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ADJOURNED REGULAR CHICO CITY COUNCIL

April 12, 2011
Chico Municipal Center, Council Chamber, 421 Main Street

6:30 P.M.

Call to Order - 6:30 p.m. in the Council Chamber, 421 Main Street
Flag Salute
Roll Call

Proclamation - Child Abuse Prevention Month
Proclamation - Sexual Assault Awareness Month

PUBLIC HEARING

CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE - EIR CERTIFICATION AND PLAN ADOPTION HEARING

Hearing - The City Council will consider certification of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared
for the General Plan Update, adoption of the Chico 2030 General Plan, and approval of the Chico 2030
General Plan Implementation Guide, which lists each General Plan Action, the City department(s)
responsible forits implementation, and a general time frame for completion. The Planning Commission
recommended that Council certify the EIR, adopt the General Plan with revisions, and approve the
Implementation Guide with revisions.

Recommendation: The Planning Services Director recommends (1) adoption of the resolution
certifying the Environmental Impact Report for the Chico 2030 General Plan Update; (2) adoption of the
findings regarding environmental effects; (3) adoption of the resolution adopting the Chico 2030 General
Plan; and (4) approval of the Implementation Guide for the Chico 2030 General Plan.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO CERTIFYING THE
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (State
Clearinghouse Number 2008122038)

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO ADOPTING FINDINGS
REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND ADOPTING A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (State Clearinghouse
Number 2008122038)

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO ADOPTING THE CHICO 2030
GENERAL PLAN

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR

Members of the public may address the Council at this time on any matter not already listed on the
agenda, with comments being limited to three minutes. The Council cannot take any action at this
meeting on requests made under this section of the agenda.

ADJOURNMENT

Adjourn to an adjourned regular meeting on April 19, 2011, at 6:00 p.m., if a Closed Session is held,
followed by an adjourned regular City Council meeting at 6:30 p.m. in the City Council Chamber.
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City Council Agenda Report Meeting Date: April 12, 2011

TO: City Council | File: GP Update

. FROM: Brendan Vieg, Principal Planner (879-6806)
’ Meredith Williams, Associate Planner (879-6813)

- RE: CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE: ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
CERTIFICATION AND PLAN ADOPTION

| SUMMARY

Following significant community outreach and systematic check-ins with the City Council over the past three
and a half years, the 2030 General Plan is ready for adoption. The Plan presents a statement of community
priorities that wiil guide public decision-making and focus the use of City resources over the next twenty
years. It replaces the 1994 Generai Plan, and brings to focus current topics such as sustainability,
Downtown, cultural resources, mixed land uses, resource protection, and multimodal circulation. This report
provides a brief overview of the General Plan update process, a summary of each element in the Plan, and |
. a description of the environmental review process and its conclusions.

. On March 10" and 24", 2011, the Planning Commission held a public hearing, deliberated, and adopted |
resolutions recommending that Council certify the Chico 2030 General Plan Environmental Impact Report
(“EIR") and adopt the General Plan with edits (see Attachment A at stamped-page number 01 and
Attachment B at stamped-page number 04). In addition, the Commission reviewed the draft Chico 2030
General Plan Implementation Guide and recommended that Council approve it with minor revisions.

Letters received from the public for this hearing are included in Attachment C at stamped-page number
08. Any subsequent correspondence will be forwarded prior to the meeting.

' STAFF RECOMMENDATION
The Planning Services Director recommends that the City Council;

| 1. Adopt the following resolutions:

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO CERTIFYING THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (State Clearinghouse Number
2008122038) (see Attachment D at stamped-page number 14) ‘

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO ADOPTING FINDINGS REGARDING |
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND ADOPTING ASTATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS |
FOR THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (State Clearinghouse Number 2008122038) (see
Attachment E at stamped-page number 18) ?’

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO ADOPTING THE CHICO 2030
GENERAL PLAN (see Attachment F at stamped-page number 62) |

2. By motion, approve the Implementation Guide for the Chico 2030 General Plan.
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FISCAL IMPACT

The City's General Plan consultant budget of $1,527,924 is being paid according to the terms of the
Professional Services Agreement. To date, the consultant has been paid $1,503,617. Staff is reviewing
invoices as they are received to ensure that all required tasks will be completed within the remaining budget
of $24,307.

BACKGROUND

in August 2007, the City Council directed staff to prepare a comprehensive update of the 1994 General Plan.
To support the General Plan update, the City conducted extensive public outreach to gain a better
understanding of the needs, desires, and concerns of the community. This outreach included:

+ Nine public workshops

« Over thirty public meetings with the City Councit andfor Planning Commission

« Fourteen General Plan Advisory Committee meetings

« A citywide phone survey

- Eight Downtown Ad Hoc Committee meetings and a visit to two northern California Downtowns

+ Six meetings with the Mayor's Business Advisory Council and the Economic Development Commitiee,
with particular focus on the Economic Development Element, and
< Four Sustainability Task Force meetings, and

« Three separate rounds of stakeholder interviews with approximately 400 residents

The public outreach effort has been vitai to the development of the Plan. After the release of the draft Plan
in March 2010, it was reviewed over the course of seven joint City Council/Planning Commission meetings.
Direction received at these meetings refined and improved the Plan, resulting in the release of the Final Draft
General Plan in January 2011. A copy of the Final Draft General Plan was provided toc each City Council
member and was the subject of the joint Council/Commission meeting in February where additional minor
changes were directed (see Attachment G at stamped-page number 66). With the incorporation of these
final changes, the Chico 2030 General Plan is ready for adoption.

2030 GENERAL PLAN - IMPORTANT CONSIDERATIONS AND THEMES
Several themes and considerations that guided preparation of the General Plan are listed below.

Chico 2030 General Plan vs. 1994 General Plan

The 1994 General Plan reflects priorities that were identified nearly 20 years ago, and most of the 1994
General Plan objectives have been incorporated into City policy in the form of the Municipal Code, Design
Guidelines Manual, Bike Master Plan, sewer master plan, RDA Five-year Plan, Capital Improvement
Program, etc. The 2030 General Plan retains many themes from the 1994 General Plan, but provides a new
direction as identified by the update process and emphasizes current topics. Part of that new emphasis is
found in the six optional elements, which reflect a commitment {o sustainability, the Downtown, economic
development, community design, cuitural resources and historic preservation, and parks, public facilities and
services.
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Considerations in Drafting the General Plan

A General Plan by its very name is supposed to be "general." City resources need to be focused on
effectively and efficiently providing core services to the community, so not every good idea is included in the
General Plan. Where the City has primary responsibility for providing services or leadership, the Plan
acknowledges this commitment. The City supports but does not duplicate the efforts of other agencies,
districts, and organizations that already have specifically funded and focused responsibilities.

Strateqy of Sustainability

The 2030 General Plan reflects the Council’'s and community's commitment {o sustainability. Its goals,
policies, and actions work together to protect the environment, achieve a healthy economy, and promote
social equity. To establish a sustainable development trend for the community, the General Plan promotes
compact urban development, complete neighborhoods, infill development and redevelopment, mixed-use
development, and a variety of housing types.

The Plan seeks to preserve and enhance older neighborhoods, promote economic development, protect
sensitive environmental resources, and provide open space and parks. To achieve these sometimes
competing goals, the General Plan categorizes three distinct areas of the City: areas of stability, areas of
potential change, and areas for new growth.

Areas of stability are those parts of the City that are not expected to change substantially in character, land
use, or developmentintensity. These areas include most existing residential neighborhoods, environmentally
sensitive fands, open spaces, and parks.

Areas of potential change are the 15 Opportunity Sites as identified on the Land Use Diagram. These
strategicinfill and redevelopment areas include underutilized transportation corridors, regional retail centers,
areas in the City's core, and other residential, light industrial, and mixed use areas that can accommodate
growth.

The General Plan also identifies five new growth areas to help meet the City's future housing and job needs.
These areas are designated as Special Planning Areas on the Land Use Diagram, and are to be developed
as connected and complete neighborhoods with a mix of housing types, services, employment, and shopping
opportunities, along with parks and open space.

HIGHLIGHTS OF MAJOR POLICY ISSUES BY ELEMENT

The Generai Plan update addresses key issues facing Chico. Below is an overview of how each element of
the Plan addresses these issues through goals, policies, and actions.

Sustainability

The Sustainability Element establishes goais, policies, and actions that support the City's commitment to
sustainability. This element includes policies and actions that further the goal of sustainabhility that are not
addressed in other Plan elements.

The Sustainability Element describes the three components of sustainability (Environment, Economy, and
Social Equity) and explains their application in Chico and in the General Plan. The Element directs the
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strengthening of these three components through policies and actions such as: participating in sustainability
partnerships, supporting diversity, developing sustainability indicators, implementing a Climate Action Plan
toreduce greenhouse gas emissions, and providing education materials to the community. The Element also
calls forinvestigating a City clean energyloan program, reducing municipal waste and energy use, promoting
green development and green businesses, supporting local food systems, and increasing citizen participation
in local government.

Land Use

The Land Use Element provides the main policy framework for decisions about where and how the City will
grow and change over time. The Element’s Land Use Diagram accommodates anticipated growth while
protecting resources, reducing vehicle miles traveled, and bringing housing closer to jobs and services
through a compact urban form. The compact form will be achieved through an emphasis on mixed-use
development, increased densities and intensities in key locations, and the development of new, complete
neighborhoods.

New growth will include development in five Special Planning Areas and fifteen Opportunity Sites, and
development in existing neighborhoods will be compatible in terms of both design and density. The Element
directs continued neighborhood planning for the preservation and revitalization of existing neighborhoods.
The Land Use Element also designates Resource Constraint areas o recognize significant environmental
constraints known to occur in certain areas. Viable agriculture and other rural land surrounding the City will
be conserved through a more dense and compact City, a continued commitment to the Greenline, and
appropriate buffers between urban and agricultural uses.

Lastly, this element includes policies to improve local government’s role in land use planning by providing
incentives for desired development, coordinating land use planning with other agencies and organizations,
and updating the City's Municipal Code, Design Guidelines, and Best Practices Manual.

Circulation

The Circulation Element guides the development of the City’s fransportation system, inciuding roadways,
airports, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities and services. It promotes a safe and balanced
transportation system for walking, cycling, and ride sharing to make Chico healthier and more connected for
all members of the community.

Policies support an integrated, multimodal transportalion network to expand travel options, support
commerce, and reduce the use of single-occupant motor vehicles. New streets will be designed to
accommodate all modes of travel (vehicle, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian), and as funding allows, existing
streets will be retrofitted to better accommodate all modes as well. This element calls for adoption of a
method to evaiuate street circulation performance in terms of all modes of travel, not only the automabile,
when a valid methodology for Chico is identified.

The Eiement also directs the integration of fraffic management and calming measures, encourages
enhanced transit service, and supports aviation and rail services.

Community Design

The Community Design Element focuses on the visual quality of the physical elements and spaces that
shape Chico. Focai points for the element include the integration of neighborhood plans, community
investment for improved urban design, the creation of gateways and landmarks throughout the City, an
expanded role for the arts in Chico, and the celebration of cultural and historic resources in Chico. The
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Element calls for scenic, tree-lined streets and boulevards 1o be a defining community characteristic and for
views of the foothills to be protected. The Plan directs updates to the City's Design Guidelines Manual to
include passive solar design principles, residential infill design guidelines, and guidelines for design
treatments at the edges of the City.

Downtown

The Downtown Element focuses on supporting and expanding the vitality of Downtown Chico as the City’s
- social, cultural, and entertainment core. The Elementincludes a Downtown Vision Hustration that graphically
depicts the Element’'s concepts. lts policies and actions encourage mixed-use development by offering
incentives for vertical mixed use or developing housing units over non-residential ground-floor uses. Policies
also support the intensification of properties in South Downtown, and encourage uses and designs that
attract pedestrians to Downtown.

The Element calls for gateway landmarks and navigational signs throughout Downtown. 1t also protects
Downtown’s historic resources, and promotes working with businesses, property owners, and CSU Chico
on issues of mutual interest. Circulation in Downtown will be guided by policies and actions that maintain
a grid street pattern, support all modes of travel, enhance public access to creeks, manage the existing
parking supply, guide new parking facilities, and promote pedestrian-friendly public and private spaces.

Economic Development

The Economic Development Element guides the use of City resources to protect and improve Chico’s
economic vitality, an essential component of sustainability. The City's Economic Development Strategy
played a significant role in the development of the Element's goals, policies, and actions. The Element
ensures a supply of appropriately designated land and infrastructure in the right locations to support new
base level employment and retail opportunities that help the City's economy.

