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Chapter 1 
Proposed Project 

The Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) proposes to expand the number of daily 
passenger trains operating between the Sacramento Station and downtown Roseville from its 
current single daily roundtrip (2 trains per day) to up to 10 roundtrips per day (20 total trains per 
day). 

Two major railroad junctions, or wyes, are located in Sacramento: the Haggin wye (at the northern 
end of C Street near the Blue Diamond factory), and the Elvas wye (immediately north of the 
transition of Elvas Avenue to C Street and immediately south of the Capital City Freeway). These 
junctions connect UPRR north/south mainlines with the east/west transcontinental mainline. The 
other major railroad junction is in Roseville just east of the existing passenger station, connecting 
major east/west and north/south mainline routes. 

In addition to facilities along the main tracks, the Project vicinity encompasses other significant 
railroad infrastructure within the corridor, including the J. R. Davis Yard in Roseville. This facility—
UPRR’s main classification yard for northern California—is where freight traffic destined to or 
originating from northern California and Oregon is gathered and distributed. It is also a major 
locomotive, railcar, and equipment maintenance and repair facility. 

Numerous rail-served industries connect with the mainline, including a major 
industrial/commercial facility at McClellan Park. The rail corridor is also a significant utility 
corridor, accommodating natural gas and petroleum product pipelines, fiber optic cable networks, 
and electrical power lines. Land uses along the corridor are predominantly urban, with both 
residential and industrial uses located throughout the corridor vicinity.  

Twelve overhead viaducts provide grade-separated crossings over the railroad ROW; these include 
structures on I-80, a number of local streets, and two crossings of the Sacramento Regional Transit 
light rail system near McClellan Park. Two public at-grade crossings—at 20th Street and 28th 
Street—are within the city of Sacramento. Several uncontrolled, private crossings are also present 
along the corridor. The corridor has 10 railroad bridges that provide unimpeded, grade-separated 
operation over a variety of roadways, as well as the American River and other natural features. 

1.1 Purpose of a Community Impact Assessment 
The purpose of a community impact assessment (CIA) is to consider how a project would affect the 
people, businesses, neighborhoods, communities, and social and economic characteristics of an area. 
This CIA serves as one of the background technical reports that will be used to prepare relevant 
sections of the environmental document for the Project. 

A CIA is “a process to evaluate the effects of a transportation action on a community and its quality 
of life” (Federal Highway Administration 1996). It describes the relevant existing conditions within 
an area; potential impacts of the project on the community and its neighborhoods; and potential 
measures to best avoid, minimize, or compensate for any adverse community impacts of a proposed 
project. 
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This document has been prepared to provide the Federal Rail Administration (FRA); CCJPA; 
Sacramento and Placer Counties; the Cities of Sacramento, Citrus Heights, and Roseville; and the 
public with information about the socioeconomic and community-level effects of construction and 
operation of the Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track Project (Project). 

This report identifies impacts associated with land use changes, social effects, property acquisitions, 
and economic changes; it also addresses environmental justice (EJ) issues. The report was prepared 
in accordance with the Community Impact Assessment, Caltrans Standard Environmental Reference, 
Environmental Handbook 4 (California Department of Transportation 2011), which contains 
Caltrans guidelines for preparing socioeconomic assessments and FHWA guidelines. 

1.2 Project Location 
The Project corridor runs east and northeast through the city of Sacramento and unincorporated 
areas of Sacramento County, including the communities of McClellan and Antelope. The corridor 
generally runs parallel to Interstate 80 (I-80), crossing the Placer County line, which is collocated 
with the Roseville city limits, into Roseville. The rail corridor continues east from Roseville on the 
Roseville subdivision of the Union Pacific Railroad Company (UPRR) tracks to points east on the 
UPRR transcontinental route over Donner Pass. Figures 1-1 and 1-2 show the regional map and 
Project location, respectively. 

1.3 Project Description 
CCJPA provides passenger services between Sacramento and Roseville, by agreement, over track 
owned and operated by UPRR. To meet freight and passenger capacity requirements and to ensure 
the ongoing safety and viability of UPRR freight services in the rail corridor, infrastructure 
improvements are required by UPRR for CCJPA to increase its passenger services.  

These infrastructure improvements include construction of approximately 17.8 miles of new main 
track adjacent to the existing UPRR main tracks between the Sacramento Valley Station, located at 
milepost (MP) 89.04, and the Downtown Roseville Station, located at MP 106.84, in addition to 
construction of a new passenger station platform in Roseville.  

1.3.1 Project Components 
Proposed construction necessary to support the new passenger rail services would involve 
constructing a new main track; installing special track features (switches, turnouts, and crossovers); 
installing new wayside track signals; building retaining walls and performing other earthwork; 
building crash walls to protect existing highway structures; constructing 10 new railroad bridges, 
including a new bridge across the American River in Sacramento; building a new station platform 
and associated facilities; and relocating utilities. The majority of construction activities are 
anticipated to occur within the existing UPRR rail corridor ROW, which is owned by UPRR. The new 
American River Bridge would be constructed without pile-driving, using cast-in-drilled-hole (CIDH) 
piles. The bridge would be situated north and west (downstream) of the existing bridge and would 
parallel the existing abutments/footings (as required by the U.S. Coast Guard for navigation). The 
Project would not entail nighttime construction work. 

 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track 
Community Impact Assessment 1-2 June 2015 

ICF 00020.12 
 



Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Proposed Project 
 

New Main Track 
Constructing the proposed new third main track would entail installing continuously welded rail on 
wood ties. Track would be laid on new ballast and on subgrade that would require installing new 
drainage and new 36-inch stormwater sewers. The new track would be located on the north side of 
the rail corridor between MP 89.9, just east of the Sacramento Station, and MP 106.3, at the Roseville 
Station. The new track would be constructed on 20- to 35-foot track centers from existing Main 
Track No. 1 between the Sacramento Station and the wye at Elvas (MP 92) due to the restricted 
ROW in this area. East of the Elvas wye, the new track would generally be constructed on a 45-foot 
track center from the existing Main Track No. 1. The track centers may vary at some locations to 
clear overhead viaduct structures. Crash walls would be built to protect overhead structures where 
required. 

Special Track and Wayside Signals 
A series of signalized turnouts and crossovers would be constructed at key locations throughout the 
corridor to connect the new main track and to allow for train meets and passing. The turnouts and 
crossovers would be placed at strategic locations to allow for maximum flexibility and to ensure 
adequate velocity for both freight and passenger traffic through the area. New connections would be 
built east of the Sacramento station to allow freight trains to pass around station tracks and at the 
junction of UPRR’s Sacramento and Martinez Subdivisions at MP 90 (Haggin). A universal crossover, 
allowing movement between the main tracks, would be constructed along the corridor east of 
Sacramento, and a new connection would be constructed at the McClellan Business Park industrial 
track. New track alignments and special track work at the Roseville Yard will allow the new main 
track to avoid conflicts with yard activities. 

New Bridges 
The Project includes construction of 10 new single-track bridges 20–45 feet from the existing main 
track centerline. These bridges would be on the north side of the ROW adjacent to the existing 
railroad bridges, except for the Dry Creek Bridge, which would be 20 feet to the south. Table 1-1 
summarizes construction details of the proposed new railroad bridges. 

Table 1-1. Proposed New Railroad Bridges 

Milepost Location 
Span 
(feet) Bridge Type 

90.10–90.20 Blue Diamond Walkways 22 Precast/prestressed concrete slab girders 
90.33 UPRR Sacramento 

Subdivision 
85 Precast/prestressed concrete double cell box bridge 

and steel beam bridge 
91.92 Business I-80 135 Steel beam bridge 
92.00 American River 2,223 Precast/prestressed concrete double cell box bridge 

and steel thru-plate girder bridge 
92.82 Exposition Blvd 130 Precast/prestressed concrete single cell box bridge 
92.95 SR 160 219 Steel thru-plate girder bridge 
95.77 Arcade Creek 225 Steel thru-plate girder bridge 
97.97 Magpie Creek Viaduct 36 Precast/prestressed concrete double cell box bridge 
98.33 Watt Avenue 151 Steel thru-plate girder bridge 
105.00 Dry Creek 201 Precast/prestressed concrete single cell box girders 
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Station Platform and Facilities 
Station construction would entail construction of a new station track and an additional 15- by 1,300-
foot concrete boarding platform at the current station site in Roseville. The existing platform and 
current Main Track No.1 would be reconfigured to accommodate the new track and platform. 

Associated improvements would include construction of layover tracks to store passenger trains 
overnight, a covered shelter over the platform, ticket vending machines, passenger information 
displays, lighting, a signal cabin, and security systems. 

Additional landside facilities constructed in coordination with the City of Roseville would include 
new roadway access, kiss & ride drop-off, and a bus transfer area. Additional parking would be 
developed to support the new passenger train services. 

Utilities Relocation 
A number of private pipelines and utility conduits are located within the rail corridor. The new third 
track would be designed to avoid utilities. However, subject to final engineering, utility relocation 
may be unavoidable, in which case utilities would be relocated within the rail corridor. Minor utility 
adjustments to overhead and underground crossings would consist of raising wires to provide 
additional vertical clearance and lowering and extending casings on existing pipeline crossings. 

Construction 

Timing and Activities  

Project construction is proposed to take place in multiple phases beginning in January 2017. 
Activities would be grouped into two primary components: site/track work and bridge construction. 
Site/track work would involve removing existing track, placing erosion control measures, 
excavation, constructing new track, and modifying roadways (as needed). Bridge work would 
involve site grading, column construction, and facility erection. Modifications to the Roseville Station 
would include power and lighting upgrades, fencing, signage, and construction of a crew and storage 
building. Construction is expected to start at milepost 88.8 in 2017 and proceed north, with all work 
completed by June 2019. 

Construction Equipment and Staffing 

The Project is envisioned to be constructed using a design-build process; specific equipment and 
staffing to be used for construction are not yet known. It is expected that the following types of 
equipment will be needed during construction. 

 Air compressors 

 Loaders 

 Forklifts  

 Compactors 

 Crane crawlers  

 Welders 

 Dozers 
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 Excavators 

 Graders 

 Generators  

 Pile hammers  

 Rollers 

 Tractor 

 Miscellaneous rail equipment 

 Water and haul trucks 

 Pick-up trucks and SUV 

Construction staff is expected to work between 7 a.m. and 5 p.m., 5 days per week. The number of 
construction staff onsite is expected to range between 5 and 25 people per day, depending on the 
location and construction activity. 
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Chapter 2 
Existing Conditions/Affected Environment 

2.1 Study Area 
The study area for the purposes of this analysis is the area within a 1,000-foot radius of the Project 
corridor. Analysis pertaining to economics and demographics considered the 31 census tracts 
intersecting the study area and adjacent to the Project corridor. Figure 1-2 depicts the study area 
and shows the individual census tracts. Generally, the study area reflects the geographical extent of 
the area in which any potential Project-related community effects may occur.  

2.2 Land Use 
2.2.1 Existing Land Uses 

The Project corridor traverses portions of two counties (Sacramento and Placer) and three cities 
(Sacramento, Citrus Heights, and Roseville). Overall, the Project area is in a densely developed 
corridor with commercial, industrial, and residential development along both sides.  

In the Sacramento County portion of the Project corridor, land uses are primarily residential, 
industrial, and recreational. In downtown Sacramento, where the corridor begins, it is bordered by 
the downtown Sacramento railyard and by commercial and residential uses to the northeast. It is 
bordered by residential uses including the Alkali Flats neighborhood, commercial uses, and 
recreational uses including Muir Park to the southwest. The Project corridor then passes through 
the Blue Diamond factory, where it is surrounded by industrial uses on both sides. Just east-
southeast of the Blue Diamond factory, the corridor is bordered by Sutter’s Landing Regional Park 
on the northeast and commercial, residential, and recreational land uses to the southwest, including 
Grant Park and Stanford Park. 

At Sutter’s Landing Regional Park, the corridor turns northeast crosses the American River and the 
American River Parkway. North of the river and Parkway, it passes through big-box commercial 
development (including Costco and REI) and industrial land uses (including Erikson Industrial Park 
and Cannon Industrial Park). East of Arcade Boulevard there are residential land uses northwest of 
the railroad and Haggin Oaks Golf Course on the southeast. As the corridor crosses under I-80, it 
passes through industrial—McClellan Airfield and McClellan Industrial Park—on both sides. East of 
Watt Avenue, the land uses are generally residential and commercial with scattered industrial uses. 
In the city of Citrus Heights, the Project corridor widens at the JR Davis Railyard, which is bordered 
by residential uses to the southeast and industrial uses to the northwest.  

Partway through the JR Davis Railyard, the corridor transitions across the county line into Placer 
County and the city of Roseville. As the railyard narrows, Dry Creek crosses beneath the ROW. In 
Roseville, the land uses on both sides of the rail corridor are predominantly residential and 
commercial. In the portion of the study area near East Roseville Parkway, there are several 
recreational land uses including Roseville Golfland-Sunsplash and the Antelope Creek Bridge 
Preserve and trail. 
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2.2.2 Park and Recreational Facilities 
Various parks and recreational facilities are scattered throughout the study area (Figure 2-1). The 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track Section 4(f)/6(f) Evaluation also discusses parks and 
recreational facilities in the Project area as they relate to Section 4(f) of the Department of 
Transportation Act of 1966 (ICF International 2015a).  

Sacramento County Parks and Recreational Facilities 
There are fourteen parks/recreational facilities in the Sacramento County portion of the study area. 
Zapata Park, Muir Park, Grant Park, Stanford Park, and Ciavarella Field/River Park are all 
neighborhood parks south and southeast of the corridor and south of the American River.  

Zapata Park, in the Alkali Flats neighborhood of downtown Sacramento, contains a playground and 
basketball court. It is approximately 400 feet from the Project corridor. Access to Zapata Park is 
from E Street and 9th Street.  

Muir Park and Grant Park are both located approximately 50 feet from where construction would 
occur, just south of the Project corridor. Muir Park contains a BBQ area, playground, and soccer field. 
Access to Muir Park is from C Street, 15th Street, and 16th Street. Grant Park contains a softball field 
and picnic area. Access to Grant Park is from C Street, 21st Street, and 22nd Street.  

Stanford Park is approximately 600 feet south of the Project corridor. It contains a baseball field and 
picnic area, and is accessible from C Street, 27th Street, and 28th Street.  

Ciavarella Field/River Park is approximately 600 feet east of the Project corridor. It contains a 
baseball field and is accessible from Moddison Avenue. 

Haggin Oaks Golf Course is located at 3645 Fulton Avenue in Sacramento, southeast of the Project 
corridor. It is bordered by the UPRR on the northwest, I-80 on the north, the Capitol City Freeway on 
the southeast, and Watt Avenue on the east. The golf course is privately owned and is open to the 
public 7 days a week. It contains two 18-hole golf courses, a driving range, and special events 
facilities.  

John Mackey Park, Ruth Inman Park, Planehaven Park, Chardonay Park, and Almond Grove Park are 
all located northwest of the corridor and north of the American River. John Mackey Memorial Park is 
approximately 100 feet away from the Project corridor. It contains a playground, a disc golf course, a 
picnic area, and a mature oak preserve. Access to this park is from Kenwood Street.  

Ruth Inman Park is a small greenbelt that contains seating areas. It is approximately 270 feet from 
the corridor and is accessible from Watt Avenue.  

