
Policy NR.3.5 Yes The realigned portion of Morrison Creek
. would include open space on either side of
gf:geofnd grOtiTthl;ﬁer zones adjacent to creek the creek, creating a buffer zone adjacent to
s and wetianas. the creek for the length of the creek within
developed areas of the plan area. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.
Surface Water Quality
Policy NR.6.1 Yes, With Incorporation of mitigation measures MM
Promot tions that will protect surf " Mitigation 4.7.2a through 4.7.2d in Section 4.7 of this EIR
orptoe 3(:' r?tit at will protect surface water would ensure that surface water quality and
quality and quantity. quantity is protected to the maximum extent
feasible.  Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.
Policy NR.6.2 Yes, With Incorporation of mitigation measures MM
E inimal ion f devel . Mitigation 4.7.2a through 4.7.2d and 4.7.5 would ensure
nks)ure minimal erosion irom new development in that impacts from erosion would be less than
urban areas. significant. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.
Ground Water
Policy NR.7.3 Yes Through the process of modeling for water
. . . I supply needs and research into potential future
Ensure growth is consistent with water availability. sources, impacts to water supply were found
in Section 4.7 of this EIR to be less than
significant. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.
Policy NR.7.5 Yes Both project and cumulative groundwater
Encoura tible desien and ineerin impacts were found to be less than significant
techni ge ct:ompal te r(')g ndarlv teng eh 8 within this EIR.  Therefore, the proposed
echniques o promote  grou ater recharge project would be consistent with this policy.
capability.
Policy NR.7.6 Yes Both project and cumulative groundwater

impacts were found to be less than significant
within this EIR.  Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
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General Plan Policies . F

Policy NR.7.8

surface water by current and/or past owners or
poliuters.

Require clean up of contaminated ground and |

Yes

The project area currently consists of grazing
land and open space. No prior uses are
evident that could have contaminated ground
or surface water in the project area. While
some polluted plumes have been found
outside the project area due to operations at
the Aerojet property north of the project area,
those plumes do not occur within the project
area. Therefore no cleanup is required and the
proposed project would be consistent with this

policy.

Drainage and Flooding

Policy SA.1.5

| The City shall require that new projects do not

result in new or increased fiooding impacts on
adjoining parcels or upstream and downstream
areas.

Yes, With
Mitigation

Incorporation of mitigation measure MM 4.7.4
would ensure that impacts from flooding, as
well as other stormwater impacts would be
less than significant. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy SA.1.6

The City shall give priority to the designation of
appropriate land uses in areas subject to flooding to
reduce risks to life and property over the
construction of flood control projects. Construction
of new flood control projects shall have a lower
priority, unless land use controls (such as limiting
new development in flood-prone areas) are not
sufficient to reduce hazards to life and property to
acceptable levels.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The proposed project is not sited within the
100-year flood plain and other flooding
impacts would be mitigated by incorporation
of mitigation measure MM 4.7.5. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

\

Policy SA.1.7

Development shall not be permitted on land
subject to flooding during a 100-year event, based
on the most recent floodplain mapping prepared by
the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) or updated mapping acceptable to the City.
Potential development in areas subject to flooding
may be clustered onto portions of a site that are not
subject to flooding, consistent with other policies of
this General Plan.

Yes

The proposed project is not situated within the '
100-year flood plain. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy SA.1.8

A buildable area outside the 100-year floodplain
must be present on every residential lot sufficient to
accommodate a residence and associated
structures. Fill may be placed to create a buildable
area only if approved by the City and in accordance
with all other applicable policies and regulations.
However, the use of fill in the 100-year floodplain
to create buildable area is strongly discouraged,
and shall be subject to review to determine
potential impacts on wildlife, habitat, and flooding

on other parcels.

Yes

All parts of all lots proposed in the project
would lie outside the 100-year floodplain. See
Figure 4.7-1 in Section 4.7 of this EIR for a
depiction of the FEMA 100-Year Floodplain.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

'City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005
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Policy SA.1.9

Yes

: e AnaIYSlS e

Vehicular access to the project site ‘will be..

A comprehensive drainage plan shall be prepared
for all streams and their tributaries prior to any
development within the 100-year floodplain
defined by full watershed development without
channel modifications.

formulated for the SDCP/SRSP .Master EIR:

The proposed project is required to follow this .
plan and would therefore be. consistent with |-

this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
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; oL : subject to requirements of both the City of
Vehicular access to the buildable area of all parcels : Ranjcho Cordgva Police Department ansythe
must be at or above the 10-year storm event “City of ‘Raricho " Cordova Circulation® Plan. |
elevation. Flood impacts from 10-year storm events were

taken into account during the planning of the
City’s Circulation Plan and all roads into the
project area meet or will meet these
requirements. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.
Policy SA.1.10 Yes None of the planned lots exist within an area
o . . . that would be inundated by a ten-year flood
gllrefltlon oli.lptsfwhose%ccess will betlnu?datedhbly; event. All three bridges over Morrison Creek
OZV; reﬂ“. Ingd rI;)r.réa -year ,Tr grtea etrsorm s g will be built to local, State, and federal
not be aftowec. Bridges or similar structures may be requirements. - Therefore, the proposed project
used to provide access over creeks or.inundated would be consistent with this policy
areas, subject to applicable local, state, and federal ‘ ‘ ’
regulations. ‘ ‘
Policy SA.1.11 Yes The proposed project includes only ,_threg A
Di th b ¢ sings of -natural ‘ crossings for Morrison Creek. Whiié norie of ‘[ -
'SCI? uriige de numtert.o[ f(lzrqzs'lngs N d natura these crossings existed prior to the proposed.|:;
creexs to-reduce potenual TNoocding and access project, the creek alignment at thosepoints, |.
problems, consmtent_wnth the need to provide will be constructed as to minimize any.impact:|
roadway and trail.conneéctions and preserve natural to the creek flow frofh the crossingé per the |
resource areas. requirements of the U.S. Army ‘Corps of' : ‘
Engineers and the U.S. Fish and Wlldllfe .
Service. . Therefore, }the proposed project. |...
would be consistent with this policy. |
Policy SA.1.12 _ Yes No such parcels exist within the proposed -
Lots or parcels that will contain two or more project.  Therefore, the proposed  project;
would be cons istent with thlS ollc
buildable areas on both sides of a creek or nst p Ve
floodplam shall be discouraged. :
Policy SA.1.16 Yes, With . See the discussion under Policy SA.1.5 above.
. . ) Mitigation :
The City shall require all new urban development
projects to incorporate runoff control measures to
minimize peak flows of runoff and/or assist in
financing or otherwise implementing
Comprehensive Drainage Plans.
Policy SA.1.17 Yes The project applicant is required to maintain, |
D facilities should b l tained t stormwater facilities throughout construction.
rainage facilities should be properly main ained to ‘Responsibility for ~maintenance of ‘these [
ensure their proper operation during storrms. facilities falls on the Department of ‘Water |
Resources after that point and for perpetuity.
Therefore, “the proposed project would be
cohsistent with this policy.
Policy SA.1.18 Yes A . comprehensive. drainage  plan was |
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Policy SA.1.19

The City shall require all new urban development
projects to incorporate runoff control measures to
minimize peak flows of runoff and/or assist in

financing or otherwise
Comprehensive Drainage Plans.

Mitigation

implementing

See the discussion under Policy SA.1.5 above.
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October 2005

Appendix 4.0-17

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report



APPENDIX 4.0 — CONSISTENCY TABLE ANALYSIS

. TABLE 4.8A
PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND
‘ SEISMICITY OBJECTIVES AND POLICIES

‘A Geotéchnical Report was prepared for the
proposed project, .which .. identified site-;|
specific geologic related conditions and
hazards.  However, the report and the
conclusions of this EIR found that all impacts
due to geology, soils, and seismicity were less
than significant and did not require mitigation.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy SA.1.23
The City supports efforts by federal, State, and other
local jurisdictions to investigate local seismic and

geological hazards and support those programs that
effectively mitigate these hazards.

Policy SA.1.24 Yes See discussion under Policy SA.1.23 above.
Additionally, all buildings, dwelling units, and
other project related structure designs must
demonstrate compliance with local and
Uniform Building Code (UBC) requirements
prior the issuance of building permits.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

The City shall ensure that new structures are
protected from damage caused by geologic and/or
soil conditions to the greatest extent feasible.

The Preserve at Sunridge . City-of Rancho Cordova :+.
Draft Environmental Impact Report September 2005,
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TABLE 4.9A

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT
COUNTY GENERAL PLAN NATURAL RESOURCES POLICIES

= ;.Analysis

Policy NR.1.1
Incorporate large interconnected wooded open
space corridors in new development areas to

provide movement corridors, and nesting sites for
migratory songbirds and raptors.

The 92.4-acre wetland preserve included in
the proposed project is part of a contiguous
open space preserve area that connects to the
Anatolia preserve to the southwest. This
preserve is designed such that people are kept
out and wildlife is aliowed to traverse the area
freely. All fencing is wildlife passable and
signage identifies  offlimits areas to
pedestrians. While this project would include
realignment of Morrison Creek in the utility
corridor, it would not be a “wooded” or
natural interconnected corridor due to the
SMUD and PG&E facilities. Therefore, this
project would not be consistent with this
policy.

Policy NR.1.2

Preserve and protect Swainson’s hawk habitat.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The project will result in the loss of 454.9
acres of foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk.
However, implementation of mitigation
measure MM 4.9.1a would require the
permanent preservation of 341.18 acres off-
site, reducing the impact to Swainson’s Hawk
habitat to less than significant levels and
ensuring that the project would consistent
with this policy.

Policy NR.1.4

Encourage the use of drought tolerant native
vegetation in local landscaping to the maximum
extent feasible and discourage the use of invasive
species.

‘ Yes

As part. of the City’s standard conditions of
approval for development projects, plant
species and placement must be approved by
the City before installation. Potential species
will be analyzed for their invasiveness,
drought-tolerance, and  other  factors.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy. -

Policy NR.2.1

Protect the wetland resources of the City of Rancho
Cordova by ensuring that there is no net loss of
functions and values (including vernal pools and
other wetland habitats) for special status species.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The project would result in the loss of 15.65
acres of wetlands. However, implementation
of mitigation measures MM 4.9.1a, 4.9.1b,
4.9.2a, 4.9.2b, and 4.9.5a through 4.9.5c
would ensure that impacts to wetlands would
be less than significant. Mitigation measure
MM 4.9.5a specifically states that no net loss
of wetlands shall occur.  Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

Policy NR.2.2

Ensure that direct and indirect effects to wetland
habitats are minimized through the promotion of
environmentally sensitive project siting and design,
to the maximum extent practicable.

No

The proposed project proposes to realign
Morrison Creek and would result in the loss of
15.65 acres of wetland habitats. While some
consideration has been made for the
preservation and protection of wetlands, (i.e.
the large wetland preserve area in the
southwest of the project), additional siting and

City of Rancho Cordova
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design considerations could further protect

these habitats.  Therefore, the proposed
project is not consistent with this policy.

Encourage the planting of native trees in buffer
areas of preserve sites, open space, and creek
corridors, where appropriate.

Policy NR.3.2 No See discussion of Policy NR.2.2 above. The
Creat (g tural 1 hic Trelief and realignment of Morrison Creek would not
reate or fre ;m n? ucrja opoErap 'IC re lf an retain topographic relief variation in the new
varldaflonto channels during channel creation or channel. ~Therefore, the proposed project is-
moditication. . not consistent w1th thlS pohcy o
Policy NR.3.3 Yes While the proposed project would reallgn‘
Di the ol t of ; th K Morrison Creek, this realignment would be
lzlcoﬁ ragel @ placement of concrete within. cree S constructed of earth and natural features, not
and channels. concrete. Therefore, the proposed project
_ would be consistent with this policy.

