
 

 

If you need assistance in order to attend the City Council meeting, or if you 
require auxiliary aids or services, e.g., hearing aids or signing services to 
make a presentation to the City Council, the City is happy to assist you.  
Please contact City offices at 530/822-4817 at least 72 hours in advance so 
such aids or services can be arranged.    City Hall TTY: 530-822-4732 
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AGENDA 

REGULAR MEETING OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL 

CITY OF YUBA CITY 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
FEBRUARY 18, 2014 

5:00 P.M. – CLOSED SESSION 
6:00 P.M. – REGULAR MEETING 

 
Materials related to an item on this Agenda submitted to the Council after distribution of the 
agenda packet are available for public inspection in the City Clerk’s office at 1201 Civic Center 
Blvd., Yuba City, during normal business hours.  Such documents are also available on the City 
of Yuba City’s website at www.yubacity.net subject to staff’s availability to post the documents 
before the meeting. 
 
Closed Session—Butte Room 
 

Public Comment:  Any member of the public wishing to address the City Council on any item 
listed on the closed session agenda will have an opportunity to present testimony to the City 
Council prior to the City Council convening into closed session.  Comments from the public will 
be limited to three (3) minutes.  No member of the public will be allowed to be present once the 
City Council convenes into closed session. Contact the City Clerk in advance of the closed 
session either in person at City Hall, by phone 822-4817, or email tlocke@yubacity.net to allow 
for time for testimony. 
 

A. Confer with labor negotiators Steve Kroeger and Natalie Walter regarding negotiations 
with the following associations:  Yuba City Police Officers, Police Sergeants, Yuba City 
Firefighters Local 3793, Yuba City Fire Management, Confidential Employees, Executive 
Services Employees, First Level Managers, Mid Managers, and Public Employees Local 
No. 1, pursuant to Section 54957.6 of the Government Code. 

 
 
Regular Meeting—Council Chambers  
 

Call to Order 
 

Roll Call: _____Mayor Gill 
 _____Vice Mayor Dukes 
 _____Councilmember Buckland 
 _____Councilmember Maan 
 _____Councilmember Starkey 

 
Invocation 
 
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 
 
Presentations and Proclamations 
 

1. Yuba Sutter Chamber of Commerce Tourism Update 
 
 

http://www.yubacity.net/
mailto:tlocke@yubacity.net


  

Public Hearings 
 

2.  General Plan Amendment GP 13-01 to adopt the 2013-2021 update to the Yuba City 
Housing Element 

 

Recommendation: Conduct a Public Hearing, and after consideration of the Mitigated 
Negative Declaration, concur with the Planning Commission’s 
recommendations, which are to: 

 

a. Adopt the finding that following review and consideration of the 
Negative Declaration and any comments received, there is no 
substantial evidence that the project will have a significant 
impact upon the environment    

 

b. Adopt the Negative Declaration as contained in Exhibit A 
 

c. Adopt the finding that General Plan amendment GP 13-01 for 
the adoption of the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update is in 
the public interest 

 

d. Adopt a Resolution approving General Plan amendment GP 
13-01 to adopt the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update as 
contained in Exhibit B 

 
 
Public Communication 
 

You are welcome and encouraged to participate in this meeting.  Public comment is taken on 
items listed on the agenda when they are called.  Public comment on items not listed on the 
agenda will be heard at this time.  Comments on controversial items may be limited and large 
groups are encouraged to select representatives to express the opinions of the group. 
 
3. Written Requests 

 

 Members of the public submitting written requests, at least 24 hours prior to the meeting, 
will be normally allotted 5 minutes to speak. 

 
4. Appearance of Interested Citizens 

 

Members of the public may address the City Council on items of interest that are within 
the City’s jurisdiction. Individuals addressing general comments are encouraged to limit 
their statements to 3 minutes. 

 
 
Bid Openings 

 

5.  Helen Avenue Drainage Improvements Project (Award) 
Recommendation: a. Award Contract No. 13-06, Helen Avenue Drainage 

Improvements, to United Building Contractors, Inc. of Chico, 
CA in the amount of their bid of $157,828.00 

 

 b. Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract on behalf 
of the City, following approval by the City Attorney 

  

 



  

 
 
Consent Calendar 
 

All matters listed under Consent Calendar are considered to be routine and can be enacted in 
one motion.  There will be no separate discussion of these items prior to the time that Council 
votes on the motion unless members of the City Council, staff or public request specific items to 
be discussed or removed from the Consent Calendar for individual action. 
 
6. Minutes of February 4, 2014 
 

 Recommendation: Approve the City Council Meeting Minutes of February 4, 2014. 
 
7. Approve Citizen Commissioner Appointment to the Regional Housing Authority 

Board of Trustees 
 

Recommendation: Approve the Re-appointment of Martha Griese as the Citizen 
Commissioner to the Regional Housing Authority of Sutter and 
Nevada Counties Board of Commissioners 

 
8.  Approve Planning Commissioner Appointment to the Yuba City Representative on 

the Sutter County Planning Commission 
 

Recommendation: Approve the appointment of Jana Shannon as the Yuba City 
Planning Commissioner Representative on the Sutter County 
Planning Commission 

 
 
General Items 

9.  2013-14 Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Application in the amount of 
$975,000 for the Yuba City Highway 20 Community Plan 

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution approving the application for grant funds for 
the Sustainable Communities Planning Grant and Incentives 
Program under the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and 
Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 
2006 (Proposition 84)  

 
10. King Avenue Safe Routes to School Project (Plans and Specifications) 
 

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution approving the plans and specifications for the 
King Avenue Safe Routes to School Project and authorizing 
advertisement for bids on the project.   

 
11.  Garden Highway Road Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship Project (Plans and 

Specifications) 
 

Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution approving the plans and specifications for the 
Garden Highway Road Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship 
Project and authorizing advertisement for bids on the project.   

 
 
 



  

12.  ADA Improvements 2014 Project (Plans & Specifications) 
Recommendation: Adopt a Resolution approving the plans and specifications for the 

ADA Improvements 2014 Project and authorizing advertisement 
for bids on the project.   

 
 

Business from the City Council 
 

13. City Council Reports 
 

- Councilmember Buckland 
- Councilmember Maan 
- Councilmember Starkey 
- Vice Mayor Dukes  
- Mayor Gill 

 
 
Adjournment 
 

 
 



Agenda Item 1 

 

Agenda Item 1 

 

 

 

Tourism Presentation 
 

 

Presented by Rikki Shaffer, Chief Executive Officer 
 

 

 

 (530) 743-6501   

   Yuba-Sutter Chamber of Commerce 

 1300 Franklin Road | Yuba City CA 95993 

   chamber@yubasutterchamber.com 

http://yubasutterchamber.com/
mailto:chamber@yubasutterchamber.com


  

Agenda Item 2 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Agenda Item 2 
  

  

Date: February 18, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 
From: Community Development Department 
 
Presentation By: Aaron Busch, Community Development Director 

 

 

Summary 
 
Subject: General Plan Amendment GP 13-01 to adopt the 2013-2021 update 

to the Yuba City Housing Element. 
 