Planehaven Park is approximately 360 feet from the corridor. It contains softball fields, a basketball 
court, and a playground and is accessible from North Airway Drive.  

Chardonnay Park is approximately 780 feet from the corridor. It contains a playground and is 
accessible from La Tour Drive, Saxon Way, and Cherbourg Drive.  

Almond Grove Park is approximately 500 feet from the corridor in Antelope. It contains a 
playground and picnic area and is accessible from Eagle Point Way. 

 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track 
Community Impact Assessment 2-2 June 2015 

ICF 00020.12 
 



Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Existing Conditions/Affected Environment 
 

The corridor passes directly through three parks/recreational uses in the study area: Sutter’s 
Landing Regional Park, the American River, and the American River Parkway. These three resources 
are discussed in more detail below. 

Sutter’s Landing Regional Park 

Sutter’s Landing Regional Park straddles the Project corridor south of the American River. The park 
currently contains basketball courts, a dog park, a bicycle trail, and parking areas. The park also 
provides access to the American River. Much of the park is currently a covered landfill that is 
inaccessible to the public. According to the Sutter’s Landing Regional Park Master Plan, this area will 
be used for future natural areas, with recreational opportunities such as disc golf, hiking trails, 
historic/natural interpretive signage, mountain biking, and overlook/vending areas (City of 
Sacramento Department of Parks and Recreation 2003). Funded projects include a restoration area 
along the American River and a bike trail that parallels the river and ends near the railroad tracks. 
The bike trail is in the design and permitting phase and has not yet been constructed. The corridor 
has not been finalized, and there is no date set for construction (Heiden pers. comm.). 

American River 

The American River originates in the Sierra Nevada just west of Lake Tahoe, in the Tahoe and 
Eldorado National Forests. The river flows from the mountains through the Sierra Nevada foothills, 
through the eastern Sacramento metropolitan area, and into the Sacramento River just northwest of 
downtown Sacramento. The Sacramento River joins the San Joaquin River, creating the San Joaquin–
Sacramento River Delta, which empties into the Pacific Ocean through San Francisco Bay. 

The American River’s three main forks—South, Middle, and North—converge east of Sacramento. 
The confluence of the North and the Middle Forks is near Auburn; the combined fork then flows into 
Folsom Lake. The South Fork also flows into Folsom Lake. A short distance downstream of Folsom 
Dam, Nimbus Dam forms Lake Natoma. Lake Natoma is a regulating reservoir for releases from 
Folsom Lake. 

The 23-mile lower reach of the river downstream of Nimbus Dam (near Hazel Avenue) to its 
junction with the Sacramento River, known as the lower American River, is designated as 
“recreational” under the California Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (California Public Resources Code 
Sections 5093.50 et seq.). The lower American River corridor provides important habitat for 
resident and migratory fish and wildlife species, a high-quality water source for the local community 
and the region, a critical floodway for the Sacramento area, and a renowned regional recreation 
parkway (Lower American River Task Force 2002). The Project corridor and proposed new river 
crossing are located in the lower American River corridor. 

The lower American River is the most heavily used recreation river in California (National Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System 2012). Because of the Parkway’s natural beauty, proximity to an urban 
population, and recreational values, the American River has been designated as a “recreational 
river” in both the federal and state wild and scenic river systems, and the Parkway’s trail system has 
been designated a “National Recreational Trail” (Lower American River Task Force 2002). 
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American River Parkway 

The portion of the American River Parkway that contains the corridor is part of the Woodlake Area 
plan. The Woodlake Area is bordered by the Discovery Park area and Highway 160 to the northwest 
and by the Cal Expo area and the UPRR railroad tracks to the east.  

There are two public access points: one, with paved parking, is at the western end of the Woodlake 
Area at the eastern end of Northgate Boulevard. The other is centrally located and without parking 
near the intersection of Expo Parkway and Cantlebury Road. This portion of the American River 
Parkway contains a paved bicycle trail and an equestrian/hiking trail. The area is crossed by several 
major transmission lines and their support towers. Unpaved maintenance roadways provide access 
to the utility easements and serve as firebreaks and informal trails. Several unmaintained informal 
trails are present as a result of illegal campers and other Parkway users (Sacramento County 2008).  

The Jedediah Smith Memorial Bicycle Trail, also known as the American River Bike Trail, starts in 
Discovery Park near the river’s confluence with the Sacramento River and continues upstream for 
23 miles to Beal’s Point on Folsom Lake. In 1974, the Jedediah Smith Memorial Bicycle Trail was 
designated a National Recreational Trail by the Department of the Interior (National Recreation 
Trails 2012). In the study area, the bike trail passes beneath the UPRR trestle.  

Placer County Parks and Recreational Facilities 
Five parks and recreational facilities are present in the Placer County portion of the study area: 
Johnson Pool, Weber Park, Roseville Town Square, Roseville Golfland-Sunsplash, and Antelope Creek 
Bridge Preserve. No acquisitions would involve any of the parks/recreational facilities in Placer 
County. 

Johnson Pool is adjacent to Vernon Street, southeast of the UPRR corridor, approximately 500 feet 
from where construction would occur. Access to the pool is from 4th Street and D Street.  

Weber Park is approximately 900 feet north of the corridor.  

Roseville Town Square is on Vernon Street between S Grand Street and Washington Blvd. The 
square is used for public gatherings, including farmers markets and outdoor concerts. There are 
picnic tables and a water play area that is open during the summer months. The square is 
approximately 500 feet from where construction would occur. 

Roseville Golfland-Sunsplash is a theme park in Roseville at the corner of Taylor Road and Roseville 
Parkway in the easternmost portion of the study area between I-80 and Taylor Road. The attractions 
include a miniature golf course (adjacent to I-80), laser tag, Fastcar Raceway, an arcade, and 
concessions—all of which are open year-round—and a water park that is open during the summer 
months. The general hours of operation are 10:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m. During summer, the water park 
stays open until 10:30 p.m. on some nights. 

The City of Roseville has designated 3,291 acres as open space, primarily owned by the City. One 
open space area, the Antelope Creek Preserve, is within the study area (Figure 2-1). Antelope Creek 
Trail, within the preserve, is approximately 3 miles long. Used by bicyclists and pedestrians, it 
follows the Antelope Creek drainage through the study area, passing under SR 65. 
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2.2.3 Farmland/Timberland 
The state Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) shows that there is land designated 
as Farmland of Local Importance and Grazing Land in the study area. Designated farmland in the 
study area is shown in Figure 2-2. Two parcels of farmland of local importance are present near the 
American River crossing. One, south of the river and north of the corridor, is planned for the 
McKinley Village residential development project. The other, immediately north of the river and 
west of the corridor, is within the American River Parkway and is used for recreation and habitat. 
Two parcels designated as grazing land are in the Sacramento County portion of the study area: one, 
near Antelope Road, is currently vacant land surrounded by industrial uses; the other is at the 
border of the Sacramento County/Placer County line near Dry Creek. There is one parcel of grazing 
land is present in the Placer County portion of the study area; it is in the Antelope Creek Bridge 
Preserve in Roseville, which is designated by the City as Open Space. No timberland is present in the 
study area or Project vicinity. 

2.3 Community Characteristics 
This section describes the community characteristics of the study area: its demographics, presence 
or lack of cohesion, and community facilities. 

2.3.1 Population Characteristics 
There has been considerable growth in the Sacramento area between 2000 and 2010. Placer County 
and the City of Roseville experienced significant annual growth—3.4 percent and 4.0 percent, 
respectively. The average annual growth rate (AAGR) for Placer County’s population as a whole was 
more than three times California’s population AAGR of 0.8 percent during this period. Regional and 
local population changes for key jurisdictions from 2000 to 2010 are shown in Table 2-1. 

Table 2-1. Existing Regional and Local Population Change 

Area 2000 2010 
Percent Change 
(%) 

Average Annual Growth 
Rate (AAGR) (%) 

California 33,871,648 36,637,290 8.2 0.8 
Placer County 248,399 348,432 40.3 4.0 
Sacramento County 1,223,499 1,395,144 14.0 1.6 
City of Roseville 79,921 113,977 42.6 4.0 
City of Citrus Heights 85,071 83,301 -2.1 -0.2 
City of Sacramento 407,018 466,488 14.6 1.5 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2010. 
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2.3.2 Demographic Characteristics 
As reported in the 2010 census (U.S. Census Bureau 2010), the total populations of Placer and 
Sacramento Counties were 348,432 and 1,395,144, respectively. Of the total population in Placer 
County, the largest group was White (approximately 76.1 percent), and persons of Hispanic or 
Latino origin of any race made up the next largest group (12.8 percent). The remaining population 
categories in descending order of proportion were Asian, two or more races, Black or African 
American, American Indian/Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, and other race 
(Table 2-2).  

In Sacramento County, the largest group was White (approximately 49.7 percent). Persons of 
Hispanic or Latino origin of any race made up the next largest group (20.8 percent). The remaining 
population categories in descending order of proportion were Asian, Black or African American, two 
or more races, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, other race, and American Indian/Alaskan Native.  

As shown in Table 2-2, several of the census tracts in the CIA study area are more ethnically diverse 
than Sacramento County. Census Tracts 7007423, 7007424, 7000600, and 7005301 have higher 
percentages of Black or African American residents than Sacramento County (19.8 percent, 16.0 
percent, 16.4 percent, and 35.1 percent, respectively, compared to 14.6 percent). Two census tracts, 
7000500 and 7005301, have a higher percentage of American Indian/Alaskan Native residents than 
Sacramento County (1.4 percent and 2.1 percent, respectively, compared to 0.6 percent). One census 
tract, 7006400, has a higher percentage of Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander residents than 
Sacramento County (2.3 percent compared to 1.0 percent in Sacramento County). 
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Table 2-2. Existing Regional and Local Race/Ethnicity Characteristics (2010) 

Area 
Total 
Population 

Hispanic 
or Latino  
(of Any 
Race) % 

Not Hispanic or Latino 

White % 

Black or 
African 
American % 

America
n Indian 
or 
Alaskan 
Native % Asian % 

Native 
Hawaiian/ 
Pacific 
Islander % 

Other 
Race % 

Two or 
More 
Races % 

California 36,637,290 13,465,175 36.7 15,107,042 41.2 2,163,955 5.9 153,430 0.4 4,683,828 12.8 131,505 0.4 109,184 0.3 823,189 2.3 
Placer County 348,432 44,710 12.8 265,294 76.1 4,427 1.3 2,080 0.6 19,963 5.7 697 0.2 603 0.2 10,658 3.1 
Placer County Study Area  25,997 5,396 20.8 17,348 66.7 430 1.7 163 0.6 1,256 4.8 85 0.3 43 0.2 830 3.2 
Individual Census Tracts                  

Census Tract 1020717 3,118 366 11.7 2,175 69.8 65 2.1 10 0.3 378 12.1 8 0.3 6 0.2 110 3.5 
Census Tract 1020901 2,605 1,065 40.9 1,339 51.4 45 1.7 26 1.0 32 1.2 8 0.3 5 0.2 85 3.3 
Census Tract 1020908 6,706 1,953 29.1 4,126 61.5 103 1.5 41 0.6 269 4.0 29 0.4 5 0.1 180 2.7 
Census Tract 1021003 6,210 1,001 16.1 4,511 72.6 106 1.7 49 0.8 323 5.2 29 0.5 12 0.2 179 2.9 
Census Tract 1021045 2,962 649 21.9 2,024 68.3 33 1.1 19 0.6 119 4.0 4 0.1 12 0.4 102 3.4 
Census Tract 1022400 4,396 362 8.2 3,173 72.2 78 1.8 18 0.4 135 3.8 7 0.2 3 0.1 174 4.0 

Sacramento County 1,395,144 289,636 20.8 693,823 49.7 139,229 10.0 8,557 0.6 196,168 14.1 13,332 1.0 4,815 0.3 49,584 3.6 
Sacramento County Study 
Area  

92,712 24,677 26.6 54,358 58.6 9,953 10.7 814 0.9 6,307 6.8 739 0.8 213 0.2 4,645 5.0 

Individual Census Tracts                  
Census Tract 7000100 3,558 351 9.9 2,941 82.7 19 0.5 10 0.3 135 3.8 8 0.2 6 0.2 88 2.5 
Census Tract 7000300 3,103 345 11.1 2,474 79.7 33 1.1 9 0.3 109 3.5 10 0.3 13 0.4 110 3.5 
Census Tract 7000400 3,667 729 19.9 2,480 67.6 144 3.9  31 0.8 127 3.5 3 0.1 17 0.5 136 3.7 
Census Tract 7000500 3,159 846 26.8 1,784 56.5 164 5.2 45 1.4 168 5.3 16 0.5 13 0.4 123 3.9 
Census Tract 7000600 1,122 279 24.9 542 48.3 184 16.4 12 1.1 39 3.5 3 0.3 3 0.3 60 5.3 
Census Tract 7005301 1,823 366 20.1 604 33.1 639 35.1 39 2.1 61 3.3 14 0.8 4 0.2 96 5.3 
Census Tract 7005402 2,641 384 14.5 1,475 55.9 290 11.0 19 0.7 314 11.9 12 0.5 6 0.2 141 5.3 
Census Tract 7005502 5,477 2,669 48.7 1,599 29.2 567 10.4 53 1.0 314 5.7 55 1.0 18 0.3 202 3.7 
Census Tract 7006202 3,599 1,195 33.2 1,501 41.7 504 14.0 24 0.7 196 5.4 36 1.0 1 0.0 142 3.9 
Census Tract 7006300 4,592 1,544 33.6 1,995 43.4 406 8.8 57 1.2 352 7.7 40 0.9 5 0.1 193 4.2 
Census Tract 7006400 5,347 1,543 28.9 2,163 40.5 720 13.5 57 1.1 507 9.5 122 2.3 11 0.2 224 4.2 
Census Tract 7006900 4,763 1,481 31.1 2,154 45.2 542 11.4 54 1.1 292 6.1 34 0.7 7 0.1 199 4.2 
Census Tract 7007301 4,644 1,169 25.2 2,399 51.7 581 12.5 49 1.1 142 3.1 33 0.7 8 0.2 263 5.7 
Census Tract 7007403 4,537 1,301 28.7 2,270 50.0 424 9.3 35 0.8 206 4.5 37 0.8 9 0.2 255 5.6 
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Area 
Total 
Population 

Hispanic 
or Latino  
(of Any 
Race) % 

Not Hispanic or Latino 

White % 

Black or 
African 
American % 

America
n Indian 
or 
Alaskan 
Native % Asian % 

Native 
Hawaiian/ 
Pacific 
Islander % 

Other 
Race % 

Two or 
More 
Races % 

Census Tract 7007413 5,932 1,517 25.6 3,095 52.2 652 11.0 68 1.1 284 4.8 50 0.8 5 0.1 261 4.4 
Census Tract 7007414 4,317 1,077 24.9 2,274 52.7 453 10.5 24 0.6 222 5.1 30 0.7 7 0.2 230 5.3 
Census Tract 7007415 3,039 545 17.9 1,892 62.3 296 9.7 15 0.5 118 3.0 7 0.2 1 0.0 165 5.4 
Census Tract 7007416 3,866 762 19.7 2,259 58.4 393 10.2 22 0.6 193 5.0 16 0.4 17 0.4 204 5.3 
Census Tract 7007421 9.003 1,179 13.1 5,298 58.8 507 5.6 30 0.3 1,472 16.4 75 0.8 24 0.3 418 4.6 
Census Tract 7007422 2,692 578 21.5 1,530 56.8 273 10.1 22 0.8 149 5.5 3 0.1 12 0.4 125 4.6 
Census Tract 7007423 5,313 2,014 37.9 1,742 32.8 1,050 19.8 29 0.5 141 2.7 62 1.2 3 0.1 272 5.1 
Census Tract 7007424 3,508 753 21.5 1,733 49.4 560 16.0 27 0.8 176 5.0 27 0.8 6 0.2 226 6.4 
Census Tract 7007428 3,451 531 15.4 2,281 66.1 196 5.7 13 0.4 243 7.0 10 0.3 1 0.0 176 5.1 
Census Tract 7008127 4,792 933 19.5 3,271 68.3 137 2.9 36 0.8 192 4.0 26 0.5 8 0.2 189 3.9 
Census Tract 7008130 3,761 586 15.6 2,602 69.2 219 5.8 34 0.9 155 4.1 10 0.3 8 0.2 147 3.9 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2010. 
Note: Refer to Figure 1-2 for location of census tracts listed in this table. 
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Table 2-3 shows the income and poverty statistics of the study area. 