Policy NR.3.4 No This project would result in the realignment of
£ th . ¢ dary flood trol Morrison  Creek, which would convey
Ecourellg? rf‘el crga lont OI seconaary hoo cozt seasonal storm flows as well as urban runoff.
channels 0 oort con rto purposes \:[V ere existing This would not create secondary flood control
¢ antntta. SUPSO E ex enlilve exis mg] nparlen channels; instead it would result in realigning
ve}ge-a fon, an ‘W ere creeks are perennla ) an existing channel. Therefore, thée proposed'.

project would not be consistent with “this”
. _ policy.: Co R ;
Policy NR.3.5 Yes The proposed project would install
landscaping buffers along preserves and the
Crea’(tje and éarot:lc t Zuffer zone adjacent to creek creek area using minimal local vegetation and
corridors anc wetlanads minimally invasive fencing and path materials.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.
Policy NR.4.1 ~ ‘Yes There are no native oak trees located within':
: BT e L the proposed project site. Therefore, the
I(’:r'eserve and protect native oak habitats within the proposed project would be cons:stent w;th ,
1ty Ce = thls policy.
Pohcy NR 4 2 Yes See discussion under Policy NR.4.1 above
Preserve and protect native oak and landmark tree
resources for their historic, economic, aesthetic,
and environmental values.
Policy NR.5.1 : Yes . See discussion under Pol_ic‘y NR.:1 4 above,
Encourage the use of drought-tolerant, native plants
in public and private landscaping.
Policy NR.5.4 Yes Final details as to landscaping and plant

choice have not been decided as of the date
of this EIR. However, any trees to be planted
as part of the proposed project would be
subject to City approval. (See discussion
under Policy NR.1.4 above for information on-
conditions of approval for new plants.)
Therefore, the proposed project would be:
consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
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“TABLE 4.10A
PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA GENERAL PLAN CULTURAL RESOURCES POLICIES

Policy CHR.4.1 Yes, With While  no  significant  archeological,
Encourage the preservation and enhancement of Mitigation prehistoric, or historic sites were anticipated
S teT . within the Preserve at Sunridge project,
existing historical resources in Rancho Cordova. mitigation measures MM 4.10.1a, 4.10.1b,
and 4.10.2 reduce the impacts to théese types
of sites if they are found during construction.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.
Policy CHR.4.4 Yes No such historic structures exist in the project
. ) . area, therefore no restoration, renovation,
Encoqrggg restora'tlont renovation,  and/or and/or rehabilitation is required. As no
rehabilitation of all historic structures. structures exist in the plan area, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.
Policy CHR.4.6 Yes, With See discussion under Policy CHR.4.1 above.
Protect and preserve prehistoric, historic, and Mitigation
paleontological resources throughout the City by
incorporating measures to protect and preserve
these resources into all planning and development.

City of Rancho Cordova
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TABLE 4.12A°

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WiTH CITY. OF RANCHO CORDOVA DRAFT GENERAL PLAN PUBLIC FACILITIES POLICIES

General Facilities.
Policy ISF.2.1 Yes All-responsible public. facilities were included
in both the design process via the design
Bxcept Vt\';‘hin pf;Ohlb'tted by s:ctate Ia]\lN' ti;)el City shall charette and in the production of this EIR both
re‘jj”’fr.e,.l.;‘ ;u 'I|(|:lEn cap?clg)ly n at' pvu_tl'c ;erv;;gs through written communication and verbal.
3” ..agl ues W'l , T,ava(; apble don |me:t 0 «}:n,?_'tn an All facilities have expressed their confidence
te;re serwcte evels ?; avol tcapafcf:n yts ° a§es that services will be available and capacity
radlc co[rzgesfllo? or other negative effects on safety will be adequate to serve the proposed |
and quaity of ire. project.  Therefore, the proposed project:
would be consistent with this policy.
Policy ISF22 _ Yes All service agencies, including the. school
o districts and the park district, were contacted
The City shelzlld coordltnate (;Nlth outSIded servtlﬁe early on in the analysis process for this EIR
agencies—including water and sewer providers, the and their input was sought in its design and
Cordova Recreation and Park District, and the lusi Additionally, th .
hool districts—during the review of plans and conclusions. - Adcitionally, nese agencies | .
ZC | ¢ oroject ‘were included in the design charette for the |
evelopment projects. proposed project.” Therefore, the proposed"
project would be con5|stent wnth thls pollcy
Water Supply '
Policy ISF.3.1 Yes See discussion under Policy ISF.2.1 above.
Water supply and delivery: systems shall be
available in time to meet the demand created by
new development, or shall be assured through the
use of bonds or other sureties to the City's
satisfaction.
Policy ISF.3.5 Yes Pressure requirements of water supply were
The Citv shall ire that water f d discussed in the SDCP/SRSP Master EIR as
b € ltyds ; treq#rg ta!walert ow art1 dprrﬁss;{re well as within Section 4.12 of this EIR. Under
€ provi .el ‘adsut !c;en defye ? ﬁt.mee do estic, the requirements of both EIRs, the proposed
commercial, industrial, and Hrefighting needs. project would meet these requirements.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.
Wastewater
Policy ISF.4.1 Yes See discussion under Policy ISF.2.1 above.
Sewage conveyance and treatment capacity shall be
available in time to meet the demand created by
new development, or shall be assured through the
use of bonds or other sureties to the City's
satisfaction.
Policy ISF.4.2 . Yes The proposed project would be supplied
Ind dent it " hall not b wastewater service by CSD-1, not by a private
nt eg)[gr;] an commtém y]sewer sty stems shall not be community system. Therefore, the proposed
established for new development. project would be consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge - .
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s :“‘Géhere_:i‘l*?P'l;

Policy ISF.4.3

Connection to a public sewer system shall be
required for all commercial or industrial
development, and for all residential development
with lots smaller than two (2) acres.

No residential lots over two acres in size exist

in the project area and all commercial and |
industrial lots would be served by the public

wastewater system provided by CSD-1.

Therefore, the proposed project would be

consistent with this policy.

Public School Facilities

Policy ISF.1.2

The City recognizes that school siting criteria and
development of public schools are not within the
City’s jurisdiction; therefore, the City strongly
encourages the Folsom Cordova and Elk Grove
Unified School Districts to consider the following
criteria in the siting of new school facilities:

e  Mitigate traffic impacts on nearby roadways
to City standards for level of service.

e Schools should serve as a focal point of
neighborhood activity and be interconnected
with - churches, parks, greenways, and off-
street paths whenever possible.

e Be within walking distance of most
_residences (one mile or less) or within two
miles of all residences whenever possible.

e New schools should be placed adjacent to
neighborhood and community parks
whenever possible and be designed to
promote joint use of appropriate facilities.

e New schools should link with trails,
bikeways, and pedestrian paths wherever
possible.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The school site included in the project design
meets these recommended standards for
school siting. All roadway impacts from the
proposed project are mitigated in Section 4.4
of this EIR. The school site sits within the -
network of parkways and pedestrian paths
planned for the project, as well as within a
planned neighborhood of low to medium
density housing. All residences within the
project area are within two miles of the school
site. Lastly, a neighborhood park is located
immediately adjacent to the school site to the
north. Therefore, the proposed project would
be consistent with this policy.

Park Acquisition and Maintenance

Policy OSPT.1.1

The City shall implement the requirement that all
new residential development dedicate land at a rate
of seven (7) acres of land per 1,000 population or
provides in-lieu payment for parkland sufficient to
fund the acquisition of an amount of acceptable
land equal to the dedication requirement. Required
parkland dedication shall be calculated separate
from any required open space.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The proposed project includes 41.1 acres of
parks to be constructed. However, with an
estimated additional 7,244 residents, this
policy requires the creation of 50.7 acres of
parks, resulting in a shortfall of 9.6 acres. The
project applicant will pay an in-lieu payment
to the city as per mitigation measure MM
4.12.7.2. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy OSPT.1.2

Determination of the acceptability of lands
proposed for dedication as public parkland shall be
made by the City, with input from the Cordova
Recreation and Park District, as part of the review
and approval of each project.

Yes

Parkland to be dedicated as part of the
proposed project has been generally accepted
by the Cordova Recreation and Park District
as acceptable for use as a local park.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.
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October 2005

Appendix 4.0-23

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report



APPENDIX 4.0 ~ CONSISTENCY TABLE ANALYSIS

Policy OSPT.1.3

The City encourages park development adjacent to
school sites and the formation of joint use
agreements between school and park districts.

Yes

The proposed project includes a!i 5-acre ...
neighborhood park site immediately adjacent
to the planned 11-acre elementary school site. |
Therefore, the proposed project would be -
consistent with this pollcy ‘ ‘

Policy OSPT.2.1

" Generally, ten percent (10%) of all new residential
developable areas should be provided as accessible
open space areas in addition to public parks: These
open space areas -are referred to as “paseos/
parkways,” but may take other forms if approved by
the City. The City may find developments to be.in
conformance  with - minimum : open - space
requirements if they provide dedicated open space

Yes; With
Mitigation

The City Planning Department has determmed
that the 10 percent open space requirement |
has been met by the proposed project by both |
the establishment of paseos in residential
areas and with-.the large open space in the
southwest of the project area, as well as by the.

_payment of in-lieu fees for any shortage of

parks as mandated in mitigation measure MM
4,12.7.2. Therefore, the proposed project.
would be consistent with this policy.

generally in keeping with the intent of this pollcy
Policy OSPT.2.8

Provide appropriate pedestrian and bicycle linkages
to existing facilities, particularly to those facilities
within the Americari River Parkway and the Folsom
South Canal and future major through trail facilities.

Yes

The proposed plan includes a system of bike |
trails and pedestrian sidewalks that is desigried
such that it will link up with adjacent projects |
in the SDCP/SRSP plan area to form a

......

that the proposed project would be consnstent

‘wsth this policy.

" Policy OSPT.2.13

The City shall maximize the potential benefits to
residents and the community presented by open
space mitigation lands within urban development.

Yes

The majonty of the. 89.7 acres of open space
included in the proposed project encompass
vernal pools and other wetlands to be
protected as mitigation against biological |

“impacts ‘identified in Section 4.9 of this EIR.
"This open 'space will bé located within the

urban dréa identified and planned for-in' the
SDCP/SRSP  Master - EIR. Therefore, the |
proposed project would be "consistent  with
this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
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TABLE 4.1B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN LAND USE POLICIES

General Plan P

Policy LU-5

Multi-family housing development in excess of 15
dwelling units per net acre should be located
according to the following general criteria:

Multi-family housing sites should generally be no
smaller than eight (8) acres and no larger than
fifteen (15) acres. The minimum size is intended
to ensure on-site management; the maximum size is
intended to reduce the potential for public safety
problems

Individual sites should be located at least one-third
(1/3) mile apart. This /s intended to reduce the
potential for over-concentration of multi-family uses
in any part of Rancho Cordova.

Multi-family housing sites should be located close

to commercial areas, major roadways, and public |

transit to encourage pedestrian rather than vehicle
traffic.

Senior housing projects may be appropriate at sizes
and spacing below typical thresholds, due to the
reduced traffic and other impacts generally
associated with these uses.

7 Analysis .
Multi-family housing to be built under the
Preserve at Sunridge project would total 11.2
acres of land with approximately 288
dwelling units. The following factors apply to
this policy: '

e Multi-family housing will be built on
11.2 acres, which is in between the
maximum and minimum set forth in
LU-5.

e There is only one site within the project
boundaries that will contain multi-
family housing, therefore distances
between sites is not applicable.

e Multifamily housing will be built
within easy walking distance of a new
shopping center (also within the
project) and will be served by the
Sacramento Regional Transit District
(SRTD).

e The project does not include senior
housing.

Due to the above factors, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-7

The County shall not approve land use projects
which are for noncontiguous development (i.e.,
leapfrog).