Recommendation: Conduct a public hearing, and after consideration of the Mitigated 

Negative Declaration, concur with the Planning Commission’s 
recommendations, which are to: 

 
a) Adopt the finding that following review and consideration of the 

Negative Declaration and any comments received, there is no 
substantial evidence that the project will have a significant impact 
upon the environment.    

 
b) Adopt the Negative Declaration as contained in Exhibit A. 

 
c) Adopt the finding that General Plan amendment GP 13-01 for the 

adoption of the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update is in the 
public interest. 

 
d) Adopt a resolution approving General Plan amendment GP 13-01 

to adopt the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update as contained in 
Exhibit B.   

 
Fiscal Impact: Preparation of the Housing Element Update has been funded from the 

City’s General Plan Update CIP fund (fund 901080-65514). 
 
 

Background: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment represents the planned 2013 update to the City’s 
Housing Element which is a statement by the City of Yuba City of its current and future 
housing needs.  The Housing Element has been prepared to meet the requirements of state 
law (Section 65580 – 65589.8 of the California Government Code) and community 
objectives as stated in the General Plan.  The Housing Element also addresses the needs of 
special population groups as defined under state law (Section 65583 of the California 



 2 

Government Code), including equal housing opportunity, housing rehabilitation, and 
housing subsidies for owners and renters. 
 
The Planning Commission conducted a public hearing for the proposed General Plan 
Amendment on January 22, 2014 and unanimously recommended approval of the 2013-
2021 Housing Element Update.  A copy of the January 22, 2014 Planning Commission 
staff report is included as Attachment 1. 
 
Analysis: 
 
The Housing Element is one of the seven State mandated elements of a City’s General 
Plan.  It is the only element that has specific requirements and timelines for periodic 
updating.  The Housing Element is also the only element which requires State certification 
from a state agency.  The California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) is the reviewing agency and is responsible for certifying the City’s proposed Housing 
Element.   
 
The City’s existing Housing Element was approved by the City Council in 2009 and was in 
effect for the period of 2008-2013.  The proposed Housing Element Update will serve for 
the mandated 2013-2021 planning period. 
 
The purpose of the Housing Element is to establish specific goals, policies and objectives 
related to the provision of housing for all economic segments of the community and to 
adopt an action plan toward this end.  Government Code Section 65583 mandates that the 
Housing Element generally contains the following components: 
 

• Needs Assessment:  An assessment of housing needs, including analysis of 
population and employment trends, household characteristics, documentation of 
projections, and quantification of the locality’s existing and projected housing needs 
for all income levels; 

 
• Resources and Constraints Analysis: An inventory of resources and constraints 

including an inventory of land suitable for residential development, the identification 
of zone(s) where emergency shelters are permitted, an analysis of potential 
governmental and non-governmental constraints on housing development; 

 
• Review of Past Performance:  Review effectiveness of the past Housing Element’s 

policy program relative to the maintenance, preservation, improvement and 
development of housing.  The last Housing Element covered the period of 2002-
2007. 

 
• Policy Program:  An eight year housing program and schedule for implementing the 

policies and achieving the goals and objectives identified in the Housing Element. 
 
In accordance with state law, the Housing Element has been updated to be consistent and 
compatible with other General Plan elements.  The principles of the General Plan focus on 
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generating and preserving a mix of housing types in all neighborhoods to ensure that Yuba 
City remains affordable to all economic segments of the community.  
 
The Housing Element update will cover the City’s housing policies, goals and objectives for 
the eight-year planning period 2013 through 2021.  The updated Housing Element Update 
will also address the following topics required by State law: 
 

• Population growth and employment trends 
• Household characteristics 
• Housing costs and vacancy rates 
• Inventory of available land 
• Governmental and non-governmental constraints to housing production 
• Special housing needs 
• Energy conservation measures 
• Existing affordable housing developments  
• Review and evaluation of the previous Housing Element 

 
Other highlights of the General Plan Amendment GP 13-01 for the 2013-2021 Housing 
Element Update include: 
 

• The 2013-2021 Housing Element Update includes goals and programs that 
promote density, infill development, quality affordable housing for a variety of 
special need groups, and reasonable accommodation for persons with 
disabilities. 

 
• The policies and programs of the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update have 

been streamlined and made more efficient to provide the City with an effective 
document tool for the development of affordable housing. 

 
Another related component of the required Housing Element Update was an analysis 
relating to “Disadvantaged Communities” as mandated by SB 244.  This legislation 
required cities to address the infrastructure needs of disadvantaged unincorporated 
communities in city and county General Plans prior to the approval of the next Housing 
Element Update.  The purpose for this analysis is to ensure that there are no disadvantaged 
housing “islands” outside the city’s borders that cannot be adequately served by the 
necessary infrastructure.  The City’s consultant for the Housing Element Update prepared 
the required analysis and concluded that the City does not have any disadvantaged housing 
“islands” and is therefore in compliance with SB 244.  A copy of the technical memo from 
the consultant on this subject is provided in Attachment 2. 
 
The proposed 2013-2021 Housing Element Update (Final Draft) is provided in Exhibit B and 
incorporates all revisions resulting from public comment and from HCD.  As proposed, the 
2013-2021 Housing Element complies with all mandatory requirements of the Government 
Code and is consistent with the policies and objectives of the City’s General Plan 
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Fiscal Impact: 
 
Preparation of the Housing Element Update has been funded from the City’s General Plan 
Update CIP fund (fund 901080-65514). 
 
Alternatives: 
 
Modify the Housing Element as deemed appropriate.   
 
Recommendation: 
 
Conduct a public hearing, and after consideration of the Mitigated Negative Declaration, 
concur with the Planning Commission’s recommendations, which are to: 
 

a) Adopt the finding that following review and consideration of the Negative 
Declaration and any comments received, there is no substantial evidence that the 
project will have a significant impact upon the environment.    

 
b) Adopt the Negative Declaration as contained in Exhibit A. 

 
c) Adopt the finding that General Plan amendment GP 13-01 for the adoption of the 

2013-2021 Housing Element Update is in the public interest. 
 
d) Adopt a resolution approving General Plan amendment GP 13-01 to adopt the 

2013-2021 Housing Element Update as contained in Exhibit B. 
 
 
 
 
Prepared By:    Submitted By: 
 
 
/s/ Aaron M. Busch   /s/ Steven C. Kroeger 
Aaron M. Busch    Steven C. Kroeger 
Community Development Director City Manager 
 
 
 
 
Reviewed By: 
 
Department Head      AB 

Finance      RB 

City Attorney      TH 
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Attachments: 

1. Planning Commission staff report dated January 22, 2014 

2. Memo regarding compliance with SB 244 

 

Exhibit: 

A. Negative Declaration 

B. 2013-2021 Housing Element Update document 

C. Resolution adopting the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update (GP 13-01)   

 



 City of  City of Yuba City           January 22, 2014 
    Planning Division Staff Report 
Planning Division Planning Commission Meeting   
  

        Prepared By: Aaron Busch, Community Development Director 
 
 
PUBLIC HEARING: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT 13-01: HOUSING ELEMENT 
UPDATE; APPLICANT: CITY OF YUBA CITY. 
 
Project Description: 
 
The proposed General Plan Amendment represents the planned 2013 update to the 
City’s Housing Element which is a statement by the City of Yuba City of its current and 
future housing needs.  The Housing Element has been prepared to meet the 
requirements of state law (Section 65580 – 65589.8 of the California Government Code) 
and community objectives as stated in the General Plan.  The Housing Element also 
addresses the needs of special population groups as defined under state law (Section 
65583 of the California Government Code), including equal housing opportunity, 
housing rehabilitation, and housing subsidies for owners and renters. 
 