Table 2-3. Existing Regional and Local Income Characteristics (2010) 

Area 
Per Capita Income 
(US$) 

Percent of Families 
below Poverty Level 

Percent of All People 
below Poverty Level 

California 29,551 10.8 14.4 
Placer County 34,917 4.8 7.2 
Sacramento County 26,856 11.2 14.9 
Census Tract 1020717 43,307 3.0 2.2 
Census Tract 1020901 18,061 17.3 23.8 
Census Tract 1020908 25,026 6.4 9.8 
Census Tract 1021003 33,907 1.5 2.9 
Census Tract 1021045 22,278 11.0 14.3 
Census Tract 1022400 45,222 5.1 6.4 
Census Tract 7000100 41,360 8.5 6.8 
Census Tract 7000300 46,556 1.3 6.5 
Census Tract 7000400 37,942 8.0 16.8 
Census Tract 7000500 26,060 24.6 23.2 
Census Tract 7000600 19,920 21.2 35.2 
Census Tract 7005301 7,540 31.1 64.1 
Census Tract 7005402 28,734 15.7 20.2 
Census Tract 7005502 14,747 24.9 25.5 
Census Tract 7006202 15,129 33.8 38.3 
Census Tract 7006300 15,108 24.6 31.1 
Census Tract 7006400 13,146 31.8 37.1 
Census Tract 7006900 24,499 10.3 14.5 
Census Tract 7007301 13,298 26.8 28.5 
Census Tract 7007403 17,824 15.8 13.9 
Census Tract 7007413 16,802 31.8 33.0 
Census Tract 7007414 16,422 15.3 19.4 
Census Tract 7007415 23,572 11.3 12.6 
Census Tract 7007416 22,352 11.7 14.3 
Census Tract 7007421 30,919 4.5 4.6 
Census Tract 7007422 22,617 12.2 14.8 
Census Tract 7007423 12,561 37.7 38.4 
Census Tract 7007424 16,357 27.7 32.5 
Census Tract 7007428 27,512 8.3 10.4 
Census Tract 7008127 25,309 11.2 13.5 
Census Tract 7008130 23,802 17.4 17.6 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau 2010. 
Note: Refer to Figure 1-2 for location of census tracts listed in this table. 

 

 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track 
Community Impact Assessment 2-9 June 2015 

ICF 00020.12 
 



Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Existing Conditions/Affected Environment 
 

2.3.3 Community Cohesion 
The study area is generally linear. Pedestrian and bicycle crossing is limited over/under the 
railroad, and crossing the tracks in public or private motorized transportation is possible only at 
designated overpasses and intersections. The study area is intersected by the American River, the 
Capital City Freeway, State Route 160, and I-80. Portions of the study area are further crossed 
geographically by waterways flowing at the bottom of small ravines. While these ravines include 
multi-use trails, crossings over the waterways within the ravines are limited. 

The study area passes through two counties and three cities as well as several different 
neighborhoods and towns. Those living in the Sacramento County portion of the study area receive 
different municipal services, attend different schools, and are governed by different representatives 
than those in the Placer County portion of the study area.  

Finally, large portions of the study area consist of industrial land uses and large-scale retail outlets 
adjacent to the Project corridor. Residential neighborhoods and associated churches, schools, and 
parks generally are located farther from the railroad corridor, beyond the industrial and commercial 
uses. Because of the multiple physical, geographic, political, and land use barriers, the study area 
does not appear to possess a high level of community cohesion. 

2.3.4 Community Facilities 
This section details the schools and health care facilities in the study area. There are no public 
community libraries in the study area, and libraries are not discussed further in this document. The 
locations of community facilities and services are shown in Figure 2-1. 

Schools 
Schools are scattered throughout the Sacramento County portion of the study area. Sacramento 
Montessori School is at 1123 D Street, approximately 700 feet south of the corridor. Several city 
blocks of residential and commercial land uses lie between the school and the railroad.  

Courtyard Private School is adjacent to the railroad at 205 24th Street. It is approximately 100 feet 
from the Project corridor. 

There are five public schools in the study area, all in the Twin Rivers School District. Northwood 
Elementary School is at 2630 Taft Street in Sacramento, approximately 600 feet from the Project 
corridor. Aero Haven Elementary School is at 5450 Georgia Drive in North Highlands, approximately 
270 feet from the Project corridor. Kohler Elementary school is at 4004 Bruce Way in North 
Highlands, approximately 350 feet from the Project corridor. Highlands High School is at 6601 
Guthrie Street in North Highlands, approximately 620 feet from the Project corridor. Hillsdale 
Elementary School is at 6469 Guthrie Street in North Highlands, approximately 380 feet from the 
Project corridor. Each of the public schools is separated from the Project corridor by residential and 
other land uses. 

Health Care Facilities 
There are several health care facilities in the study area. Planned Parenthood is at 201 29th Street in 
Sacramento, and is accessed from 29th Street. Outpatient Pathology Services is at 3301 C Street in 
Sacramento, and is accessed from 33rd Street and C Street. Capitol City Surgery Center is at 1800 
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Tribute Road in Sacramento. It is accessed from Tribute Road, off Exposition Boulevard. There are 
no health care facilities in the Placer County portion of the study area. 

2.3.5 Emergency Services 
This section discusses emergency services (i.e., police, fire, and emergency medical services) in the 
study area. 

Police Protection 

City of Sacramento Police Department 

The City of Sacramento Police Department, headquartered at 5770 Freeport Boulevard in 
Sacramento, provides primary law and traffic enforcement for the portion of the study area within 
the city of Sacramento. The station nearest the study area is the Richards Station, at 300 Richards 
Boulevard. The full-service department comprises approximately 891 officers in 2012 (sworn and 
civilian), for a ratio of 1.34 officers per 1,000 population (City of Sacramento Police Department 
2012).  

Sacramento County Sheriff’s Department 

The Sacramento County Sheriff’s Department provides law and traffic enforcement for the portion of 
the study area in the unincorporated area of the county. The county sheriff station nearest the study 
area is at 2500 Marconi Avenue. 

City of Citrus Heights Police Department 

The City of Citrus Heights Police Department is headquartered at 6315 Fountain Square Drive in 
Citrus Heights. 

City of Roseville Police Department 

The City of Roseville Police Department, headquartered at 1051 Junction Boulevard (west of the 
study area), provides primary law and traffic enforcement for the portion of the study area within 
the city of Roseville. The full-service department comprises approximately 195 full-time staff, 
including 127 sworn officers (for a ratio of 1.2 officers per 1,000 population) and other staff as 
needed to support the department’s mission and meet community needs (Guenther pers. comm.). 
The crime rate has been approximately 4,000 crimes per 100,000 population for the past several 
years. No Roseville police stations are located in the study area. 

Placer County Sheriff’s Department 

The Placer County Sheriff’s Department, headquartered at 2929 Richardson Drive in Auburn, 
provides law enforcement and traffic enforcement to the unincorporated areas of Placer County. The 
Placer County Sheriff’s Department occasionally assists other agencies, including the City of 
Roseville, when requested (Nitzberg pers. comm.). 
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Fire Protection 

Sacramento Fire Department 

The City of Sacramento Fire Department provides fire protection and emergency medical services to 
the portion of the study area within the Sacramento city limits. Its service area is 146.3 square miles, 
and it serves a population of 516,167. Of the 24 active stations, the station nearest the study area is 
Station 14 at 1341 C Street in Sacramento. In 2012 the Sacramento Fire Department received 74,130 
total calls (City of Sacramento Fire Department 2012). 

Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District  

The Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District (Metro Fire) is a combination of 16 smaller fire districts, 
including the Sacramento County Fire Protection District, which merged to create a California 
Special District. Metro Fire provides both fire and rescue as well as emergency medical services to 
an area of 417 square miles and a population of 640,000. There are approximately 155 on-duty 
personnel on any given day. The stations nearest the study area are Station 101 at 3000 Fulton 
Avenue in Sacramento, Station 42 at 5608 North Haven in North Highlands, and Station 25 at 7352 
Roseville Road in Sacramento (Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District 2012). 

Roseville Fire Department 

The City of Roseville is responsible for fire protection services in the study area within the Roseville 
city limits. The Roseville Fire Department has eight existing fire stations and two planned fire 
stations in the city, and additional fire stations will be planned as future specific plans and 
annexations occur. The fire department primarily responds to medical emergency calls but has the 
capability to respond to fire, hazardous material incidents, and rescue calls. The fire department, 
which employs approximately 119 staff, received 12,925 calls for service in 2012. The fire 
department meets its goal of responding to calls in 492 seconds in populated areas approximately 
90 percent of the time and has an ISO [Insurance Service Organization] rating of 3 (City of Roseville 
2013).  

Emergency Medical Services 
As stated above, the Sacramento Fire Department and Metro Fire provide emergency medical 
services in the Sacramento County portion of the study area. The Roseville Fire Department 
responds to many 911 medical and trauma emergencies and provides basic and advanced life 
support care in the portion of the study area in Roseville.  

In addition to emergency response services provided by the respective fire departments, American 
Medical Response (AMR) is a private company that provides the study area with ambulance 
services; AMR maintains response times under 10 minutes for the majority of calls. AMR serves 
western Placer County and locates ambulances throughout the region, including within the city of 
Roseville. 

2.3.6 Access, Circulation, and Parking 
This section describes access, transportation, and circulation in the study area. 
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Access 
The community services and businesses discussed in this report are not anticipated to be subject to 
access impacts during construction, because most construction would largely take place within the 
UPRR right-of-way.  

Circulation 
In addition to roadways, the multimodal transportation system in the study area comprises public 
transit, rail services, pedestrian facilities, and bicycle facilities.  

Transit and Rail Services 

The Sacramento County portion of the study area is served by Sacramento Regional Transit District. 
Sacramento Regional Transit operates 67 bus routes and 38.6 miles of light rail, supporting a 418-
square-mile service area. Buses operate daily from 5 a.m. to 11 p.m. every 12 to 75 minutes, 
depending on the route. Light rail trains begin operation at 4 a.m. with service every 15 minutes 
during the day and every 30 minutes in the evening and on weekends. Blue Line and Gold Line trains 
operate until 12:30 a.m., and the Gold Line to Folsom operates until 7 p.m. Green Line trains operate 
every 30 minutes Monday through Friday (Sacramento Regional Transit District 2014). 

The Placer County portion of the study area is served by Roseville Transit. The City of Roseville 
Alternative Transportation Division of Public Works owns and maintains a bus fleet and contracts 
with a transit provider for operation of Roseville Transit. Roseville Transit operates three separate 
transit systems—local, commuter, and Dial-a-Ride—which together provide more than 433,000 
passenger trips a year. Roseville Transit’s local service operates 11 routes in Roseville with 
connections to Placer County Transit and Sacramento Regional Transit. Roseville Transit also offers 
express commuter routes between Roseville and downtown Sacramento Monday through Friday 
during peak commute hours. 

The Capital Corridor intercity passenger rail service runs between San Jose and Auburn and has 
stations in both Sacramento and Roseville. Currently, there is one daily round trip from Sacramento 
to Roseville. 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 

Sidewalks are provided adjacent to roadways in developed areas within the study area depending 
on the level and type of development. Signalized crosswalks are provided throughout the study area 
at major intersections. 

Sacramento County currently has 203.9 miles of bikeways. The network includes 72.3 miles of Class 
I bike paths, 122.2 miles of Class II bike lanes, and 9.4 miles of Class III bike routes. As stated above, 
the Jedediah Smith Memorial Bicycle Trail is a popular regional bicycle route. The City of Roseville’s 
existing bikeway system includes 27 miles of Class I bike trails, 83 miles of Class II bike lanes, and 9 
miles of Class III bike routes.  

2.3.7 Utilities, Public Services, and Communications Providers 
This section discusses utilities, public services, and communications providers in the study area. 
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Gas and Electricity 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) provides natural gas and electric service to approximately 
16 million people throughout a 70,000-square-mile service area in northern and central California 
(Pacific Gas and Electric Company 2014), including cities and communities along the Project 
corridor. The Sacramento Municipal Utilities District also generates, transmits, and distributes 
electricity to a 900-square-mile territory that includes Sacramento, Sacramento County, and a small 
portion of Placer County (Sacramento Municipal Utilities District 2013). Additionally, Roseville 
Electric, a municipally owned utility, provides electricity to businesses and residents in the city of 
Roseville.  

Gas and electricity services are provided to customers through an integrated distribution network, 
which obtains electricity from multiple sources. Electricity service throughout the study area is 
provided primarily from an underground network. There are also overhead electric power lines that 
run along and perpendicular to the Project corridor. 

Water 
A range of water service providers in the Project vicinity obtain water from a variety of sources. The 
City of Sacramento Department of Utilities provides water to businesses and residents in the city of 
Sacramento. California American Water and the Golden State Water Company also provide water 
services to homeowners and renters in parts of the city of Sacramento. Similarly, the City of 
Roseville provides water to residents in the city of Roseville.  

The Sacramento County Water Agency provides domestic water to households and businesses in 12 
separate service areas in unincorporated Sacramento County. The Sacramento Suburban Water 
District is a publicly owned and operated water utility that delivers water to parts of Arden/Arcade, 
Foothill Farms, Citrus Heights, North Highlands Carmichael, Fair Oaks, Antelope, and McClellan 
Business Park (Sacramento Suburban Water District 2014). The Placer County Water Agency is the 
primary water resource agency for Placer County. The Placer County Water Agency carries out a 
broad range of responsibilities, including water resource planning and management as well as retail 
and wholesale supply of irrigation water and drinking water (Placer County Water Agency 2014). 

Wastewater 
The Cities of Sacramento and Roseville provide wastewater collection and sewer services in their 
respective cities. The Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District provides wastewater 
conveyance and treatment services to residential, commercial, and industrial customers throughout 
unincorporated Sacramento County; the Cities of Citrus Heights, Elk Grove, Folsom, Rancho Cordova, 
Sacramento, and West Sacramento; and the communities of Courtland and Walnut Grove 
(Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District 2014). Placer County provides its own sewer 
services. 