Yes

The proposed project site is part of the larger
Sunrise Douglas Community Plan (SDCP)
area, which is designated in the Sacramento
County General Plan as an “Urban Growth
Area.” The SDCP is also located within the
Urban Services Boundary (USB). The issues
of growth and development within the SDCP
were globally addressed in the Sunrise
Douglas Community Plan/Sunridge Specific
Plan (SDCP/SRSP) FEIR, which was certified
by the Sacramento County Board of
Supervisors in June 2002. The proposed
project will be built on vacant land within this
Urban Growth Area. Proposed and approved
capital improvement projects within the
SDCP/SRSP area will adequately serve the
vacant area to be developed by the Preserve
at Sunridge project. Refer to Section 4.12 of
this EIR for more information on available and
planned infrastructure to serve the proposed
project.  Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-8

infrastructure financing plans which specify the
extent, timing and estimated cost of all necessary

Yes

The Preserve at Sunridge project is required to
submit an infrastructure financing plan to the
City for approval. An approved financing
plan must be completed prior to the start of

City of Rancho Cordova
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infrastructure, shall be approved by the County
together with the approval of zoning for any urban
uses in urban growth areas. The resulting financing
mechanisms shall be implemented prior to the
approval of all entitlements in urban growth areas.

construction  activities. .Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

Discourage the. establishment and build-out of
linear, strip pattern, commercial centers.

the Preserve at Sunridge Project is not
arranged in a linear fashion. The commercial
portion of the project is designed around a
“town center” layout and is generally in the

shape of a quarter circle with roads crossing.|.

the area. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report
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Policy LU-9 Yes ' The Preserve ‘at Suntidge project is included
S C in a proposed Special Planning Area (SPA).
Specific Plans may be prepared for subareas of an The Gpeana'[ Plarg) Land Use Deiignétions for
urban growth area for the purpose of prioritizing th v . "~
> T L ) e Preserve at Sunridge SPA .utilize the Land
development opportunities: |n stich cases, the Plan A > . o
. . Use Designations as indicated in the City’s |,
shall - have ~defensible - boundaries and address 3
: - Interim General Plan. The proposed SPA
development.of all lands within.them. .
- document would supplement, enhance; or .
replace certain conditions of . the existing
Code, provide the opportunity for developing
unique planning standards (e.g., lot sizes,
setback ‘standards, permitted uses, etc.) in
‘ | response to site-specific issues, as well as’
provide for a more creative development than *|*"
could be achieved solely through standard-|"
zoning regulations.  This SPA is consistent |
with Policy LU-9. The SPA document is,
: included as Appendix 3.0. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent wrth
“ this pollcy
Policy LU-12 No The Preserve at. Sunndge, wh|Ie contalnrng
D di it hasi ixed several different land uses, has an_emphasis
de‘,’el.” 'T‘g,:t on h l Sld emp ]as(:lig, ‘ ?h ‘ mr?e” _use on residential development. The project will
evelopment ~ should - Inciude € ollowing consist of 4% retail/office uses, 57%
proportrons of different Uses; shown as percentages residential uses, and 11% public uses. All
of the site area: uses except for retail and commercial arei::
within the proportions set forth in LU- 12.
However, since the retail uses are outside the
e ’ . ‘dllowed rdnge’in Policy LU-12, the proposed_
Retail 50-70% 10:30% | 10-30% project would not be consistent with™ this
Office 0-20% 50-70% | 0-30% policy.
Residential | 20-40% 0-30% | 50-80%
Public N 10-30% 10-30% 10-3v0°/'a
Policy LU-31 R . Yes The proposed commercial and office space for
i : N . , the project site will be located along Jaeger
AS?” re that_ reS‘°’Ta'r'Y‘9“¢r.‘ted oommercral and Road and Chrysanthy Boulevard, providing
office uses and employment concentrations have th .

, ; -~ , o ose land uses with road access, adequate
adequate road access, high frequency transit service parking, and access to proposed transit
and an adequate but efficient supply of parking: service,  Therefore, the proposed project

would be consistent with this policy.
Policy LU-33 Yes The planned office and commercial space for

City of Rancho Cordova .
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: :G.:eni’(a'rél': Plan Policies

Policy LU-51

Assure service availability, adequacy, and funding
at each stage of the development process for all
public services for the life of the project consistent
with the intent of this policy.

All services responsible for providing service
to the Preserve at Sunridge project have been
consulted in order to ensure they have the
ability and the desire to extend their current
service to the planned development of the
project. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-57

The County shall not provide urban services
beyond the Urban Policy Area, except when the
County determines the need for health and safety
purposes.

Yes

The proposed Preserve at Sunridge project is
located within the Urban Policy Area for the
City of Rancho Cordova. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with |
this policy.

Policy LU-60

Sewer and water treatment and delivery systems

shall not provide for greater capacity than that |-

authorized by the General Plan.

Yes

Sewage delivery systems to serve the project
will be tied into existing systems already in
place at surrounding locations. The
Sacramento Regional County Sanitation
District (SRCSD) has declared that they have
adequate capacity to handle the additional
wastewater produced by the project without
increasing capacity. Refer to Section 4.12.4
of this EIR for more information on
wastewater treatment capacity. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

Policy LU-69

County departments shall coordinate
implementation of electric service delivery, air
quality, water supply, transportation, drainage/flood
control, solid waste disposal/recycling, and
hazardous waste management plans in conjunction
with vested public and quasi-public agencies.

Yes

See discussion under Policy LU-51 above.

Policy LU-70

The County shall coordinate with public service
providers independent from County government,
including schools, parks and recreation,
reclamation, water, transit, electric, and other
service districts, in developing financial and service
planning strategies consistent with the General Plan
policies.

Yes

See discussion under Policy LU-51 above.
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TABLE 4. 2B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN POPULATION AND HOUSING POLICIES

 Analysis

Pohcy HE4

The Preserve at SunRidge project site fs part

The County shaII not: approve any land use ;proposal 31[: tP/\Se lekrgder Stgnnsef DoF::glas (SCEc))(r;"lPr;lsuRns:g
to develop any site available for multifamily housing an/>unisioge - opeciiic Han

) ) approved on July 17, 2002 by the

for any use other than multifamily except where the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors.
;r::\;:??rn;s ?;‘“g://\zlable multlfamlly exceeds 1003 The Sunrise Douglas Community Plan/ |
L ‘ SunRidge Specific Plan (SDCP/SRSP) will

a) Effectnve February 23; 1996, up to 50 acres of result in dévelopment of approximately
land available for multifamily housing may be 22,503 dwelling units, including 412 -units
approved for a use other than multlfamlly of multifamily housing, and supporting 479.
housing. acres of commercial, 177 acres of park, and

. - . 148 acres of school uses within the entire

b) - Up to 75‘addlt|or?al acres of land evalleble for 6,042 acfe Sunrise Douglas Community -
mo[ttfamlly housmg_ may be ame"ed, for a Plan ared. -The impacts of this plan werg
use other than multlfa‘mlly'housmg upon the evaluated in the Sacramento - County |,
effective date 9f Zoning Code amendments General Plan Update (1993). Subsequent
:permtttlvng multlfam‘lly development in the LC projects within the scope of the Sunrise
and SC zonés. _ . Douglas Community Plan/SunRidge Specific

). Up to 71 additional acres of land available for Plan Master EIR are consistent with land use
multifamily hOUSlng may be apprqved for a designations and the permissible |
use other than multifamily housing at a rate development densities and intensities
equivalent to 30% of the new multifamily established by the Specific Plan.
acreage in approved Specnflc Plans of other The Preserve at SunRidge project will | .
New Growth areas. ‘ include 2,415 units of single-family |

d) Up to 27 additional acres of land available for residential in various residential densities; on.
multifamily housing may be approved for a 280.8 acres and 288 units of high-density,
use other than multifamily at a rate equivalent | residential RD-30- (multifamily);on 9:6.acres |
to 10% of the acreage designated for the LC and is consistent with the SDCP/SRSP |and -/ .
and SC zones in approved Specific Plans or | - use designations and development densities |,
other New Growth areas. and = intensities  established  by.. the-|.:

. ' SDCP/SRSP.

e) To the extent that the acreage in New Growth ' bl
areas designated for multifamily residential Due to the above project charactenstlcs, the
development exceeds 236 areas, an proposed project would be consistent w1th ‘
equivalent acreage available for multifamily this policy.
housing may be approved for a use other than
multifamily housing based on 100% of
acreage.

f)  To the extent that the acreage in New Growth
area designated for LC and SC zones exceeds
96 acres, an equivalent acreage available for
multifamily housing may be approved for a
use other than multifamily housing based on
25 percent of acreage.

Policy HE-7 Yes See discussion under Policy HE-5 above.
Support residential project proposals that are

appropriately designed, and meet required density

ranges in order to promote the constructions of

affordable housing.

Policy HE-20 Yes See discussion under Policy HE-1 above.

The Preserve at Sunridge City of Rancho Cordova
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General Plan Policies ‘ —|C0n51st r cy } s —l
| Protect the quality and stability of residential
neighborhoods through the enforcement of local
regulations relating to the proper use and
development of properties throughout the
community.
Policy HE-37 Yes See discussion under Policy HE-5 above.
Promote the construction of affordable housing
which meets the needs of female heads of
households.
Policy HE-38 Yes The. Preserve at Sunridge includes single-
S  the devel t of housing t ¢ th family residences at a lower dwelling unit
upgo f,: e sve op;\mlzn of housing to meet the per acre ratio, allowing for larger houses to
needs ot farge housenolds. be constructed. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.
Policy HE-42 Yes See discussion under Policy HE-7 above.
Distribute affordable housing equitably throughout
the County in accordance with general economic
conditions, such that each community would
contain a range of housing types for all economic
classes.
Policy HE-43 No See discussion under Policy HE-7 above.
. . . | Because the proposed project does not
Supgor;ttlxe use oftadenSIty bonus in ]sclnglifan?lly include a density bonus, it would be
residential projects as a means of achieving inconsistent with this policy.
affordable housing for very low and low-income
households, and for units meeting the housing needs
for the elderly. '
Policy HE-46 No There are no proposed accessory dwelling
. . units proposed as part of the project.
Zuppl)lgrt the_tdevelopment o: r§5|dent|althaccessorlyi Therefore, the proposed project would not
welling units, as a means to increase the overa be consistent with this policy.
supply of housing.
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TABLE 4.6B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN AIR QUALITY POLICIES

Policy AQ-8

Implement the. Sacramento City/County B|keways
Master Plan.

The' Preserve at Sunridge project will be
compatible with surrounding projects and’
will include bikeways and pedestrian ;
paths/sidewalks as set forth under the
current Sacramento City/County ‘Bikeway '
Master Plan (uly 1993) -and the Sunrise
Douglas Community Plan.  Additionally,
bikeways and paseos incorporated into. the
proposed project design are consistent with

+ | the City Bikeway plan and the City Land

Use Map Book. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy AQ -20 -

Submit development proposals to SMAQMD for
review and comment in compliance with CEQA

miaking body.

prior to consideration by the appropriate decision

-Yes

Consultation with SMAQMD was sought by
the City during the CEQA review process
and their input was included in this EIR.
Additionally, SMAQMD's ...Guide: to Air |
Qualjty Assessmeniwas used in the analysis:|

of air quality impacts in.this EIR.. SMAQMD: |-

will be asked to comment on the Draft EIR -
and their comments will be |ncorp05ated in | .
the Final EIR. Therefore, the proposed’|

project would be consistent with-this policy. -

The Preserve at Sunridge
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TABLE 4.7B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN CONSERVATION POLICIES

Surface Water Supplies

“Consisten

Policy.

o _v.ﬁﬁalysié o

Policy CO-6

Require that as properties which have water
entitlements are converted to urban uses, the water
entitlements are also converted so they can be used
to meet the needs of the urban area.

The Preserve at Sunridge will require a new
entittement from the Sacramento County
Department of Water Resources. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.

Surface Water Quality

Policy CO-14

Roads and structures shall be designed to minimize
grading on slopes above 20 percent.

Yes

Elevations within the Preserve at Sunridge
project lay between 170 to 200 feet above
seal level. All slopes within the project are
gently sloping and no slopes of more than
20 percent exist within the project area.
Therefore, no design considerations for
grades greater than 20 percent are
necessary, ensuring that the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Water Resources

Policy CO-23

Subdivisions and Parcel Maps shall be required to
demonstrate adequate quantity and quality of
groundwater prior to approval of residential lots in
areas of the County where supply and quality are
doubtful. ‘

Yes

The water demands associated with the
Sunrise Douglas Community Plan (SDCP)
area were included and addressed in the
comprehensive  water  supply  and
infrastructure planning-for Zone 40. More
specifically, the water demands associated
with the Preserve project were included and
addressed in the development of the Zone
40 “conjunctive use” program as described
in the Draft 2002 Zone 40 Water Supply
Master Plan. Additionally, a Water Supply
Assessment (WSA) was performed by the
Sacramento County Water Agency for the
proposed project, which found adequate
water supply for the project. The Preserve
at Sunridge WSA was approved on
December 7, 2004. Therefore, the project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-25

Should the Board of Supervisors determine that
there is a significant adverse effect on ground water,
including effects on quality, no building permits for
urban commercial and residential uses shall be
issued.