Background: 
 
The Housing Element is one of the seven State mandated elements of a City’s General 
Plan.  It is the only element that has specific requirements and timelines for periodic 
updating.  The Housing Element is also the only element which requires State 
certification from a state agency.  The California Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD) is the reviewing agency and is responsible for 
certifying the City’s proposed Housing Element.   
 
The City’s existing Housing Element was approved by the City Council in 2009 and was 
in effect for the period of 2008-2013.  The proposed Housing Element Update will serve 
for the mandated 2013-2021 planning period. 
 
The purpose of the Housing Element is to establish specific goals, policies and 
objectives related to the provision of housing for all economic segments of the 
community and to adopt an action plan toward this end.  Government Code Section 
65583 mandates that the Housing Element generally contains the following 
components: 
 

• Needs Assessment:  An assessment of housing needs, including analysis of 
population and employment trends, household characteristics, documentation of 
projections, and quantification of the locality’s existing and projected housing 
needs for all income levels; 
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• Resources and Constraints Analysis: An inventory of resources and 
constraints including an inventory of land suitable for residential development, 
the identification of zone(s) where emergency shelters are permitted, an analysis 
of potential governmental and non-governmental constraints on housing 
development; 

 
• Review of Past Performance:  Review effectiveness of the past Housing 

Element’s policy program relative to the maintenance, preservation, improvement 
and development of housing.  The last Housing Element covered the period of 
2002-2007. 

 
• Policy Program:  A five year housing program and schedule for implementing 

the policies and achieving the goals and objectives identified in the Housing 
Element. 

 
Another key component required with the Housing Element Update is public outreach 
and participation.  To encourage public participation by all segments of the community 
in the development of the Housing Element, the City conducted a public meeting on 
November 13, 2013.  The meeting was publicly noticed in the Appeal-Democrat 
newspaper, along with e-mail notification and direct U.S. mail notification was sent to all 
local and regional non-profit organizations, government agencies, faith based 
organizations, including those organizations involved in the Yuba/Sutter Homeless 
Consortium.  In addition to this public meeting, the City also released the Draft Housing 
Element Update for public review and comment between November 3, 2013 and 
December 20, 2013.  All comments received as a result of the City’s efforts to 
encourage public participation in the 2013-2021 Housing Element were incorporated 
into the appropriate sections of the Housing Element.   
 
In compliance with State law, the proposed 2013-2021 Housing Element Update has 
been submitted to HCD for their review and comment.  The 2013-2021 Housing 
Element Update was first submitted to HCD on December 10, 2013 for their formal 60-
day comment period.  HCD provided their comments on the proposed document to staff 
on January 9, 2014 which included a detailed list of comments and recommended 
changes needed to bring the Draft Housing Element into compliance with State law. 
Staff incorporated those comments and changes where necessary and resubmitted the 
revised document back to HCD for their review.  HCD next notified the City on January 
17, 2014 that several minor changes were still necessary to make the required findings 
for compliance.  Staff made those final changes and resubmitted back to HCD that 
same day, whereupon HCD provided the City with an endorsement letter indicating that 
the revised document complied with State law (see Attachment 2). Following the 
Planning Commission’s action on the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update, the 
document will then be forwarded to the City Council for formal adoption of the Housing 
Element.  Once adopted, the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update will once again be 
submitted to HCD for final approval and acceptance.  This action will allow the City to 
apply for future State and Federal funds (i.e. HOME Grant) that are necessary to 
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continue supporting the City’s first time homebuyer and owner occupied rehabilitation 
programs. 
 
Analysis: 
 
In accordance with state law, the Housing Element has been updated to be consistent 
and compatible with other General Plan elements.  The principles of the General Plan 
focus on generating and preserving a mix of housing types in all neighborhoods to 
ensure that Yuba City remains affordable to all economic segments of the community.  
 
The Housing Element update will cover the City’s housing policies, goals and objectives 
for the eight-year planning period 2013 through 2021.  The updated Housing Element 
Update will also address the following topics required by State law: 
 

• Population growth and employment trends 
• Household characteristics 
• Housing costs and vacancy rates 
• Inventory of available land 
• Governmental and non-governmental constraints to housing production 
• Special housing needs 
• Energy conservation measures 
• Existing affordable housing developments  
• Review and evaluation of the previous Housing Element 

 
Since the 2008 Housing Element, the City has experienced a significant reduction in the 
amount of residential and non-residential growth as a result of the recent economy and 
decline in the housing market.  The 2013-2021 Housing Element Update utilizes the 
2010 U.S. Census data, as well as State of California Department of Finance estimates 
and Sacramento Area Council of Government (SACOG) projections and current market 
trends to determine current and future housing needs and develop policies, goals and 
objectives. 
 
The updated Housing Element covers the period of 2013-2021 corresponding with the 
Sacramento Area Council of Government’s (SACOG) 2013-2021 Regional Housing 
Needs Plan (RHNP) adopted by the Board of Directors in September 2012.  As part of 
the RHNP, SACOG is responsible for distributing to each City within the region its fair 
share of the State mandated Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) which 
represents the total number of affordable housing units that must be planned for within 
the SACOG region.  The City of Yuba City was assigned a portion of the regional 
housing need for a total of 2,679 new housing units as follows: 
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Income Category 

Regional Housing Needs Allocation 2013-2021 

Number Percentage 

Extremely Low 312 12% 

Very Low 312 12% 

Low 437 16% 

Moderate 498 19% 

Above Moderate 1,120 42% 

Total 2,679 100% 

 
The City’s share of the regional housing need will be met through the identification of 
available vacant residential sites that are suitable and appropriately zoned.  Tables 4.3-
1 and 4.3-2in the attached 2008 Housing Element Update (Exhibit B) lists the number of 
individual vacant residential sites by zone and general plan designation in the City.  
There are approximately 302 acres of vacant residential land at various planned 
densities within the city limits and approximately 2,797 vacant residential acres in the 
Sphere of Influence (including the Lincoln East Specific Plan – “LESP”).  Through the 
policies of the General Plan and the LESP, the City can comply with its allocated share 
of the RHNA numbers. 
 
Other highlights of the General Plan Amendment GP 13-01 for the 2013-2021 Housing 
Element Update include: 
 

• The 2013-2021 Housing Element Update includes goals and programs that 
promote density, infill development, quality affordable housing for a variety of 
special need groups, and reasonable accommodation for persons with 
disabilities. 

 
• The policies and programs of the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update have been 

streamlined and made more efficient to provide the City with an effective 
document tool for the development of affordable housing. 

 
Attachment 1 is a technical memo from the City’s consultant that prepared the proposed 
2013-2021 Housing Element Update which summarizes the comments from HCD on 
the proposed document.  This memo also identifies the proposed revisions being made 
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to the document as a result of HCD’s comments.  Attachment 2 is a letter from HCD 
indicating that with the proposed revisions, the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update 
complies with the statutory requirements of State housing law.  
 
As proposed, the 2013-2021 Housing Element complies with all mandatory 
requirements of the Government Code and is consistent with the policies and objectives 
of the City’s General Plan. 
 