Stormwater 
The Cities of Sacramento and Roseville provide storm drainage in in their respective cities. The 
Sacramento County Department of Water Resources is primarily responsible for drainage and flood 
control within the urbanized and urbanizing portions of unincorporated Sacramento County and the 
cities of Citrus Heights and Rancho Cordova. 
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Reinforced concrete pipes are generally used for storm drain systems, crossing the Project corridor 
at a number of locations. The storm drain systems within and around the corridor drain to local 
creeks, which eventually empty into San Francisco Bay. 

Television/Cable/Telecommunications/Telephone Lines 
Communication networks operate underground fiber-optic cable near the Project corridor. AT&T, 
Comcast, Level 3, MCI/Verizon, Qwest, and Surewest own utilities along the railroad corridor. 

2.3.8 Housing Characteristics 
This section provides data regarding housing in the Project vicinity (i.e., the 31 census tracts that 
intersect the study area).  

Housing Stock and Tenure  

Sacramento County 

Sacramento County had an estimated 558,150 housing units in 2013 (U.S. Census Bureau 2013). 
358,584, or 64.2 percent, of housing units were one-unit detached structures and 35,792 (6.4 
percent) were one-unit attached structures. There were approximately 149,777 multi-unit 
structures in Sacramento County in 2011, approximately 26.8 percent of the total housing stock. Of 
total housing stock in Sacramento County, 286,291 (55.5 percent) were owner-occupied and 
230,145 (44.5 percent) were renter-occupied. 

Placer County 

Placer County had an estimated 154,915 total housing units in 2013 (U.S. Census Bureau 2013). 
119,114 (76.9 percent) were one-unit detached structures and 4,919 (3.2 percent) were one-unit 
attached structures. There were approximately 35,835 multi-unit structures in Placer County, 
approximately 23.1 percent of the total housing stock. 93,091 (69.5 percent) of the total housing 
stock was owner-occupied, while 40,897 (30.5 percent) was renter-occupied. 

Vacancy Rates 

Sacramento County 

Sacramento County’s total number of vacant housing units was approximately 41,084 in 2013, or 
approximately 7.4 percent of total housing units in the county. The homeowner vacancy rate was 
approximately 2.0 percent, and the rental vacancy rate was approximately 6.2 percent. 

Placer County 

Placer County’s total number of vacant housing units was approximately 20,927 in 2013, or 
approximately 13.5 percent of total housing units in the county. The homeowner vacancy rate was 
approximately 1.9 percent, and the rental vacancy rate was approximately 4.8 percent. 

 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track 
Community Impact Assessment 2-15 June 2015 

ICF 00020.12 
 



Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Existing Conditions/Affected Environment 
 

Housing Costs 

Sacramento County 

The median value of owner-occupied homes in Sacramento County was $223,000 in 2013. 5.0 
percent of owner-occupied homes in Sacramento County were worth less than $50,000, while 0.9 
percent of homes were worth $1,000,000 or more. The largest percentage of homes (27.1 percent) 
were in the $200,000–299,999 range.  

Rental costs in Sacramento County varied from less than $200 per month to $1,500 or more per 
month. 1.1 percent of Sacramento County renters paid less than $200 per month, while 17.2 percent 
of renters paid $1,500 or more per month in rent. The largest percentage of Sacramento County 
renters (33.4 percent) paid between $1,000 and $1,499 per month. The median gross rent in 2013 
was $1,007 per month. The range of gross rent as a percentage of household income ranged from 
less than 15.0 percent for 8.9 percent of renters to 35 percent or more for 47.7 percent of renters. 

Placer County 

The median value of owner-occupied homes in Placer County was $331,300 in 2013. 4.1 percent of 
owner-occupied homes in Placer County were worth less than $50,000, while 2.8 percent of homes 
were worth $1,000,000 or more. The largest percentage of homes (38.4 percent) were in the 
$300,000–499,999 range, at. The average monthly owner costs for homeowners with a mortgage 
ranged from less than $300 per month (0.1 percent of Placer County residents) to $2,000 or more 
per month (57.2 percent). The median owner cost was $2,182 per month. 74.4 percent of 
homeowners without a mortgage had selected monthly owner costs of $400 or more, while only 1.0 
percent of homeowners without a mortgage had less than $100 in expenses per month. The median 
monthly owner cost for homeowners without a mortgage was $551 per month. 

Mortgage and housing expenses made up 35.0 percent or more of homeowners’ monthly incomes 
for 33.1 percent of Placer County residents. On the other end of the spectrum, mortgage and housing 
expenses made up less than 20.0 percent of homeowners’ monthly incomes for 27.6 percent of 
Placer County residents. 

Rental costs in Placer County varied from less than $200 per month to $1,500 or more per month. 
0.7 percent of Placer County renters paid less than $200 per month, while 33.8 percent of renters 
paid $1,500 or more per month in rent. The largest percentage of Sacramento County renters (36.3 
percent) paid between $1,000 and $1,499 per month in rent. The median gross rent in 2013 was 
$1,287 per month. The range of gross rent as a percentage of household income ranged from less 
than 15.0 percent for 7.9 percent of Placer County renters to 35 percent or more for 45.6 percent of 
renters.  
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2.4 Economic Setting 
2.4.1 Sacramento County 

Employment Trends 
Employment projections for the Sacramento-Arden-Arcade-Roseville Metropolitan Statistical Area 
(MSA) were available from the Employment Development Department Labor Market Information 
Division for 2020. Total employment growth in this MSA from 2010 to 2020 is expected to be 
approximately 15.8 percent. The largest growth is projected for Personal Care and Service 
occupations, at 29.9 percent, with an increase from 41,570 jobs in 2010 to 54,020 jobs in 2020. The 
least growth is projected for Farming, Fishing, and Forestry occupations, at 3.0 percent, from 6,260 
to 6,450 jobs. 

The following occupation categories are expected to have greater than 15 percent job growth 
between 2010 and 2020: Food Preparation and Serving Related occupations (25.4 percent); 
Healthcare Support occupations (23.5 percent); Healthcare Practitioners and Technical occupations 
(21.1 percent); Community and Social Service occupations (18.1 percent); Sales and Related 
occupations (19.5 percent); Construction and Extraction Occupations (17.5 percent); Building and 
Grounds Cleaning and Maintenance occupations (17.2 percent); Installation, Maintenance, and 
Repair occupations (16.9 percent); Life, Physical, and Social Science occupations (16.1 percent); and 
Transportation and Material Moving occupations (15.5 percent). 

The following occupation categories are projected to have less than 15 percent job growth between 
2010 and 2020: Business and Financial Operations (14.5 percent); Computer and Mathematical 
occupations (14.4 percent); Arts, Design, Entertainment, Sports, and Media occupations (11.8 
percent); Office and Administrative Support occupations (11.3 percent); Architecture and 
Engineering occupations (11.1 percent); Education, Training, and Library occupations (10.5 
percent); Protective Service occupations (9.1 percent), Production occupations (7.7 percent) 
(Employment Development Department 2013). 

Labor Force Characteristics 
Approximately 712,894 people (63.2 percent) of the population ages 16 and over were in the labor 
force in Sacramento County in 2013. Of those, 1,000 County residents (0.1 percent) were in the 
Armed Forces. Of the civilian labor force, approximately 13.8 percent were unemployed.  

Approximately 230,073 residents (37.5 percent) of the County’s residents were employed in 
management, business, science, and arts occupations. Those occupations make up the greatest 
percentage of occupations in the County. The next largest occupation category was sales and office 
occupations (26.2 percent, with about 160,491 jobs); service occupations (19.6 percent, or about 
120,107 jobs); production, transportation, and material moving occupations (8.8 percent, or about 
53,774 jobs); and natural resources, construction, and maintenance occupations (8.0 percent, or 
about 49,090 jobs). 
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The three largest industry categories in the County were educational services, health care, and social 
assistance (22.0 percent); professional, scientific, management, administrative, and waste 
management services (11.7 percent), and retail trade (11.4 percent). These three industry 
categories make up slightly less than half of the County’s employment by industry (U.S. Census 
Bureau 2013). 

Major Employers 
Major employers in Sacramento County include the State of California, the California Department of 
Transportation, Disabled American Veterans, California State University, the Corrections 
Department, California Environmental Protection Agency, Employment Development Department, 
Exposition and Fair, Mercy Hospitals Regional Rehab, Methodist Hospital-Sacramento, and 
Municipal Services Agency. Each of these employers employs between 1,000 and 4,999 employees 
(Employment Development Department 2014). 

Because Sacramento is the capital city of California, many of the County’s major employers are 
government agencies. Large governmental agencies include the California Department of 
Transportation, the Corrections Department, the Employment Development Department, the 
California Environmental Protection Agency, Exposition and Fair, Municipal Services Agency, and 
the Water Resource Department. Approximately 10 percent of Sacramento County residents were 
employed in public administration in 2013, making it the fourth largest industry in the County (U.S. 
Census Bureau 2013). 

2.4.2 Placer County 

Employment Trends 
Placer County employment is concentrated in six sectors: Construction; Financial Activities; Leisure 
and Hospitality; Government; Educational and Health Services; Trade, Transportation, and Utilities; 
and Other Services. The largest proportions of total jobs in Placer County in 2012 were in Trade, 
Transportation, and Utilities (approximately 21 percent, with 27,000 jobs); Educational and Health 
Services (approximately 16 percent, with slightly more than 20,000 jobs); and Government 
(approximately 14 percent, with nearly 19,000 jobs). These industries combined make up 
approximately half of Placer County’s economy (Center for Strategic Economic Research 2014).  

Labor Force Characteristics 
Total employment in Placer County is projected to increase approximately 32 percent by 2022, to a 
total of nearly 174,000 jobs. Employment projections show that the strongest growth through 2022 
in Placer County will be in the Construction, Professional and Business Services, and Education and 
Health Services sectors (approximately 66 percent, 44 percent, and 40 percent, respectively) 
(Center for Strategic Economic Research 2014). It is projected that, by 2022, the highest proportion 
of employment in Placer County will be in Trade, Transportation, and Utilities (approximately 20 
percent); Educational & Health Services (almost 16 percent); and Leisure & Hospitality 
(approximately 14 percent). The Construction sector is projected to experience the greatest shift in 
composition in Placer County by 2021 (an increase of nearly 2 percentage points) (Center for 
Strategic Economic Research 2014).  
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Major Employers 
In 2012, there were more than 10,600 business establishments in Placer County—an increase of 
approximately 2 percent since 2007. The Other Services sector experienced the greatest positive 
shift in composition in Placer County between 2007 and 2012. In the same period, Construction 
experienced the greatest negative shift (Center for Strategic Economic Research 2014). The major 
employers in the City of Roseville include Kaiser Permanente, Hewlett-Packard, the City of Roseville, 
Sutter Roseville Medical Center, local school districts, Union Pacific Railroad, and Wal-Mart (two 
locations) (City of Roseville 2011). 
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Chapter 3 
Impacts/Environmental Consequences 

This chapter presents the findings of an evaluation of Project-related effects on land use, social 
characteristics (including EJ concerns), economic activity, and growth within the study area. 
Cumulative impacts of the Project are also addressed. 

3.1 Land Use Impacts 
Land use impacts evaluated in the following sections include direct and indirect conflicts with 
existing and planned land uses; consistency with the applicable local and regional planning 
documents discussed in Chapter 2, and impacts on parklands. 

3.1.1 Consistency and Compatibility with Existing and 
Planned Land Uses 

The Project would involve adding a new main track from Sacramento to Roseville. The vast majority 
of the corridor lies within the UPRR ROW. The Project would require acquisition of some strips of 
land from adjacent parcels, displacing existing uses. Removal of these land uses—recreational and 
commercial—would not significantly alter the overall land use make-up of the study area. The 
changes in land use would be consistent and compatible with existing land uses. Property 
acquisitions are discussed in the next section. 

3.1.2 Land Use Impacts 
The Project would require several property acquisitions. Table 3-1 shows the amount of ROW 
acquisition at each location.  

Table 3-1. Property Acquisitions in the Study Area 

Parcel Number Milepost Ownership Description 
Acres 
Acquired 

275-026-002-800 92.3 County of 
Sacramento 

American River Parkway—Woodlake 
Area 

0.14 

209-011-001-300 102.9 UPRR Portions of Pacific Street and a parking 
lot at corner of Lincoln Street and 
Pacific Street in downtown Roseville 

0.04–0.09 

012-113-ROW-000 106.5 City of 
Roseville 

Parking lot of Moose Lodge near corner 
of Lincoln Street and Sierra Boulevard 
in Roseville 

0.05 

Source: Beritzhoff pers. comm.  
 

An estimated three parcels would be directly affected by acquisition of strips of land. The acquisition 
of parcel 275-026-002-800 would result in 0.14 acre of land being removed from the American 
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River Parkway to construct the new bridge across the American River. This acquisition would be 
approximately 0.52 percent of the Woodlake Area—a minute portion of the entire Parkway. In 
terms of recreational value, the Woodlake Area has minimal developed recreation facilities in 
comparison to other areas in the Parkway. The location of this acquisition is shown in Figure 3-1.  

The acquisition of parcel 209-011-001-300 would result in a sliver of land being removed from the 
parking lot at the corner of Lincoln Street and Pacific Street in downtown Roseville. The parking lot 
is near the Rusty Duck Bar and Grill, but it is used by patrons of all the businesses in the downtown 
area. Parking impacts are discussed later in this chapter. 

The acquisition of parcel 012-113-ROW-000 would result in a portion of land being removed from 
the parking lot at the corner of Lincoln Street and Sierra Boulevard in Roseville, which is currently 
used by the Moose Lodge. Parking impacts are discussed later in this chapter. The locations of these 
two acquisitions are shown in Figure 3-2. Overall, the acquisition of these three parcels would be 
minor, and would not affect the pattern of existing land uses. 

3.1.3 Consistency with Local and Regional Plans and Policies 
Land use planning in the Sacramento County portion of the study area is governed by the 
Sacramento County General Plan of 2005–2030 (Sacramento County Community Planning & 
Development Department 2011), as well as the Sacramento 2030 General Plan (City of Sacramento 
2009) and the City of Citrus Heights General Plan (City of Citrus Heights 2011). Regional 
transportation planning for the Sacramento County portion of the study area is generally conducted 
by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG). Land use planning in the Placer County 
portion of the study area is governed by the City of Roseville General Plan 2025 (City of Roseville 
2012). Regional transportation planning for the study area is generally conducted by the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA). In addition, the American River Parkway Plan 
(Sacramento County 2008) is relevant to the Project.  

Relevant goals and policies from these plans are reproduced below. 

SACOG MTP/SCS 
Policy 9. Use the best information available to implement strategies and projects that lead to 
reduced Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions. 

The Project addresses a need to provide more passenger rail trips and alternatives to automobile 
travel. The Project will reduce VMT in the region and will consequently improve air quality and 
reduce GHG emissions. The Project is consistent with this policy. 

Sacramento County 2030 General Plan 
Goal. Provide mobility for current and future residents of Sacramento County through complete 
streets and through a balanced and interconnected transportation system which includes all modes 
of travel - automobile, transit, pedestrian and bicycling. 

Policy CI-2. Promote continued mobility for individuals whose access to automobile 
transportation is limited by age, illness, income, desire, or disability. 

Policy CI-3. Travel modes shall be interconnected to form an integrated, coordinated and 
balanced multi-modal transportation system, planned and developed consistent with the land 
uses to be served. 
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Policy CI-4. Provide multiple transportation choices to link housing, recreational, employment, 
commercial, educational, and social services. 