Yes

See discussion under Policy CO-23 above.
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TABLE 4.8B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE GENERAL PLAN GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND SEISMICITY-OBJECTIVES AND. POLICIES

* . :General

Policy 10.16

All buildings, dwelling units, and other

Cany out the requirements of the Uniform Building e srme. somolince with Gty
Code; parncqlarly with regard to seismic design.. | Uniform Building Code (UBC) requirements
B ’ prior the issuance of building permits.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.
Obijective 12.1 Yes Development activities on the project. site
Minimize earth movement and disturbance. gg:;:g\,:e ;l::éﬁ% tost;hn?ja(:éiy OfPrE?)r;(;ZS
development of the site would generally
“follow the existing topographic contours of
“the site. Therefore, the proposéd projéct |
would be consistent with this policy.
Policy. 12.1 Yes Development activities on the project site
T s L A . would be subject to the City of Rancho
Enforce Grading Ordinance provisions for erosion Cord di
. o s g ordova grading standards. Therefore, the
°°r.“f°.‘ on new develgpment p!’OJe.CtS by adopt.mg proposed project would be consnstent W|th
provisions for ongoing monitoring of project this policy. DR P
grading. Project site inspection shall be required :
prior to initial site disturbance and grading to !
ensure all necessary control measures, are in place.
The installation, maintenance, and pérformance of
erosion and sediment: control measures shall be ,
monitored by County or District staff (ort their ’ o
designee) and completely funded by a project
applicant.” All County prOJects shall comply with
this pohcy
Pollcy 1.2.-4, Yes An erosion and sediment control plan is not

Requiire erosion control measures as an element of
all County conitracts, dlscretlonary projects, and
mlmstenal projects. 1

included as part of the EIR. However, the
City requires that such a plan be submitted
by the applicant prior to grading to ensure
that impacts due to erosion are minimized
to a less than significant level. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.
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TABLE 4.98

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN CONSERVATION POLICIES

Policy CO-54

Direct development away from prime or statewide
importance soils or otherwise provide for mitigation
that slows the loss of additional farmland
conversion to other uses.

The proposed project is not situated on
farmland of statewide importance soils.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-55

Projects resulting in the conversion of more than
fifty (50) acres of prime or statewide in importance
farmland shall be deemed to have a significant
environmental effect, as defined by CEQA. -

Yes

See discussion under Policy CO-54 above.

Policy CO-61

Natural Preserves shall not include adjacent
irrigated pasture or cropland. However, they may
include up to 200 feet of adjoining grassland or
grazing area, or up to one-fourth mile of grassland
between parallel riparian or marsh areas.

Yes

There are no irrigated pastures or cropland
adjacent to the portion of the proposed
project that will be designated as a wetland
preserve. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-64

Seasonal and permanent marshland within
designated natural preserves shall not be drained or
filled for the purpose of converting the land to
another use.

Yes

Wetlands exist within the whole of the
project area and 15.65 acres of wetlands
will be filled for the purpose of constructing
the project. However, none of these
wetlands currently exists in a designated
natural preserve. Additionally, 92.4 acres of
the project area will be designated as a new
wetland preserve. These areas will not be
disturbed in any way during and after
project construction. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

Policy CO-65

In any cases where complete or selective removal of
riparian woodland or scrub habitat is necessary for
channel maintenance, public safety, or installation
of infrastructure, it will be planned and carried out,
or mitigated, so as to minimize unavoidable impacts
upon biological resources.

Yes

The Preserve at Sunridge does not contain
any riparian woodland or scrub habitat.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-67

Parcels shall not be created wherein much of the
parcel area would comprise marsh or riparian
habitat rendering the parcel unbuildable except
when within a floodplain corridor or to be
dedicated to and maintained by the County for
flood control, drainage, and wetland maintenance.

Yes

While there are wetlands within the
proposed project area, no marshes or flood
plains exist within the project boundaries.
With the proposed realignment of Morrison
Creek, no parcels within the project would
be “unbuildable”. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
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Policy CO-68
Consistent with overall land use policies, the
County shall support and facilitate the creation and
biological enhancement of large natural preserves
or wildlife refuges by other goverriment entities or
| by private individuals or organizations. Such areas
may, but need not necessatily, ‘function as
mitigation banks for other impacts upon biological
resources due to development

Yes

The proposed project includes a 92.4-acre

wetland preserve that is contiguous with a
larger preserve to the southwest of the
project area. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-69

Review projects for potential to restore
marsh/riparian woodlands, considering effects on
vernal pools, ground water, flooding, and proposed
fill or removal of marsh and riparian habitat.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The effects of the Preserve at Sunridge
project were analyzed for effects on vernal
pools, ground water, flooding, and
proposed fill or removal of marsh - habitat.
Mitigation measures incorporated under -
sections 4.7 and 4.9 of this EIR mitigate
these impacts to the maximum extent’
feasible.
these been .

impacts has completed; -

therefore the proposed project would be |-
.consistent with this policy. .~ .. ool

Policy CO-70

Public or private projects -involving filling - or
removal of marsh/riparian habitat shall be mitigated
outside of natural preserves where on-site mitigation
is not desirable or appropriate shall be mitigated
through the purchase of mitigation credits for
restored wetlands/riparian areas at no net oss. -

Yes, With

Mitigation

Mitigation measure MM 4. 9.1a reqires tHe‘,~i -

off-site preservation of 341.18 ' acres: of;
habitat, including wetland habitat, in order
to offset the impacts to wetlands and other’
habitats within the project drea. Mitigation

measure MM 4.9.5a requires that the'| *
project will result in no net loss of wetlands. |

Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-78

Focus -veriial ‘pool preservation in permanent open
space areas beyond the Urban Area.

Yes, With
Mitigation

The Preserve at Sunridge project lies within
an Urban Growth Area as declared by
Sacramento County.  As the wetland
preserve to be created by the proposed
project is within this boundary, the project
is not technically consistent with this policy.
However, mitigation measure MM 4.9.1a
requires the additional preservation of
341.18 acres of offsite habitat. Some or all
of these acres may be located outside the
Urban Area. As the location of these acres
has not been established, it is assumed that
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.

All CEQA required analysis of;| .-
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General Plan:Policies

Policy CO-79

Strive to link preserves in the County system and
create a network that encompasses all vernal pool

types.

Preserved wetlands and open space within
the Preserve at Sunridge project are located
immediately adjacent to the wetland
preserve established under the Anatolia
Subdivisions, across Jaeger Road to the
southwest. However, the wetland preserve
portion of the proposed project does not
connect with a planned preserve in the
Sunridge East project to the east, nor does it
maintain  the hydrological connection
between Morrison Creek and the vernal
pools enclosed in the preserve. Therefore,
the proposed project would not be
consistent with this policy.

" Policy CO-80

Select vernal pool preserves based on the following
evaluation criteria:  representativeness, habitat
quality, watershed integrity, defensibility, buffer,
preserve size, plant species variety, and presence of
special status species.

Yes

In 2004, representatives of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, the U.S. Environmental

" Protection Agency, and the U.S. Army

Corps of Engineers formulated a
"Conceptual-Level Strategy for Avoiding,
Minimizing, and Preserving  Aquatic
Resource Habitat in the Sunrise-Douglas
Community Plan Area”.  This strategy
identified locations for potential high-
quality preserves as well as a series of
principles and standards for the handling of
these preserves. The potential preserves
they selected were in line with the
requirements of Policy CO-80.

The wetland preserve to be created as part
of the proposed project is within those areas
identified in the strategy. Some areas of the
proposed project designated for
development would also be located within
areas identified by the strategy for wetland
preservation. However, the proposed
wetland preserve is within the area of
effective preservation identified in the
strategy and therefore the project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-81

Ensure that vernal pool preserves are large enough
to protect - vernal pool watersheds, provide an
adequate buffer, have sufficient number and extent
of pools to support adequate species populations
and a range of vernal pool classes.

Yes

See discussion under Policy CO-81 above.
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General Plan Policies.

Policy CO-84 .

Evaluate feasible on-site alternatives in the
environmental review process that reduce impacts
on vernal pools and provide effective on-site
preservation in terms of minimum management
reqwrements, effective size, and evaluation criteria
identified in the report "Sacramento County Vernal
Pools" (1990).

A total of five alternatives to the proposed. |:

project have been identified and analyzed
for their impacts on vernal pools, including |
the required factors of Policy CO-84. This
analysis can be found in Section 6.0 of this |
EIR. Therefore, the proposed project would
be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-85-

Require in-kind compensation for the type and
functional values of vernal pools eliminated by
development. ‘

Yes, With
Mitigation

Mitigation measure MM 4.9.7a requires the
preservation of 341.18 acres of habitat in
order to offset direct impacts' to habitats
within the project, including wetland
habitats such as vernal pools.  The
mitigation measure specifically requires the
preservation of “similar habitat”. Therefore, "
the proposed project would be .consistent.
W|th this pelicy.

Policy CO-86
When on-site preservation or m‘itigation is infeasible
of undesirable, require off-site mitigation at County-

approved : mitigation.. banks within . Sacramento
County.

Yes

See discussion under Pohcyn CO-70 above.
Any mitigation bank established for the‘,:,“:
purpose of offsetting habitat and Wetland
impacts from the project would be subject
to City approval. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-97

Limit land " uses within "established preserves to
activities deemed compatible with maintenance of
the.. vernal. pool resource,, which may . include
ranching, grazing, passive recreation, scientific
study and education. ‘ '

Yes

The preserved wetlands and open space
within the Preserve at Sunridge project will
restrict uses to those compatible with
preservation of habitat and species. There
will be no footpaths or vehicle access in the
preserved land.  Signage and wildlife
passable fencing will be used to further
restrict access to the preserve. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.

Policy CO-142
Public land shall be maintained  to the extent

feasible in a manner that avoids conflicts with
privately owned lands and agricultural operations.

Yes

Parks and schools in the proposed project
area are situated in areas with nearby
compatible land uses (residential) and are
separated from other land uses by streets or
other barriers. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-143

Control human access to critical habitat areas on
public lands to minimize impact upon and
disturbance of threatened and endangered species.

Yes

Critical habitat’ areas that exist within' the
open space and wetland preserve portions
of the proposed project will be protected by
minimally landscaped buffers and wildlife
passable fencing that will prevent damage’
to the habitat from pedestrians and bicycles.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova. . -
September 2005

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report -~ -
Appendix 4.0-36



e

APPENDIX 4.0 — CONSISTENCY TABLE ANALYSIS

Policy CO-144

Consistency with

Protect critical habitat areas on public lands from
pesticide and other similar chemical residues.

Yes

See discussion under Policy CO-143 above.
Access to the preserve will be strictly
controlled. Due to the use of buffer space
between the preserve and other land uses,
any cross-contamination from pesticides
and other chemicals that may be used in the
adjacent land uses will be minimized.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-150

To the extent feasible, plans for urban development
and flood control projects shall incorporate habitat
corridors connecting on-site or adjoining areas (if
any) not designated for alteration.

No

-southwest would be maintained, other

The Preserve at Sunridge contains a large
(92.4 acre) open space and wetland
preserve that connects up with the Anatolia
preserved land to the  southwest.
Additionally, the existing easement for
power transmission lines and towers will
serve to provide a corridor for wildlife
movement through the project from the
northeast to the southwest. However, the
wetland preserve in the proposed project
would not be connected to the planned
preserve in the Sunridge East project to the
east. The two preserves would not be
immediately adjacent to each other and
they would also be modified by the
realignment of Morrison Creek to occur as
part of the proposed project.  While
connections with preserved areas to the

connections to preserves east of the
proposed project would be modified.
Therefore, the proposed project would not
be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-154

Voluntary cooperative agreements shall involve
those lands within Resource Conservation Areas
that contain moderate to high value habitat, exhibit
likely habitat restoration potential, or provide
foraging opportunities.

Yes

The proposed project does not lie within a
Resource Conservation Area. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.
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TABLE 4.10B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN CONSERVATIOVN POLICIES

Analyss

Srmedngp iR R S

Policy CO-157 .

potential future excavation. .