Section 8-8 of the Yuba City Municipal Code specifies that a member of the public may 
initiate a General Plan amendment.  The Municipal Code requires the Planning 
Commission to forward its recommendation and findings to the City Council for action.  
The Municipal Code does not contain any required findings for a General Plan 
amendment.  However, Section 65358 of the California Government Code states that a 
City may amend its General Plan if it deems the amendment to be in the public interest. 
In the case of General Plan amendment GP 13-01, staff reasons that the proposal is in 
the public interest because the 2013-2021 Housing Element provides direction for the 
City to provide quality housing for all segments of the community.  The proposed 
amendment to the Housing Element of the General Plan does not conflict with any other 
elements of the General Plan.  Therefore, staff recommends that the Planning 
Commission make the following finding: 
 
General Plan Amendment GP 13-01 to adopt the 2013-2021 Housing Element 
Update is in the public interest.  
 
Environmental: 
 
A Negative Declaration (Exhibit A) was prepared for the project and is attached for 
Commission review and consideration.  The Housing Element is a planning document 
and does not provide entitlements for any project.  All projects undertaken in the course 
of implementing the policies and programs contained in the 2013-2021 City of Yuba City 
Housing Element will require separate environmental review in accordance CEQA 
Guidelines.  Staff therefore, requests that the Planning Commission recommend that 
the City Council adopt the attached Negative Declaration for the General Plan 
Amendment for the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update. 
 
Recommended Actions: 
 
The Planning Division recommends that the Planning Commission take the following 
actions: 
 

A. Recommend that the City Council adopt the Negative Declaration for the 
2013-2021 Housing Element as shown in Exhibit A. 

B. Recommend that the City Council adopt the finding of fact that General Plan 
Amendment GP 13-01 for the adoption of the 2013-2021 Housing Element 
Update is in the public interest. 
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C. Recommend that the City Council adopt the 2013-2021 Housing Element 
Update as shown in Exhibit B. 

 
 
Attachments:   
 
1. Technical memo to HCD on the requested revisions to the Housing Element Update 
2. Approval letter from HCD 
 
Exhibits: 
 
A. Negative Declaration 
B. 2013-2021 Housing Element Update 



 

2729 Prospect Park Drive, Suite 220 • Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 • P: (916) 361-8384 • F: (916) 361-1574 

MEMO 
To: Aaron Busch, Director of Community Services 

CITY OF YUBA CITY 

From: Jennifer Gastelum, PMC 

Date: October 07, 2013 

Re: Senate Bill 244 Disadvantaged Community Analysis 

INTRODUCTION 
Senate Bill (SB) 244 (Wolk) was approved by Governor Brown in October 2011 and requires cities and 
counties to address the infrastructure needs of disadvantaged unincorporated communities (DUCs) in 
city and county general plans, Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) Municipal Service Reviews 
(MSRs) and annexation decisions.  

Government Code Section 65302.10(a) requires that before the due date for adoption of the next 
housing element after January 1, 2012, the general plan land use element must be updated to identify and 
describe each DUC (Fringe Community and/or Island Community) that exist within the city’s sphere of 
influence; analyze for each identified community the water, wastewater, stormwater drainage, and 
structural fire protection needs; and identify financial funding alternatives for the extension of services to 
identified communities. SB 244 defines a DUC as a place that meets the following criteria: 

• Contains 10 or more dwelling units in “close proximity” to one another where 12 or more 
registered voters reside (for the purpose of this analysis, “close proximity” is defined as a density 
greater than 1 unit per acre); 

• Is either within a city sphere of influence (SOI) (also known as a Fringe Community), is an island 
within a city boundary (also known as an Island Community), or is geographically isolated and has 
existed for at least 50 years (also known as a Legacy Community) (Figure 1 graphically depicts these 
types of communities); and 

• Has a median household income that is 80 percent or less than the statewide median household 
income (according to the United States Census Bureau, American Community Survey, the median 
household income for California between 2006 and 2010 [most comprehensive figures available] 
was $49,306). 

Based on communication with the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research (OPR) (Christopher 
Calfee, OPR Senior Counsel, 11/20/12), if a local jurisdiction completes the SB 244 analysis and does not 
identify any unincorporated disadvantaged communities, it can prepare a report documenting these 
findings and present the findings in a public hearing before decision-makers so that the information is 
included in the public record. This process would result in the local jurisdiction meeting the intent of SB 
244 and therefore not require an update to their general plan land use element. 
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FIGURE 1 

 

Source: California Office of Planning and Research, 2013 

ANALYSIS OF CITY OF YUBA CITY DISADVANTAGED UNINCORPORATED 
COMMUNITIES 
An analysis to identify DUCs within the City of Yuba City (City) SOI was conducted in order to address 
the requirements of SB 244. In conducting the analysis, resources utilized included the SB 244 Technical 
Advisory (OPR, 2/15/2013), the City of Yuba City Sphere of Influence and city limit boundary maps (City 
of Yuba City Geographic Information System (GIS)) and documentation from local jurisdictions, 
agencies, and special districts. Based on available resources, four qualifying “close proximity” areas 
within the City’s SOI were identified as earning 80 percent or less of the statewide median household 
income. These areas are depicted in Figure 2.   

DISADVANTAGED UNINCORPORATED COMMUNITIES (DUCS) 
The City of Yuba City’s GIS database was reviewed to identify four areas of the City’s SOI that qualify as 
DUCs based on median household income and density criteria. All four areas identified below have a 
median household income of $46,250, which is below the threshold of $49,306. All four areas are in the 
same general area to the west of Yuba City between the City and Sutter, a Census designated place. The 
four DUC’s are in a close proximity and surrounded by Yuba City limits on the North, Franklin Rd to 
the south, Yuba City and El Margarita Road to the east, and North Township Road to the west. 
Currently, Sutter County has zoning designations assigned to each area. Both Sutter County zoning and 
Sutter County General Plan land use designations, along with residential land uses codified in the 2004 
City of Yuba City General Plan which best fit these areas, are listed below: 
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Area One: 
Existing residential land uses located within Area One consist of 60 housing units within an area of about 
27.2 acres, leading to an average density of 2.2 dwelling units per acre. It is safe to assume that at least 
12 registered voters reside in the 60 units. The current Sutter County zoning and land use designations 
for Area One is a mix of Estate Residential (ER), One-Family Residential (R-1) with an agricultural 
combining district (A), and General Agricultural (AG). Surrounding land uses consistent mainly of 
agricultural uses. This low density area is consistent with the closest geographic areas within the City 
limits on the City’s General Plan land use diagram which are designated One-Family Residential which 
allows low density residential uses ranging from 2 to 8 units per acre. 

Area Two: 
Existing residential land uses located within Area Two include a low density spread of single-family 
homes on larger parcels. This area of the City’s SOI has a rural character with adjacent farmland and a 
school. The Sutter County zoning and land use designations for this area are ER and AG. There are 23 
units within the 7.2 acre area. This results in an average density of 3.2 dwelling units per acre which is 
most consistent with the closest areas within the City limits on the City’s General Plan land use diagram 
which are designated One-Family Residential which allows low density residential uses ranging from 2 to 
8 units per acre. It is safe to assume that at least 12 registered voters reside in the 23 units. 