Policy CI-5. Land use and transportation planning and development should be cohesive, 
mutually supportive, and complement the objective of reducing per capita vehicle miles travelled 
(VMT). 

Goal. Promote a balanced and integrated transit system to maximize mobility in a safe and efficient 
manner. 

Policy CI-19. Collaborate with transit service providers to provide transit services within the 
County that are responsive to existing and future transit demand. 

Policy CI-20. Promote transit services in appropriate commercial corridors and where 
population and employment densities are sufficient or could be increased to support those 
transit services. 

Policy CI-23. Consider the transit needs of senior, disabled, low-income, and transit-dependent 
persons in making recommendations regarding transit services. 

Policy CI-24. Collaborate with transit service providers for the development of facilities that 
provide for efficient links and interconnectivity with different transportation modes, including 
bicyclists and pedestrians. 

Goal. Promote the maintenance and improvement of rail transportation. 

Policy CI-46. Support multi-modal stations at appropriate locations to integrate rail 
transportation with other transportation modes. 

Policy CI-48. Support the pursuit of all available sources of funding for the development, 
improvement, and maintenance of the rail system. 

The purpose and need for the Project is to increase rail passenger trips. This supports the general 
plan goals and policies of promoting alternative transportation for all residents of the region. 

City of Sacramento 2030 General Plan 

Goal M 1.2. Multimodal System. Provide expanded transportation choices to improve the ability to 
travel efficiently and safely to destinations throughout the city and region. 

Policy M 1.2.1. Multimodal Choices. The City shall promote development of an integrated, 
multi-modal transportation system that offers attractive choices among modes including 
pedestrian ways, public transportation, roadways, bikeways, rail, waterways, and aviation and 
reduces air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions.  

Goal M 3.1. Safe, Comprehensive, and Integrated Transit System. Create and maintain a safe, 
comprehensive, and integrated transit system as an essential component of a vibrant transportation 
system. 

Policy M 3.1.1. Transit for All. The City shall support a well-designed transit system that meets 
the transportation needs of Sacramento residents and visitors including seniors, the disabled, 
and transit-dependent persons. The City shall enhance bicycle and pedestrian access to stations.  

Policy M 3.1.2. Maintain Services. The City shall work with transit providers to maintain 
services within the city that are timely, cost-effective, and responsive to growth patterns and 
enhance transit where feasible.  

Policy M 3.1.3. Variety of Transit Types. The City shall consider a variety of transit types 
including high speed rail, inter-city rail, regional rail, light rail transit, bus rapid transit, trolleys 
(streetcars), enhanced buses, express buses, local buses, neighborhood shuttles, pedi-cabs, and 
jitneys to meet the needs of residents, workers, and visitors.  
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Policy M 3.1.5. Unified Traveler Information System. The City shall work with Regional 
Transit and SACOG to support local transit providers in developing and maintaining a unified 
traveler information system.  

Policy M 3.2.4. Capitol Corridor. The City shall support Capitol Corridor and other regional rail 
service to downtown Sacramento.  

The Project would expand transportation choices for commuters in the region, thereby supporting the City of 
Sacramento’s goals and policies. 

City of Citrus Heights General Plan 
Policy 29.1 Action A. Consider ways to increase and improve travel choices when reviewing 
development or transportation infrastructure projects. 

Goal 31. Provide access to public transit service to all Citrus Heights residents and high quality, 
frequent public transit service to those residents living along designated transit routes 

Policy 31.1. Strive to increase fixed-route and demand responsive (i.e., paratransit) transit 
service coverage and frequency to Citrus Heights residents and employees.  

Policy 31.2. Strive to provide public transit that is an attractive, convenient, dependable and safe 
alternative to the automobile. 

The Project would expand transportation choices for commuters in the region, thereby supporting 
Citrus Heights’ goals and policies of improving travel choices and increasing access to public transit. 

Placer County General Plan 
Goal 3.B. To promote a safe and efficient mass transit system, including both rail and bus, to reduce 
congestion, improve the environment, and provide viable non-automotive means of transportation in 
and through Placer County. 

Policy 3.B.1. The County shall work with transit providers to plan and implement additional 
transit services within and to the County that are timely, cost-effective, and responsive to growth 
patterns and existing and future transit demand. 

Policy 3.B.6. The County shall support and remain actively involved in expanding the Capital 
Corridor Service for the needs of commuters. 

Policy 3.B.10. The County shall consider the transit needs of senior, disabled, minority, low-
income, and transit-dependent persons in making decisions regarding transit services and in 
compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

Policy 3.B.13. The County shall designate transportation corridors that provide linkages with 
other regional transportation corridors, Light Rail Terminus Stations, and major transportation 
facilities. 

Policy 3.9. The County shall continue to participate in planning for and implementing improved 
passenger rail service to Placer County, including the Capitol Corridor 
Auburn/Sacramento/Oakland/San Jose service. (Placer County 2013.) 

The Project would help to reduce VMT, thereby helping to improve air quality and reduce GHG 
emissions. It would provide more opportunities for public transit in keeping with Placer County’s 
goals and policies. 

City of Roseville General Plan 2025 
Goal 1. Promote a safe, convenient and efficient mass transit system, utilizing both bus and rail 
modes, to reduce congestion, reduce auto emissions, including emissions that contribute to climate 

 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track 
Community Impact Assessment 3-4 June 2015 

ICF 00020.12 
 



Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Impacts/Environmental Consequences 
 

change, improve the environment, and provide viable non-automotive means of transportation in 
and through Roseville. 

Policy 1. Pursue and support transit services within the community and region and pursue land 
use, design and other mechanisms that promote the use of such services. 

Policy 4. Support and remain actively involved in planning for the expansion of Capitol Corridor 
rail service, as well as other regional linkages. 

Policy 5. Consider the transit needs of seniors, minorities, low-income persons, persons with 
disabilities, and other persons who may be transit-dependent when making decisions regarding 
transit service. 

The City of Roseville’s General Plan contains goals and policies to improve public transportation and 
support the expansion of Capitol Corridor rail service—the purpose of the Project. 

American River Parkway Plan 2008 
10.13 Strengthen the Woodlake Area’s connections with the surrounding urban neighborhoods in 
the Woodlake and North Sacramento areas in ways that promote increased access and connectivity 
in the Parkway.  

10.13.1 Construct a bike/pedestrian trail to a Class 1 construction standard along the top of 
right bank (north levee) of the American River from Del Paso Boulevard to the Capital City 
Freeway. 

10.14 Create a Woodlake Gateway near the intersection of Highway 160 and Northgate Boulevard to 
serve as a major entry point to the Parkway, with access to and parking for an 
interpretive/educational center at the Riverdale Mobile Home site west of Highway 160. Provide a 
surfaced parking area and trailhead east of Highway 160, a boat access and ramp into the American 
River, restrooms, and signage. 

10.14.1 Maintain a suitable level of habitat connectivity between the Woodlake and Discovery 
Park East areas to provide a wildlife corridor. Key areas include the riparian corridor along the 
low flow channel and the area generally north of Northgate Boulevard. 

10.15 Redesign and renovate the unsurfaced maintenance and emergency roadways in the 
Woodlake Area to reduce habitat fragmentation and degradation, and create an interconnected 
system of roads providing improved access and adequate width for fire suppression and utility, 
recreation, and flood control facility maintenance. This system should also include several narrow 
maintenance trails that could provide more limited access for fire suppression and maintenance 
activities in more sensitive habitat areas and serve as firebreaks. 

10.15.1 The unsurfaced maintenance and emergency roadways should be accessible to 
pedestrians and cross-country runners and, at the discretion of the Parkway Manager, to 
bicyclists, provided that any segments of the system that are opened to bicycling have adequate 
buffers to protect habitat, have adequate sight lines and are appropriately signed to avoid 
conflicts with other users, and are subject to immediate closure to bicyclists in the event the 
Parkway Manager determines that bicycling on these trails poses an unacceptable maintenance 
and/or management burden, or begins to degrade natural resources. 

10.16 Protect, enhance, and expand native habitats that benefit fish and wildlife species including 
creation of seasonal wetland habitat, grassland restoration for raptor foraging habitat, and 
restoration of riparian and woodland habitat. 

10.17 Protect and enhance existing resources in the area including habitat for threatened and 
endangered species, such as Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle, and the state registered 
archaeological site. 
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The Project involves building a new bridge over the American River, requiring acquisition of 0.14 
acre of the American River Parkway in the Woodlake Area. However, this sliver of land is less than 1 
percent of the Woodlake Area, and a miniscule portion of the American River Parkway itself. The 
Project would not conflict with the above policies of the American River Parkway Plan. 

3.1.4 Parks and Recreational Facilities 
This section discusses the parks and trails with the potential to be directly or indirectly affected by 
Project construction or operation. Other parks and recreational facilities in the study area are not 
anticipated to experience changes in access or use as a result of the Project. Impacts on parks and 
recreational facilities are also discussed in the Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track Section 
4(f)/6(f) Evaluation (ICF International 2015a). 

As stated in Chapter 2 and shown in Figure 2-1, multiple parks, trails, and recreational uses are 
located throughout the study area: 14 parks/recreational facilities in the Sacramento County portion 
of the study area and 5 parks/recreational facilities in the Placer County portion. The parks and 
recreational resources within 100 feet of the Project corridor are summarized in Table 3-2 and 
described in more detail below. 
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Table 3-2. Parks and Recreational Facilities within 100 Feet of Project Corridor 

Name Description Milepost 

Approximate 
Distance from 
Project 
Corridor 

Muir Park Size: 2.5 ac 
Features: Playground, BBQ area, soccer field 
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

90 50 feet 

Grant Park Size: 3.1 ac 
Features: Softball field, picnic tables 
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

90–91 50 feet 

Sutter’s 
Landing 
Regional Park 

Size: 163.18 
Features: Basketball court, bocce ball courts, 0.29-mile bicycle trail, 
skate park, access to American River  
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

91–92 Adjacent 

American River  Size: NA 
Features: 23-mile-long lower reach of the American River is one of the 
most heavily used recreational rivers in the state 
Agency with Jurisdiction: Sacramento County, CA State Parks 

92–93 Adjacent 

American River 
Parkway 

Size: NA 
Features:  
Agency with Jurisdiction: Sacramento County Regional Parks 

92–93 Adjacent 

John Mackey 
Memorial Park 
at Kenwood 
Oaks Park 

Size: 11.4 ac 
Features: Playground, picnic area, 9 hole disk golf course, mature oak 
preserve 
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento Department of Parks and 
Recreation 

95 100 feet 

Haggin Oaks 
Golf Course 

Size: 350 ac 
Features: Two 18-hole golf courses, driving range, restaurant facilities 
Agency with Jurisdiction: Privately owned 

95–96 100 feet 

Johnson Pool Size: NA 
Features: Public swimming pool and picnic area 
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Roseville Parks and Recreation 
Department 

105–106 Adjacent 

Antelope Creek 
Bridge 
Preserve 

Size: 116.26 ac 
Features: Greenbelt area, oak woodland; contains Antelope Creek and 
Antelope Creek Trail, a 1.5-mile Class I, off-street, paved, multi-use path 
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Roseville 

108–109 100 feet 

Source: City of Roseville Open Space Preserve Overarching Management Plan (City of Roseville 2011); GIS datasets 
(California Protected Areas 2013; City of Roseville 2013; Sacramento County 2013). 
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Muir Park 
Muir Park is in the City of Sacramento, approximately 50 feet from the Project corridor. During 
construction, park users may have intermittent and temporary views of construction equipment. 
Visitors could experience temporary construction-related noise effects but would not experience 
any loss of access or use of recreational facilities. This park is already exposed to noise levels typical 
of an urban park, as well as noise from daily train trips. The construction-related impacts would be 
intermittent and short term. 

Grant Park 
Grant Park is in the City of Sacramento, approximately 50 feet from the Project corridor. During 
construction, park users may have intermittent and temporary views of construction equipment. 
Visitors could experience temporary construction-related noise effects but would not experience 
any loss of access or use of recreational facilities. This park is already exposed to noise levels typical 
of an urban park, as well as noise from daily train trips. The construction-related impacts would be 
intermittent and short term. 

Haggin Oaks Golf Course 
Haggin Oaks Golf Course, in Sacramento, is directly southeast of the Project corridor. The golf course 
is privately owned and is open to the public 7 days a week. During construction, visitors may have 
intermittent and temporary views of construction equipment. Visitors could experience temporary 
construction-related noise effects but would not experience any loss of access or use of recreational 
facilities. The golf course is already exposed to noise levels from trains and from the Capital City 
Freeway and I-80. The construction-related impacts would be intermittent and short term. 

John Mackey Memorial Park 
John Mackey Park is approximately 100 feet from the Project corridor. It is separated from the 
corridor by residential and commercial development. Visitors could experience temporary 
construction-related noise effects but would not experience any loss of access or use of recreational 
facilities.  

Johnson Pool 
Johnson Pool is adjacent to Vernon Street, just south of the UPRR. It is approximately 500 feet from 
where construction would occur. Access to the pool is from 4th Street and D Street. No ROW would 
be acquired from this resource on a permanent basis, and temporary construction easements would 
not be required for staging or other construction activities. Access and parking would not change. 
Views of construction equipment and noise would be blocked by the walls surrounding the pool, as 
well as by Vernon Street and the UPRR rail line.  

Antelope Creek Bridge Preserve and Antelope Creek Trail 
Antelope Creek Bridge Preserve and Antelope Creek Trail are adjacent to the Project corridor in 
Roseville. No ROW would be acquired from the preserve, and access to the trail would be 
maintained. The trail is approximately 300 feet from where construction would occur. Trail users 
may experience views of construction equipment and additional noise, but such exposure would be 
intermittent and temporary. There would be no loss of access or use of this facility. 
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Sutter’s Landing Regional Park 
The Project corridor transects Sutter’s Landing Regional Park. No permanent acquisition or 
easement is required; however, a staging area would be located in the portion of the park that is 
currently a covered landfill and closed to the public. Improvements planned for this park include a 
bike trail near the staging area and construction site. However, this trail is in the design phase and 
there is no set date for construction. To accommodate construction activities while maintaining safe 
access to park facilities, a construction zone with restricted access would be established in an area in 
the park.  

Noise and vibration impacts associated with construction activities would be temporary and 
intermittent. The Project would increase the number of passenger trains that cross the American 
River. However, the park already experiences noise and vibration from trains, and the additional 
trains would increase noise temporarily and intermittently. Any effects on the aesthetic quality of 
the park would be temporary and would last for the period of construction. The presence of 
construction vehicles, protective cover over the channel, protective cover over the trail, and any 
other detour or warning signs would be removed once construction is completed. Construction 
debris and waste would be removed from the park. Any vegetation that is cleared would be 
replanted. In addition, because the new bridge structure would be similar in size and scale to the 
current bridge, the long-term aesthetic character of the park would be substantially the same as at 
present. Aesthetic and visual resources are further evaluated in the Aesthetics and Visual Resources 
Report prepared for this Project (HDR Engineering 2015a).  

Measures to minimize impacts on Sutter’s Landing Regional Park are discussed in Chapter 5. 