In addition, the Element calls for the City to support local businesses, and to participate in local and regional
partnerships that improve economic conditions. Policies support diversifying the employment base by
actively engaging new industries, maintaining Chico as the leading regional retail center, and increasing
tourism.

Parks, Public Facilities, and Services

The Parks, Public Facilities, and Services Element addresses the community’s parks, as well as its public
facilities and services, including sewer and wastewater systems, water and storm drainage facilities, solid
waste disposal and recycling services, schools, and health, social, and community service facilities.

The Element summarizes the realignment of the management structure for parks, recreation, and open
space resources with the Chico Area Recreation District, and it provides policy guidance on park standards
and recreational faciliies management and funding. lis policies aiso guide issues such as groundwater
protection and monitoring, upgrading City wastewaster collection and treatment, and improving the City’s
storm water drainage system using new management practices. This element calls for continued
coordination between the City, Cal Water, and regional organizations to ensure a sustainable supply of
guality water. The element commits the City to opposing sales or transfers of groundwater and supports local
groundwater monitoring. Policies and actions ensure that solid waste collection and recycling services meet
or exceed state requirements, and the element supports local education, health, cultural, and social service
facilities.
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Open Space
The Open Space and Environment Element focuses on the preservation and enhancement of the natural

environment and ensures that growth does not adversely affect sensitive resources. This element requires
that sensitive, threatened, or endangered species be protected consistent with state and federal guidelines
and calls for City participation in the Butte County Habitat Conservation Plan, which seeks to protect and
preserve sensitive species and habitat in perpetuity.

Policies and actions in this element protect open space and the environment by requiring buffers around
streams and agricultural areas, retaining the Greenline, maintaining a healthy urban forest, and directing
efforts to acquire and manage open space preserves and greenways. This element also guides the
management of storm water runoff, the protection of watercourses and groundwater recharge areas, water
conservation, and the reuse of water.

The General Plan as a whole minimizes air pollution through land use and transportation planning that
reduces reliance on automobiles. This element advances local, regional, and state efforts to improve air
quality by requiring adherence to Butte County Air Quality Management District rules and regulations,
ensuring that an air quality impact fee is developed, implementing measures to reduce air pollution from
wood burning, and by encouraging the use of low emission and renewable energy sources and emerging
clean air technologies.

Culturat Resources and Historic Preservation

The Cultural Resources and Hisioric Preservation Element identifies important cultural, archaeological, and
historic resources and establishes goals, policies, and actions for their protection and preservation. The
Element contains policies and actions that support the City's Memorandum of Understanding with the
Mechoopda Indian Tribe, guide a program to protect and preserve the archaeological, historical, and culiural
resources of Chico, and increase investment in and awareness of historic and cuitural resources.

Safety

The Safety Element focuses on maintaining safety in Chico for residents and businesses by minimizing risks
and providing protective services, particularly with regard to fire hazards, law enforcement, railroad-related
safety, floods, seismicity, and toxic substances. The City's efforis to keep development consistent with the
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan will help reduce safety concerns near airports.

Noise

The Noise Element identifies the major noise sources and noise-related concerns in Chico and outlines
goals, policies, actions, and standards intended to promote safe and comfortable noise levels throughout
the community. Stationary and transportation noise sources are managed through standards that limit the
development of incompatible situations. Some noise standards have increased by 5 dBA in recognition of
existing ambient noise levels and the realities of growth in a compact urban form.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

An environmental impact report (EIR) has been prepared to assess the impacts of implementing the 2030
General Plan, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the City's environmental
review guidelines. Council was previously provided copies of both the Draft EIR and the Final EIR. Noticing
and distribution of the EIR is outlined in the attached resolution adopting findings regarding environmental
effects (Attachment E at stamped-page number 25).
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An EIR is used to identify potentially significant environmental effects of a proposed project and to indicate
how those significant effects can be avoided or mitigated; to identify any unavoidabie adverse impacts that
cannot be fully mitigated or otherwise avoided; and to identify alternatives fo the project that while meeting
the basic objectives of the project, would eliminate any significant adverse environmental effects or reduce
the impacts to a less than significant level.

The EiR is a public information document that is used in the planning and decision-making process. The EIR
does not dictate the ultimate decision on the project. However, the City must consider the information in the
EIR and respond to each significant effect identified in the EIR during the decision-making process. CEQA
requires decision makers to balance the benefits of a proposed project against its unavoidable environmental
risks. If environmental impacts are identified as significant and unavoidable, the City may still approve the
project if social, economic or other benefits are determined to outweigh any unavoidable impacts described
in a Statement of Overriding Considerations.

Environmental Impact Report - Determinations

The Draft EIR identified a number of significant and unavoidable environmental impacts that might result
from implementing the 2030 General Plan. These effects cannot be avoided by the adoption of feasible
mitigation measures, and thus must be considered to remain significant and unavoidable. Some of these
unavoidable significant effects, however, will be substantially lessened by implementing the policies and
actions contained in the 2030 General Plan. The attached resolution adopting findings regarding
environmental effects provides a summary of the following significant and unavoidable impacts identified in
the Draft EIR:

« Conversion of farmland

« Cumulative traffic conditions

« Short-term and cumulative air quality impacts

+ Noise

« Loss of sensitive and/or critical habitat for special-status species
+ Visual character and aesthetics, and

« Energy and climate change {(greenhouse gases)

Starting at stamped-page number 29, the resolution details that even with implementation of the Plan’s
policies and actions, these impacts remain significant and unavoidable. There are a variety of reasons why
these conclusions were reached. Below is additional context for understanding these determinations.

The EIR Assesses an Unlikely "Maximum Impact” Scenario

Historically, Chico's population has experienced a steady growth rate, averaging approximately two percent
annually for 40 years. Using the same two percent growth rate, the General Plan estimates the addition of
40,262 new residents (for a population of 139,713), and 20,852 new jobs by the year 2030. Full buildout of
the General Plan Land Use Diagram, however, is estimated to accommodate 51,588 new residents (for a
population of 151,039}, and 25,582 new employees. It is this latler pair of numbers which served as the
project considered in the EIR.

The California Environmental Quality Act requires evaluation of the highest impact feasibly possible from a
project. Therefore, the technical analysis in the General Plan EIR (e.qg., traffic, noise, air quality) assumes
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that the Land Use Diagram is completely built out in a 20-year timeframe, including all of the City's vacant
residential, office, commercial and industrial land. This is a highly unlikely scenario. The predicted slow
recovery from the global economic recession makes it highly unlikely that the city will, in fact, experience the
Plan's estimated residential and job growth, let alone the full growth capacity of the Land Use Diagram.

Neither the 2030 General Plan nor the General Plan EIR will dictate the rate of growth for the City.
Development will proceed in response to market conditions. The EIR provides an inherently conservative
analysis of environmental impacts. lis conclusions should be considered and weighed against a backdrop
of what is likely to occur.

Significant and Unavoidable Impacts Will Occur Even Without Adoption of 2030 General Plan

The significant and unavoidable impacts identified in the EIR will not be avoided if the 2030 General Plan
is not adopted. Without adoption of the 2030 General Plan, the 1994 General Pian policy document would
remain in effect.

The 1994 General Plan has an urban boundary of approximately 41 square miles, and an estimated build-out
population of approximately 134,000. This physical exient of development, or City “footprint,” is similar to
that of the 2030 General Plan, which is approximately 43.8 square miles. Notable differences include the
addition of the Bell Muir Special Planning Area and the Doe Mill/Honey Run Speciai Pianning Area in the
2030 Plan.

Without adoption of the 2030 General Plan, development in Chico would continue under the existing 1994
General Plan and would generally result in the same significant and unavoidable impacts identified in the
2030 General Plan EIR. As compared to the 1994 General Plan, one of the main benefits of the 2030
General Plan is its more effective policy framework for addressing environmental impacts. The following
actions in the 2030 General Plan are particularly noteworthy:

« Development of an air impact fee to address air quality impacts
« Development of a Climate Action Plan to achieve the City's greenhouse gas reduction goals

» Development of broad and measurable sustainability indicators for the economy, environment, and social
equity to be assessed in General Plan Annual Reports and Five Year Reviews as a measure of the City's
progress toward mitigating the impacts of growth and meeting its sustainability goal

+ Development of an Open Space and Greenways Master Plan to ensure proper management and funding
of the City's open space holdings, and

Creation of residential infill guidelines to address compatibility between new and existing development

Qverriding Considerations and Environmentally Superior Alternative

As it would result in significant and unavoidable impacts, the Council will be required to adopt a Statement
of Overriding Considerations before approving the 2030 General Plan. The Statement identifies the social,
economic, or other benefits resulting from the project which outweigh the unavoidable environmental
impacts. This discussion begins on stamped-page number 59 of Attachment E.

CEQA requires that an environmentally superior alternative be identified in an EIR. The EIR identified the
Increased Density Alternative as the environmentally superior choice. The Increased Density Alternative
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would have environmental impacts similar to the proposed project, but would somewhat lessen
environmental impacts associated with agricultural resources, traffic, air quality, hydrology and water quality,
biological resources, cultural resources, public services and utilities, visual resources, and energy and
climate change due to its smaller development footprint. However, both new and infill development of the
density and intensity called for under this alternative would likely exacerbate community concerns regarding
compatibility with and impacts to existing neighborhoods and would be subject to strong opposition. Also,
new land for single-family residential development is much reduced under this alternative, which poses a
conflict with the desire of many community members to live in a reasonably priced, detached single-family
home. Further, this aiternative limits the City's control over development at the community's edges where
less intense and piecemeal development within the County portion of the Planning Area could have an
adverse impact on the City's urban form, viable agricultural land, and natural resources. The resolution
adopting findings regarding environmental effects at stamped-page number 58 provides further discussion
on why this alternative does not promote the underlying goals and objectives of the 2030 General Plan.

ANALYSIS: PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS

Atits March 24", 2011 meeting, the Planning Commission recommended that Council certify the Chico 2030
General Plan EIR and adopt the General Plan with certain revisions (see Attachment A at stamped-page
number 01 and Attachment B at stamped-page number 04). in addition, the Planning Commission
recommended by motion that Council approve the Implementation Guide with minor revisions. Below are
summaries of the Commission’s recommendations to Council followed by staff's recommendation.

Planning Commission Environmental Impact Report Recommendation

The resolution to recommend certification of the EIR was adopted by a vote of 4-1. Commissioner Merz
dissented as he believed the EIR’s conclusion that the General Plan is “self-mitigating” is not supported and
also that a mitigation monitoring plan needs to be adopted. No conditions were associated with the
Commission’s recommendation, although a motion by Commissioner Merz to include an impact fee for the
loss of agricultural land as a mitigation measure failed on a 1-4 vote.

Staff Recommendation: Staff concurs with the Commission’s recommendation.

Planning Commission General Plan Recommendations

The resolution to recommend adoption of the General Plan was supported by a vote of 4-1. Commissioner
Merz dissented as he believed the General Plan should be based upon Alternative C (the increased Density
Alternative discussed in the EIR) and not the Land Use Diagram included in 2030 General Plan update. As
part of its recommendation, the Planning Commission made eight recommendations for modifications to the
Plan. Seven of the recommendations are minor and help clarify Actions. Staff supports these
recommendations, which are listed below with suggested deletions in strikeett and suggested additions in
bold.

Land Use Element

Action L.U-6.2.3 (Barber Yard SPA Planning) - Plan the Barber Yard SPA with a mix of low, medium and
high residential densities, a neighborhood core or commercial mixed-use center, office and light industrial
uses, and parks and open space. Subseguent planning will:
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- Address circulation with a focus on extending and improving existing streets into the site that will
distribute traffic on multiple streets, and improving connectivity to-the-setth-in order to reduce traffic
impacts on the existing residential neighborhood.

* Incorporate adaptive reuse of existing buildings, where feasible.

Circulation Element

Action CIRC-9.1.1 (City Travel Demand Management) - Design and timplement a City of Chico Travel
Demand Management Plan that provides incentives for City employees to commute in modes other than
single-occupant vehicles.

Downtown Element

Action DT-1.1.1 (Support Downtown Business) - Support Downtown business and property owners by
helping to developing and funding public/private partnerships, such as business improvement districts,
to provide for increased maintenance, cleanliness, security, marketing, business retention and
recruitment.

Parks, Public Facilities, and Services Element

Action PPFS-1.1.6 (Mulitiple Use of School Facilities) - Eensuitwith Encourage the Chico Unified School
District, CSU Chico, Butte College, and the Chico Area Recreation and Parks District to coordinate the
joint use of school facilities for community recreation and other public purposes.

Action PPFS-5.1.3 (Groundwater Recharge and Quality) - Where feasible given flood eentrot
management requirements, maintain the natural or existing condition of waterways and floodplains and
protect watersheds to ensure groundwater recharge and water quality.