Area Three: 
Existing residential land uses located within Area Three contain large single-family homes in a well 
connected neighborhood. This area of the City’s SOI has a neighborhood characterized by surrounding 
open spaces, commercial development, and an adjacent mobile home park within City limits. The 
current Sutter County zoning and land use designations for Area Three is R-1 with an Agricultural 
Combining district (A). Currently there are 214 units in this large 112.8 acre area. It is safe to assume 
that at least 12 registered voters reside in the 214 units. The average housing density is 1.9 dwelling 
units per acre which is most consistent with the closest areas within the City limits on the City’s 
General Plan land use diagram which are designated One-Family Residential which allows low density 
residential uses ranging from 2 to 8 units per acre. 

Area Four: 
Existing residential land uses located within Area Four contain single-family homes in a contained 
neighborhood. The surrounding areas are mainly agricultural. The Sutter County zoning and land use 
designations for Area Four is Estate Residential with 136 units within the 34.6 acre area, leading to an 
average density of 2.8 dwelling units per acre. It is safe to assume that at least 12 registered voters 
reside in the 136 units. The average density is most consistent with the closest areas within the City 
limits on the City’s General Plan land use diagram which are designated One-Family Residential which 
allows low density residential uses ranging from 2 to 8 units per acre. 
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INSERT FIGURE 2 (replace this page with the figure) 
  



October 07, 2013 
RE:  SB 244 Disadvantaged Community Analysis 
Page 5 

 

MUNICIPAL INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES REVIEW 
An assessment of the city and surrounding area’s physical infrastructure was conducted to analyze the 
service needs or deficiencies for the four areas identified in the City’s SOI and shown on Figure 2 as 
earning 80 percent or less of the statewide median household income. The analysis included review of 
available infrastructure plans and consultation with affected public utility purveyors, public agencies, and 
special districts to determine the location of existing infrastructure. In addition, an assessment of 
capacity and availability of physical infrastructure necessary to support the existing and proposed land 
uses in the four areas was conducted. 

WATER  
According to the 2006 Sutter County LAFCO City of Yuba City Municipal Service Review and Sphere of 
Influence Update, all areas of the Yuba City SOI, excluding the Tierra Buena Area (which is not included 
in DUC Areas One through Four), rely on private wells for domestic water supplies. The City’s 2004 
Water Master Plan Update Report considered the current and future water needs in the SOI, including 
DUC Areas One through Four. The analysis in the report led to the allocation and construction of a 
new water distribution system and Surface Water Treatment Plant in 2005 which serves areas within 
the city limits. The time at which municipal water service will be provided to the SOI is unclear, although 
with an expected increase in capacity of 10 million gallons per day due to construction of the plant, the 
DUCs will be provided with water service through this increased capacity as the City expands into it’s 
SOI.  

WASTEWATER 
Most areas of the City of Yuba SOI, including DUC Areas One through Four, rely on private septic 
systems for wastewater treatment as detailed in the 2006 Sutter County LAFCO City of Yuba City 
Municipal Service Review and Sphere of Influence Update. The Yuba City wastewater treatment plant 
serves most areas within the City. Currently, there is no wastewater collection and treatment system 
for the DUC areas. Expansion of these services into the SOI is unclear since the City was involved in an 
unresolved dispute with the Regional Water Quality Control Board regarding permitting capacity and 
treatment levels at the time of the most recent municipal service review.  

STORMWATER DRAINAGE 
According to the 2006 Sutter County LAFCO MSR for the City of Yuba City, stormwater drainage 
services for DUC Areas One, Two, and Three are provided by the Sutter County Water Agency. The 
Sutter County Water Agency (SCWA) operates, maintains, and improves the stormwater drainage 
system for many areas within Sutter County. There are over a dozen distinct zones within the SCWA 
territory and each zone is a geographic area which exists to provide stormwater services not already 
provided by other entities. However, each zone, including those serving DUC Areas One, Two, and 
Three, drain into the Live Oak Canal, the SCWA’s major conveyance system. SCWA’s boundaries 
follow the County boundaries, and encompasses approximately 600 square miles of service area. Based 
on a review of the 2006 Sutter County MSR for Yuba City, it was determined that the SCWA provides 
adequate stormwater drainage services to the developments within DUC Areas One, Two, and Three.  

Also according to the 2006 MSR for Yuba City, El Margarita County Drainage District provides 
stormwater drainage services to DUC Area 4. The District’s service area is approximately 30 acres and 
only serves the residential development within DUC Area Four. Area 4 is fully developed with single-
family homes, and therefore there are no expansion plans in place for the El Margarita County Drainage 
District. The District is located within a drainage zone administered by the Sutter County Water 
Agency and therefore any future development outside of Area Four would rely on the Sutter County 
Water Agency for Stormwater Drainage Services. The District’s current infrastructure and facilities 
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includes drainage pipes, lift stations, and gutters. According to the 2006 MSR, the District’s is able to 
adequately serve the subdivision with its existing infrastructure. Similarly, no significant service issues 
were identified by district staff. 

STRUCTURAL FIRE PROTECTION 
The Sutter County Service Area (CSA) “G” provides fire protection the City of Yuba City SOI, which 
includes Areas One, Two, Three, and Four. CSA “G” has no directly owned facilities, and contracts with 
the City of Yuba City Fire Department to provide fire protection services to the SOI. The Yuba City 
Fire Department and operates out of five locations within the city, as based on a review of the 
department’s website. The five locations include: 

Station #1: 824 Clark Ave.  
Station #2: 1641 Gray Ave. 
Station #3: 795 Lincoln Rd.  
Station #4: 150 Ohleyer Rd. 
Station #7: 2855 Butte House Rd. 

Based on a review of the Sutter County LAFCO Municipal Service Review and SOI Updates for 
Community Service Area “G”, the Yuba City Fire Department provides comprehensive structural fire 
protection needs to the areas surrounding the current city boundaries within the City of Yuba City’s 
SOI. 

FUTURE ANNEXATIONS CONSIDERED 
The City of Yuba City's planning, land use and zoning service was consulted to determine whether or 
not the City or any local development companies were considering annexing territory within the City’s 
Sphere of Influence into the city limits. Based on information from Aaron Busch, Director of Community 
Development at the City, the City is interested in pursuing annexation of the Lincoln East Specific Plan 
(LESP) Area southwest of the current City limits in the SOI. None of the potential DUCs identified in 
this memo are within the LESP so would not be affected by potential extensions of service to the LESP 
area.  

CONCLUSION 
Based on information contained within this analysis, the expansion of services will not be necessary in 
any of the DUC areas. While the unit requirements and income criteria are applicable to Areas One 
through Four, no other analysis factors—namely water, wastewater, storm water, and fire protection 
services—applied. Since adequate services exist or are already provided to residents within these areas, 
no additional analysis of financing alternatives is necessary at this time. It is worth noting that while the 
four areas are currently served by private wells and private septic systems, future expansion may be 
limited due to the availability of viable private water and wastewater opportunities. Analysis of the 
financing alternatives to expand Yuba City water and water treatment plants service area to include the 
four DUC areas may be necessary in the future in order to provide adequate utility services. Similarly, 
with adequate services in the four areas, no revisions to the General Plan are necessary in regards to 
those services. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

1. Project title: City of Yuba City 2013–2021 Housing Element 

2. Lead agency name and address: City of Yuba City 

Community Development – Planning Department 

1201 Civic Center Boulevard 

  Yuba City, CA  95993 

3. Contact person and phone number: Aaron Busch, Community Development Director 

  530-822-4700 

4. Project location: Citywide 

5. Project sponsor's name and address: City of Yuba City 

      Community Development – Planning Department 

      1201 Civic Center Boulevard  

  Yuba City, CA  95993 

6. General plan designation: City-wide (The Yuba City General Plan Land Use 

Diagram is available at 

http://www.yubacity.net/planning/general-

plan.htm) 

7. Zoning:  City-wide (The Yuba City Zoning Map is available at 

http://www.yubacity.net/planning/zoning-

codes.htm) 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This document is an Initial Study and Negative Declaration (ND) prepared pursuant to the 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), for the City of Yuba City 2013–2021 Housing 

Element (referred to as the 2013–2021 Housing Element or the proposed Housing Element). This 

ND has been prepared in accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Sections 21000 et 

seq., and the State CEQA Guidelines.  