American River 
The Project entails building a new 2,223-foot-long bridge across the American River. The new 
structure would match the vertical clearances of the existing structure. It would be a 
precast/prestressed concrete double cell box bridge and steel thru-plate girder bridge. The trestles 
of the new bridge would be located near the existing trestles. As stated in the Biological Resources 
Evaluation prepared for this Project (HDR Engineering 2015b), the new American River Crossing 
would result in the permanent loss of shaded riverine aquatic (SRA) habitat and would add 
additional shade over the river, which may alter potential juvenile salmonid foraging and rearing 
habitat.  

During construction, open space on the river would be restricted in the vicinity of construction due 
to the presence of equipment in the river as well as overhead work. The construction period is 
anticipated to last 19 months. Impacts on recreation during construction would be minimized by 
maintaining an open channel for boat traffic at all times. Construction equipment in the river and 
other potential impediments to recreation would be equipped with required safety markings (e.g., 
lights). Any effects on the aesthetic quality experienced by boaters and recreationists would be 
temporary, lasting for the duration of construction. The presence of construction vehicles, protective 
cover over the channel, and any other detour or warning signs would be removed once construction 
is completed. Any vegetation that is cleared would be replanted. Because the new bridge structure 
would be similar in size and scale to the current bridge, the long-term aesthetic character would be 
substantially the same as at present.  

Measures to minimize impacts on the American River are discussed in Chapter 5. 
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American River Parkway 
The Project corridor crosses through the American River Parkway. A 0.14 acre parcel would be 
acquired to construct the new bridge over the American River. It would result in temporary impacts 
on recreation, including a temporary detour of the Jedediah Smith Memorial Bike Trail during 
construction. The construction period is anticipated to last 19 months. Impacts on recreation during 
construction would be minimized by maintaining access to the Jedediah Smith Memorial Bike Trail 
at all times. Construction equipment in the parkway and other potential impediments to recreation 
would be equipped with required safety markings (e.g., lights).  

Noise and vibration impacts associated with construction activities would be temporary and 
intermittent. The Project would increase the number of passenger trains that cross the Parkway. 
However, the Parkway already experiences noise and vibration from trains, and the additional trains 
would increase noise temporarily and intermittently. Any effects on the aesthetic quality of the park 
would be temporary, lasting for the duration of construction. The presence of construction vehicles, 
protective cover over the channel, protective cover over the trail, and any other detour or warning 
signs would be removed once construction is completed. Construction debris and waste would be 
removed from the park. Any vegetation that is cleared would be replanted. In addition, because the 
new bridge structure would be similar in size and scale to the current bridge, the long-term 
aesthetic character of the Parkway would be substantially the same as at present. Moreover, the 
addition of one rail line would not substantially modify the aesthetic character of this portion of the 
Parkway, because it would be close to existing rail lines. Aesthetic and visual resources are further 
evaluated in the Aesthetics and Visual Resources Report prepared for this Project (HDR Engineering 
2015a).  

Measures to minimize impacts to the American River Parkway are discussed in Chapter 5. 

3.1.5 Farmland/Timberland 
As stated in Chapter 2, two parcels designated as Farmland of Local Importance and three 
designated as grazing land are present in the study area. No permanent acquisitions of farmland 
would occur. There is no timberland in the study area. The Project would not affect farmland or 
timberland. 

3.2 Community Impacts 
This section addresses the community impacts of the Project: community character and cohesion, 
displacement/relocation, community facilities, and environmental justice. 

3.2.1 Community Character and Cohesion 
The Project entails constructing a new main track within the UPRR ROW and increasing passenger 
trips from Sacramento to Roseville. By its nature, the study area is heavily divided as described in 
Chapter 2. During the construction period, roadways would remain open with unrestricted travel 
during hours outside periods of active construction. Travelers may experience delays during periods 
of active construction that would require temporary lane closures. These delays could discourage 
some travelers from using these access routes, but lane closures would be temporary, and 
implementation of the Project’s Traffic Management Plan (TMP) would ensure that access to 
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adjacent properties would be provided during construction and that delays would be minimized to 
the extent possible. Because the study area already contains a major railroad corridor, the addition 
of a new main track within the ROW and operation of the Project are not anticipated to affect 
community character or cohesion in the study area. 

Temporary construction impacts would affect residents and businesses adjacent to the Project 
corridor. Indirect impacts include short-term increases in air quality emissions (e.g., diesel fumes 
and dust from construction activities), noise from heavy equipment operations, and glare and 
lighting from potential nighttime construction activities. Construction may also require temporary 
detours and lane closures, which could cause temporary increases in traffic congestion throughout 
the Project vicinity during the construction period. 

Permanent indirect land use impacts on neighborhoods and businesses would result from the 
Project. Adding a new main line would result in trains being closer to residences adjacent to the 
Project corridor. Permanent indirect land use impacts on residents and employees of businesses 
along the length of the Project corridor include increased noise and reduced localized air quality 
because of higher levels of diesel emissions. Potential air quality and noise impacts are discussed in 
detail in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Technical Report (ICF International 2015b) and Noise 
and Vibration Technical Report (ATS Consulting 2015) prepared for this Project. 

Landscaping that would be developed as part of the Project would lessen some of these effects. 
Minimization measures, including measures to reduce impacts related to air quality, noise, and 
visual resources, are described in Chapter 5 of this CIA. 

3.2.2 Displacement/Relocation Impacts 
No residences or businesses would be relocated as a result of the Project. ROW acquisition that 
would occur under each of the build alternatives is addressed above in Section 3.1.2, Direct Land Use 
Impacts, but these acquisitions would not entail any displacement or relocation of residences or 
businesses.  

3.2.3 Community Facilities 
This section addresses the impacts of the Project on schools, health care facilities, and 
transportation in the study area.  

Schools 
The Project would not require acquisition or displacement of any school sites in the study area. As 
discussed in Chapter 2, various schools are close to the Project area. These schools could experience 
temporary, intermittent noise impacts associated with Project construction. 

School bus travel and individual motorist travel to and from local schools use roadways that would 
be affected by the Project. Project construction could cause delays in motorists reaching the school 
and delays in school bus routes. Advanced notice and coordination with school officials will be 
included in the Project’s TMP, minimizing potential temporary impacts. 
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Heath Care Facilities 
The Project would not require acquisition or displacement of any health care facilities in the study 
area. As discussed in Chapter 3, several health care facilities are located in the Sacramento County 
portion of the study area. These facilities could experience temporary, intermittent noise impacts 
associated with Project construction. 

Circulation and Parking 

Circulation 

Construction of the Project could result in delays of varying lengths for motorists on local roads 
throughout the study area, temporarily limiting access and affecting regional circulation. Similarly, 
construction could potentially result in delays for bicyclists and pedestrians and changes in routes. 
Traffic controls and anticipated delays, including delays for public transit, pedestrians, and 
bicyclists, as well as temporary Class I trail detours, will be specified in the TMP. TMPs are evolving 
documents that are periodically modified as the project development process proceeds and new or 
refined project-related information becomes available. The TMP for the Project, which may continue 
to be updated up to and even during the construction phase, will establish the applicable restrictions 
on delays, hours of closure, maximum length of delays and closures, and number of closures allowed 
within a set distance. At the time of construction, the actual closure and delay lengths and hours 
used for closures will be determined by the construction contractor and submitted to FRA for 
approval. 

When completed, the Project would provide regional benefits. The traffic analysis conducted for this 
Project did not identify any significant impacts. On the contrary, the reduction in regional VMT 
associated with increased passenger rail service is considered a beneficial effect because it directly 
correlates to reduction in air pollution and GHG emissions. 

Parking 

The acquisition of parcel 209-011-001-300 would result in the removal of a sliver of land from the 
parking lot at the corner of Lincoln Street and Pacific Street in downtown Roseville. The parking lot 
is near the Rusty Duck Bar and Grill, but it is used by patrons of all the businesses in the downtown 
area. Currently, the lot fills to capacity with patrons of the Rusty Duck, the Pacific Street Café, and 
Alcoholics Anonymous meetings that occur daily at 315 Lincoln Street. There are approximately 50 
spots in this lot, and up to 28 could be removed. On-street parking is also available throughout the 
downtown area. 

The acquisition of parcel 012-113-ROW-000 would result in the removal of a portion of land from 
the parking lot at the corner of Lincoln Street and Sierra Boulevard in Roseville, currently used by 
the Moose Lodge. The Moose Lodge is a fraternal organization that hosts frequent volunteer and 
community service events. This lot contains approximately 19 spaces, and up to 14 could be 
removed by the ROW acquisition. The lot is busiest during weekday nights and weekend days during 
special events. On-street parking is available in the study area on Lincoln Street, and there is also a 
public parking lot on Lincoln Street across from the Roseville Opera House that patrons of Moose 
Lodge could utilize. 

Because the bulk of new ridership would originate in Roseville, potential impacts on parking 
capacity are greater there than in the vicinity of the Sacramento Valley Station, for which numerous 
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parking options are available. According to the traffic analysis conducted by Fehr and Peers, 
increased ridership associated with the Project could generate a long-term parking deficit of 
approximately 200–400 spaces in downtown Roseville beyond the deficit projected to result from 
development contemplated in the Downtown Specific Plan.  

3.2.4 Environmental Justice Impacts 
Executive Order (EO) 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minority and Low-
Income Populations, signed on February 11, 1994, directs federal agencies to take the appropriate 
and necessary steps to identify and address disproportionately high and adverse human health or 
environmental effects of federal projects and programs on minority and low-income populations 
(referred to as EJ populations in this document) to the greatest extent practicable and permitted by 
law. The EO seeks fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race, color, 
national origin, or income with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement of 
environmental laws, regulations, and policies. 

The Environmental Justice Policy Guidance for Federal Transit Administration Recipients (77 Federal 
Register 137, July 17, 2012) provides recommendations to state departments of transportation, 
metropolitan planning organizations, public transportation providers, and other recipients of FRA 
funds on how to fully engage EJ populations in the decision-making process, and how to analyze or 
determine whether EJ populations would be subjected to disproportionately high and adverse 
human health or environmental effects as a result of a transportation project. For FRA, this means 
following the three guiding principles of EJ. 

 To avoid, minimize, and mitigate disproportionately high and adverse effects. 

 To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities. 

 To prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by minority 
and low-income populations. 

Once minority and/or low-income populations are identified and an EJ analysis is required, a 
determination must be made as to whether there would be a disproportionately high and adverse 
effect on human health or the environment. This requires comparing the burdens and benefits that 
would be experienced by EJ populations with the burdens and benefits that would be experienced 
by non–EJ populations. U.S. Department of Transportation Order 5610.2(a) (2012), defines a 
disproportionately high and adverse effect as one that would meet either characteristic below. 

 The adverse effect would be predominantly borne by a minority and/or low-income population. 

 The adverse effect suffered by the minority and/or low-income population would be 
appreciably more severe than the adverse effect suffered by the non-minority and/or non–low-
income population. 

An analysis of the project based on these criteria is provided below. 

As discussed in Section 2.3.2, Demographic Characteristics, many of the census tracts in the study 
area contain higher percentages of low-income and minority populations than the general 
population of the relevant county. For example, census tracts 7005502, 7006202, 7006300, 
7006400, and 7006900 have higher percentages of Hispanic residents, lower per-capita income 
levels, and higher percentages of people below the poverty level than Sacramento County as a 
whole. Census tract 7005502 is located south of the Project corridor, between El Camino Avenue 
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and Arden Way. Census tract 7006202 is located south of the Project corridor, between El Camino 
Avenue and Marconi Avenue. Census tract 7006300 is located north of the Project corridor between 
El Camino Avenue and South Avenue. Census tract 7006400 is located north of the Project corridor, 
east of South Avenue. Census tract 7006900 is located north of the Project corridor between the 
American River and El Camino Avenue (Figure 1-2). 

In Placer County, census tracts 1020901 and 1020908 have higher percentages of Hispanic 
residents than the rest of the county as a whole, as well as lower per capita incomes and higher 
percentages of people below the poverty level. Census tract 1020901 is located south of the Project 
corridor between the Placer County line and Atlantic Street. Census tract 1020908 is located north 
of the Project corridor between the Placer County line and Baseline Road (Figure 1-2). 

Nevertheless, it should be noted that the study area should not be considered predominantly low 
income or minority because no low-income or minority populations in the study area or any of the 
constituent census tracts exceed 50 percent of the total population for the relevant area. Moreover, 
each portion of the study area, considered in aggregate, exhibits demographic characteristics 
broadly consistent with the respective counties overall. 

Construction-related air quality, noise, and visual impacts would occur along the entire corridor and 
would be experienced by both the EJ and non-EJ populations in the study area. These effects are 
typical of transit improvement projects and would not be “disproportionately high or adverse” for 
the EJ populations in the study area. In the census tracts south of the Project corridor, visual and 
noise impacts are least likely to occur. Residents in census tract 7006300 are located just north of 
the Project corridor. In census tract 1020908 in Roseville, there are several residents near Church 
Street that are located in close proximity to the Project corridor. 

Adverse Effects on the Overall Population 
The technical reports addressing aesthetics/visual resources, air quality, and noise and vibration 
indicate that some potential adverse effects are expected to result from the Project. The impacts 
identified in these technical reports and the measures to avoid or reduce them are summarized 
below. 

Aesthetics/Visual Resources  

As described in the Aesthetics and Visual Resources Report (HDR Engineering 2015a), the visual 
degradation resulting from Project construction activities would be more noticeable in urban areas 
adjacent to residences and recreation areas than in industrial and commercial areas. However, 
construction impacts would be temporary, and construction staging areas would be restored to 
preproject conditions after construction is completed. Accordingly, impacts resulting from 
construction of the Project are considered less than significant. Mitigation measures identified in 
Chapter 4 would reduce construction impacts on aesthetics/visual resources.  

The Project features would generally appear consistent with similar existing features, and the 
Project would not substantially obstruct long-distance views or substantially alter the existing visual 
character of the study area. Therefore, impacts resulting from operation of the Project are 
considered less than significant. Mitigation measures listed below and described in Chapter 4 would 
reduce operational impacts on aesthetics/visual resources.  
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Minimize Visual Disruption from Construction Activities 

Minimize Light Disturbance during Construction 

Minimize Operational Night Lighting 

Screen Ancillary Project Facilities 

Air Quality 

As discussed in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Technical Report (ICF International 2015b), 
construction emissions would exceed SMAQMD’s daily NOX threshold in 2017 and 2018, and would 
exceed PCAPCD’s daily NOX threshold in 2018. This is a potentially significant impact. Emissions of 
ROG and PM10 would not exceed the districts’ thresholds and would therefore result in less-than-
significant air quality impacts. Mitigation would be required to reduce NOX emissions generated by 
the Project in both SMAQMD and PCAPCD. Mitigation Measures to reduce construction impacts on 
air quality are discussed in Chapter 4 and listed below. 

Long-term operation of the Project has the potential to create air quality impacts through increased 
train activity and maintenance activities. However, the Project would improve existing passenger 
rail opportunities, thereby removing single occupancy vehicles from the transportation network and 
reducing public bus service. As shown in the Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Technical Report (ICF 
International 2015b), long-term operation of the Project would result in a net reduction of all 
criteria pollutant emission except NOX under design year (2035) conditions. The estimated 
emissions reductions would be a regional air quality benefit. While NOX emissions would slightly 
increase with Project implementation, the net change in emissions would not exceed air district 
thresholds. Accordingly, this impact would be less than significant. In addition, construction of the 
Project would not result in chronic non-cancer or cancer risk in excess of SMAQMD health risk 
thresholds. 