Open Space Element

Action 08-2.1.1 (Open Space Plan) - Develop and adopt an Open Space and Greenways Master Plan
that catalogues the City's open space land holdings, ensures that management and maintenance
programs are in place, identifies long-term funding, coordinates with other public and private open space
holdings, and prioritizes additional open space acguisitions, dedications, and easements {0 enhance
connectivity, protect resources, and facilitate public access and circulation.

Action 0S8-6.1.3 (Tree Planting Program) - Considerestablishment-of Develop and implement a tree
planting program as a mitigation method to reduce air guality impacts and improve carbon sequestration.

The eighth Planning Commission recommendation listed below, which passed on a vote of 4-1, relates to
the W. Park Avenue Extension connection. This is an issue that has been discussed by Council on multiple
occasions during the General Plan Update.

Remove Connection for Future Study #6 (W. Park Avenue Extension) from Figure CIRC-1 Roadway
System and Table CIRC-2 Roadway Connections for Future Study.

Staff Recommendation: The 2010 joint Council/Commission meeting series to review the Draft General Plan
included multiple Council discussions regarding the W. Park Avenue connection that led to Council directing
the Circulation Element clarify that the connections shown on Figure CIRC-1 be identified as roadways to
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be considered for future study. This decision leaves open the option to consider all of the connections shown
on Figure CIRC-1, but establishes no requirement that they be built. In addition, the Circulation Element
clarifies that Figure CIRC-1 is not intended to show exact alignments of future roadways, but rather to show
general connections that would be refined through future study and environmental review. Staff supports
maintaining flexibility in the 20-year policy framework of the General Plan, and supports Council’s previous
direction to retain the W. Park Avenue Extension connection in the Circulation Element.

Planning Commission_Implementation Guide Recommendation

The Implementation Guide {(see Attachment H at stamped page number 67)}is intended to help implement
the General Plan. Itlists each General Plan Action, the department(s) responsible for its implementation, and
a general timeframe for completion. The implementation Guide will be reviewed annually as part of the
General Plan annual review process, and updated as needed to reflect General Plan amendments,
implementation progress, community priorities, funding, and changing conditions. Coordinating the City's
annual budget with department work plans wiil aid in prioritizing and directing implementation of General Plan
Actions.

The Planning Commission, by motion, recommended approval of the Implementation Guide with 23
recommended changes to the timeframes assigned to the Actions. The Commission’s recommended
changes are highlighted in the attached Implementation Guide with an underline for new text and a
stikethrough for deleted text (see stamped page number 67). The Commission’s recommendations focus
on moving the time frames for Actions forward to earlier phases and recognizing several actions as ongoing.

Staff Recommendation. Staff generally supports the Commission's recommendations, but recommends
different timeframes for the following four Actions:

«  Action SUS 6.2.1 (Emission Reduction Actions) - Staff recommends keeping “then ongoing” as a part
of the timeframe in recognition that after adoption, the Climate Action Plan will be implemented through
at least the year 2020, and the retention of this language would clarify that.

« Action ED 1.9.1 (Buy Local Campaign) - The Commission recommended “ongoing” for the timeframe.
Staff recommends the timeframe “Phase Il and then ongoing” to pricritize the City’s invoivement with
existing community efforts on buying local campaigns and to recognize that the City's support will
continue after the initial participation.

+ Action SUS 5.1.1 (Clean Energy Loan Program) and Action LU 4.2.1 (Residential Infill Guidelines) - The
Commission recommended “Phase I” for the timeframe on these two actions. Due to budget constrainis
and increasing demands on fewer staff, some Action items, while important and desired, will need a
longer timeframe for completion. Staff recommends retaining Phase Il for the clean energy loan
program, and Phase il for including residential infilt guidelines in the Design Guidelines Manual. Work
on these programs can, however, begin prior to the timeframes listed.

PUBLIC CONTACT

A large display ad notice for the Council mesting was published in the Chico Enterprise-Record. In addition,
an e-mail highlighting the meeting topic, place and time was sent to a distribution of over 9,000 recipients.
Finally, the staff report and all background supporting materials, including the Final Draft General Plan, the
EIR, and the Implementation Guide are available on the City's dedicated General Plan website
(www.chicogeneralplan.com). Public correspondence received related to this meeting is in Attachment C
at stamped-page number 08.
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RESOLUTION NO. 11-03
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF CHICO PLANNING COMMISSION

RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL CERTIFICATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN UPDATE

WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”), the Chico 2030 General Plan Update
EIR, has been prepared for and by the City of Chico for the update of the Chico General Plan
(“Project”) as defined in the FIR, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA™)
{Pub. Resources Code § 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs., § 15000 et seq.),
and the local procedures adopted by the City pursuant thereto; and

WHEREAS, the City issued a Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) of 2 Draft EIR and filed the
NOP with the State Clearinghouse on or about December 10, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the City circulated the NOP for 30 days and received comments from agencies
and the public that were considered during the preparation of the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, on January 13, 2009, the City conducted two public scoping meetings to réceive
additional comments on the scope of the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, the City prepared a Draft EIR and filed a Notice of Completion for the Draft
EIR with the State Clearinghouse on or about September 30, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the City issued a Notice of Availability (“NOA”} on September 30, 2010, and
mailed the NOA of the Draft EIR to all persons and organizations having requested notice of same,
and caused the NOA of the Draft EIR to be published in a newspaper of general circulation within
the City; and

WHEREAS, the public review period for the Draft EIR commenced on September 30, 2010,
and concluded on November 30, 2010 (a 60-day review period), during which time the City
requested comments on the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, onNovember 9, 2010, the City conducted a public meeting to receive comments
on the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, subsequent to the close of the‘review and comment period, the City prepared

the Final EIR in accordance with CEQA to respond to all comments submitted during the Draft EIR

ATTACHMENT A
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public review period, and to fuily address all potential effects of implementation of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, which includes responses to comments received on the Draft EIR,
was forwarded to all interested and commenting parties no less than ten (10} days prior to the date
established for the Planning Commission to consider the Final EIR; and

WHEREAS, notices of the March 10 and 24, 2011, Planning Commission meetings were
published in a local newspaper of general circulation within the City; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission has independently reviewed, analyzed and considered
the EIR, all written comments and testimony received from affected agencies and members of the
public; -and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission, exercising its independent judgment on the EIR, is
now prepared to consider the adequacy of that document, all in a manner provided for by CEQA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BEIT RESOLVED by the Planning Commission of the City of Chico

as foilows:
A. The Planning Commission finds that:
1. The recitals set forth above are true and correct.

2, The NOP for the Draft EIR was duly prepared, noticed, and properly circulated in
accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

3. The Draft EIR was duly prepared, properly circulated, and completed in accordance
with the provisions of CEQA.

4, After providing adequate public notice, the Draft EIR was duly circulated in
accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

5. All comments received during the period of public review have been duly considered
and incorporated into the Final EIR and, when necessary, replied to, all in accordance
with CEQA.

6. The City provided written responses to all public agency comments received on the
Draft EIR at least ten days before certification of the Final EIR, pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA.

7. A good faith effort has been made to identify potentially feasible mitigation measures

g Page 2 of 3
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and alternatives to the extent necessary to avoid or substantially lessen the significant
adverse effects of the Project, and such mitigation measures and alternatives were

considered in the review process in accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

8. The Final EIR for the proposed Project has been properly completed and has
identified all significant environmental effects of the proposed Project, and there are
no known potential significant environmental effects that are not addressed in the
Final BIR.

9. A good faith effort has been made to seek out and incorporate all points of view in
the preparation of the Draft EIR and the Final EIR.

10. The Planning Commission has reviewed and considered the information in the Final
EIR.

11. The EIR for the Project reflects the Planning Commission’s independent judgment
and analysis.

B. The Planning Commission recommends that:

1. The City Council adopt the CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding

Considerations attached to the March 10,2011 Pianning Commission agenda report, and

certify the EIR prepared for the Plan.

Resolution No. 11-03 was adopted at a meeting of the Planning Commission held on March

24,2011, by the following vote:

AYES: Allmon, Barrett, Kelley, Rensink
NOES: Merz

ABSENT: Juhl~Darlington, O'Donnell
ABSTAIN:None

DISQUALIFIED: None

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Mark olfe Roger Wilson
Planning Commlssmn Secretary Assistant City Attormey

Page 3 of 3
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RESOLUTION NO. 11-04
RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF CHICO PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDING CITY COUNCIL ADOPTION OF THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN

WHEREAS, the City of Chico (“City”) initiated a comprehensive update of the General Plan,
the Chico 2030 General Plan (“Plan™), in 2007 ; and

WHEREAS, the City conducted an extensive public outreach process for the General Plan
Update to gain an understanding of the needs, desires, and concerns of the community; and

WHEREAS, the City Council appointed 12 residents to serve on a General Plan Advisory
Committee which over the course of 15 meetings provided guidance and recommendations on key
issues ,relating to the General Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Council appointed 14 residents and business owners to serve on a
Downtown Ad Hoc Committee which over the course of eight meetings provided input and
recommendations on key issues relating to the Downtown Element of the Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City's Sustainability Task Force provided input and guidance on key issues
and policies for the Sustainability Element of the Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City identified 14 stakeholder groups (approximately 400 individuals) in
the community with wide-ranging interests, and facilitated stakeholder group meetings and
interviews in three separate phases of the Plan update process to solicit input and ideas about key
issues, Downtown, land use alternatives, and policy solutions; and

WHEREAS, for the community-at-large, the City held nine public workshops to provide
information about the Plan update and to solicit input on key issues and policy considerations; and

WHEREAS, input was solicited from the Native American Heritage Commission and the
Mechoopda Indian Tribe during the update process; and

WHEREAS, the City noticed and invited public participation at over 30 public meetings with
the City Council, the Planning Commission, or joint meetings of both bodies to solicit comments
and provide direction on visioning results, guiding principles, land use alternatives, the Housing
Element, key policies, the Public Facilities Assessment, the draft General Plan, the Environmental

Impact Report, and adoption of the General Plan; and

H
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WHEREAS, the Plan includes all mandatory elements required by State law, along with six
optional elements: Sustainability, Downtown, Community Design, Economic Development, Cultural
Resources and Historic Preservaiion, and Parks, Public Facilities and Services; and

WHEREAS, the Plan is a statement of community priorities to guide public decision-making,
and provides a comprehensive, long-range, and internally consistent policy framework for the growth
and preservation of Chico premised upon future housing and employment needs; and

WHEREAS, the Plan seeks to create a livable, healthy, and sustainable community that offers
a high quality of life with a strong sense of community and place; and

WHEREAS, sustainability is an organizing principie of the Plan, which directs the City to
consider the interdependent interests of protecting the environment, achieving a healthy economy,
and promoting social equity in its future actions and programs; and

WHEREAS, the Plan identifies and promotes certain development patterns, including
compact urban development, infill development and redevelopment, mixed-use development,
complete neighborhoods, and a variety of housing types; and

WHEREAS, the Plan seeks to preserve and enhance the City’s older neighborhoods, promote
economic development, protect sensitive environmental resources, and provide open space and
parks; and

WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR™), the Chico 2030 General Plan Update
EIR, has been prepared for and by the City for the update of the Plan as defined in the EIR, pursuant
to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), the CEQA Guidelines, and the local
procedures adopted by the City pursuant thereto; and

WHEREAS, on March 10 and 24, 2011, the Planning Commission considered the Plan and
the EIR prepared for the Plan, the staff report, and comments made at public hearing, all duly noticed
and held in the manner required by law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Planning Cominission of the City of Chico
as follows:

A, The Planning Commission finds that:

i
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The Plan is a comprehensive update of the City's 1994 General Plan and provides the
necessary framework for the long-range development of the City. The Plan establishes
allowable uses of land and benefits the public welfare by providing housing and
employment to accommodate anticipated future growth. The Plan balances growthand
conservation in a manner that would result in reduced impacts on the environment,
reduced contributions to global climate change, reduced reliance on oil and other
fossil-fuel sources, and decreased consumption of natural resources.

The goals, policies, actions, maps, and diagrams of the Plan are internally consistent
while providing a balance of land uses and directives to resolve issues, and meet
competing community goals. Based on issues identified and prioritized by the
community, city staff, General Plan Advisory Committee, Planning Commission, and
City Council, the City conducted a multi-year planning process to define and consider
a variety of issues addressed in the Plan. The three and a half year update process

allowed for systematic decision-making in the development of policies and actions that

are contained in the 12 elements of the Plan.

B. The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council adopt the Plan with the

inclusion of revisions attached at Exhibit 1 to this resolution.

