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Presentation Overview

* Proposed Project

* CEQA: Purpose & Process
* Key Considerations

* Alternatives

e Comments
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kY t, i1 KEYNOTES LEGEND
%, %, ABRICATED TRUSS GRIDGE. [ron— PROPOSED
% ‘ ® TENTAMLY IANVFICTLIRED S’V CONTECN
%, I e b 16 comoum
%, TTTTE oe/moe o suee
% © 10T WOE MULT-USE TRAL FROW PROJECT o
. %, —————  orome sroe e
%, © eusmG T W o b r
el S”'“‘éiém"ni“ foo e
e Y EORETEMON B A5ER
o e ]~
VERTICAL GRADE. CONTROL FOR BRIDGE SR eI o PN CorsooR ESTERLY
APPROACH & ABUTMENTS HAVE BEEN Zoaging BSine Woslanon = Sotn (Pl 4 ol SR
CONSIDERED FOR THE INMAL EARTHWORK " PERFORMED BY MONTROSE.
STRCTIRE COCORRTON T B Urouteo ey i
PER FINAL SELECTION O SUPERSTRUCTURE e ELEATN W S FTECED
& GEOTECHNICAL RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
ERIDGE SUPPORTS
APFROMUATE SOUNIRY OF RPASAN WETAT, BY
jravcen

LWT OF RPARN HASITAT BICLOGICAL STUDY AREA BY
WONTROSE

rou PLAN DTECTVE SEPTEMDER 25, 2023 PER
S CLouR PERIORMED Y GAANGE MYDROLOGES.

OO0 PLAN PER UOOEUNG BY WEST CONSULTANTS JiLY
2003

S e SORT SETRAK FROW TOP OF BANK

APPROMATE T0P OF BANK FOR ADOBE. CREEX

APPROKNATE O PER AES SILOGCAL SURVEY

| cHome\ VERTIOAL| DIAGONAL~ ‘
at =
L
q N '}
& |
| concrere 1
ABUTMENT LaoTTOoM CHORD “FLOOR BEAM
BRIDGE ELEVATION
- " — Toe cvomD
SaETY RAL ﬂ T
rARAL
> ouackAL
¥ WD DECK
- TOE PLATE
/
sorrouaorn | |/ >
b v T n]
e
DIAGONAL
SECTION
Voron oo
K %D
e ‘ \
T
[ TTTmA
I |7 [
! ‘ ’ \ I\
M1} WAL X
e
FLoom |
£
DECK BRACING
BRIDGE PLAN

PRELIMINARY TRUSS BRIDGE CONFIGURATION
IND S T SPAN

'SCALE:_NOT T0 SCALE

FLOODPLAIN NOTE

CONSULTANTS DA YD
CATED 0Ly 19, 302, FEie CLOMR 1SSURD. WAy 11 201
AND EFFECTVE ‘SEPTEMBER 25, 2023.

4. SEE LAYOUT G-17 TOR THE FIRE APPARATUS ROUTING

ot bank/
of bank

Existing Ground BRIGGE

UTUENT &
AL Gr

f=T) 2% w400 “n “w wn




CEQA REVIEW PROCESS

DEIR

Notice of Preparation (NOP) of Draft EIR
released October 22, 2022, along with
Initial Study checklist

NOP Scoping Meeting held on
November 14, 2022

DEIR comment period
— July 26, 2024 to September 9, 2024

Planning Commission meeting on DEIR
—September 10, 2024

City Council meeting on DEIR
—September 16, 2024

Final EIR

City Council hearing on FEIR — Late 2024

City of Petaluma, California

Public review
draft (45-Day)
7/26 -9/9

Planning
Commission
Hearing
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Commission
Recommendation
to Council
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Close of
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period
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City
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Authorization
to prepare
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Final EIR



CEQA: PURPOSE

Environmental Review

Informs public/decision makers of environmental
consequences of the proposed project

ldentifies impacts, mitigation measures, and alternatives
Does NOT evaluate project merits
Does NOT grant project approvals/entitlements

Role of the City Council

Consider Planning Commission’s recommendation to the City
Council on the DEIR

Consider the adequacy of the DEIR
|dentify changes, clarifications, additional information
Direct staff to prepare the Final EIR

City of Petaluma, California



FORMAT OF THE DRAFT EIR

* Introduction

* Executive Summary

* Project Description

* |Introduction to the Analysis

* Biological Resources

* GHG Emissions

* Hydrology and Water Quality
* Transportation

e Statutorily Required Sections

* Alternatives Analysis

City of Petaluma, California



KEY CONSIDERATIONS

Significant and Mitigable Impacts:

« Biological Resources

« Hydrology and Water Quality

« Transportation (construction traffic)

Significant and Unavoidable Impacts:
e GHG emissions
e Transportation (vehicle miles traveled)

City of Petaluma, California



BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY
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TRANSPORTATION

e Current citywide home-based VMT per capita is 17.8.

« City VMT threshold = 16.8% below citywide average = 14.8
VMT per capita.

Table 4.4-2
Citywide VMT Analysis Summar

Residential

VMT per Capita 17.8 | 14.8 | 16.0 | YES

Source: W-Trans, 2022.




GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

 In April 2023 the BAAQMD adopted updated Air Quality
Guidelines. The updated guidelines included new GHG
thresholds, which are qualitative and consist of two distinct
categories of criteria that must be met: Buildings and
Transportation.

 Building Criteria: No natural gas; efficient use of energy.

- Transportation Criteria:
o Reduce VMT 15 percent below existing VMT per capita
o Compliance with EV requirements of CALGreen Tier 2



ALTERNATIVES EVALUATED IN THE DRAFT EIR

« No Project (No Build) Alternative - No development of the
site; site would remain in its current condition.

- No Bridge Alternative - Include all components of proposed
project, except for the bridge connection over Adobe Creek
for the multi-use pathway.

- Affordable Housing Alternative - All 59 residential units would
be offered as affordable housing; all other proposed project
components would remain the same

« Environmentally Superior Alternative - Affordable Housing
Alternative

City of Petaluma, California



PLANNING COMMISSION
RECOMMENDATION

* Planning Commission found DEIR adequate.

* Adopted Resolution with modifications, recommending City
Council direct staff to proceed with the Final EIR and consider:

1. Expanding analysis of No Bridge Alternative and addition
of a Revised Bridge Location Alternative.

2. Additional analysis of project impacts and mitigation
after occupancy of project, particularly related to riparian

corridor.

3. Additional analysis of Affordable Housing Alternative to
determine feasibility.

City of Petaluma, California



RECOMMENDATION

* Receive public comment on the DEIR
* Provide comments on the DEIR

* Consider Planning Commission’s
Recommendation on DEIR

* Adopt resolution (Attachment 1) directing staff
to proceed with preparation of the Final EIR

City of Petaluma, California
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