An Initial Study is conducted by a lead agency to determine if a project may have a significant 

effect on the environment. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064, an 

environmental impact report (EIR) must be prepared if the Initial Study indicates that the 

proposed project under review may have a potentially significant impact on the environment. A 

negative declaration may be prepared instead, if the lead agency prepares a written 

statement describing the reasons why a proposed project would not have a significant effect on 

the environment and therefore why it would not require the preparation of an EIR (CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15371). According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a negative declaration 

shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA when either: 

a) The Initial Study shows there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before 

the agency, that the proposed project may have a significant effect on the 

environment, or 

b) The Initial Study identified potentially significant effects, but: 

(1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the applicant 

before the proposed negative declaration is released for public review would 

avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point where clearly no significant 

effects would occur, and 

(2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, 

that the proposed project as revised may have a significant effect on the 

environment. 

If revisions are adopted into the proposed project in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 

15070(b), a mitigated negative declaration (MND) is prepared. 

1.1 LEAD AGENCY 

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over a proposed project. In 

accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15051(b)(1), “the lead agency will normally be the 

agency with general governmental powers, such as a city or county, rather than an agency 

with a single or limited purpose.” Based on these criteria, the City of Yuba City is the lead 

agency. 

1.2 PURPOSE AND DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION 

The purpose of this ND is to evaluate the potential environmental impacts of the proposed City 

of Yuba City 2013–2021 Housing Element. This document is divided into the following sections: 

1.0 Introduction: Provides an introduction and describes the purpose and organization of this 

document. 



INITIAL STUDY 

City of Yuba City 2013–2021 Housing Element 

December 2013 Initial Study 

3 

2.0 Project Description: Provides a detailed description of the proposed Housing Element. 

3.0 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: Provides an identification of those 

environmental factors that involve a potentially significant impact. 

4.0 Determination: Provides the environmental determination for the proposed Housing 

Element. 

5.0 Environmental Checklist and Evaluation: Describes the environmental setting for each of 

the environmental subject areas, evaluates a range of impacts classified as no impact, 

less than significant impact, less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated, or 

potentially significant impact in response to the environmental checklist.  

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

2.1  DESCRIPTION OF THE 2013–2021 HOUSING ELEMENT 

The 2013–2021 Housing Element identifies the policies and programs which the City will 

implement to ensure that housing in Yuba City is affordable, safe, and decent. The Housing 

Element addresses housing needs by encouraging the provision of an adequate quantity of sites 

designated for multifamily housing, by assisting in affordable housing development, and through 

the preservation and maintenance of existing affordable housing stock.  

The 2013–2021 Housing Element does not propose changes in any existing General Plan land use 

designations or zoning districts. No physical development projects are proposed as part of the 

2013–2021 Housing Element. The Housing Element includes programs that require amendment to 

the Zoning Ordinance to comply with state law. These amendments include the following: 

 Amend the Zoning Ordinance to allow second family residences (second units) 

ministerially in the R-2 and R-3 zones per state law. 

 Amend the Zoning Ordinance to address the requirements of Assembly Bill (AB) 2634 and 

allow single-room occupancy (SRO) housing without a use permit in the C zones, as other 

residential uses are regulated in the City’s Zoning Code. 

 Amend the Zoning Ordinance to allow transitional and supportive housing as a 

residential use in all zones allowing residential uses, subject only to those restrictions that 

apply to other residential uses of the same type in the same zone and without any 

discretionary action.  

 Amend the Zoning Ordinance in order to treat employee housing that serves six or fewer 

persons as a single-family structure and to permit such housing in the same manner as 

other single-family structures of the same type in the same zone. The Zoning Ordinance 

will also be amended to treat employee housing consisting of no more than 12 units or 36 

beds as an agricultural use and permitted in the same manner as other agricultural uses 

in the same zone where agricultural uses are permitted. 

This environmental document is not intended to address the above zoning code amendments 

which will be covered under separate environmental review processes. 
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2.2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES  

In April 2004, the City Council adopted the City of Yuba City General Plan. This document was 

designed to serve as a long-term guide for orderly growth and development for Yuba City. The 

General Plan also forms the foundation for zoning, subdivision regulation, and other planning 

decisions. The General Plan includes nine elements, one of which is the Housing Element. The 

Housing Element has been periodically updated though the years. The 2013–2021 Housing 

Element is a continuance of this update process and, if adopted by the City, will require an 

amendment to the General Plan for the inclusion of the 2013–2021 Housing Element. 

Additionally, the proposed Housing Element includes programs, as indicated previously, which 

will require amendments to the City’s Zoning Ordinance (Title 8 of the Yuba City Municipal 

Code). How these changes impact the physical environment in the city is the basis of the 

analysis provided in this Initial Study. 

The proposed project affects land within Yuba City, which is located in eastern Sutter County on 

the western bank of the Feather River. Primarily undeveloped agricultural land exists to the north, 

west, and south of the city. The Sutter Buttes are located to the northwest of the city and frame 

views in that direction. The primary transportation corridors are State Routes (SR) 99 and 20. SR 99 

leads due south to Sacramento and north to Oroville and Chico beyond; SR 20 links Yuba City to 

Colusa and I-5 to the west and Grass Valley and the Sierra Nevada range to the east.  

The individual setting for each impact analysis area is described in each analysis section.  

2.3 OTHER APPROVALS REQUIRED 

There are no other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing 

approval, or participation agreement) for the proposed Housing Element. The California 

Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) reviews and determines whether 

the proposed Housing Element complies with state law; however, HCD approval is not required 

for the City’s adoption of the Housing Element. 
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 

involving at least one impact that is a Potentially Significant Impact as indicated by the checklist 

on the following pages. 

 Aesthetics   Agriculture Resources   Air Quality 

 Biological Resources  Cultural Resources   Geology/Soils 

 Greenhouse Gas Emissions  Hazards & Hazardous Materials  Hydrology/Water Quality 

 Land Use/Planning  Mineral Resources  Noise 

 Population/Housing  Public Services  Recreation 

 Transportation/Traffic  Utilities/Service Systems  
Mandatory Findings of 

Significance 
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4.0 DETERMINATION: 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

 
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 

environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 

environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the 

project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 
I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 

and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or 

“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one 

effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 

applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addressed by mitigation measures 

based on the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be 

addressed. 

 

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 

environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed 

adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable 

standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or 

NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed 

upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 

Aaron Busch  

Planner’s Signature 

 

December 16, 2013    

Date 

 

Aaron Busch  

Planner Printed Name 

City of Yuba City 

Community Development – Planning 
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5.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND EVALUATION 

5.1 EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS 

1) A “No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the information shows that the impact 

simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault 

rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained where it is based on project-

specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive 

receptors to pollutants, based on project-specific screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take into account the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-

site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as 

operational impacts. 