Significant archeologic, prehistoric, or historic
sites shall be protected "as open space for

Yes, With
Mitigation

While - no - significant' ‘drcheological,
prehistoric, or historic sites were anticipated
within the Preserve at Sunridge project,
mitigation measures MM 4.10.1a, 4.10.1b,
and 4.10.2 reduce the impacts to these
types of sites if they are found during
construction. - Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

i
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TABLE 4.118B
PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH SACRAMENTO COUNTY GENERAL PLAN VISUAL RESOURCES POLICIES

Policy LU-22
Exterior building materials on nonresidential

structures shall be composed of a minimum of 50
percent low-reflectance, non-polished finishes.

Yes, With
Mitigation

¢’

Exterior building wall finish materials are
anticipated to consist of wood, concrete,
masonry, stucco or cement plaster. Tile or
cut stone accents may be incorporated to
enhance design. Mitigation measure MM
4.11.2b would reduce potential refiective
glass issues.  Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-23

Bare metallic surfaces such as pipes, flashing, vents,
and light standards on new construction shall be
painted so as to minimize reflectance.

Yes, With
Mitigation

Design guidelines to be adopted by the City
of Rancho Cordova would ensure that this
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-24

Require overhead light fixtures to be shaded and
directed away from adjacent residential areas.

Yes, With
Mitigation

Consistent with mitigation measure MM
4.11.2a, overhead light fixtures would be
shielded and directed away from adjacent
residential areas. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-25

Require exterior lighting to be low- intensity and
only used where necessary for safety and security
purposes. ‘

" Yes, With

Mitigation

Consistent  with mitigation measure MM
4.11.2a, exterior lighting would be low-
intensity and/or shielded or downward
facing to prevent off-site glare. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.
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TABLE 4.12B

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH SACRAMENTO: COUNTY GENERAL PLAN PUBLIC FACILITIES POLICIES

Water
PolicyA,CO-G h Yes, With Conditions of project approval anticipated to
; P Mitigation be imposed by the Sacramento .Count;
Require that as* properties which have water & Water P Agenc;: SCWA).  require - thz
entitlements dre converted to urban uses, the water dedication of water facility sites to‘ the
entitlements are also converted so they can be used SCWA, including any existing agricultural
(4
to mict tie needs of the irban! area. » wells that are used for non-potable water
supply. It has been the SCWA's practice to
purchase these well sites with the cost of
purchase included within the Zone 40 fee
base. In addition, when such'a dedication | -
condition is requested, the SCWA has
typically amended the language to state that |
a well site would be "reserved" as opposed
to dedicated. Implementation of mitigation |
‘meastre MM 4.7.3 would ensure prOJect B
consistency with this'policy. :
Policy PF-2 Yes The Preserve at Sunridge lies within the
. IR TERL TR T ' Sacramento Department of Water Resources;|.,";
Municipal and industrial development within t_he service area ?‘herefore no annexation or |
Urban *Service Boundary but outside of existing crestion of ,;1 beriefit zo';1e i§' requithd; ahd
water purveyors' service areas shall be served by |this “the " propdsed project w'o'tjld’ Cbe'l
either annexation to an existing public agency consistent with this policy R
providing water service or by creation or extension )
of a benefit zone of the SCWA.
Wastewater
Policy LU-8 Yes The project is required to have a Public
. ) . . Facilities Financing Plan adopted by the Cit
Infrastructure financing plans which specify the of Rancho Corffiova prigr toy projec)’:
extent, timing and estimated cost of all necessary implementation. The financing mechanisms
infrastructu're shall be approved' by the County for public infrastructure would be in place
together with the approval of zoning for any urban prior to the approval of building permits
uses in urban growth areas. The resulting financing making the Preserve at Sunridge projec;
mechanisms shall be implemented prior to the consistent with this policy
approval of all entitlements in urban growth areas. ’
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. General‘Plan Policies =

- Analysis

Policy LU-57

The County shall not provide urban services beyond
the Urban Policy Area, except when the County
determines the need for health and safety purposes.

The Preserve at Sunridge project site is
designated in the County General Plan as an
Urban Growth Area (UGA) and is within the
Sacramento  County  Urban  Services
Boundary (USB). Therefore, urban services
are planned within the area in the next
twenty-year planning period of the County
General Plan. Additionally, the City Interim
and Draft General Plans both plan for
development of the area in line with the
County General Plan. Approval of the
project would result in the expansion and
development of lands within the UGA and
USB for urban uses and the provision of
urban levels of public infrastructure.
However, implementation of the project
would not result in any in public
infrastructure or services being placed
outside the USB. Therefore, the project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy LU-58

The County shall maintain an Urban Service
Boundary that defines the long-range plans (beyond
twenty years) for urbanization and extension of
public infrastructure and services, and defines
important areas for protecting as open space and
agriculture.

Yes

The Sacramento County Urban Service
Boundary (USB) is at Grant Line Road,
which lies east of the project site’s eastern
boundary. The USB indicates the ultimate
boundary of the Sacramento County
urbanized area and for the provision of
public infrastructure and services. The
project is located within the limits of the
County -and City’s USB. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

Policy PF-15

1 Support CSD-1 and SRCSD policies to fund new

trunk and interceptor capital costs through
connection fees for new development.

Yes

Connection fees will be paid to CSD-1 to
fund capital costs for the Preserve at
Sunridge project. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy PF-18

New development projects which require extension
or modification of the trunk or interceptor sewer
systems shall be consistent with sewer facility plans
and shall participate in established funding
mechanisms. ’

Yes

CSD-1 was consulted by the City for the
Preserve at Sunridge Project to ensure that
the proposed development would be
consistent with their plans. Please refer to
Policy PF-15 for infrastructure funding
information. Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Solid Waste Services and Facilities

Policy LU-8

Infrastructure financing plans which specify the
extent, timing and estimated cost of all necessary
infrastructure shall be approved by the County
together with the approval of zoning for any urban
uses in urban growth areas. The resulting financing
mechanisms shall be implemented prior to the
approval of all entitlements in urban growth areas.

Yes

The project is required to have Public
Facilities Financing Plan adopted by the City
of Rancho Cordova prior to project
implementation. The financing mechanisms
for public infrastructure would be in place
prior to the approval of building permits,
making the Preserve at Sunridge project
consistent with this policy.

City of Rancho Cordova
October 2005

Appendix 4.0-41

The Preserve at Sunridge
Draft Environmental Impact Report




APPENDIX 4.0 — CONSISTENCY TABLE ANALYSIS

Public School Facilities'

Policy PF-28

Schools shall be planned as a focal point of
neighborhood  activity and interrelated ' with
neighborhood - retail ~“uses, churéhes;. parks,
greenways, and off-street paths whenever possible.

Yes

The development proposed. -within  the
Preserve . at ~Sunridge - would place a
neighborhood park : adjacent to the
elementary school. The school would be a
focal point of the “northeast” neighborhood
as described in the Special Planning Area
Zoning Handbook. The project would also
include bikeways and pedestrian walkways
adjacent to commercial, residential, park,
and school land uses to promote the use
community center for the area. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.

Policy PF-35

Review district school facility plans with respect to
their relationship -to County-wide school facility
planning objectives. in conjunction . with Board of
Supervisors’ adoptlon of supplemental financing
programs.

Yes

The EGUSD Facilities Master Plan outlines
the District’s planning objectives and needs
through the year 2010. The Master Plan
addresses facility and funding needs based
on County-wide/regional population

projections and the feasibility of avallable;;,@

funding  sources and  mechanisms.

| Therefore, the- proposed project would be |
| consistent with this pohcy

Pollcy PF-36

Land dedications or reservations for schools should
meet state guidelines for school parcel size. Where
more than one owner or development project is
involved, there shall be appropriate assurances and
conditions to assure that requisite acreage can and
will be assembled to meet facility site requirements.

Yes

‘| This determmatlon w1II be addressed w1th
each subsequent project appllcatlon and m |

consultation with the Elk Grove Unlfled
School District. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy PF-37

Development projects shall not be approved unless
the hearing body finds that provisions for reservation
of school sites are adequate to meet the needs of the
school district.

' Yes

The project is located within the Elk Grove |

Unified Schoo! District (EGUSD). The'|

proposed project includes an 11-acre site for
an elementary school. In accordance with:
state law (SB 50), the project is required to .
pay school development impact fees, which
will ‘ensure- adequate funding and siting
provisions to ‘meet EGUSD. needs and
standards. - Therefore, the proposed project
would be consistent with this policy.

Policy PF-39

Supplemental mitigation fees may be established by
the County provided they find that supplemental
fees are critical and necessary to meet the facility
funding needs of a school district and that traditional
methods of school financing are not adequate.

Yes

See discussion under Policy PF-37 above.
Additionally, the EGUSD has established
supplemental mitigation fees pursuant to SB
50, with which the project is required to
comply; therefore, the proposed prOJect
would be consustent with this pollcy :
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General Plan Policies. -

& |- Consistency

with Policy

J

Policy PF40

No land division or rezone for new residential
construction shall be approved in any area unless it
is found that development within such area will not
significantly impact school facilities. Such a finding
will be deemed to have been made if there is a
Board of Supervisors approved school district
financing plan for any applicable school district
which provides for funding of needed school
capacity, and a proponent of a land division or
rezone has agreed to abide by such plan.

Yes

See discussion under Policy PF-37 above.

Policy PF-42

Mitigation required by the County shall, together
with other reasonably assured sources of funding
identified in the schools facilities financing plan, be

sufficient to mitigate impacts upon school facilities. -

Yes

The Preserve at Sunridge project is required
to comply with SB 50, which establishes and
levies development impact fees to fund
school facilities and other EGUSD needs.
Compliance with SB 50 mitigates all the
potential public school impacts resulting
from the proposed project. Additionally, the
project includes an 11-acres school site.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy PF-44

Residential projects proposed prior to completion of
planned school facilities shall include phasing
conditions, which ensure that the project does not
generate students which, together with those
students from previously approved projects, will
cause the capacity at existing schools within a
reasonable distance of the project to exceed
planned capacity beyond levels deemed acceptable
by the school district, provided that the school
district is proceeding in good faith to complete the
timely  construction of needed facilities.
Development agreemenis may be appropriate to
confirm reciprocal obligations.

Yes

Development agreements between the City
of Rancho Cordova and subsequent project
applicants would ensure the proper phasing
of development to accommodate the
students generated as a result of the
proposed project. -Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

'

Policy PF-45

Residential rezone and general plan amendment
requests shall not be approved unless accompanied
by a finding that school facilities to accommodate
project students consistent with service level
standards will be available in a timely manner to
serve the project or that the project includes phasing
conditions to ensure coordination of residential
construction and school construction consistent with

policy.

Yes

See discussions under Policy PF-40 and
Policy PF44 above.
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Energy Facilities

Policy PF-74

Energy production and distribution facilities shall be
designed and sited in a manner so as to protect the
residents of Sacramento County from the effects of a
hazardous materials incident.

Yes, With
Mitigation

| Therefore; the proposed project would be

No energy production facilities are included
in:the. Preserve at Sunridge project. As for
distribution facilities, major supply lines will
be installed within existing supply corridors.
Hazardous materials incidents are analyzed
and mitigation measures for such incidents
are provided in. Section 4.3 of this EIR.

consistent with this policy.
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Policy CI-1

TABLE 4.4C

PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE SUNRISE-DOUGLAS COMMUNITY PLAN CIRCULATION POLICIES

Establish one or more arterial street routes between
the Plan Area and Highway 50 to provide traffic
relievers for Sunrise Boulevard.

Yes, With
Mitigation

. Analysis

s

Mitigation measure MM 4.4.3 in this EIR
requires the applicant to pay their fair share
towards the construction of a Sunrise
Boulevard reliever (e.g. Rancho Cordova
Parkway). Additionally, no houses may be
built until the reliever is under construction.
Therefore, the proposed project would be
consistent with this policy.

Policy CI-3

Major arterial routes shall not be permitted to
transect a village area defined in this Community
Plan

Yes

The only major arterial route in the
proposed project area is Chrysanthy
Boulevard, which lies directly between
villages C and F as delineated in the
Community Plan.  Chrysanthy Boulevard
was identified in the Community Plan and
was found in that document to be consistent
with this policy. Therefore, the proposed
project would be consistent with this policy.

Policy Cl4

Arterial and collector roads shall provide pedestrian
circulation in the corridors along both sides of the
street.