Resolution No. 11-04 was adopted at a meeting of the Planning Commission held on March

24,2011, by the following vote:

AYES: Allmon, Barrett, Rensink
NOES: Merz
ABSENT: Juhl-Dariington, O'Donnell
| ABSTAIN: None
DISQUALIFIED: None
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
PN e W o Wi
Mark Wolfe Roger Wilson
Planning Commission Secretary Assistant City Attorney
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Planning Comimission Recommendations to Council
for Amendments to Final Draft Chico 2030 General Plan

Deletions are in strikeout. Additions are in beld.

Land Use Element

Action LU-6.2.3 (Barber Yard SPA Planning) - Plan the Barber Yard SPA with a mix of low, medium
and high residential densities, a neighborhood core or commercial mixed-use center, office and light
industrial uses, and parks and open space. Subsequent planning will:

¢ Address circulation with a focus on extending and improving existing streets into the site that will

distribute traffic on multiple streets, and improving connectivity tothesouth-in order to reduce traffic
impacts on the existing residential neighborhood.

+ Incorporate adaptive reuse of existing buildings, where feasible.

Circulation Flemeng

Remove Connection for Future Study #6 (W. Park Avenue Extension) from Figure CIRC-1 Roadway
System and Table CIRC-2 Roadway Connections for Future Study.

Action CIRC-9.1.1 (City Travel Demand Management) - Design and implement a City of Chico Travel
Demand Management Plan that provides incentives for City employees to commute in modes other than

single-occupant vehicles.

Downtown Element

Action DT-1.1.1 (Support Downtown Business) - Support Downtown business and property owners by
helping to developing and fundimg public/private partnerships, stch as business improvement districts, to
provide for increased maintenance, cleanliness, security, marketing, business retention and recruitment.

Parks, Public Facilities, and Services Element

Action PPFS-1.1.6 (Multiple Use of School Facilities) - Consutt-with Encourage the Chico Unified
School District, CSU Chico, Butte College, and the Chico Area Recreation and Parks District to
coordinate the joint use of school facilities for community recreation and other public purposes,

Action PPFS-5.1.3 (Groundwater Recharge and Quality) - Where feasible given flood eomtrot
management requirements, maintain the natural or existing condition of waterways and floodplains and

protect watersheds to ensure groundwater recharge and water quality.

Open Space Element

Action 0S-2.1.1 (Open Space Plan) - Develop and adopt an Open Space and Greenways Master Plan
that catalogues the City's open space land holdings, ensures that management and maintenance programs
are in place, identifies long-term funding, coordinates with other public and private open space holdings,
and prioritizes additional open space acquisitions, dedications, and easements to enhance connectivity,
protect resources, and facilitate public access and circulation.

Action 08-6.1.3 (Tree Planting Program) - Constderestabitshment-of Develop and implement a tree
planting program as a mitigation method to reduce air quality impacts and improve carbon sequestration.

7 EXHIBIT L
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From: Debbie Presson

To: chris4 pax@chico.com

CccC: L.aurie Sevier,Mark Wolfe,Karen Masterson,Brendan Vieg
Date: 03/20/2011 5:06 PM

Subject: Re: For General Plan discussion 3/24--

Hi.

Just wanted you to know that your comments pertaining to the Draft General Plan have been forwarded to
the Council and appropriate members of staff.

Debbie

Deborah R. Presson, CMC
City Clerk for City of Chico

530-896-7251 - office

530-865-4825 - fax

>>> "chris” <chrisdpax@chico.com> 03/19/11 8:17 PM >>>

City Council Members,

LU-6.2.3 (Barber Yard SPA

Planning) from the Implementation Guide on the City General Plan website:
Plan the Barber Yard SPA with a mix of low, medium and high residential
densities, a neighborhood core or commercial mixed-use center, office and
light industrial uses, and parks and open space. Subseguent planning will:
. Address circulation with a focus on extending and improving

existing streets into the site that will distribute traffic on muitipie

streets, and improving connectivity to the south in order {o reduce

fraffic impacts on the existing residential neighborhood.

This 08-5.2.1 {Agricultural Buffers) is incompatible with the above hecause there is no space for any
buffer: Require buffers for development adjacent to active agricultural operations along the Greenline o
reduce incompatibilities, and explore opportunities for public uses within buffers.

Dear Council,

The addition of the phrase "improving connectivity to the south” was never mentioned before in the
Diamond Match plan and | wish it to be removed because it opens up a whole undiscussed area of
cencern about traffic along the Greentline border of the Riparia Organic Farm and another busy traffic
crossing of Comanche Creek. i weighs heavily inte another version of the Otterson Dr. Extension that was
not part of the General Plan discussion on what you have renamed the West Park Ave Collateral and

q ATTACHA
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would further degrade the tiparian corridor of Comanche Creek. It is not advantageous to add this sort of

detail now while you are irying to finalize the General Plan because it changes the whole connectivity plan
for Southwest Chico.

| want to reiterate that | am opposed to residential plans for the Diamond Match Brownfields. There is
outstanding evidence of contamination that was not adequately considered by the DTSC in signing off the
land. There is a high degree of certainty that the iand was not adeguately remediated for asbestos and
heavy metals. | would like to take this opporiunity to ask you one last time before you certify the Chico
General Plan to rezone this area for uses other than residential housing which indicates soils are safe for
gardens and children's play in the dirt. History wili hold you accountable for health problems and | just want
to remind you of your responsibility to work toward the good of the future of our community.

Thank you,
Chris Nelson, Registered Nurse, Women's Health Care Nurse Practitioner, retired Public Health Nurse
2300 B Estes Rd.

Chico, Ca. 95928



Page 1 of 1

Brendan Vieg - Fwd: Re: To Chico City Council re: Southwest Chico Circulation

R S e e B T T D S R

From: Debbie Presson

To: All-Council

Date: 03/28/2011 12:44 PM

Subject: Fwd: Re: To Chico City Council re: Southwest Chico Circulation
CC: Brendan Vieg; Karen Masterson; Laurie Sevier; Mark Wolfe

To the Coundil and Planning Commissioners:

Emily Alma has requested that you replace her previous recent letter regarding Southwest Chico Circulation with
the letter below, Thark you.

Thanks, Emily

Deborah R. Presson, MMC
City Clerk for the City of Chico

530-896-7251 - office
530-895-4825 - fax

>>> Emily Alma <earthstar6208@att.net> 3/21/2011 8:12 PM >>>
Dear Chico City Council:

I am writing fo voice my support for the letter from Chris Nelson regarding her concerns about the General Plan
designation for circufation in the South West Chico area, in consideration of the Barber Yard SPA.. You will be
meeting Thursday evening, March 24 to discuss this. There are many in the South West Chico neighborhood
who have similar concerns. This last meeting for approval of this part of the General Plan is not the time to
introduce new material. A discussion regarding circulation in the Seuth West Chico area to include in the
General Plan should have been introduced long ago, with opportunities for public comment and debate, not at
the last moment. Because this significant detail was lefi out in the General Plan process, it will have to be
determined at the time that a specific plan for the Diamond Match property is presented to City Council for
approvai. At that time, the circulation challenges must be addressed, and how that is configured will be based a
great deal what exactly is proposed for the area, and how it will fit in with the existing neighborhood.

Thank you for considering these thoughts,
Emily Alma

10
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Karen Masterson - Citizen Comments - GP 2030

From: Karen Masterson

To: Planning Commission

Date: 03/24/2011 8:35 AM

Subject: Citizen Comments - GP 2030

cc: All-City Clerk: Brendan Vieg; Mark Wolfe; Meredith Williams; Reger Wilson

Good Morning! Below are comments related to the GP 2030 agenda item for tonight's meeting. This will also be
provided in handout form tonight.

p.s. to City Clerk's Office: Please distribute to City Coundil per usual procedure.

Thank you, Karen

>>> g-marvin@comcast.net> 03/23/2011 6:11 PM >>
Would you please distribute this letter to the persons addressed in the letter below? Thanks, Grace Marvin

March23, 2011

Chico City Coungil, Chico Planning Commission, Chico Planning Staff

411 Main Streetl

Chico, CA 85928

Dear Chico City Councilors, Planning Commissioners and Planning Staff:

Please address concerns about the Implementation Guide of the Chico General Plan.

We appreciate all the work and time that have gone into the General Plan, but we would iike the document fo be
more directed toward specific actions that need fo be taken to address needed mitigations, e.g., the components

of the Climate Action Plan: Specify appropriate dates (and funding) for the different actions that need to be
taken.

Here are two examples of items {(we have previcusly addressed), which are especially important. The document
states that

A~ “Phase II (is) Within five years of Plan adoption; by the year 2016.” And it is only within Phase II that
the following action would be undertaken:

“085-4.1.1 (Air Quality Impact Fee)
Consult with the Butte County Air Quality Management District regarding

development by the District or the City of an air quality impact fee as one method to further mitigate air quality impacts.
PSD, GSD Phase IT”

To be serious abou! mitigating air quality impacts that development fee should fake put in place within

file://C:\Documents and Settings\KMasters\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\MdDEB0235C... 03/24/2011
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Phase 1, i.e., the firsf fwo years.

B- Another example, “Phase III {is} Within ten years of Plan adoption; by the year 2021.” The action of note,
here, regards

“08-4.2.1 (Air Quality Education)

In consultation with the Butte County Air Quality Management District,disseminate information to educate the community
about how to improve air guality. PSI}, BDSD Phase T11”

We believe it is essential to educate the public about ways fo improve air quality immediately. Therefore,
please change the deadline to Phase 1 and implement it as an ONGOING activity.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
Grace M. Marvin

Conservation Chair, Sierra Club- Yahi Group

A
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From:  Laurte Sevier

To: Jett Collins

Date: 03/31/2011 4229 PM

Subject: Re: 2030 General Plan - Planning Commission Recomendation

Thank you for your comments to the Council. Theyare also being forwarded to appropriate staff.

Laurie Sevier

Administrative Assistamnt

City Clerkls Office, City of Chico
(530) 896-7252

>>>Jeff Collins JCollins@ cascade-usa.com>3/31/2011 3:14 PM >>>

Councilors, I am writing to formally request that you set aside the recent recommendation from the pianning commission to
eliminate the West Park Avenue extension, previously known as Otterson Drive, from the General Plan; and specifically reguest
that the plan include this potential circulation element. Removing the connection at this point in the process does not do justice to
the time and effort that city staff has placed on their evaluation of this connection, fails to recognize the strategic value of
preserving this connection in the general plan, and is disconnected from the reality of the circulation needs in this area. I am
supported by CEPCO, the Chamber of Commerce and by a majority of local businesses operating in the Hegan Lane Business Park
in this regard. Please contact me directly for any additional input, background or questicns on this matter.

Jeff

Jeff Collins

President, Chief Finaﬁcial Officer
Cascade Crthopedic Supply, Inc.
2638 Aztec Drive

Chico, CA 95928

{530) 879-1580 direct

{530} 879-1570 fax

jcollins@cascade~-usa,.com

www ,cascade-usa.com

http:/fwww linkedin.convindiicollins

&
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO CERTIFYING
THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE CHICO 2030 GENERAL PLAN
UPDATE (State Clearinghouse Number 2008122038)

WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR™), the Chico 2030 General Plan
Update EIR, has been prepared for and by the City of Chico for the update of the Chico General
Plan ("Project”) as defined in the EIR, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
("CEQA”) (Pub. Resources Code § 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 Cal. Code Regs., §
15000 et seq.), and the local procedures adopted by the City pursuant thereto; and

WHEREAS, the City issued a Notice of Preparation (*NOP”) of a Draft EIR and filed the
NOP with the State Clearinghouse on or about December 10, 2008; and

WHEREAS, the City circulated the NOP for 30 days and received comments from
agencies and the public that were considered during the preparation of the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, on January 13, 2009, the City conducted two public scoping meetings to
receive additional comments on the scope of the Draft EIR: and

WHEREAS, the City prepared a Draft EIR and filed a Notice of Completion for the Draft
EIR with the State Clearinghouse on or about September 30, 2010; and

WHEREAS, the City issued a Notice of Availability (“NOA™) on September 30, 2010,
and mailed the NOA of the Draft EIR to all persons and organizations having requested notice of
same, and caused the NOA of the Draft EIR to be published in a newspaper of general circulation
within the City; and

WHEREAS, the public review period for the Draft EIR commenced on September 30,
2010, and concluded on November 30, 2010 (a 60-day review period), during which time the
City requested comments on the Draft EIR; and n

WHEREAS, on Nevember 9, 2010, the City conducted a public meeting to receive

comments on the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, subsequent to the close of the review and comment period, the City prepared
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EIR public review period, and to fully address all potential effects of implementation of the
Project; and

WHEREAS, the Final EIR, which includes responses to comments received on the Draft
EIR, was forwarded to all interested and commenting parties no less than ten (10) days prior to
the date established for the Planning Commission to consider the Final EIR; and

WHEREAS, on March 10 and 24, 2011, the Planning Commission held duly noticed
public hearings to consider the proposed Final EIR and, at the close of the second hearing, made
recommendations to the City Council which, among other things, included a recommendation to
certify the EIR; and

WHEREAS, a notice of the April 12, 2011, City Council meeting was published in a
local newspaper of general circulation within the City; and

WHEREAS, the City forwarded the same notice of the City Council meeting at which the
EIR would be considered and certified to all interested and commenting parties; and

WHEREAS, the City Council considered the EIR on April 12, 2011; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has independently reviewed, analyzed and considered the
EIR, all written comments and testimony received from affected agencies and members of the
public; and

WHEREAS, the City Council, exercising its independent judgment on the EIR, is now
prepared to consider the adequacy of that document, all in a manner provided for by CEQA.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
CHICO:

Section I: Findings

The Council makes the following findings based upon the evidence in the EIR, or
elsewhere in the record of these proceedings:

A. The recitals set forth above are true and correct.

B. The NOP for the Draft EIR was duly prepared, noticed, and properly circulated in

accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

I D
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The Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

D. After providing adequate public notice, the Draft EIR was duly circulated in
accordance with the provisions of CEQA.

E. All comments on the Draft EIR received during the period of pubiic review have
been duly considered and incorporated into the Final EIR and, when necessary,
replied to, all in accordance with CEQA.