Implement Air District Recommended Basic and Enhanced Best Management Practices to 
Reduce Construction-Related NOx Emissions (applicable in SMAQMD and PCAPCD) 

Use Modern Fleet for On-Road Material Delivery and Haul Trucks during Construction to 
Reduce NOX Emissions (applicable in SMAQMD and PCAPCD) 

Reduce Construction Emissions to Below SMAQMD NOX Thresholds (applicable in 
SMAQMD) 

Implement Air District–Recommended Basic Best Management Practices to Reduce 
Construction-Related Fugitive Dust Emissions (applicable in SMAQMD and PCAPCD) 

Noise and Vibration 

According to the Noise and Vibration Technical Report prepared for this Project (ATS Consulting 
2015), moderate to severe noise impacts are predicted at several locations due to close proximity of 
the receivers to future special trackwork. The potential for perceptible vibration in buildings 
resulting from construction is unlikely, and would only occur during short intervals when 
equipment is operated near such structures. 
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During construction, noise is likely to exceed thresholds. Mitigation measures to reduce these 
construction and operational impacts are discussed in Chapter 4 and listed below. 

Minimize Construction Noise  

Minimize Construction Vibration  

Reduce Operational Noise  

Potential Disproportionate and Adverse Effects on Environmental Justice 
Populations 

In general, impacts resulting from construction would be most noticeable in the areas closest to the 
Project corridor because construction work would create traffic, noise, and dust. However, the 
impacts borne by the EJ populations of the study area would be similar to and no greater than 
impacts borne by all populations within the study area. 

The effects associated with the Project would be minor and would not be appreciably more severe 
or greater in magnitude for the minority or low-income residents along the Project corridor because 
these impacts would all be typical of a transit improvement project and would not pose greater 
health, safety, financial, or environmental risk for minority or low-income populations than for the 
overall population. 

The technical analysis identified adverse effects in the following areas which are assessed for 
predominant and disproportionate impacts on EJ populations. All other impacts were determined to 
be not adverse for all populations. 

Aesthetics/Visual Resources 

Temporary visual effects from construction work would be experienced throughout the study area. 
These effects would be minor and would be borne equally by all communities along the Project 
corridor. Additionally, construction impacts would be temporary, and construction staging areas 
would be restored to preproject conditions after construction is completed. Accordingly, no 
disproportionately high or adverse effects associated with visual changes would be experienced by a 
minority or low-income population. 

Air Quality 

The Project is anticipated to reduce levels of mobile source air toxics emissions and would not result 
in localized carbon monoxide hot spots. Long-term operation of the Project would result in a net 
reduction of all criteria pollutant emission except NOX under design year (2035) conditions. The 
estimated emissions reductions would be a regional air quality benefit. The Project is anticipated to 
improve air quality for the overall population within the study area and would not 
disproportionately affect EJ populations. 

Noise and Vibration 

Moderate to severe noise impacts are predicted at several locations due to close proximity of the 
receivers to future special trackwork. The potential for perceptible vibration in buildings resulting 
from construction is unlikely, and would only occur during short intervals when equipment is 
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operated near such structures. Construction-related noise impacts would occur along the entire 
corridor and would be experienced by both the EJ and non–EJ populations in the study area. These 
effects are typical of transit improvement projects and would not be disproportionately high or 
adverse for the EJ populations in the study area. Additionally, noise mitigation measures would be 
implemented equally throughout the study area.  

Environmental Justice Conclusion 

For the reasons above and in consideration of the benefits that the Project would provide to all the 
minority and low-income residents of the study area by increasing public transportation 
opportunities, reducing VMT in the region, and improving air quality and reducing GHG emissions, 
the Project is not considered to cause disproportionately high and adverse human health and 
environmental effects on minority and low-income residents of the study area. 

3.3 Economic Impacts 
The Project could result in temporary construction impacts on businesses. Construction could 
require temporary detours and lane closures, which could cause temporary increases in traffic 
congestion throughout the study area during the construction period. No permanent impacts on 
businesses in the study area are anticipated. 

ROW acquisitions would not result in business displacement. As stated above, no structures would 
be removed; therefore, these properties would not be removed from the property tax rolls.  

3.4 Growth-Inducing Impacts 
This section discusses the potential growth-inducing impacts of the Project on the areas most likely 
to be affected: the Cities of Roseville and Rocklin.  

NEPA and CEQA Basis for Analysis 
The findings of the growth analysis in this CIA will be used as the basis for the assessment of 
growth-inducing effects presented in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)/California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) environmental document that will be prepared for the Project. 
Accordingly, NEPA and CEQA considerations are relevant to the growth analysis presented in this 
section. 

The President’s Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations, which implement NEPA, 
require evaluation of the potential environmental consequences of all proposed federal activities 
and programs. This provision includes a requirement to examine indirect consequences that may 
occur in areas beyond the immediate influence of a proposed action at some time in the future. The 
CEQ regulations refer to these consequences as secondary impacts (40 Code of Federal Regulations 
[CFR] 1508.8). Secondary impacts may include changes in land use, economic vitality, and 
population density—all of which are elements of growth.  

CEQA also requires analysis of a project’s potential to induce growth. The State CEQA Guidelines 
(Section 15126.2[d]) require that environmental documents: 
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[d]iscuss the ways in which the proposed project could foster economic or population growth, or the 
construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in the surrounding environment. 
Included in this are projects which would remove obstacles to population growth (a major expansion 
of a wastewater treatment plant might, for example, allow for more construction in service areas). 
Increases in the population may tax existing community service facilities, requiring construction of 
new facilities that could cause significant environmental effects. Also discuss the characteristics of 
some projects which may encourage and facilitate other activities that could significantly affect the 
environment, either individually or cumulatively. It must not be assumed that growth in any area is 
necessarily beneficial, detrimental, or of little significance to the environment.  

Based on this guidance, growth inducement impacts would result from a project that would directly 
or indirectly foster (i.e., promote or encourage) additional economic or population growth or 
construction of additional housing. Fostering of growth can occur when an obstacle to growth is 
removed (e.g., when expansion of infrastructure resolves growth-constraining capacity problems). 
For an analysis to reach the conclusion that a project is growth-inducing, as defined by CEQA, it must 
find that a project would foster additional growth in economic activity, population, or housing. 

If the analysis determines that a project is growth-inducing, the next question is whether that 
growth may cause adverse effects on the environment. Environmental effects resulting from induced 
growth fit the CEQA definition of indirect effects in State CEQA Guidelines Section 15358(a)(2). 
These indirect or secondary effects of growth may result in significant environmental impacts. CEQA 
does not require that an environmental impact report (EIR) prepared for a project speculate unduly 
about the precise location and site-specific characteristics of significant indirect effects caused by 
induced growth, but a good faith effort is required to disclose what is feasible to assess. Potential 
secondary effects of growth could include consequences that result from growth fostered by a 
project (e.g., conversion of open space to developed uses, increased demand on community and 
public services and infrastructure, increased traffic and noise, degradation of air and water quality, 
or degradation or loss of plant and wildlife habitat).  

If significant indirect environmental effects of growth may occur, the final question is whether those 
effects have already been considered and mitigated, or overridden if unavoidable, in a completed 
CEQA process. If the induced growth is consistent with an approved general plan or community plan 
for the area, and if a CEQA document on that plan adequately addresses the effects of growth, the 
environmental effects of growth induced by the project have already been evaluated. In this 
circumstance, the EIR for a project may refer to the completed CEQA document for the impact 
analysis and does need not to reevaluate previously identified impacts. A project that would induce 
growth not consistent with an adopted general plan or community plan could indirectly cause 
additional significant environmental impacts beyond those evaluated in the earlier CEQA document 
on the plan. 

Growth inducement may constitute an adverse impact if the growth is not consistent with or 
accommodated by the land use plans and growth management policies for the affected area. Local 
land use plans provide development patterns and growth policies that allow orderly expansion of 
urban development supported by adequate urban public services (e.g., water supply, roadway 
infrastructure, sewer service). A project that would induce disorderly growth (i.e., conflict with the 
local land use plans) could indirectly cause additional adverse environmental impacts and other 
public service impacts, sometimes referred to as secondary impacts. Therefore, to assess whether a 
growth-inducing project would result in adverse secondary effects, it is important to assess the 
degree to which the growth accommodated by the project would be consistent with applicable land 
use plans. 
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A transportation improvement such as the Project would be considered growth-inducing if it would 
cause economic or population increases greater than that planned by the local agency without the 
project. If the improvement would cause new development and an influx of residents, as well as 
increase the economic strength in an area, it may be growth-inducing. It is not assumed that growth 
in an area is fundamentally beneficial, detrimental, or of little significance to the environment. 

The decision to allow potentially induced growth is the subject of separate decision making by the 
lead agency responsible for allowing such projects to move forward. Because the decision to allow 
growth is subject to separate discretionary decision making, and because such decision making itself 
is subject to CEQA, the analysis of growth-inducing effects is not intended to determine site-specific 
environmental impacts or specific mitigation for the potentially induced growth. Rather, the 
discussion is intended to disclose the potential for environmental effects to occur more generally, 
such that decision makers are aware that additional environmental effects are possible if growth-
inducing projects are approved. The decision of whether impacts do occur, their extent, and the 
ability to mitigate them is appropriately left to consideration by the agency responsible for 
approving such projects, at such times as complete applications for development are submitted.  

Analysis of Growth-Inducing Impacts 
Growth rates and patterns are influenced by various local, regional, and national forces that reflect 
ongoing social, economic, and technological changes. Ultimately, the amount and location of 
population growth and economic development that occur in a specific area are controlled largely by 
local governments through zoning, land use plans and policies, and decisions regarding 
development applications. Local government and other regional, state, and federal agencies and 
tribes also make decisions about infrastructure (e.g., roads, water facilities, sewage facilities) that 
may influence growth rates and the location of future development. 

Transportation infrastructure is one component of the overall infrastructure that may serve to 
accommodate planned growth and also meet existing demand for additional transit infrastructure. 
Transportation projects may induce growth when they directly or indirectly promote, shift, or 
intensify planned growth or encourage unplanned growth in a community or region. An example of 
a growth-inducing transportation project is construction of a new roadway through an undeveloped 
area, opening access to a new area and promoting unplanned growth. 

To determine the potential for growth-related impacts associated with the project, a first-cut 
screening was performed in accordance with Guidance for Preparers of Growth-Related, Indirect 
Impact Analyses (referred to in the remainder of this section as the Guidance document) (California 
Department of Transportation 2006). The interrelated screening factors (accessibility, growth 
pressure, project type, and project location) discussed in Chapter 5 and summarized in Figure 5-2 of 
the Guidance document were considered. The results of this analysis are detailed below. 

In terms of accessibility, the Project would entail construction of a new main track to increase rail 
passenger trips from Sacramento to Roseville, reducing future traffic congestion. The land 
surrounding the Project corridor is largely made up of commercial, residential, industrial, and 
recreational uses. Increasing rail passenger trips would improve access throughout the Project 
vicinity, benefiting the surrounding residents of Sacramento and Roseville. 

In terms of growth pressure, the extent to which the Project would induce growth in the Project 
vicinity depends largely on the strength of local planning and growth management mechanisms, 
such as adhering to adopted growth boundaries, maintaining existing zoning restrictions and land 
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use designations, and implementing farmland and floodplain protection policies. In this case, there 
appears to be a strong, integrated structure that discourages premature and unplanned growth in 
the vicinity. The cities and counties crossed by the study area have provided land use designations 
to guide future growth in the study area, and new development must adhere to these land use 
designations in accordance with the rules and regulations of the relevant cities and counties. 
Adherence to these restrictions reduces pressure for unplanned development by making adequate 
quantities of land available for development in locations that best serve the policy goals of the 
relevant cities and counties. Given the coordinated growth control mechanisms in place, the Project 
is unlikely to substantially encourage unplanned development in the Project vicinity, or to shift or 
hasten planned growth along the railroad corridor. Growth-related impacts of the Project related to 
growth pressure would be minimal to none. 

In terms of project type, the Project entails constructing a new main track from Sacramento to 
Roseville to increase passenger trips from one to ten daily round trips. Increasing passenger rail 
trips would relieve future congestion and provide more options for commuters, but it is not 
anticipated to cause any growth-related impacts. 

In terms of project location, the Project is located in a metropolitan and suburban area. As detailed 
in the Guidance document, transportation projects in suburban areas could cause growth-related 
impacts because of a greater presence of open space/vacant land. Presently, the land in the study 
area consists largely of built up/urban uses—industrial, commercial, residential, and recreational. 
The population of the study area is growing and is expected to continue to grow rapidly. This growth 
would not be attributable to, or otherwise influenced by, the Project.  

Based on the first-cut screening analysis detailed above, the Project would not be growth-inducing, 
and further analysis of its potential for growth inducement is not necessary. 

3.5 Cumulative Impacts 
For purposes of this CIA, cumulative impacts on resources in the general Project vicinity may result 
from closely related projects that add incrementally to the impacts of the Project. Other large-scale 
transportation projects would widen segments of I-80, SR 65, and local connectors and would create 
larger roadways, such as the Placer Parkway project that would widen nearby segments of SR 65 
and Whitney Ranch Parkway. If these projects are constructed concurrently with the Project, 
potentially considerable cumulative impacts could entail traffic delays to motorists, including 
emergency service providers. However, developing a TMP and providing early notification to service 
providers would reduce this impact. 
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Chapter 4 
Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 

In addition to the measures in the TMP, the following measures are proposed to reduce the adverse 
socioeconomic impacts that could result from the Project. UPRR has primary responsibility for 
implementing measures, although the cooperation of other agencies may be needed to implement 
certain measures. 

4.1 Aesthetics/Visual Resources 
The measures below have been identified to address impacts on aesthetics and visual resources. 

Minimize Visual Disruption from Construction Activities 

Contractors will adhere to local jurisdiction construction requirements (if applicable) regarding 
construction-related visual disruption. To minimize visual disruption, construction activities 
will include the following measures. 

 Limit preconstruction clearing to that necessary for construction. 

 When possible, preserve existing vegetation, particularly along the edge of construction 
areas to help screen views. 

 After construction, regrade and revegetate areas disturbed by construction and staging to 
preproject conditions. 

To the extent feasible, construction staging areas will not be sited immediately adjacent to 
existing residential, recreational, or other high-sensitivity receptors.  

Minimize Light Disturbance during Construction 

Where construction lighting is required, the construction contractor will shield the lighting and 
direct it downward such that the light source is not visible offsite and does not fall outside the 
boundaries of the construction site. 

Minimize Operational Night Lighting 

To minimize the impacts of nighttime operational lighting on sensitive receptors, all permanent 
exterior lighting will be designed and installed so that the lighting does not cause excessive 
reflected glare and so that illumination of the work site and its immediate vicinity is minimized 
to the extent feasible and consistent with safety and security. 

Screen Ancillary Project Facilities 

Ancillary Project facilities would not be sited in proximity to residences, parks, or other 
sensitive visual receptors. Where avoidance is not feasible, facilities would be screened with 
perimeter landscape screening. 
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4.2 Air Quality 
The measures below have been identified to address Project-related impacts on air quality. 

Implement Air District Recommended Basic and Enhanced Best Management Practices to 
Reduce Construction-Related NOx Emissions (applicable in SMAQMD and PCAPCD) 

CCJPA will require construction contractors to implement basic and enhanced NOX construction 
mitigation measures recommended by SMAQMD and PCAPCD. Emission reduction measures 
will include, at a minimum, the following applicable measures (additional measures may be 
identified by SMAQMD, PCAPCD, or the contractor, as appropriate). 

 Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or by restricting 
idling time to 5 minutes (required by California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Sections 
2449[d][3] and 2485). Provide clear signage stating this requirement for workers at the 
entrances to the site. Although not required by local or state regulation, many construction 
companies have equipment inspection and maintenance programs to ensure work and fuel 
efficiencies.  

 Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to 
manufacturer’s specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified mechanic and 
determined to be running in proper condition before it is operated. 

 Submit to SMAQMD and PCAPCD a comprehensive inventory of all off-road construction 
equipment of 50 horsepower or more that will be used an aggregate of 40 or more hours 
during any portion of the construction Project.  

 The inventory will include the horsepower rating, engine model year, and projected 
hours of use for each piece of equipment.  

 The Project representative will provide the anticipated construction timeline including 
start date, and name and phone number of the project manager and onsite foreperson.  

 This information will be submitted at least 4 business days prior to the use of subject 
heavy-duty off-road equipment.  

 The inventory will be updated and submitted monthly throughout the duration of the 
Project, except that an inventory will not be required for any 30-day period in which no 
construction activity occurs. 

 Provide a plan for approval by SMAQMD and PCAPCD demonstrating that the heavy-duty 
off-road vehicles (50 horsepower or more) to be used in the construction project, including 
owned, leased, and subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project-wide fleet average 20 
percent NOX reduction and 45 percent particulate reduction compared to the most recent 
California Air Resources Board fleet average. 

 This plan will be submitted in conjunction with the equipment inventory. 

 Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late-model engines, low-
emission diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment 
products, and/or other options as they become available.  
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 Ensure that emissions from all off-road diesel-powered equipment used on the Project site 
do not exceed 40 percent opacity for more than 3 minutes in any 1 hour. 

 Any equipment found to exceed 40 percent opacity (or Ringelmann 2.0) will be repaired 
immediately. 

 Noncompliant equipment will be documented and a summary provided to SMAQMD and 
PCAPCD monthly.  

 A visual survey of all in-operation equipment will be made at least weekly.  

 A monthly summary of the visual survey results will be submitted throughout the 
duration of the Project, except that the monthly summary will not be required for any 
30-day period in which no construction activity occurs. The monthly summary will 
include the quantity and type of vehicles surveyed as well as the dates of each survey.  

 SMAQMD, PCAPCD, and/or other officials may conduct periodic site inspections to 
determine compliance.  

Use Modern Fleet for On-Road Material Delivery and Haul Trucks during Construction to 
Reduce NOX Emissions (applicable in SMAQMD and PCAPCD) 

CCJPA will ensure that construction contracts stipulate that all on-road heavy-duty diesel trucks 
with a gross vehicle weight rating of 19,500 pounds or more used at Project worksites will 
comply with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 2007 on-road emission standards for 
PM10 and NOX (0.01 g/bhp-hr and 0.20 g/bhp-hr, respectively). These PM10 and NOX standards 
were phased in through the 2007 and 2010 model years on a percent of sales basis (50 percent 
of sales in 2007–2009 and 100 percent of sales in 2010). This mitigation measure assumes that 
all on-road heavy-duty diesel trucks are compliant with EPA 2007 on-road emission standards. 

Reduce Construction Emissions to Below SMAQMD NOX Thresholds (applicable in 
SMAQMD) 

CCJPA will ensure that construction-related emissions do not exceed SMAQMD’s construction 
NOX threshold of 85 pounds per day. Potential measures in addition to those listed above 
include but are not limited to the following. 

 Require the usage of EPA-rated Tier 3 or higher rated construction equipment. In general, 
the following NOX reductions can be achieved when replacing Tier 2 equipment (fleet 
average) with higher rated engine tiers. 

 Tier 3—38 percent NOX reduction  

 Tier 4 interim—68 percent NOX reduction  

 Tier 4 final—94 percent NOX reduction  

 Work with SMAQMD to purchase NOX credits to offset remaining NOX construction 
emissions exceeding SMAQMD thresholds. 

Implement Air District–Recommended Basic Best Management Practices to Reduce 
Construction-Related Fugitive Dust Emissions (applicable in SMAQMD and PCAPCD) 

CCJPA will require construction contractors to implement basic fugitive dust construction 
mitigation measures recommended by SMAQMD and PCAPCD. Emission reduction measures 
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will include, at a minimum, the following applicable measures (additional measures may be 
identified by SMAQMD, PCAPCD, or the contractor, as appropriate). 

 Water all exposed surfaces twice daily. Exposed surfaces include but are not limited to soil 
piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and access roads.  

 Cover or maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard space on haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or 
other loose material on the site. Any haul trucks that would be traveling along freeways or 
major roadways must be covered.  

 Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible trackout mud or dirt from 
adjacent public roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.  

 Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour. All roadways, driveways, 
sidewalks, and parking lots to be paved should be completed as soon as possible. In 
addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil 
binders are used. 

4.3 Noise 
The measures listed below have been identified to address Project-related noise impacts. 

Minimize Construction Noise  

The following measures will be implemented to address construction-related noise impacts. 

 Establish Noise Limits: Provide the contractor with specific noise limits that should not be 
exceeded. The recommended noise limits are given in Table 4-1. Require the contractor to 
conduct noise monitoring to demonstrate compliance with contract noise limits. 

 Noise Control Plan: The contractor will have a qualified acoustical professional develop a 
Noise Control Plan that demonstrates how the contractor will achieve the noise limits in 
Table 4-1. The plan should include measurements of existing noise, a list of the major pieces 
of construction equipment that will be used, and predictions of the noise levels at the closest 
noise-sensitive receptors (most likely residences). The Noise Control Plan will be subject to 
UPRR approval prior to initiating construction. 

 Equipment Noise Limits: The contractor will use only equipment that meets the noise 
limits in Table 15 of the Noise and Vibration Technical Report (ATS Consulting 2015).  

 Alternative Construction Procedures: Where construction cannot be performed in 
accordance with the requirements of the UPRR noise limits, the contractor will investigate 
alternative construction measures that would result in lower sound levels.  

 Seasonal Limitations to In-water Construction: If construction of the proposed bridge 
across the American River involves building piers in the river, then all in-water construction 
will be limited to the “fish window” of July–September.  

 Best Management Practices: The contractor will use the following best management 
practices for noise abatement whenever practical. 

 Use specialty equipment equipped with enclosed engines and/or high performance 
mufflers as feasible. 
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 Site equipment and staging areas as far from noise-sensitive receptors as possible. 

 Limit unnecessary idling of equipment. 

 Install temporary noise barriers as needed where feasible. 

 Reroute construction-related truck traffic away from residential streets to the extent 
permitted by the relevant municipality. 

 Avoid impact pile driving where possible. Current construction plans do not include any 
impact pile driving. 

Specific measures to be employed to mitigate construction noise impacts will be developed by 
the contractor. In addition, CCJPA representatives should be available during construction to 
discuss residents’ and business owners’ concerns about noise and to take appropriate action 
where possible to minimize noise impacts. 

Table 4-1. Recommended Limits on Construction Noise 

Land Use 

Recommended Maximum Allowable 
Sound Level, dBA 

Daytime 

 

Nighttime 

Leqa, b Lmaxc Leqa, d Lmaxc 

FRA/FTA Category 2, Residential Land Uses (includes 
hotels/motels, and any other locations where people sleep)  

75 85  69 79 

FRA/FTA Category 3, Institutional Land Uses (schools, 
churches, libraries, theaters) 

75 85  75e 85e 

Note: these noise limits are applicable at the property line of the affected land use. 
a Leq is the root-means-square sound level measured over a 20-minute period. 
b If baseline daytime Leq is greater than 70 dBA, the allowable level of construction noise is increased 

to: Noise Limit = baseline daytime Leq+5 dB. 
The baseline Leq must be established by measurements of existing noise levels prior to initiation of 
construction. The minimum measurement period for establishing baseline Leq is 21 days. 

c Lmax is the maximum instantaneous sound level measured using the “slow” setting on a standard 
sound level meter. 

d If baseline nighttime Leq is greater than 66 dBA, the allowable level of construction noise is increased 
to: Noise Limit = baseline nighttime Leq+3 dB. 
The baseline Leq must be established by measurements of existing noise levels prior to initiation of 
construction. The minimum measurement period for establishing baseline noise Leq is 21 days. 

e For noise sensitive facilities with primarily daytime use, there are no nighttime noise limits unless 
the facility is in use. The daytime noise limits apply when the facility is in use during nighttime 
hours. 

 

Minimize Construction Vibration  

The construction vibration analysis indicates that vibration during construction is unlikely to 
reach amplitudes sufficient to cause damage even to fragile historic resources. However, the 
vibration generated by soil compaction and other high-vibration construction processes could 
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cause vibration inside residences that is intrusive to building occupants. Suggested measures to 
minimize the potential for adverse impacts from construction vibration are listed below. 

 Where feasible, avoid performing high-vibration construction activities such as soil 
compaction and pile driving near residences. 

 Use alternative procedures or lower power settings when high-vibration construction 
activities must be performed close to residences. Use nonvibratory compaction and a 
concrete saw in place of a hoe ram to break up pavement. Pile driving should be avoided 
close to sensitive receivers, and alternate construction procedures employed, such as using 
a hydraulic pile driver at lower settings. 

 Alert residents and building owners when there will be construction activities that could 
cause vibration amplitudes sufficient to be intrusive to building occupants. 

 Provide a liaison for residents and building owners to contact for reporting annoying 
vibration levels. When a sufficient number of complaints are received, the levels should be 
measured against the annoyance limits, and if the construction activities are violating these 
limits, further vibration reduction efforts should be considered. 

Reduce Operational Noise  

Because all of the assessed noise impacts would be caused by the introduction of new 
crossovers near the receivers, the mitigation of these impacts is dependent on mitigation of the 
noise from the crossovers. The banging that occurs when rail car wheels pass through switches 
is generally found to increase noise by 8 dB and groundborne vibration levels by 10 dB at 
locations less than about 50 feet from the switch. Almost all of the increase in groundborne 
vibration and airborne noise occurs as the wheels pass through frogs. If track alignments allow, 
crossovers should be moved farther from the affected receivers. This is a particularly good 
solution for R38 and I12 because the crossover would only need to be moved 20 feet farther 
from these receivers to mitigate the moderate impacts. Reducing noise impacts associated with 
R5 and R52 would require moving the crossovers 105 feet and 75 feet farther from sensitive 
receptors, respectively; however, the noise impacts for these two receivers can be mitigated by 
installing low-impact frogs. 

4.4 Park/Recreation Impacts 
The measures listed below have been identified to reduce construction-related impacts on park and 
recreational facilities. 

 Maintain safe access to the Jedediah Smith Memorial Bike Trail at all times.  

 Equip construction equipment in the Parkway and other potential impediments to 
recreation would with required safety markings (e.g., lights).  

 Coordinate construction activities with the Sacramento County Regional Parks Department 
at least 10 days in advance of start of construction and regularly while construction 
activities are ongoing in the Parkway. 

 Post written notices in the Parkway regarding construction activities.  
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 Return construction staging or any areas within the Parkway disturbed by construction 
activities to preconstruction or better conditions. 

 Provide advance notice regarding Project-related construction activities at Sutter’s Landing 
Regional Park. At least 10 days advance notice will be provided regarding any trail closures 
or detours. To the extent possible, trails will be kept open at all times. 

 Coordinate construction activities at Sutter’s Landing Regional Park with the City of 
Sacramento so that the City can inform users regarding construction activities. 

 Maintain an open channel for boat traffic under the bridge at all times. Construction 
equipment in the river and other potential impediments to recreation will be equipped with 
required safety markings (e.g., lights). 

 Coordinate construction activities with Sacramento County and California State Parks and at 
least 10 days advance notice provided for any construction activities in the American River. 

4.5 Access and Circulation Impacts 
A TMP is a program of activities for alleviating or minimizing work-related traffic delays by applying 
traditional traffic handling practices and innovative strategies including public awareness 
campaigns, motorist information, demand management, incident management, system management, 
construction methods and staging, and alternate route planning. TMP strategies also strive to reduce 
overall duration of work activities where appropriate. Typical components of a TMP can include 
measures such as the implementation of staging, traffic handling, and detour plans; restricting 
construction work to certain days and/or hours to minimize impacts on traffic and pedestrians; 
coordination with other construction projects to avoid conflicts; and the use of portable changeable 
message signs to inform the public of construction activities. 

Implementation of measures in the TMP would reduce the temporary access and circulation impacts 
of the Project caused by potentially lengthy construction delays.  

Prepare a Project-Specific Transportation Management Plan 

The contractor will prepare a TMP that includes but is not limited to the following specific 
measures. 

 Any emergency service agency whose ability to respond to incidents will be affected by any 
lane closure must be notified prior to that closure. 

 Work will be coordinated with the local busing system (including school buses and public 
systems) to minimize impacts on their bus schedules. 

 The lead agency will provide information to residents and businesses before and during 
Project work that may create an adverse effect on commerce and travel surrounding the 
construction zone. 
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4.6 Parking Impacts 
The Project would result in removal of parking spaces from two public lots in Roseville. More 
importantly, Project operation would result in a considerable parking deficit in down Roseville as 
ridership increases. The measure listed below has been identified to reduce this impact.  

Provide sufficient all-day and multi-day parking supply at the Roseville Station as Capitol 
Corridor service expands 

CCJPA will provide sufficient all-day and multi-day parking supply at the Roseville Station, 
preferably within a 5-minute walk, as CCJPA IPR service expands. This determination would 
consider shared parking opportunities with adjacent land uses and would entail consultation 
with the City of Roseville. Capitol Corridor IPR service increases are anticipated to occur 
incrementally over time. Consequently, adequate parking supply may be available during early 
phases of Project implementation. Project completion is anticipated to occur in conjunction with 
increased economic activity (e.g., funding availability) and as land use development occurs in 
the DSP area. Parking is currently available near the Roseville Station, in surface lots near City 
Hall, and at the City’s parking garage south of the UPRR tracks. 

CCJPA will inform the City of Roseville about the timing of potential service expansion 
opportunities and the projected parking demand. 

CCJPA will support efforts by the City to obtain grant or other funding that is necessary to 
construct parking supply or station access improvements. 

4.7 Emergency Services and Utilities Impacts 
The measures listed below have been identified to reduce impacts on emergency services and 
utilities. 

Prepare a Project-Specific Transportation Management Plan 

Implementation of the TMP will reduce potential impacts on the response times of emergency 
service providers (including law enforcement, fire protection, and ambulance service providers) 
caused by potential construction delays. See Section 4.7 for a description of this mitigation 
measure. 

Notify Utility and Communications Providers 

Early notification of utility service and communications providers would help to ensure that 
patrons are notified prior to any temporary loss of service. 

 
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track 
Community Impact Assessment 4-8 June 2015 

ICF 00020.12 
 



Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority 
 

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation Measures 
 

4.8 Measures to Reduce Acquisition Impacts 
No businesses or residences would be displaced as a result of the Project; however, acquisition 
would required at several parcels along the Project corridor for new ROW, including acquisition of 
portions of two parking lots. Acquisitions and compensation to property owners would be made 
consistent with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Properties Acquisition Policies 
Act, as amended. 
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