Yes

All major streets, including collectors and
arterials, include sidewalks on both sides,
except in those locations where the
requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service and/or the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers may prohibit them, such as along
wetland preserve areas.  Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.

Policy CI-5

Traffic flow within villages shall be controlled by
reducing the street width to the minimum cross
section required to meet local needs.

Yes

Cross-sections of all streets within the
proposed project will be required to meet all
City standards for street width and design, as
determined by the City Public Works
Department. The Public Works department
has determined the best width for streets in
order to maintain adequate service levels
and to meet local needs. Therefore, the
proposed project would be consistent with
this policy.
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APPENDIX 4.0 — CONSISTENCY TABLE ANALYSIS

TABLE 4.9C .
PROJECT CONSISTENCY WITH THE SUNRISE-DOUGLAS COMMUNITY PLAN NATURAL RESOURCES. POLICIES

Policy CO-1

by the responsible federal and state agencies, and
approval of all applicable permits, prior to any
development activity on any portion of the plan area
site. Preservation of wetland areas shall occur in
compliance with the required permits and the project
EiR.

Yes, With

All jurisdictional wetlands will be subject to review '

Mitigation

Mitigation measure MM 4.9.5¢ (based on
MM BR-4 of the SDCP/SRSP EIR) requires

‘that the ‘applicant seek and obtain permits |
“from all responsible federal and State

agencies with regard ‘to impacts ‘to
jurisdictional waters of the U.S. Therefore,
the proposed project would be consistent
with this policy.

Policy CO-2

corridors designated in the Jand use plan

Floodways within the Plan Area will be set asnde in -

Yes

No such floodways exist within the plan
area. Therefore, the proposed project would
be consistent with this policy.

Policy CO-3

In sensitive resource aréas, minimize construction
during the spring and early summer breeding season
and restrict construction activities to daylight hours.
Instruct all construction workers regarding wildlife
and habitat sensitivities, Use temporary fencing,
flagging, signs, and other marking devices as
necessary to define sensitive resource areas.

Yes, With

Mitigation

Mitigation measure MM 4.9.1b requires an
avoidance/mitigation plan that must be

| approved by the City. Any such plan would }

be required to be consistent with this policy.

Therefore, the proposed project would be-|-
consistent with this policy as well. 7+ fi

b

The Preserve at Sunridge .
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Appendix 4.0-46 . .

City of Raricho Cordova , .

September 2005 .-




APPENDIX 4.4
TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS




COMPARE

Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005

Page 2-1

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report

Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

AM Existing

Intersection #101: Excelsior Road/Jackson Road/SR 16

Signal=Spiit/Rights=Include

Initial Vol: 59 54 5
Lanes: [ 1t 0 0
Signal=Protect ) . ' Signal=Protect
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=include
. Cycle Time (sec): 100 .
520 1
Loss Time (sec): 16

0
187 0

20 0

TR

Critical V/C: 0.737

Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 41.2

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 43.3

Lanes: 0 0 1

initial Vol: 135

Approach:
Movement:

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 135
Growth Adj: - 1.00
Initial Bse: 135

Added Vol: 0
PasserByVol: 0
Initial Fut: 135
User Adj: 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00
PHF Volume: 135
Reduct Vol: 0
Reduced Vol: 135
PCE Adj: 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00

Final Vol.: 135

‘North Bound

191

LOS: C

o 0

Signai=SplitRights=include

T - R L
e []----
0 0 0
e []----
191 58 5
1.00 1.00 1.00

191 58 5.
0 0 0
0 0 0
191 58 5
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
191 58 5
0 0 0
191 58 5
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
191 58 5

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1500
Adjustment: 1.00
Lanes: 0.35
Final Sat.: 527
____________ |mm---
Capacity Analysis
Vol/Sat: 0.26
Crit Vol:

Crit Moves:

1500 1500 1500

1.00 1.00 1.00
0.50 0.15 0.04
746 227 64
mmmmmean []~--~

Module:

0.26 0.26 0.08
384

% Kk k ok

South Bound

- T - R L - T

0 0 0 0

54 59 52 187

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

54 59 52 187

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

. b4 5% 52 187
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00-

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

54 59 52. 187

o] 0 0 0

54 59 52 187

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

54 59 52 187

1500 1500 1500 1500

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

0.46 0.50 1.00 0.90

686 750 1500 1355

0.08 0.08 0.03 0.14

118 52
% %k %k % % % %

Lanes: Initial Voi:

East Bound

16
535"
46
West Bound
R L - T - R
0 0o . 0 0
20 46 535 16
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
20 46 535 16
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0

1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
20 46 535 16

0 0 0 0

20 46 535 16
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
20 46 535 16
1500 1500 1500 1500
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.10 1.00 0.87 0.03

Traffix 7.6.0115

Copyright {c) 2003 Dowling Asscciates, Inc.

Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE

Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005

Page 22 .

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report

Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Aiternative)

PM Existing

Intersection #101: Excelsior Road/Jackson Road/SR 16

Initial Vo!:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Signal=Split/Rights=inciude

42

Sdd e

Signal=Protect

Initlal Val:  Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Include Lanes: initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 t
61 1 . 0 14
; ?I Loss Time (sec): 18 ) 't '
0 1
537+ 0 '. Crical VIC: 0733 ” 0 222
1 v Avg Crit Del (seclveh):. 37.3 v 0
197 0 '} Avg Delay (seciveh): 38.0 . { 1 o2+
Los: c h
Lanes: [ 1 0 0
Initlal Vol: 17 3~ 41
Signal=Split/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - R L - T - R
------------ i e | DL
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R D SRR I R | f=mmmmmmmmnnee |
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 17 38 41 11 124 42 61 537 197 92 222 14
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 17 38 41 11 124 42 61 537 197 92 2;2‘ 14
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (o} 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 17 38 41 11 124 42 61 537 197 92 222 14
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 17 38 41 11 124 42 61 537 197 92 222 14
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 17 38 41 11 124 42 61 537 197 92 222 14
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vvol.: 17 38 41 11 124 42 61 537 197 92 222 - 14
------------ e R B | EEERECR e
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.18 0.39 0.43 0.06 0.70 0.24 1.00 0.73 0.27 1.00 0.94 0.06
Final Sat.: 266 594 641 93 1051 356 1500 1097 403 1500 1411 89
------------ S L R | B ) | EERREEEEEE
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.04 0.49 0.49 0.06 0.16 0.16
Crit Vol: 26 177 734 92
Crit Moves: % % % % * ok kk *kkk *kkk

Traffix 7.6.0115

Copyright {c) 2003 Dowling Assaclates, inc.

Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE

Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005

Page 2-3

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemnative)

AM Existing

Intersection #103: Sunrise Boulevard/Jackson Road/SR 16

Initial Vol:
Lanes:

Signal=Protect

Signal=Protect/Rights=Overlap

< <

301 1

04+

\y

Signal=Protect

Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Overiap  Lanes: Initial Vo
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 {
211 1 1 317
Loss Time (sec): 4 .
0 _}' : 0
180 1 ‘. Criical V/C:  1.009 4 1 521+
0 ? Avg Crit Del (seciveh): 61.8 t— - 0
3 1 _} Avg Delay (seciveh):  45.6 . {' 1 47
' Los: F B
Lanes: 1 0 0 1 0
Initial Vol: 9 663 - 14
Signai=Protect/Rights=inciude
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L T R L - T - R L T - R L - T - R
------------ ] | | et | EREEER e
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0
------------ el R B | ey
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 9 663 14 104 301 42 211 180 3 47 521 317
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 9 663 14 104 301 42 211 180 3 47 521 317
Added Vol: 0 o] 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 9 663 14 104 301 42 211 180 3 47 521 317
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 '1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: - 9 663 14 104 301 42 211 180 3 47 521 317
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 [} o] 0 o] o] 0
Reduced Vol: 9 663 14 104 301 42 211 180 3 47 521 317
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.001.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vvol.: 9 663 14 104 301 42 211 180 3 47 521 317
--------------------------- Rt FE e | ERSEEESOSR R
Saturation Flow Mcodule:
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.98 0.02 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Sat.: 1500 1469 31 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
------------ i A e | EER R | ERREERREREE
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.45 0.45 0.07 0.20 0.03 0.14 0.12 0.00 0.03 0.35 0.21
Crit vol: 677 104 211 521
Crit MOVeS: %* % %k %k % % % % % % %k Kk % % % %k

Traffix 7.6.0115

Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Associates, Inc.

Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE Tie Feb 15 14:38:00 2005, e B N . i’age 2-4

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemahve)
PM Existing

Intersection #103: Sunrise Bouievard/Jackson Road/SR 16

ngnai Protecl/R:ghts«Overlap

Initial Vo!: 876""'
Lanes: kb
Signal=Protect *4 ¢ #’ Signal=Protect
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: nla Rights=Overlap Lanes: Initial Vol
i Cycle Time (séc): 100 &
56 1 1 123
) Loss Time (sec): 0 y
0 a é )]
533 1 ' Critical V/C:  0.971 o 1 188
0 ? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 414 t— 0
16 1 '} Avg Delay {sec/veh): 33.0 ) { 1 43
‘ Los:  E
Lanes:
initial Vol: [ 222 58
Signal=Protect/Rights=Include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
' Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L. - T - R L - T - R
------------ e | L | L e
Min. Green: 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
--------------------------- R | e
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 5 222 58 272 876 90 56 533 16 43 188 123
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 5 222 58 272 876 90 56 533 16 43 188 123
Added Vol: 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢] 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 5 222 58 272 876 90 56 533 16 43 188 123
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 5 222 58 272 876 S0 56 533 16 43 188 123
Reduct Vol: o] 0 0 0 0 ¢} 0 0 0 0 [¢] ¢}
Reduced Vol: 5 222 58 272 876 90 56 533 16 43 188 123
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 5 222 58 272 876 90 56 533 16 43 188 123
------------ e B L Tt | EESR
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.79 0.21 1.00 1.00 1.00  1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

Final Sat.: 1500 1189 311 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/sat: 0.00 0.19 0.19 0.18 0.58 0.06 0.04 0.36 0.01 0.03 0.13 0.08
Crit Vol: 5 876 533 43
Crit Moves: %% Hkkk kR E *kkk

Traffix 7.6.0115 . Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Assaciates, Inc. Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE

Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005

Page 2-5

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

AM Existing

intersection #104: Grant Line Road/Jackson Road/SR 16

Initial Vol:  Lanes: Rights=include

3g™ 1

0
283 0

Approach:
Movement:

Cebrb

Volume Module:

Base Vol:
Growth Adj:

Initial Bse:

Added Vol:

PasserByVol:
Initial Fut:

User Adj:
PHEF Adj:
PHF Volume:
Reduct Vol:

Reduced Vol:

PCE Adj:
MLF Adj:
Final Vol.:

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane:
Adjustment:
Lanes:
Final Sat.:

Capacity Analysis

Vol/Sat:
Crit Vol:

Signal=Split/Rights=Inciude

Initial Vol: 45" 195 19
Lanes: 0 0 l‘ 0 0
Signal=Protect ) h ) . Signal=Protect
Vol Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Vol:
Cycie Time (sec): 100 £
: 0 87
Loss Time (sec): 0 I*_
1
Critical V/C: 0.998 ‘ 0 810"
Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 51.3 v— 0
Avg Delay (sec/veh): 54.9 ; 1 21
Los: E
Lanes: 0 1 0 0
Initial Vol: 13 275 14+
Slgnal=Split/Rights=include
North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
L - T - R L - T - R L T - R L - T - R
——————————————— R B | EESSE RS
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
——————————————— e | | B
13 275 14 19 195 45 39 293 2 21 810 87
1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00° 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
13 275 14 19 195 45 39 293 2 21 810 87
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 o - o} o] 0
13 275 14 19 195 45 39 293 2 21 810 87
1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1..00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
13 275 14 18 195 45 39 293 2 21 810 87
o] o] 0 0 ¢} 0 o] o] 0 0 o] 0
13 275 14 19 195 45 39 293 2 21 810 87
1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 00 1.00 1.00 '1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
13 275 14 19 195 45 39 293 2 21 810 87
--------------- Rl | Bt e e | EESREEE Y
1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.04 0.91 0.05 0.07 0.76 0.317 1.00 0.99 0.01 1.00 0.90 0.10
‘65 1366 70 110 1129 261 1500 14950 10 1500 1355 145
--------------- e B |t SuenREE
Module:
0.20 0.20 0.20 0.17.0.17 0.17 0.03 0.20 0.20 0.01 0.60 0.60
302 259 39 897
* % k% kkkk  kkkk %% k%

Crit Moves:

Traffix 7.6.0115

Copyright (¢} 2003 Dowling Associates, inc.

Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE Tuie Feb 15 14:38:00 2005 o . Pagedd

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

PM Existing
Intersection #104: Grant Line Road/Jackson Road/SR 16
Signal=Split/Rights=Include
Initial Vot: 32 284* 128
Lanes: _<J0 ‘04 l $> OI\’
Signal=Protect . Signal=Protect
Initial Vol:  Lanes: Rights=Include : Vol Cnt Date: nia Rights=Include.  Lanes: initial Vol
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 ] {_ :
82 1 0 30
F Loss Time (sec): 0 F
0 3 é 1
Bi5™* 0 ﬁ' Critical V/C: ~ 1.039 e 0 302 ’
1 v Avg Crit Dei (sec/veh): 69.8 t— 0
1 0 } Avg Delay {sec/veh): 66.7 {" 1 35+
Los: F
Lanes: V] 1 0 0
Initial Vol: 7 205* 52
Slgnal=SplitRights=include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R+ L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
-------- S e e | BT ey
Min. Green: -0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0
--------------------------- R | | B ]
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 7 205 52 128 284 32 82 815 1 35 302 30
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 '1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 7 205 52 128 284 32 82 815 L 35 302 30
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 o] =0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 7. 205 52 128 284 32 82 815 1 35 302 30
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.60 i.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 7 205 52 128 284 32 82 815 1 35 302 30
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 c 0 0 0 ¢] 0 [¢] 0
Reduced Vol: 7. 205 52 128 284 32 82 815 1 35 302 30
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 7 205 52 128 284 32 82 815 1 35 302 30
------------ el | B ]
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00. 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 i.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.02 0.78 0.20 0.29 0.64 0.07 1.00 0.99 0.01 1.00 0.91 0.09
Final Sat.: 40 1165 295 432 .- 959 108 1500 1498 2 1500 1364 136
I R e [[-mmmmmmmmmme e | {mmmmmmmme e e
Capacity Analysis Module: .
Vol/Sat: 0.18 0.18 0.18 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.05 0.54 0.54 0.02 0.22 0.22
Crit Vol: 264 444 816 35
Crit Moves: *kk %k *kkk * %k k %k *khk

Traffix 7.6.0115 Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Assoclates, Inc. Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE

Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005

Page 2-7

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

AM Existing
Intersection #105: Sunrise Boulevard/Florin Road
Signal=Protect/Rights=include
Initial Vol: 125 222 o
Lanes: 0 1 0 00
Signal=Permit . ' Signal=Permit
Initial Vol:  Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 .
160 1 . :
i Loss Time (sec): 0 .
0
0 0 7. Criical VIC:  0.443 ‘—
0 -v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 8.6 v
23 1 i : Avg Delay (sec/veh): 8.9 F
' LoS: A o
Lanes: 1 0 1 [ ]
Initiaf Vol: 53 527+ 0

Signai=Protect/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound
Movement : L - T - R L
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 53 527 0 0
Growth Adj:. 1.00°1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 53 527 0 0
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 53 527 0 0]
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 53 527 o] 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: -53 527 0 0
PCE Adj: 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 53 527 0 0
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1550 1550 1550 1550
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 1550 1550 0 0
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.03 0.34 0.C00 0.00
Crit Vol: 527 0
Crit Moves: %k ok ok * k% %k

South Bound

- R L
0 0
125 - 160
1.00 1.00
125 160
0 0
0 0
125 160
1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00
125 160
0 0
125 160
1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00
125 160
1550 1550
1.00 1.00
0.36 1.00
558 1550
0.22 . 0.10
160
* kKK

T

(S
o o

. East Bound

R

1.00
1.00

1550
1.00
1.00
1550

West Bound

L - T - R
_______________ l
0 0 0
_______________ |
0 0 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0
‘0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
0 0 0
_______________ |
1550 1550 1550
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.00 0.00 0.00
0 0 0
_______________ ]
0.00 0.00 0.00
0

Traffix 7.6.0115

Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Associates, Inc.

Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005 _Page 2-8

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Alternative)

PM Existing

Intersection #105: Sunrise Boulevard/Florin Road

Signai=Protect/Rights=Include

initial Vol: 252 683"+ 0
Lanes: 0o 1 i 0 0
Signal=Permit ' Signal=Permit
Initial Vol:  Lanes: Rights=include ) Vol Cnt Date: nia Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Vol
¥ Cycle Time (sec): 100 o

17 o o o 0
; -*I : Loss Time (sec): 0 N

’. Critical V/IC:  0.888

0 ? ' Avg Crit Del (seciveh): 9.6

21 1 Avg Delay (sec/veh): 7.7

« b

«d b,

Initlal Vol: 140 174 0
Signal=Protect/Rights=include

Approach: North Bound - South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L.- T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
------------ e | ] B | EE
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 14 174 0 0 683 252 117 0 21 -0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 14 174 0 0 683 252 117 0 21 0 0 Y
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 14 174 [0} 0 683 252 117 0 21 "0 [} 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .1.00 1.00 1.00 1..00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: i4 174 0 0 683 252 117 0 21 0 0 o]
Reduct Vol: 0 [¢] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0
Reduced Vol: 14 174 0 0 683 252 117 o] 21 0 o] o]
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 14 174 0 0 683 252 117 o] 21 0 0 0
------------ e | B B
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.73 0.27 1.060 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Final Sat.: 1550 1550 0 0 1132 418 1550 0 1550 0 0 0
------------ e § B B B
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.21% 0.00 0.00 0.60 0.60 0.08 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Crit vol: 14 935 117 0

Crit Movesg: #*%#* k% ke ok *kodkk

Traffix 7.6,0115 Capyright (c) 2003 Dowiling Associates; Inc: Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE
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Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Volume Altemative)

AM Existing
Intersection #107: Grant Line Road/Kiefer Boulevard
Signal=Stop/Rights=Inciude
Initial Vol: 0 239" 17
Lanes: 00 11 0 0
Signal=Stop ) ) Signal=Stop
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Vol
’ } Cycie Time (sec): 100 )
0 0 0 12
F o Loss Time (sec): 0 ;
0 b ) : 0
0 1 . ' Critical V/C: 0.435 ‘ " f el
0 -? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 98 t— 0
K il o] i . Avg Delay {sec/veh): 9.8 ‘ 4] 18

Approach:
Movement :

Lanes:

Initial Vo!: 1 354

w4t

A

13

Signal=Stop/Rights=Include

North Bound

Volume Module:

Base Vol:
Growth Adj:
Initial Bse:
Added Vol:
PasserByVol:
Initial Fut:
User Adj:
PHF Adj:

PHF Volume:
Reduct Vol:
Reduced Vol:
PCE Adj:
MLF Adj:
Final Vol.:

Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment:
Lanes:
Final Sat.:

Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat:
Crit Moves:
Delay/Veh:
Delay Adj:
AdjDel/vVeh:
L.OS by Move:
ApproachDel:
Delay Adj:
ApprAdjDel:
1LOS by Appr:

South Bound

East Bound

L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
--------------- L] B
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
——————————————— ] aaetE LR

1 354 13 17 239 0 0 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0

1l 354 13 17 239 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 o] 0 0 o] 0

1 354 13 17 239 0 0 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.0

1 354 13 17 239 0 0 0

0 0 0 o] ¢] 0 0 0

1 354 13 17 239 0 0 0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .1.0
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 .1.00 1.00 1.0

1 354 13 17 239 0 0 0
--------------- [[=mmmmmmmmme e 2o
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.01 0.96 0.03 - 0.07 0.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
2 813 30 54 761 0 0 0 690
——————————————— R
0.44 0.44 0.44 0.31 0.31 =XXXX XXXX XxXXx 0.00
%* % % %k * % k% F*kk %k
10.4 10.4 10.4 9.3 9.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.6
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
10.4 10.4 10.4 9.3 9.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.6
B B B A A * * * A

10.4 9.3 7.6

1.00 1.00 1.00

10.4 9.3 7.6

B A A

West Bound
L - T - R
_______________ |
0 0 0
_______________ |
18 1 12
1.00 1.00 1.00
18 1 12
0 0 0
0 0 0
18 1 12
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
18 1 12
0 0 0
18 1 12
1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00
18 1 12
_______________ |
1.00 1.00 1.00
0.58 0.03 0.39
373 21 249
_______________ |
0.05 0.05 0.05
%%k %k k
8.3 8.3 8.3
1.00 1.00 1.00
8.3 8.3 8.3
A a a
8.3
1.00
8.3
A

Traffix 7.6.0115

Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Associates, Inc.

Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE

Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM 4-Way Stop (Future Volume Alterriative)

i i PM Existing
Intersection #107: Grant Line Road/Kiefer Boulevard
Signal=Stop/Rights=include
Initial Vol: 1 380 8
Lanes: 0 0 il o 0
Signal=Stop Signal=Stop
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: nla Rights=Include Lanes: initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 4
0 [ \ 0 22
4 Loss Time (sec): 0 i
0 / ’ 0
0 1 . Critical viC: 0.466 ' 1 0
0 ? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 10.2 q;- 0
0 0 '} 102 4 F‘ 0 2t

Lanes:
Initiat Vol: 2

Avg Delay (sec/veh):

<t h

B

258" 1

Signal=Stop/Rights=Include

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L'- T - R L - T - R L - T - R
~sssmosieoon |wrmmrnmmnnmenes | [=mmmmmmmmeeeeen | mmmmmmmmmne e | =mmmmmm s
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ot R e | EESREE Rl | EECO NS
Volume Module: ‘
Base Vol: 2 258 1 8 380 1 0 0 0 21 0 22
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 2 258 1 8 380 1 0 0 0 21 o .22
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o -0 ;0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0’
Initial Fut: 2 258 1 8 380 1 [ "0 0 21 4] 22
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00.1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 2 258 1 8 380 1 0 0 0 21 0 22
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 i0
Reduced Vol: 2 258 1 8 380 1 0 0 .0 21 0 22
PCE 2dj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00° 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00°1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 2 258 1 8 380 1 0 0 0 21 0 22
--om-oneo T R I | [-mmmm oo
Saturation Flow Module:

Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00  1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 0.01 0.28 0.01 0.02 0.97 0.01 0.00 1.00. 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.51
Final Sat.: 6 798 3 17 815 2 0 0 0 315 0 330
------------ Tl e e | EEE
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.47 0.47 0.47  xXXxxX XX¥X XxXxx 0.07 xxxXx 0.07
Crit Moves: * Kk ok % % ek *kkk

Delay/Veh: 9.4 9.4 9.4 10.9 10.9 10.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 0.0 8.3
Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
AdjDel/veh: 9.4 9.4 9.4 10.9 10.9 10.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.3 0.0 8.3
LOS by Move: A A A B B B * * * A * A
ApproachDel: 9.4 10.9 KERXKXX 8.3

Delay Adj: 1.00 1.00 KXXKK 1.00
ApprAdjDel: 9.4 10.9 KXKKXKK 8.3

1LOS by Appr: A B * A

Traffix 7.6.0115 Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Asscclates, Inc. Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE
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Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized (Future Volume Altemative)
AM Existing

‘ Intersection #108: Grant Line Road/Douglas Road

| Signai=Uncontrol/Rights=include

Initial Vol: 81 247 0
Lanes: 0 1 0 0 0
Signal=Stop Signal=Stop
tnitial Vol: Lanes: Rights=Inciude Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Include Lanes: [Initial Vol:
' Cycle Time (sec): 100 .

i 18 0 0 0

z Loss Time (sec): 0
! - . Critical V/C: 0.000
0 ? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 1.6

Avg Delay (sec/veh): 1.6

RN Riiate

LOS: B

A

Lanes: 0 1 0 0 0
Initial Val: 86 288 0
i *‘ Signal=Uncontrol/Rights=Include
. Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 86 286 0 0 247 81 19 0 15 0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