F. The City provided written responses to all public agency comments received on
the Draft EIR at least ten days before certification of the Final EIR, pursuant to the
provisions of CEQA.

G. A good faith effort has been made to identify potentially feasible mitigation
measures and alternatives to the extent necessary to avoid or substantially lessen
the significant adverse effects of the Project, and such mitigation measures and
alternatives were considered in the review process in accordance with the
provisions of CEQA.

H. The Final EIR for the proposed Project has been properly completed and has
identified all significant environmental effects of the proposed Project, and there
are no known potential significant environmental effects that are not addressed in
the EIR.

L A good faith effort has been made to seek out and incorporate all points of view in
the preparation of the Draft EIR and the Final EIR.

. The Council has reviewed and considered the information in the EIR.

K. The EIR for the Project reflects the Council’s independent judgment and anaiysis,

Section 2:  Certification of the EIR.

Having independently considered the EIR, the City Council hereby certifies that the EIR,
has been prepared, circulated for agency and public review, and completed in compliance with
the requirements of CEQA and fully and adequately discloses and addresses all environmental

issues known to be associated with the Project.

i
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The foregoing resolution was adopted by the City Council of the City of Chico at its
meeting held on April 12, 2011, by the following vote:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

DISQUALIFIED:

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Deborah R. Presson Lori Bagkey

City Clerk City Atforney
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICO ADOPTING
FINDINGS REGARDING ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND ADOPTING A
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS FOR THE CHICO 2030

GENERAL PLAN UPDATE (State Clearinghouse Number 2008122038)

WHEREAS, this Council has certified that the Environmental Tmpact Report (“EIR™)
prepared for the Chico 2030 General Plan Update ("Project"), as defined therein, has been
completed in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) (Pub.
Resources Code § 21000 et seq.), the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR § 15000 et seq.), and the local
procedures adopted by the City pursuant thereto; that the City had reviewed and considered the
information and analysis contained in the EIR; and that the EIR reflects the City’s independent
judgment; and

WHEREAS, the EIR identified certain significant effects on the environment that would
be caused by the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City is required, pursuant to CEQA, to adopt all feasible mitigation
measures or feasible project alternatives that can substantially lessen or avoid any significant
effects on the environment associated with a project to be approved; and

WHEREAS, the Chico 2030 General Plan was drafted with the intent that it contain
policies and actions which, as development occurs under the Plan, will minimize to the greatest
extent possible the impacts of such development. However, it was not possible to reduce all
potentially significant effects to a level of less than significant through the inclusion of such
policies and actions. Therefore, there are some effects which have been identified as significant
and unavoidable; and

WHEREAS, no feasible mitigation measures have been identified which would
substantially lessen or avoid the significant and unavoidable effects on the environment
associated with the Project, and therefore the City must consider the feasibility of alternatives, as
set forth in the Final EIR, that may avoid or substantially lessen such impacts; and

WHEREAS, the EIR has concluded the project will result in some significant and

unavoidable impacts, CEQA requires the City to adopt a Statement of Overriding Considerations

HBE &%y Eﬂ'&kiﬁmiﬁ
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if the Project is approved:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

CHICO:
1.

The City adopts the CEQA Findings of Fact attached at Exhibit I to this resolution,

as required by Public Resources Code section 21081 ; and

The City adopts the Statement of Overriding Considerations included in Exhibit I, as

required by Public Resources Code section 21081,

The foregoing resolution was adopted by the City Council of the City of Chico at its

meeting held on April 12, 2011, by the following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

DISQUALIFIED:

ATTEST:

Deborah R.
City Clerk

Presson

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

Lori Bagker ~—
City Aforney




CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT
AND
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS

L
INTRODUCTION

These findings have been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(“CEQA™), the CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR § 15000 et seq.), and the local procedures adopted by
the City of Chico (“City™). The City is the lead agency for the environmental review of the
project and has the principal responsibility for its approval. The project covered by these
findings and the relevant CEQA documents is known as the City of Chico 2030 General Plan
Update.

It
STATEMENT OF FINDINGS

The findings and determinations contained herein are based on the competent and substantial
evidence, both verbal and written, contained in the entire record relating to the Project and the
Environmental Impact Report (“EIR”). The findings and determinations constitute the
independent findings and determinations by the City Couneil in all respects and are fully and
completely supported by substantial evidence in the record as a whole.

Although the findings herein identify specific pages within the Draft and Final EIRs in support
of various conclusions reached below, the City Council incorporates by reference and adopts as
its own, the reasoning set forth in both the Draft EIR and the Final EIR, and thus relies on that
reasoning, even where not specifically mentioned or cited, in reaching the conclusions set forth
herein, except where additional evidence is specifically mentioned. This is especially true with
respect to the reasoning set forth in responses to comments in the Final EIR. The City Council
further intends that if these findings fail to cross-reference or incorporate by reference any other
part of these findings, any finding required or permitted to be made by this City Council with
respect to any particular subject matter of the project must be deemed made if it appears in any
portion of these findings or findings elsewhere 1n the record.

IilL
DEFINITIONS AND ACRONYMS

“ALUC” means Butte County Airport Land Use Commission
“BCAG” means Butte County Association of Governments
“BCAQMD” means Butte County Air Quality Management District.
“Caltrans” means California Department of Transportation.

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations
April 2011
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“CEQA” means California Environmental Quality Act found at the California Public Resources
Code at § 21000 et seq.

“CERCLIS” means Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, Livability
Information System.

“CDFG” means California Department of Fish and Game

“City” means City of Chico.

“CMA” means Chico Municipal Airport.

“CNDDB” means California Natural Diversity Database.

*“CO,” means carbon dioxide

“CSU” means California State University, Chico.

“dB” means decibel(s).

“DWR” means California Department of Water Resources

“DEIR” or “Draft EIR” means Draft Environmental Impact Report (September 2010).
“EIR” means Environmental Impact Report and includes both the DEIR and the FEIR.
“FEIR” or “Final EIR” means Final Environmental Impact Report (January 2011).
“FEMA” means Federal Emergency Management Agency.

“GHG” means greenhouse gas.

“HCD” means California Department of Housing and Community Development.
“LAFCo” means Local Agency Formation Commission.

“Lgn” means day-night noise level.

“NMFS” means National Marine Fisheries Service.

“NO,” means nitrogen oxide,

“NOP” means Notice of Preparation.

“NOP/IS” means Notice of Preparation and Initial Study,

“NPDES” means National Pollution Discharge Elimination System.

“PG&E” means Pacific Gas and Electric Company.

“PMi¢” means particulate matter equal to or less than 10 microns in diameter.
“PM; 5" means particulate matter equal to or less than 2.5 microns in diameter.
“PUD” means California Public Utilities Commission.

“RCO” means Resource Constraint Overlay

“ROG” means reactive organic gases.

“RWBCB” means Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board.

“SCH” means State Clearinghouse.

“SOI” means Sphere of Influence.

“SPA” mean Special Planning Area.

“SWRCB” means State Water Resources Control Board.

“UPRR” means Union Pacific Railroad.

“USACE” means U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.

“UUSEPA” means U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

“USFWS” means U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations
April 2011




IV.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Background

The City’s first General Plan was adopted in 1961. The second General Plan was adopted in
1976 and addressed a wide range of issues associated with development and environmental
conservation. The City’s current General Plan was adopted in 1994. At that time, the City
identified city limits, a Planning Area boundary, and the City’s Sphere of Influence. The City
also identified future urban expansion areas and an Urban Development Boundary. In fotal, the
1994 General Plan Planning Area included 150 square miles, approximately 22 square miles of
which were intended for urban use.

Since 1994, the City has adopted various General Plan amendments, as weil as mandated updates
to the Housing Element. The Housing Element is the only General Plan element that must be
updated according to a schedule set by the state.

The Chico 2030 General Plan Update process began in August 2007. The City conducted an
extensive public outreach process for the General Plan Update to understand the needs and
desires of the community and to identify and discuss concerns and controversial issues through
the update process. Hundreds of Chico residents, business owners, community leaders, and other
stakeholders participated in development of the 2030 General Plan Update.

Requirement to Adopt a General Plan

California Government Code Section 65300 et seq. establishes the obligation of cities and
counties to adopt and implement general plans. The general plan is a comprehensive and general
document that describes plans for the physical development of a city or county and of any land
outside its boundaries that, in the city’s or county’s judgment, bears relation to its planning. The
general plan is required to address the following mandatory elements: land use, circulation,
housing, conservation, open space, noise, and safety. A city or county may also adopt additional
elements. A general plan identifies the goals, objectives, policies, principles, standards, and plan
proposals that support the city’s or county’s vision for each area addressed in the plan, The
general plan is a long-range document that typically addresses the physical development of an
area over a 20-year period. Although the general plan serves as a blueprint for future
development and identifies the overall vision for the planning area, it remains general encugh to
allow for flexibility in the approach taken to achieve the plan’s goals.

Proiect Description

The project is the adoption and mmplementation of an updated General Plan for the City of Chico.
The Chico 2030 General Plan is a comprehensive update of the existing 1994 General Plan. The
2030 General Pan includes the seven required elements of a General Plan (Land Use,
Circulation, Housing, Open Space, Noise, Safety, and Conservation) as well as a Sustainability

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations
April 2011
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IMPLEMENTATION GUIDE

security measures, and Hghting to promote public access and use of the
City’s creeks as amenities without detracting from the natural setting.