» Initial Bse: 86 286 0 0 247 81 19 0 15 0 0 0
! Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

| PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

: Initial Fut: 86 286 0 0 247 81 19 0 15 0 0 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

| PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
L PHF Volume: 86 286 0 0 247 81 19 0 15 0 0 0
L © Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 86 1286 0 0 247 81 19 0 15 0 0 0

Critical Gap Module:
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 6.4 XXXX 6.2 XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
N FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 3.5

Capacity Module:
‘ Cnflict Vol: 328 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX 746 XXXX 288 XXXX XXXX XXXXX
vﬂ Potent Cap.: 1243 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX 384 XXXxX 756 XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 1243 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX 363 XXxXx 756 XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.07 XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX¥ 0.05 xxxxX 0.02 XXXX XXXX XXXX

Level Of Service Module: .
Queue: 0.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXK XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX

Stopped Del: 8.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
; 1.0S by Move: A * * * * * * * * * * *
' Movement : LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 471 XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX
SharedQueue: 0.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 0.2 XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel: 8.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 13.2 XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX

Shared LOS: A * * * * * * B * * * *
ApproachDel: KXKXXK XXXXKX 13.2 boeloood
ApproachlOS: * * B - %

Traffix 7.6.0115 Copyright (c) 2003 Dowling Assaciates, Inc. Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE



COMPARE Tue Feb 15 14:38:00 2005 i Page 2-12

Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
2000 HCM Unsignalized (Future Volume Altemative)

PM Existing

Intersection #108: Grant Line Road/Douglas Road

Signal=Uncontrol/Rights=Inciude

inittal Vol: 25 284 0
Lanes: o 1 0 [ ]
Slgnal=Stop Signal=Stop
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=Include Vol Cnt Date: nia Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 P
83 [4] ) 0 0
) Loss Time (sec): 0 F 1
[ J _ 0
0 1t o Critical VIC:  ~ 0.000 o 0 0
0 v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 36 7— 0
108 0 i Avg Delay(seclveh): 3.6 F . 0 0
LOS: B
Lanes: o 1 0 [
Initial Vol: 18 280 0
Signal=Uncontrol/Rights=Include
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound ‘West Bound

Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 18 260 0 0 284 25 83 0 108 0 0 0
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00:
Initial Bse: 18 260 0 0 284 25 83 0 108 ] 0 0
Added Vol: 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 18 260 0 0 284 25 83 0 108 ] 0 0
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 "1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00  1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 18 260 0 0 284 25 83 0 108 0: 0 0
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Final Vol.: 18 260 0 0 284 25 ‘83 0 108 0 0 0

Critical Gap Module: :
Critical Gp: 4.1 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 6.4 XXX 6.2 XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
FollowUpTim: 2.2 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX 3.5 XXXX . 3.3 XXXXX XXXX XXXXX

Capacity Module:

Cnflict Vol: 309 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX 593 XXX & 297 XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Potent Cap.: 1263 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX 472 XXXX 748  XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Move Cap.: 1263 XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX 467 XXXX 748 XXXX XXXX XXXXX
Volume/Cap: 0.0l XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX XXXX 0.18 XXxX 0.14 XXXX XXXX XXXX

soeennoco D [I=mmmm e R e

Level Of Service Module:

Queue: 0.0 XXXX XXKXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXKX XXXXX XXXKX XXXX XXXXX
Stopped Del: 7.9 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XKXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XKXXXX XXXX XXXXK
1.0S by Move: A * * * * * * * * * * *
Movement : LT - TR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT LT - LTR - RT

Shared Cap.: XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXX 593 XXXXX XXXX XXXX XXXKX
SharedQueue: 0.0 XXX XXXXX XXKXX XXKXK XXXXX XXXXX 1.4 XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX
Shrd StpDel: 7.9 XXXX XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX XXXXX 13.9 XXXXX XXXXX XXXX XXXXX

Shared LOS: A * * * % % * B * * * *
ApproachDel: KXXXKXKK KXXXKK 13.9 KXXXXXK
ApproachLOS: * * B *

Traffix 7.6.0115 . Copyright (¢} 2003 Dowling Assaciates, Inc. . Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, 'ROSEVILLE
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Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

AM Existing

Intersection #109: Sunrise Boulevard/Dougias Road

Signal=Protect/Rights=Include

Initial Vol: 95 419" 374
Lanes: 0 1 1 0 1
Signal=Split " Signal=Spit .
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: nla Rights=Inciude Lanes: Initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 F
224 0 ) 84~
?I Loss Time (sec): 0 #_ .
0 vl
26 1 . . Critical V/C: 0.681 ‘ 68
0 ? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 13.9 4v7—
8 3} i Avg Delay (sec/veh): 16.3 f 10
S: B ,

Lanes:

Initial Vol:

Approach: North Bound South Bound
Movement : L T R L - T - R L -
------------ et | BT e ey §
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
———————————— Eaaaaantt | ELEREEE R
Volume Module:

Base Vol: 50 1278 7 37 419 95 224
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 50 1278 7 37 419 95 224
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: = 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 50 1278 7 37 418 95 224
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 50 1278 7 37 419 95 224
Reduct Vol: o] o] 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 50 1278 7 37 418 95 224
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00- 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 50 1278 7 37 419 95 224
------------ R eaanl I R |
Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.99 0.01 1.00 1.63 0.37 0.87
Final Sat.: 1500 2984 16 1500 2446 554 © 1302
------------ Rl | REESE R
Capacity Analysis Module:

Vol/Sat: 0.03 0.43 0.43 0.02 0.17 0.17 0.17
Crit Vol: 642 37

Crit Moves: Fkkk * % k%

50

1

1278
Signal=Protect/Rights=include

0
7

-Bast Bound

T

0.17
258

% % %k %

West Bound
R L - T - R

8 10 68 84
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
8 10 68 84

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

8 10 68 84
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
8 10 68 84

0 0 0 0

8 10 68 84
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
8 10 68 84
s |
1500 1500 1500 1500
1.00 1.00 1.00 11.00
0.03 0.13 0.87 1.00
47 192 1308 1500
e |
0.17 0.05 0.05 0.06
84

* % %k %k

Traffix 7.8.0115
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Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)
PM Existing

Intersection #109: Sunrise Boulevard/Douglas Road

Signal=Protect/Rights=include

Initial Vol: 270 1420 109
Lanes: -4) 0 4 i £> 1 kb
Signal=Split Signal=Split
Initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=include Vol Cnt Date: n/a Rights=Inciude Lanes: |Initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 {-
109 0o 1 36
y Loss Time (sec): 0
0 !: :& 0
57+ 11 » Critical V/C:  0.726 o 0 33+
0 ? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 8.9 4v7— 1
31 0 ‘} Avg Delay (sec/veh): 12,7 ( ] 4
' LOS: c
Lanes: 1 0 1 1 0
Initial Vol: 10 420 17
Signal=Protect/Rights=Include
Approach: North, Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R L T R
—-ommm o e || == e [ mmmmmm oo | =mmmmm e
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0
------------ R e L | ] | EEERE e
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 10 420 17 109 1420 270 109 57 31 4 33 36
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 10 420 17 109 1420 270 109 57 31 4 33 36
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0
Initial Fut: 10 420 17 109 1420 270 109 57 31 4 33 36
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 10 420 17 109 1420 270 109 57 31 4 33 36
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 10 420 17 109 1420 270 109 57 31 4 33 36
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Final vol.: 10 420 17 109 1420 270 108 57 31 4 33 36
------------ Pt | R | EEOR e ] | EEESTERRRE e,
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 - 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 . 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: - 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 1.92 0.08 1.00 1.68 0.32 0.55 0.29 0.16 0.110.89 1.00
Final Sat.: 1500 2883 117 1500 2521 479 830 434 236 162 1338 1500
------------ e i N LR | EERnE e
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.01 0.15 0.15 0.07 0.56 0.56 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.02 0.02 0.02
Crit Vol: 10 845 197 37
Crit Moves: *kkk * %k kK * % % % kg k%

Traffix 7.6.0115
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Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

Volume Module:

Base Vol: 148 108
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 148 108

Added Vol: 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0
Initial Fut: 148 108
User Adj: 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 148 108
Reduct Vol: 0 0
Reduced Vol: 148 108
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.10 1.00
Final Vol.: 163 108

Saturation Flow Module:

Sat/Lane: 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.34

Final Sat.: 1500 510

479 20 191 21 35 630
o] 0] 0 0 0 0
479 20 191 21 35 630

Capacity Analysis Module:

AM Existing
Intersection #110: Mather Field Rd/Folsom Boulevard
Signal=Split/Rights=Inciude
Initial Vol 21+ 191 20
Lanes: 0 1 0 1 0
Signal=Protect Signal=Protect
initial Vol: Lanes: Rights=Overiap Vol Cnt Date: nfa Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Vol:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 .
35 1 . 0 22
7 Loss Time (sec): 0 '
0 3 1
630 2 . Critical V/C: 0.712 ' 1 795
0 ? Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 27.2 t— 0
182 1 ‘i - Avg Delay (seciveh): 20.0 ) F 2 582"
LOS: c
Lanes: 1 0 1! 0 1
Initial Vol: 148 108 478
Signal=Split/Rights=Overlap

Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound West Bound
Movement : L - 7 R - L - T - R L - T - R L - T - R
Min. Green: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

182 582 795 22
0 0 0 0
182 582 795 22

1500 1500 1500 1500
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00 2.00 1.95 0.05
1500 3000 2919 81

Vol/Sat: 0.11 0.21 0.21 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.02 0.21 0.12 0.21 0.27 0.27

Crit Vol: 317 116 315 320

Crit Moves: * ok k Kk % % % %k %k ok k d*k ok Kk

Traffix 7.6.0115 Copyright (¢) 2003 Dowling Associates, Inc. Licensed to FEHR & PEERS, ROSEVILLE
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Preserve at Sunridge

Level Of Service Computation Report
Circular 212 Planning (Future Volume Altemative)

PM Existing .

Intersection #110: Mather Field Rd/Folsom Boulevard

Initial Vol:
Lanes:

<«

Signal=Protect

Signal=Split/Rights=include

1

>

2™
0 kb

Signal=Protect

Initial Vol:  Lanes: Rights=Overlap Vol Cnt Date: nla Rights=Include Lanes: Initial Voi:
} Cycle Time (sec): 100 i {-
37 1 0 54
Loss Time (sec): 0 ke
0 i: :E 1
1049+ 2 > Critical V/C: ~ 0.918 o 1 904
0 —v Avg Crit Del (sec/veh): 387 t— - 0
183 1 w Avg Delay (sec/veh): 259 ) { 2 512+
LOS: E
Lanes: 1 0 1 0 1
Initial Vol: 324 155% 772
Signal=Split/Rights=Overiap
Approach: North Bound South Bound East Bound Wést . Bound
Movement : L . - T - R L - T - R L T R L - T - R
------------ e | o e | e
Min. Green: 0 0 0l 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
------------ R | B | L | B
Volume Module:
Base Vol: 324 155 772 28 97 13 37 1049 183 512 904 54
Growth Adj: 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Initial Bse: 324 155 772 28 97 13 37 1049 183 512 904 54
Added Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PasserByVol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Initial Fut: 324 155 772 28 97 13 371049 183 512 904 54
User Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 21.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
PHF Volume: 324 155 772 28 97 13 37 1049 183 512 904 54
Reduct Vol: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced Vol: 324 155 772 28 97 13 37 1049 183 512 904 54
PCE Adj: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 -1.00 1.00 1.00
MLF Adj: 1.10 1.00 1.10 1.00 1.00 1.00 21.00 1.00 1.00 1.10 1.00 1.00
Final Vol.: 356 155 849 28 97 13 37 1049 183 563 904 54
------------ e ] B | L | EEDRRERSE R
Saturation Flow Module:
Sat/Lane: 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500 1500
Adjustment: 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Lanes: 1.00 0.31 1.69 0.41 1.40 0.19 1.00 2.00 .1.00 2.00 1.89 0.11
Final Sat.: 1500 463 2537 609 2109 283 1500 3000 1500 3000.2831 169
------------ et e | e | ELSEEERRe
Capacity Analysis Module:
Vol/Sat: 0.24 0.33 0.33 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.02 0.35 0.12 0.19 0.32 0.32
Crit vol: 502 69 525 282
Crit Moves: % % ¥k * % % % %k Kk %k kkkk

Traffix 7.6.0115
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