No. Action Responsible |y rrame -
Party o
Pursue cooperative development of neighborhood, community, and regional
PPFS-1.1.3 {(Cooperative parks, as well as facilities that enhance recreational opporfunities and CA. GSD .
Development of Facilities) economic development, such as sports and aquatic complexes, with the ’ ongomg
- Chico Area Recreation and Parks District.
PPES-1.1.4 (Park Maintenance {§ Aid in the formation of maintenance districts or other fimding mechanisms GSD. BDSD .
Funding) 10 pay for the cost of ongoing maintenance and operation of parks. s ongomg
PPFS-1.1.5 (CARD Review of - Solicit .commcnts ﬁ"om Ch1f:o Area Rccre.auon ané. Parks District staff as ]
Citv Project part of early project review for Special Planning Areas and larger PSD ongoing
ity Projects) subdivision proposais.
| . Consult with the Chico Unified School District, CSU Chico, Butte College,
}SL‘,)P]f S”ll:é,l'G.l(.Dt/.i uléiple Use of and the Chico Area Recreation and Parks District to coordinate the joint use | HNSD, GSD Phase Il
chool Facilities) of school facilities for community recreation and other public purposes,
Coordinate with the Chico Area Recreation and Parks District (CARD) to
provide periodic reports to the City Council, the Bidwell Park and
PP¥S-1.1.7 (Evaluate Progress) | Playground Commission, and the CARD Board of Directors documenting GSD ongoing
the status of the City’s and District’s efforts to develop and improve parks
and recreational facilities.
PPFS-1.1.8 (Funding to Develop | Pursue local, state, federal, and other funds for the development of parks and .
Recreation Facilities) recreation facilities. GSD, CPSD ongoing
PPFS-1.1.9 (Bidwell Park Utzh_ze ti}e Bld’well Park Mgster Management Plan ar_ld cous;cl'er the intent of } )
Master M ¢ PI Annie Bidwell’s Deed to direct management and guide decision-making for GSD ongoing
aster Management Plan) Bidwell Park.
o Continue the City’s greenway purchase program to acquire properties
gPFS, thl (Greenway located adjacent to creeks as they become available in order fo expand CM, GSD ongoing
cquisition) habitat protection, trail creation, and public recreation epportunities.
Continue to use Chico’s Design Guidelines Manuval for proposed
. . . development adjacent to creeks to address setbacks, building orientation, .
PPFS-2.1.2 (Creekside Design) PSD, GSD ongoing
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. I Res ibl e o
No.. Action Responsible Timefranye:
PPFS-2.1.3 (Pathway and Trail | Design pedestrian and bicycle paths and trails adjacent to and across crecks | CPSD, GSD, oi
Planning) that protect the riparian envizonment. BDSD ongoing
Through the development and environmental review process, including
PPES-2.1.4 (Assess Potential consultation with state and federal agencies and non-profit erganizations, PSD. CPSD aing
Impacts to Creeks) ensure that natural areas and habitat located in and adjacent to the City’s o ongolng
creeks are protected and enhanced.
Encourage Chico Unified School District to:
e Locate schools to serve new neighborhoods.
» Locate school sites safely away from heavy traffic, excessive noise,
and incompatible land uses,
PPFS-3.1.1 (School Sites) ¢« Locate schools in areas where existing or planned circulation PSD, BDSD ongoing
infrastructure allows for safe access.
s  Promote safe student loading and unloading.
# Promote walking, biking, riding transit, or carpeocling to schools.
PPFS-3.1.2 (Plan for School Consgit with Chico Unified School DlSt%‘i:St. staff v_vhen planning the Special .
Sit Planning Areas to ensure that school facilities are in place to meet the needs PSD ongoing
ites) of development.
PPFS-3.1.3 (School Provide information to developers and interested parties on school locations PSD onol
Information) and school facility fees during the City’s project review process, going
PPFS-3.2.1 (Collaborate with Work with CSU Chico, Butte College, and private educational institutions to PSD. BDSD .
Educational Institutions) meet existing and new student housing, transportation, and facility needs. ’ ongoing
PPFS-3.2.2 (Education/Business | Support the development of research and business opportunities associated oM onoine
Connections) with the City’s institutions of higher leamning. song
PPFS-4.1.1 (Require Require all com_mermal and industrial development, as well as all.resndennal '
. development with lots one acre or smaller, to connect to the City's sewer BDSD ongoing
Connection to Sewer System) system

- ChicoGeneral Plan
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_: y . 3 Wy . o .
No. Action - RESPDHSIDIB 4. Timeframe
. 1 Py |
i ! .
PPFS-4.1.2 (Sanitary Sewer Update and maintain the City’s Sanitary .Sewer Mastt?r Plan, as well as the Phase H;
Master Pl Sewer System Model, to assure that improvements to the system are BDSD then
aster Flan) identified, planned, and prioritized. ongoing
Secure financing for the expansion and maintenance of the Water Pollution
Control Plant and sewer system through the use of connection fees, special
‘PPES-4.1.3 (Wastewater System | taxes, assessment districts, developer dedications, or other appropriate . .
Costs) mechanisms. Financing should be sufficient to complete all related project- BDSD, CPSD ongoIng
specific sewer trunk and main lines at their full planned capacities in a single
phase.
Assist Butte County with their effort to implement a public information
PPFS-4.2.1 (Septic System campaign aimed at informing homeowners with septic systems of the proper .
. . =z : BDSD ongoing
Information) design, use, and care of septic systems, as well as sewer connection
apportunities
PPFS-4.2.2 (Implementing the Continue collaboration with Butte County to implement the Nitrate .
. . - BDSD ongoing
Nitrate Compliance Plan) Compliance Plan.
PPFS5-4.2.3 (Funding the Nitrate | Continue to seek funding opportunities to assist with the cost of connecting .
. X ) o BDSD ongoing
Compliance Plan) parcels currently relying on septic systerms to the City’s sewer system.
PPFS- 4.3.1 (Infiltration Dev‘;lop and }mplement an lgﬂqw agd mﬁl‘gatlcn program t,O ldentzfy, 21
- monitor, and line or replace existing pipes that are the source of excessive | CPSD, BDSD Honeoine
“rogram) wet weather infiltration and reduced system capacity. ongoing
PPES-4.4.1 (Wastewater Meters [ Require installation of wastewater meters for all new or expansions of BDSD onoine
for Industrial Uses) existing Significant Industrial User facilities. 5506
PPES-4.4.2 (Emerging Incorporate emerging wastewater f{reatment technologies to enable BDSD oneoin
Technologies) wastewater management practices to adapt and be more efficient. gomig
PPFS-5.1.1 (Groundwater Oppose regional sales andl transfers of local‘ groundwaterrl, mcluc‘img water ]
Protection Advacacy) export lcontracts, and actively participate in county-wide and regicnal M ongoing
M discussions and advocacy for the protection of groundwater resources.
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1 Responsible

PPES-6.1.1 (Update the Storm

Update, adopt and implement an updaied Stortn Drainage Master Plan that

No. Action Party "Timeframe
Support periodic evaluation of groundwater availahility using the Butte
é’PF Sl~:5.l.2 é(gﬂ;lﬂfi‘:vater Basin Groundwater Model and Cal Water’s work to establish a water supply CM, PSD ongoing
upplies and Budgeting) budget with specific measures to assure sustainable levels of groundwater.
PPFS-5.1.3 (Groundwater Whe.re feam‘i!e. glve; fﬂlood control requge;ngnts, rclllazntam the namrgl or BDSD, GSD, ]
Recharge and Quality) existing conditton of waterways and floodplains and protect watersheds to CPSD ongoing
¢ & hf ensure groundwater recharge and water quality.

PES-5.1.4 dwat . . :
gf(iiciién ISGIO;(:HHIZ;H ‘Amend the Municipal Code to include development standards that protect | PSD, BDSD, oRgemy
S;t dards) evelop groundwater recharge areas. CA Phase 11

andards A 2
PPES-5.1.5 (Groundwater Use groundwater levels as cne of the sustainability indicators to measure the GSD. PSD o
Levels as Indicator) City’s progress toward sustainability as directed by SUS-1.2.1. : ongomg
PPFS-5.2.1 (Water Flow and Ensurfa that new City m'frastmctgre prowdes_ for.water _ﬂ(}v\f agd pressure at CPSD, BDSD, '

p sufficient levels to meet domestic, commercial, industrial, institutional, and FD ongoing
ressure) firefighting needs. ‘
PPFS-5.2.2 (Wells and Private Where public water delivery systems are available, discourage use of wells ) .
"Water Systems) and private water systems for domestic water use. BDSD, PSD ongomg
. Work Wiﬁ’l. Cal Water to ensure that water treatment and delivery
;)JPFSISS'Z'? (Wate;:r Services for infrastructure are in place prior to occupancy or assured through the use of §  PSDy, BDSD ongoing
ew Development) bonds or other surcties to the City and Cai Water’s satisfaction.
. _ Explore the feasibility of using treated wastewater to provide irrigation to
\?;VP F§~5.3.1 (Treated landscaped areas and other suitable locations to reduce the demand for § CPSD, BDSD Phase i1
astewater) groundwater.
Encourage new development to install water conserving irrigation systems .
PPFS-5.3.2 (Water Reuse) PSD ongeing
such as grey water systems.
PPES-5.4.2 (City Water Develop plans and seek funding to replace water-infensive City landscape :
Efficiency) and irrigation systems with drought tolerant and water efficient systems. GSD, CPSD Phase TI
BDSD Phase I
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PPFS-6.5.4 (Flood Zones)

regarding development in flood zones.

No:. Action -Reslgj{;fé}h}e I Timeframe
Prainage Master Plan) identifies areas with infrastructure deficiencies and establishes a program to
address the deficiencies. Address drainage issues on a basin or sub-basin
scale. Identify opportunities to increase infiltration, based on factors such as
existing infrastructure, geology, the hydrology and hydraulics of the
receiving waters, and planned land uses.
_ Update the development fee program as needed to ensure that storm water
PPES-6.1.2 (Development Fees) | drainage development fees are equitable and adequate to pay for the storm | BDSD, PSD Phase 1
water drainage infrastructure needed for future development.
Regularty update storm water drainage standards to include afl current best
PPES-6.2.1 (Storm Water management practices and ensure water quality and quantity standards - .
Drainage Standards) governing the discharge of storm water drainage to downstream receiving BDSD, CPSD angomg
waters conform with State and Federal regulations.
PPFS-6.2.2 (Expand Storm As funding allows, continue installation of storm water drainage \ " .
Water Infrastructure) infrastructure in areas not served. CPSD, BDSD ongoing
Continue to develop engineering standards and guidelines for the use of
PPEFS-6.3.1 (Alternative Storm alternative storm water infrastructure in order to minimize impervious area, BDSD. CPSD .
1 Water Infrastructure) runoff and pollution, and to maximize natural storm water infiltration et ongoing
wherever feasible.
PPES-6.4.1 (Storm Water Continue to implement the City’s Storm Water Management Program BDSD onooi
Management Program) (SWMP) and enforce storm water provisions in the City’s Municipal Code. ’ going
PPFS-6.5.1 (Flood Consult with Butte County and other flood control agencies fo ensure that all BDSD i
Management) possible actions are taken to prevent floodwaters from entering the City. e ohgoing
PPFS-6.5.2 (Natural Utilize natural watercourses and existing developed flood control channels _ :
Watercourses) as the City’s primary flood control channels when and where feasible. BDSD, GSD ongoing
Regquire that new development not increase flood impacts on adjacent .
PPES-6.5.3 (Flood Impacts) properties in either the upstream or downstream direction. BDSD, PSD ongomg
Require new development to fully comply with State and Federal regulations BDSD, PSD ongoing
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: Responsible

05-1.1.1

™No. Action Party : Ti’me_jfra_mé_
. . Consult with Butte County regarding strategies to assure the continued .
PPFS-7.1.1 (Library Services) operation of the Chico Branch of the Butte County library system. ™ ongoing
PPFS-7.1.2 (FFunding Arts and Seek opponu?:%ties to pr(?vide financial and governmental assistance which CM, CPSD ongoing
Cultural Programs) leverages additional funding for arts and cuitural programs.
PPFS-7.1.3 (Partnerships for Encoqragfa partraer}slhli)s {fimo;‘lg art and _culmral groups, coémmumty .
Cultural Programs) organizations, and the local business community to develop new and expand M ongoing
u g existing cultural programs.
Encourage recycling. composting, and organic waste diversion within the
PPFS-8.1.1 (Green Waste) City and continue providing green yard waste recycling services, seasonal GSD ongoing
leaf collection and street sweeping services.
PPFS-8.1.2 (Reduce Municipal Establish the City as a role model for bu51ness§s and Indugn‘zalloperatlons ]
W through programs designed to encourage recycling, waste diversion, source GSD ongoing
aste) reduction, and use of renewable resources.

-8.1. i t th: i X 1 . .
PP¥S-8.1.3 (Recycled and Pursue City procurement that emphasizes the use of recycled and recyclable GSD ongoing
Recyclable Products) products.

PPFS-8.1.4 (Locations for .Identrfy safe and oon\f('im‘ent locaFlons and hours‘ for Fhe filSp;S&il and Phase
Waste Management) recycling of hazardous waste, plastics, glass, metals, .electromcs, 0od and GSD I'NVongoin
as & other organic waste, construction waste, and other special wastes. ongoing
PPFS-8.1.5 (Recycling on Public | Provide recycling bins and collection services wherever waste containers are GSD Phase 11,
Land) located on City property and in public parks. and ongoing
PPFS-8.1.6 (Recyclable Use the Green Building Checklist to encourage the use of recyclable BDSD o
Construction Materials) materials in new construction. ongoImg
PPES-8.1.7 (Commercial and Amend the sections of the Municipal Code pertaining to solid waste and GSD Phase I
Industrial Recycling) recycling-to apply to comumercial and industrial customers, ¥
' 10. - OPEN SPACE AND ENVIRONMENT
Direct development to appropriate locations consistent with the Land Use PSD, GSD ongoing
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No. Action ' RCSP'{?]?IHS]bie 1 Timeframe
{Development/Preservation Diagram, and protect and preserve areas designated Open Space and areas
Balance) that contain sensitive habitat and species.
Actively participate in regional conservation planning efforts, in particular
05-1.1.2 (Regional the Butte County Habitat Conservation Plan process, sponsored by the Butte PSD, GSD, onoine
Conservation Planning) County Association of Governments, which seeks the preservation of habitat CPSD ngog
areas needed for the ongoing viability of native species
. In support of AB 32, work with the Butte County Association of
gS 1.1.3 gSu;ttamtable Governmients to implement the Sustainable Community Strategy {SB 375), | PSD, BDSD ongoing
ommusnity Strategy) which directs smart-growth development to urbanized areas,
Consult with conservation groups to identify sites and projects for fund-
08-1.1.4 (Community raising and volunteer participation in public education, enhancement, GSD ongoin
Collaboration) maintenance, and protection of natural resources within the City’s Sphere of gomg
Influence.
o Prioritize efforts to remove non-pative species within Bidwell Park and other
\4 (5-1.1.5 (Control Invasive City greenways, and condition new development adjacent fo Bidwell Park GSD. PSD onsoix
Species) and greenways o protect native species and habitat from the introduction of P gomg
invasive speciss.
ject- bi ical i t idered itigated
0S-1.2.1 (State and Federal Ensure that project reiatedbbplogécal impac s1 arelconsz ereé faxéd n;n igated, )
Guidelines) and require applicants to obtain all necessary local, state an federa permits PSD ongoing
u for projects that may affect special-status species or their habitat.
08-1.3.1 (Dark Sky Ordinance) ] Consider adoption of a Dark Sky ordinance. PSD Phase [T
OS-I':?'Z (Reduce Light Seek comumunity cooperation to reduce existing light pollution. PSD, BDSD Phase H1
Pollution)
' . Develop an Open Space and Greenways Master Plan that catalogues the
City’s open space land holdings, ensures that management and maintenance
programs are in place, identifies long-term funding, coordinates with other GSD Phase IT

(5-2.1.1 (Open Space Plan)

public and private open space holdings, and prioritizes additional open space
acquisitions, dedications, and easements to enhance connectivity, protect
resources, and facilitate public access and circulation.

' Chico General Plan. .
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No. Action Responsible . Timeframe
Party. i AR
©S-2.1.2 (Fanding for Open Pursue outside funding sources for open space acquisition, management, .
- . GSD ongoing
Space) maintenance, and restoration.
08-2.2.1 (Creckside Greenway Comim%e collecting fe.e.s for.creekside greenway acquisition, and purchase CM, GSD ongoing
Program) properties as opportunities arise.
PSD, GSD
. 1 icati 5 rvta g - S ) )
08-2.2.2 (Greenway Expansion) Seek easements and dedications along the City’s creeks to expand the BDSD, CM, ongoing
greenway system. CA
. . . 1 i imulati ' ill devel § i .
08-2.4.1 (Visual Simulations) i?;;;i: visual simulations for foothill development to assess viewshed PSD ongoing
08-2.4.2 (Foothill Design Update City’s Design Guidelines Manual to address viewshed issues
- : . ; PSD Phase II
-Guidelines) associated with foothill development.
' Consistent with the City’s Municipal Code, require a minimum 25-foot
p .
08-2.5.1 (Setbacks from setback _from the top of creek banks tq development and associated _above .
ground infrastructure as a part of project review, and seek to acquire an § PSD, BDSD ongoin
Creeks) - " 4 y going
additional 75 feet. In addition, require a larger setback where necessary to
mitigate environmental impacts.
. . Comply with the California Regional Water Quality Control Board's
gs-iil.ld((jnmpiy with State regulations and standards to maintain, protect, and improve water quality | BDSD, CPSD ongolng
tandards) and quantity.
Require the use of pollution management practices and National Pollutant
'08-31'1'2 (Runoff from New Discharge Elimination System permits to control, treat, and prevent § BDSD, CPSD ongoing
Development) discharge of polluted runoff from development.
‘08-3.1.3 (Discharge Continue enforcement of illegal discharges to Chico’s vreeks. BDSD, HNSD ongeing
Enforcement)
Continne implementation of the Chico USA Clean Crecks Project which
(358-3.1.4 (Clean Creeks Project) | provides community-wide education regarding storm water runoff, poliction BDSD ongoing
management practices, and the importance of clean creeks.
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I Responsible 1

No: Action o {4 Timeframe
_ Party 4
~ o Meonitor water quatity in Big Chico Creek (above and below Sycamore Pool)
l?/.[s 3.'3'5. (Water Quality daily between Memorial Day and Labor Day and monthly during the balance GSD ongoing
onitoring) of the vear.
08-3.1.6 (Teichert Ponds Seekl funding to 1n}§1§m§nt the Teichert Ponds ?estor?.]téop Hab_xtat CPSD, GSD, Phase
Restoration) Der_: opment Plan, which will enhance storm water quality, wildlife habitat, PSD IHonvoiny
€8 public access, and education at the Teichert Ponds stormwater facility.
Work with the Butte County Public Works Departrnent to improve operation
. . . and maintenance of the Five-Mile flood control system to enhance flow and Phase
05-3.1.7 (Five-Mile Operation) sediment management and thereby enhance water quality, fisheries habitat, BDSD Fongoing
and flood capacity.
Avoid impacts {o groundwater recharge areas through open space
28—3'2'1 (Protect Recharge preservation, runoff management, stream setbacks and clustering of PsD, GSD ongoing
\reas) development,
08-3.2.2 (Map Recharge Areas) § Map groundwater recharge areas. GSDI’) SB]? B, Phase I
glif).zs (Nitrate Compliance Continue to implement the Nitrate Compliance Plan. BDSD ongoing
0S§-3.2.4 (Monitor Menitor the status of known groundwater and soil contamination sites within
C t. o d Sites the Planning Area as identified by the California Department of Toxic § BDSD, PSD ongoing
outaminated Sites) Substances Control and the Regional Water Quality Control Board.
gliiczt.il(l()}roundwater Oppose regional sales and transfers of local groundwater, CM Cngoing
. Work with the California Water Service Company to implement a water
g 8-3.3.1 gNa?r Conservation conservation program (o reduce per capita water use 20 percent by 2020 | BDSD, PSD Phase I}
rogram Funding) pursuant to the requirements of the State Water Plan.
05-3.3.2 (Reduce the Use of Limit the use of turf on landscape medians, parkways, and other common ‘ ‘ .
areas in favor of native and drought tolerant ground cover, mulch, and other § GSI, CPSD ongoing

Turf)

landscaping design elemenis, and support the conversion of existing turf to
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08-5.2.1 (Agricultural Buffers)

along the Greenline to reduce incompatibilities, and explore opportunities

. Responsible | .
Nao. Action -.BSP(??!QI "¢ | Timeframe
[ Party
less water-intensive ground cover types.
. Design and monitor irrigation systems in medians and parkways to GSD, PSD, .
08-3.3.3 (Parkway Irrigation) |, inize efficiency and minimize nuisance run-off, BDSD, CPSD ongomng
. Determine th ibili d cos d benefits of ing the City’s treated .
08-3.3.4 (Reclaimed Water) etermine tho feasibility and costs and benefits of reusing the Ciy's weated | grygny cpsn | Phase IIX
wastewater for irrigation,
08-3.3.5 (Watey Efficient Enforce the requirements of state water conservation legislation when .
Landscape Irrigation) reviewing landscaping plans for new projects. PSD, CPSD ongoing
. . In cooperation with the Buite County Air Quality Management District,
i? S-4.1.1 (Air Quality Impact ensure the DHstrict or the City develops an air quality impact fee for projects PSD, GSD Phase T1
ee) in the City of Chico as one method to further mitigate air quality impacts,
_ . . Puring project and environmental review, evaluate air quality impacts and
l?/IS.ﬁﬁi.I;'Z (Alr Quality Impact incorporate applicable mitigations to reduce impacts consistent with Buite § PSD, CPSD ongoing
itigation) County Air Quality Management District requirements.
085-4.1.3 (Wood Burning) Implement measures to reduce air pollution from wood burning. PSP, GSb Phase I
(?S-d'l.l.tl (Pollution from City As yiable alt.ematives bec.ome available, replace City-owned, gas-powered GSD, PD, ¥D ongoing
Equipnzent) equipment with less polluting models.
08-4.1.5 (Leaf R al Enforce the City’s no burn regulations, encourage composting, and continue HINSD. GSD -
-4.1.5 (Leaf Removal) the residential leaf pick-up program. i ongomng
Reduce pollution from traffic by providing a well-connected circulation
085-4.1.6 (Reduce Traffic system with complete streets, enhancing bicycie facilities, supporting transit, .
Pollution) and implementing traffic calming techniques such as roundabouts, narrowed CPSDh, BDSD ongoing
streets, and chicanes.
. . In consultation with the Butte County Air Quality Management Iistrict,
08_4'2',1 (Adr Quality disseminate information to educate the community about how to improve air | PSIY, BDSD Phase 11
Education) quality.
Require buffers for development adjacent to active agricultural operations PSD ongoing
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No. Action Res;:sll.]ts:ble Timeframe
for public uses within buffers.
Maintain and expand the urban forest by:
»  Maintaining existing city trees through regular, scheduled
service
¢ Planting new trees to replace those that require removal and
enhance the street tree canopy, where needed
¢ Requiring street and parking lot tree planting in new
i development
0Ss _6.1.1 (Urban Forest - | ' - GSD ongoing
Maintenance) e  Working with commercial parking lot owners to improve the
shade canopy
¢ Implementing the Municipal Code’s tree protection regulations
e Using volunieer groups and property owners to plant new
trees, care for newly planted trees, maintain young trees, and
provide information and instructions regarding such care and
mamtenatce
Where feasible, require new underground utilities that are in close proximity GSD. CPSD
08-6.1.2 (Utility Impacts) to trees to be designed and installed to minimize impacts to trees through Bi) SD ? ongoing
consultation with the Urban Forester.
05-6.1.3 (Tree Planting Copsider a tree planting program to reduce air quality impacts. GSD Phase HI
Program)
11. « CULTURAL RESOURCES AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION
CRHP-1.1.1 (Historic Maintain and update as necessary the City’s Historic Preservation . .
. . : PSD Ongoing
Preservation Ordinance) Ordinance.
CRHP-1.1.2 (Historie Resources Maintain and update the City’s Historic Resources Inventory. PSE ongoing

Inventory)

- Chico General Plan "
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CRHP-1.1.11 (Assistance

Neo. . Action: I es;;:tsylhle i Timeframe
L L - — . E
Appoint members of a new Architectural Review and Historic Preservation
CRHP-1.1.3 (Historic Board who meet t'he qualxﬁc.a'nens ofa C;ertlﬁec} Local Government and who ]
P tion Board serve & dual role in the architectural design review of new development and CC, PSB ongoing
reservation Board) in the review of historic preservation decisions affecting the City’s Historic
Resources Inveniory or new Landmark overlay zoning districts,
CREHP-1.1.4 (Certified Local Maintain the City’s recognition by the State Historic Preservation Office as a .
ified PSD ongoing
Government) Certified Local Government. gomg
RIIP . . Pursue grant funding sources available to Certified Local Governments to
X st _1'1'; (Financial establish and maimtain a Cultural Resources Management Plan and to PSD Phase I
ssistance Programs) expand the City's Historic Preservation Program.
Update the City’s Best Management Practices Manual to include
CRHP-1.1.6 (Best Management | environmental review protocol, communication with appropriate agencies,
- ) . g . PSDh, CPSD Phase I
Practices) and standard conditions of approval for discretionary projects that protect
cultural and paleontological resources.
Maintain all City-owned historic and cultural resources in a meanner that is
CRHP-1.1.7 (Public Resources) { consistent with the U.S. Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the ¢ PSD, GSD ongoing
Treatment of Historic Properties.
Continue to consult and require record searches for discretionary projects
CRIIP-1.1.8 (Records Search) with the Northeast Center of the California Historical Resources Information PSD ongeing
System (CHRIS) located at CSU Chico.
CRHP-1.1.9 (Native American Contimie to consult with and distribute envircnmental review documents to PSD. CPSD .
Consultation) the Native American Heritage Commission through the State Clearinghouse, ? ongong
Use the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS)
Consultants List to identify qualified architectural historians for project
CRHP-1.1.10 (Architectural consultation. Require consultants for City and private development projects PSD ongoine
Historian Consultations) to meet the minimum Professional Qualification Standards adopted by the - s s
Secretary of the Inierior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeology and
Historical Preservation.
Provide assistance to Chico residents who are restoring qualified historic PSbh ongoing
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: p Responsible ; oo
No. Action Resp ] . Timeframe
Party T
Programs) properties by offering development mcentives as identified in the City’s
Historic Preservation Ordinance or additional federal and state support
programs.
CRHP-2.1.1 (Guidelines for Utilize the City’s Design Guidelines Manual for discretionary design review
Redevelopment of Historic to address exterior alterations proposed to historic buildings in accordance PSD ongoing
Resources) with the Historic Preservation Ordinance,
CRHP-2.2.1 (Exterior of 1ﬂjx discretionary actions or in com'pbancc v&_f‘nl} the Hzf;tor%c Prcserv'atmn .
Historic S ; Ordinance, restore or preserve the original exterior of historic structures at PSD ongoing
Istoric Structures) the time of a change in use, whenever feasible.
CRHP-2.4.1 — (Heritage To bgth edu-cate the pubkc' and stimulate the economy, work vgth public ]
Tour agencies, private organizations, property owners, and area businessss to CM, PSD engoing
ourism) develop and promote Heritage Tourism opportunities throughout Chico.
REP . Participate in the promotion of traditional ceremonies and events from the
g ~2:4.2 (Ceremonies and varions cultures, ethnicities and nationalities that make up the Chico CM, PSD ongoing
tvents) community.
CRHP-2.4.3 (Diversity Action Immplement the Diversity Action Plan to support the various cultures, Phase
Plan) ethnicities and nationalities that make up the Chico community. loncoino
CRIIP-2.4.4 (Community Participate in the promotion of public tours, viewing, and informational CM. PSD _
Awareness and Education presentations at historic buildings and archaeological sites. d ongomg
CRHP-2.5.1 (Register Listings Pursue the listing of City-owned historic properties on the National Register PSD Phase 1
of City-owned Properties) of Historic Places and California Register of Historical Resources. -
CRHEP-3.1.7 (Mechoopda Establish a Consultation Protocel and a Cultural Resources Management PSD Phase T
Consultation) Plan with the Mechoopda Indian Tribe.
RHP Maintain a Project Review Agreement with the Northeast Information
;: P —3t.'1 2 (é\T(n;theast Center (NEIC) and consult with the NEIC in preparation of a Cultural PSD ongoing
nformation Center) Resources Management Plan.
Use the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) PSB, CPSD ongoing

CRHP-3.1.3 (Archacologist
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, o i -
- 2 ‘t TResponsible { ..

No. Action s p . Timeframe
. CRMRARE : Party : "
Consultation) Consultants List to identify qualified archaeologists for project consultation.

Reguire consultants for City and private development projects to meet the

minimum Professional Qualification Standards adopted by the Secretary of

the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archaeolegy and Historical

Preservation. Consult with the Mechoopda Indian Tribe prior to the

selection of archaeologists for City projects.

THP . . Conduct City and Tribal-sponsored training programs that increase City staff Phase I3,
g} £ -3.1.4 (Education for City awareness and respect for Tribal Ceremonial Places and artifacts on City- PSD, GSD then
St f) owned land. Ongging

Conduct City and Tribal-sponsored training programs, in partnership with Phase II
CRHP-3.1.5 (Fducation for the | the Northeast Information Center, to educate property owners, land PSD th ’
Public) developers, and construction personnel about the importance of cultural efl
resources and the legal framework for their protection. ongoing
CRHP-3.1.6 (Public/Private Explore Pubhc and pnvatg partners_h'lps lthat support ~thc Czty’s‘h{storlc ]
hi preservation program. Continue to utilize the Chico Heritage Association as PSD, CM ongoing
Partnerships) a resource for i1ssues and projects.
In partnership with the Office of State Historic Preservation, CSU, Chico,
CRHP-3.1.7 (Educational the Chico Heritage Association, and the Northeast Information Center, .
) , o . PsDh ongoing
Conferences) continue to support educational conferences on Historic Preservation and =
' Native American Resource Protection,
12. —SAFETY
'.S-l.‘l.I (Emergency Plan Maintain, and update as needgd, the City’s Emergency Plan to guide CM, FD, PD ongoing
Maintenance) emergency manageinent in the City.
5-1.1.2 (Emergency Response Promote community preparedness for hazards and awareness of emergency N .
y e b ongoing
Awareness) notification methods,
Continue to participate in the Federal Emergency Management Agency’s
5-1.1.3 (Incident Training) National Incident Management System program, which provides a Citywide Ongoing
standardized approach to emergency incidents.
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e ey
No. Action : RBSPOHSE_HG Tim_ef%amé '
. - Party : .
As part of project review, analyze potential impacts from flooding and
5-2.1.1 (Flood Hazard Analysis) § require compliance with appropriate building standards and codes for ¢ BDSD. PSD ongoing
structures subject to 200-year flood hazards.
Continue efforts to work with the Federal Emergency Management Agency
5-2.1.2 (Flood Hazard and state and local agencies to evaluate the potential for flooding, identify BDSD .
Management) areas susceptible to flooding, aceredit the flood control levees in the City, ongomg
and require appropriate measures to mitigaie flood related hazards.
5-2.1.3 (200-vear Flood Cooperate with local, regional, state, and federal agencies to seek funding .
Protection) for the provision of 200-year flood protection. BDSD ongong
. . Provide materials to the community regarding Federal Emergency
5 2'1'4, (Floodplain Hazard Management Agency and California Department of Water Rescurces flood BDSD ongoing
Materials anDi
ppng.
5-3.1.1 {California Building Require all new buildings in the City to be built under the seismic BDSD .
Code) requirements of the California Building Code. engoing
. . In areas with highly expansive soils, require appropriate studies and .
8-3.1.2 (Potential Soil Hazards) LBy XD . >, %4 PPIOp BDSD, PSD ongoing
structural precautions through project review. =
" . Strive to obtain an initial response time of five and a half minutes or less for .
5-4.1.1 (Fire Response Time) at least 90 percent of fire emergency response calls in urbanized areas. Fb ongong
Continue to work with CalFire and the Butte County Fire Department on
5-4.2.1 (Interagency Programs) { programs that will enhance fire protection and firefighting capabilities in the ¥D Ongoing
Planning Area, including maintaining aid agreements.
S-4.3.1 (Standards to Protect Maintain, and update as needed, the standards manual for protecting ¥D .
Structures) structures in wildland fire areas. cngoing
5-4.3.2 (Structural Standards) Incorporate building construction standards for the Local Resource Area
{areas which are provided City fire suppression services) that are consistent
with the requirements for the State Responsibility Areas (areas that are BDSD, FD» Phase If
provided State and County fire suppression services} designated as Very
High, High, and Moderate Fire Hazard Severity Zones

CoGﬂﬂEralPlan
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~ Responsible

. ction - Timefram
Ne Actio Party ”{‘lmc_:: : .c
. . As part of project review process in wildland fire areas, require . .
§-4.3.3 (Project Design) consideration of emergency evacuation routes and defensible buffer areas. PSD, FD ongoing
§.4.3 44 (Development Encourage the County to require development in unincorporated areas
e P within the City’s Sphere of Influence to conform to the City’s development § BDSD, PSD Phase
Standards)
standards.
5-4.3.5 (Fire Sprinklers, New Consider adoption of an ordinance that exceeds state standards requiring FD Phase I
Structures) automatic fire sprinklers in new non-residential construction. ase
. Using community mput, develop a Police Department Strategic Plan to help
$-5.1.1 (Strategic Plan) guide priorities and staffing levels for the Department PD Phase I
. - Maintain adequate staffing to meet the needs of the community’s service .
5-5.1.2 (Police Staffing) population, CM, PD ongoing
Analyze and monitor factors affecting police response times, and make
S-5.1.3 (Response Time) operational adjustments as necessary in order t provide the most PD ongoing
expeditious responses,

C e Train, equip, and maintain specialized response teams for extraordinary .
5-5.1.4 (Specialized Resources) emergency incidents. PD, ¥D ongoing
5-5.2.1 (Community Needs Assess community needs, expectations, and satisfaction with the police on .

. . PD ongoing
Assessments) an ongoing basis.
. . Report periodically to the City Council on citizen commendations and .
S$-5.2.2 (City Council Reports) citizen complaints received. PD ongoing
. Enhance neighborhood-based crime prevention activities, such as
8-5.3.1 (Neighborhood-Based Neighborhood Watch, Town and Gown activities, and community education PD, HNSD ongoing
Programs) )
programs.
Maintain a memorandum of understanding with CSU, Chico University
5-5.4.1 (University Police) Police to coordinate law enforcement duties and services in the PD ongoing

neighborhoods near the campus, such as the South Campus District.
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Significance Criteria)

significance for the environmental review:

) Responsible | ...
0. : on 14§
.No Actio Party i Timeframe
. Strive to maintain the mutual aid agreement, and continue cooperative
2_5'4'2;}3 uttte County Sheriff's policing in the greater Chico area with the Butte County Sheriff's PD ongoing
epartment) Department.
Through the Buite County Cffice of Emergency Services, participate with
S-5,4.3 (Disaster Planning) area public safety and health agencies to plan and train for disaster P, FD ongoing
preparedness.
$-5.5.1 (Crime Deterring Comnsider thE:’: mf:orporat;qn of design fcatur?S s‘uch as strategic wm‘dow )
Design) placement, lighting techniques, and landscaping into development projects PSD, PD ongoing
esigh to discourage criminal activity.
Request Union Pacific Railroad to verify that relevant safety measures for
. 3 at-grade crossings are implemented and maintained, and assess the : T
§-7.1.1 (Coordinate with UPRR) feasibility of improving safety features, including enhanced crossing gate PD, €M Phase II
practices and warning devices.
Continue working with CSU Chico, UPPR, and student housing providers to
5-7.1.2 (Education on Railroad develop and disseminate educational materials on  the hazards of .
) . . ; : . PD, HNSD ongoing
Crossings) unauthorized railroad crossings, and regularly monitor and enforce crossing
laws.
For improved emergency response and traffic circulation, support
5-7.1.3 (Grade-Separated interagency studies to identify the best possible locations and feasibility for § BDSD, CPSD, Phase IV
Crossings) funding and developing grade-separated {vehicle and pedestrian/bicycle) PD, PSP FAase.
railroad crossings within the City.
Consult with the State Office of Emergency Services, the State Department
5-8.1.1 (Planning for Hazardous § of Toxic Substances Control, the California Highway Patrol, Butte County, BDSD. FD o .
Materials Safety) and other relevant agencies regarding hazardous materials routing and * ngomg
incident response programs.
- 13. - NOISE.
. For roadway improvement projects where an acoustical analysis
N-1.4.1 (Roadway Project demonstrates that it is not practical to reduce traffic noise levels to be | CPSD, PSD, ongoing
consistent with Table N-1, the following criteria will be used as a test of BDSD
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Action

Responsible
Party

{ Timeframe

e  Where existing traffic noise levels are less than 65 dB Ldn in the
outdoor activity areas of nolse-sensitive uses, a +8 dB Lda increase
in noise levels due to a roadway improvement project will be
considered significant.

e Where existing traffic noise levels range between 65 and 70 dB Ldn
in the outdoor activity areas of noise-sensitive uses, a +5 dB Ldn
increase in noise levels due to a roadway improvement project will
be considered significant. Where existing traffic noise levels range
between 65 and 70 dB Ldn in the outdoor activity areas of noise-
sensitive uses, a +5 dB Ldn Increase in noise levels due to a
roadway improvement project will be considered significant.

o  Where existing traffic noise levels are greater than 70 dB Ldn in the
outdoor activity areas of noise-sensitive uses, a 3+ dB Ldn increase
in noise levels due to a roadway improvement project will be
considered significant.

N-2.1.1 (Neise Control
Measures)

Limit noise exposure through the use of insulation, building design and
orientation, staggered operating hours, and other techniques. Utilize
physical barriers such as landscaped sound walls only when other solutions
are unable to achieve the desired level of mitigation.

BDSD, CPSD,
PSD

ongoing

N-2.2.1 (Railroad Warning
Systems)

Consult with Union Pacific Railroad (and Amtrak as applicabie) to
investigate the cost, safety, and feasibility of implementing alternative
railroad wamning systems and safety measures that reduce the use of train
horns near residential areas while still meeting public safety objectives.

PSD

Phase 111

N-2.2.2 (Silver Dollar
Speedway)

Seek support of the State and the Silver Dollar Fair Board to reduce the
noise ievels associated with events at the Silver Dollar Speedway.

PSD

Phase

N-2.2.3 (Noise from State
Highways)

Request that Caltrans provide freeway sound walls with aesthetic design
features, noise-reducing pavement, and speed reductions along state
highways adjacent to residential areas where existing noise levels exceed 67
dBA.

CPSD, BDSD

ongoing




ol

IMPLEMENTATION GUIDE

. . Responsible | .
No: Action RODSY 1 Timeframe
Party e
=3
Enforce the City’s Noise Ordinance by processing complaints, conducting
N-3.1.1 (Noise Program Duties) § on-site testing of noise sources, and sharing information on the effects 0of § HNSD, PD ongoing
noise issues in the community.
N-3.1.2 (Street Noise Periodically assess the noise levels associated with cify streets by reviewing BDSD ongoing

Environment)

traffic count data as an indication of increasing traffic noise.