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, the 

checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than 

significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is 

appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one 

or more potentially significant impact entries when the determination is made, an EIR is 

required. 

4) “Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the 

incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from a potentially significant 

impact to a less than significant impact. The lead agency must describe the mitigation 

measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level 

(mitigation measures from “earlier analyses” may be cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 

process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration 

(Section 15063(c)(3)(D)). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following: 

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review. 

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were 

within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to 

applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by 

mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less Than Significant With Mitigation 

Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined 

from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions 

for the project. 

6) Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information 

sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a 

previously prepared or outside document should, where appropriate, include a reference to 

the page or pages where the statement is substantiated. 

7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or 

individuals contacted should be cited in the discussion. 
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8) The explanation of each issue should identify: 

a) The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and 

b) The mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant. 
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5.2 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:  

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?     

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, 

but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 

historic buildings within a state scenic highway?   

    

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character 

or quality of the site and its surroundings? 
    

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare 

that would adversely affect day or nighttime views 

in the area? 

    

SETTING 

Yuba City is surrounded on three sides by the rural landscape of Sutter County. The fourth, 

eastern border is shared with Marysville, just across the Feather River. With the exception of 

Marysville to the east, Yuba City is surrounded primarily by agricultural open space and 

undeveloped lands in the unincorporated areas. Views and images of orchards and row crops 

are important aesthetics. Three straight roadways roughly define the city boundary on the north, 

west, and south: Bogue Road on the south, Township Road on the west, and Pease Road on the 

north. These edges create a physical separation between Yuba City and the rural county, 

keeping Yuba City unique and identifiable. 

Much of Yuba City’s land use pattern can be traced to its evolution as a primary service center 

within a large agricultural area focused on downtown Yuba City and the intersection of State 

Route 20 (Colusa Avenue) and State Route 99 as employment cores. Much of the residential 

development in the city is low-density single-family housing, and much of the commercial 

development is retail-related.  

There are no officially designated scenic highways within the city. The Feather River is not 

considered a wild and scenic river in the vicinity of the city.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a) No Impact. The Yuba City General Plan (2004) does not identify any scenic vistas in the 

Yuba City Planning Area. Therefore, the 2013–2021 Housing Element would not 

adversely affect a scenic vista.  

b) No Impact. There are no state-designated scenic highways within the confines of the 

city. Therefore the proposed Housing Element would not adversely affect a scenic 

highway. 

c) No Impact. The proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document. While the Housing 

Element encourages the provision of a range of housing types and affordability levels, it 
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does not include any specific designs or proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for 

development that would degrade the existing visual character of the city. The Housing 

Element anticipates land uses that are consistent with the land use designations 

established by the General Plan Land Use Map. Future residential development projects 

will require compliance with General Plan policies related to aesthetic resources and 

Zoning Ordinance requirements associated with site planning and development 

regulations. The strategies contained in the General Plan Land Use, Community Design, 

and Environmental Conservation elements relative to urban design, pedestrian 

circulation, and community and neighborhood identity would ensure physical, visual, 

and functional compatibility between residential and other uses, as well as encourage 

high-quality development in keeping with the desired character of the city.  

In addition, subsequent residential development projects would be subject to a series 

of development standards documents, which include City Municipal Code Chapter 5, 

Section 8-5.6004. This Municipal Code section contains recommendations to 

encourage the planting and retention of desirable trees to protect the beauty and 

ecological balance of the natural surroundings.  

Implementation of the proposed Housing Element would result in no impacts 

associated with the degradation of the visual character of the city.   

d) No Impact. As discussed above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-level 

document that does not include any specific development designs or proposals, nor 

does it grant any entitlements for development that would increase daytime glare or 

nighttime illumination in the city. Light and glare impacts of subsequent development 

projects would be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following 

submittal of a specific development proposal. In addition, future residential development 

projects in the city would be required to be designed and constructed in accordance 

with the Yuba City Zoning Ordinance. Residential projects of greater than 25 units also 

go through the Design Review Process. The Zoning Ordinance and Design Guidelines 

address exterior lighting and the potential for glare. The Zoning Ordinance contains 

requirements associated with planning and development regulations (Chapter 5, 

Sections 8-5.5801–8-5.5804), and the Design Review Process includes a comprehensive 

evaluation of a development and its impact on neighboring properties and the 

community as a whole, from the standpoint of site and landscape design, 

architecture, materials, colors, lighting, and signs, in accordance with adopted criteria 

and standards. As all future projects must comply with CEQA and the City Zoning 

Ordinance, and large residential projects must undergo Design Review, including 

projects subject to the Housing Element, implementation of the proposed Housing 

Element would result in no impact associated with increased light and glare.  
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II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are 

significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land 

Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the California Department of 

Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would 

the project: 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 

Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), 

as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 

Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of 

the California Resources Agency, to 

nonagricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 

use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 

rezoning of, forestland (as defined in Public 

Resources Code Section 12220(g)), timberland 

(as defined by Public Resources Code Section 

4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 

Production (as defined by Government Code 

Section 51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of 

forestland to non-forest use? 

    

e) Involve other changes in the existing 

environment which, due to their location or 

nature, could result in conversion of Farmland 

to nonagricultural use or conversion of forest 

land to non-forest use?  

    

SETTING 

Agriculture continues to be a significant component of the local economy. The city’s location 

on the Feather and Sacramento river plains means that soils in the Yuba City area are highly 

productive for agricultural use. The valley floor area between the Feather and Sacramento rivers 

provides rich, coarse soils with abundant water that are ideal for the production of orchard 

crops; the areas farther from the rivers have more clayey soils that are well suited to the 

production of rice. The ten leading crops in Sutter County by value include rice, prunes, 

peaches, walnuts, tomatoes, melons, nursery products, almonds, cattle and calves, and alfalfa 

hay. Very little agricultural land exists within the current city limits. 

Farmland has been classified by the California Department of Conservation with respect to its 

potential for agricultural productivity. The State applies seven farmland categories: 

 Prime Farmland: Land with the best combination of physical and chemical features for 

production of agricultural crops. 
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 Farmland of Statewide Importance: Land with a good combination of physical and 

chemical features for the production of agricultural crops. 

 Unique Farmland: Land of lesser quality soils used for the production of the state’s leading 

agricultural cash crops. 

 Farmland of Local Importance: Nonirrigated land with prime and statewide soil mapping 

units. 

 Grazing Land: Land on which the existing vegetation is suited to the grazing of livestock. 

 Urban and Built-Up Land: Land occupied by structures or infrastructure to accommodate 

a building density of at least 1 unit to 1.5 acres, or approximately 6 structures to 10 acres. 

 Other Land: Land that does not meet the criteria of any other category. 

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b) No Impact. It is the intent of the General Plan to protect agricultural lands outside of the 

City Planning Area (Guiding Policy 8.2-G-1) and to fully urbanize within the Planning Area. 

General Plan Implementing Policy 8.2-I-2 requires the City to facilitate the continuance of 

agricultural activities within the City’s urban growth area until the land is needed to 

accommodate population and employment growth.  

The proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document that encourages the provision 

of a range of housing types and affordability levels. It does not include any specific 

development designs or proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development 

that would convert agricultural lands to nonagricultural uses or place housing units 

adjacent to agricultural uses. The Housing Element does propose changes to the existing 

Zoning Ordinance to comply with state law. However, these proposed changes would 

not conflict with or convert existing agricultural uses or Williamson Act lands, as the 

changes do not involve the rezoning of land or the changing of General Plan land use 

designations. All existing land use designations would remain as is with adoption of the 

2013–2021 Housing Element. Implementation of the proposed Housing Element would not 

change or alter the General Plan policies regarding agricultural use within or outside the 

city, nor would implementation of the Housing Element result in Zoning Ordinance 

changes that would convert agricultural lands and/or Williamson Act contract lands to 

other uses.  

Therefore, while it is the intent of the General Plan to protect agricultural lands outside of 

the Planning Area and to fully urbanize within the Planning Area, no physical 

development projects are proposed as part of the 2013–2021 Housing Element. Impacts 

associated with the conversion of agricultural lands to nonagricultural uses, as well as 

impacts associated with conflicts with agricultural zoning and Williamson Act lands, 

would be nonexistent and have no impact in this subject area.  

c–d) No Impact. Yuba City does not contain any forest resources or lands zoned for forest use. 

Therefore, the proposed Housing Element would not adversely affect forest resources. 

e) No Impact. The placement of nonagricultural uses adjacent to agricultural uses can 

result in agriculture-urban interface conflicts than inadvertently place growth pressure on 

agricultural lands to convert to urban uses. These conflicts include inconveniences or 
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discomforts associated with dust, smoke, noise, and odor from agricultural operations, 

restrictions on agricultural operations (such as pesticide application) along interfaces 

with urban uses, farm equipment and vehicles using roadways, and trespassing and 

vandalism on active farms. The project does not involve the construction or expansion of 

residential development. While future development in the Yuba City Planning Area may 

be located adjacent to or near agriculture uses, all future development would be 

required to be in accordance with local regulations, including General Plan policies 

regarding the protection of agriculture. Environmental impacts of subsequent 

development projects would also be considered, pursuant to CEQA, on a case-by-case 

basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. 

Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact 

associated with changes in the existing environment that, due to their location or nature, 

could result in conversion of Farmland or forestland to nonagricultural use. 
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III. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality 

management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following 

determinations. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

applicable air quality plan? 

    

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 

substantially to an existing or projected air 

quality violation? 

    

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 

increase of any criteria pollutant for which the 

project region is in nonattainment under an 

applicable federal or state ambient air quality 

standard (including releasing emissions that 

exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone 

precursors)? 

    

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations? 

    

d) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial 

number of people? 

    

SETTING 

Yuba City is located in Sutter County, which is in the north-central region of the Sacramento 

Valley. The geographical features that make up the Sacramento Valley dictate the climate in 

Yuba City. The Sierra Nevada bounds the valley to the east, and coastal ranges impede winds 

from the west. The city is less than 25 miles from the Sacramento metropolitan area. The lack of 

barriers and the flat valley floor allow pollutants to readily disperse throughout the valley. 

Yuba City is located in the Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin. The Feather River Air Quality 

Management District (FRAQMD) is the primary agency responsible for meeting state and federal 

ambient air quality standards for all criteria pollutants in the Yuba City area. The FRAQMD’s 

jurisdiction covers all of Yuba and Sutter counties. The FRAQMD works with other Sacramento 

area districts to maintain the region’s portion of the State Implementation Plan, which is an air 

quality control plan containing regional emissions inventories, planning documents, and rules 

and regulations of the air basins as reported by their jurisdictional agencies. 

Currently, the FRAQMD is designated as severe nonattainment for the federal 8-hour ozone 

standard in the south Sutter County area and nonattainment at the Sutter Buttes (greater than 

2,000 feet). Additionally, the FRAQMD is in nonattainment for the federal PM2.5 (fine particulate 

matter) standard. For state designations, the FRAQMD is in serious nonattainment for the south 

Sutter County area and nonattainment-transitional for the remainder of the district for the 1-hour 

ozone standard. The FRAQMD is also in nonattainment for the state PM10 (coarse particulate 

matter) standard and nonattainment-transitional for the state 8-hour ozone standard. A 

considerable amount of the ozone that is monitored in this area results from pollutants that have 

been transported from the Sacramento metropolitan area. Further, due to the lack of physical 
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barriers and because of coastal winds blowing inland, air pollution generated in the 

metropolitan Bay Area is easily spread to the Sacramento Valley. The presence of inversion 

layers can augment the ambient air concentrations of pollutants such as carbon monoxide, 

ozone, and PM10. Pollutants directly emitted have the ability to stay in an inversion profile without 

mixing or diluting, which causes an increase in pollutant concentration.  

The California Clean Air Act (CCAA) of 1988 requires air districts to endeavor to achieve and 

maintain the state ambient air quality standards by the earliest practicable date and to develop 

plans for attaining the state ozone, carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide, and nitrogen dioxide 

standards. The FRAQMD prepared the 1992 Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP) to address the 

nonattainment status for ozone. The 1992 AQAP was designed to make expeditious progress 

toward attaining the state ozone standard and contained preliminary implementation 

schedules for control programs on stationary sources, transportation, indirect sources, and a 

vehicle/fuels program. Furthermore, the air districts in the Sacramento regional nonattainment 

area issued an 8-Hour Ozone Rate-of-Progress Plan (ROP Plan) (SMAQMD 2005), and the ROP 

Plan was approved by the FRAQMD Board of Directors on February 8, 2006. The ROP Plan sets 

specific milestones and guidelines that the districts must comply with, as required by the Clean 

Air Act, to achieve attainment with the new ozone standard. Currently, the FRAQMD is in the 

process of completing the Triennial Assessment and Plan Update, which discusses progress the 

district has made toward improving the air quality in its jurisdiction since its last Triennial Plan 

Update, which addressed the time period between 2006 and 2008.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a) No Impact. A project would conflict with or obstruct implementation of the regional air 

quality attainment plans (the 1992 AQAP and the ROP Plan) if it is inconsistent with the 

growth assumptions, in terms of population, employment, or regional growth in vehicle 

miles traveled. These population forecasts are developed, in part, on data obtained 

from local jurisdictions and projected land uses and population projections identified in 

community plans. Projects that result in an increase in population growth inconsistent 

with local community plans would be considered inconsistent with the 1992 AQAP and 

the ROP Plan.  

The proposed Housing Element does not identify specific development, nor does it 

include programs to change land use designations in the city. Therefore, the 2013–2021 

Housing Element would be consistent with any growth projections established in the 

General Plan and used by the FRAQMD for its Air Quality Attainment Plan. All future 

development would be required to be in accordance with local regulations, including 

the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Environmental impacts of subsequent 

development projects would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case 

basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. Furthermore, future 

residential development projects will require compliance with General Plan policies 

related to air quality (General Plan Implementing Policies 8.6-I-1 through 8.6-I-9). 

Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact 

associated with obstructing implementation of the regional air quality attainment plan. 

b–c) No Impact. All ambient air quality standards except national standards for ozone and 

the state standards for ozone and PM10 are met in the Yuba City area. However, the 

state ambient standards for ozone and PM2.5 and PM10 were exceeded in 2012 on 

multiple days for the Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin (CARB 2013). Future 

development of housing units facilitated by the implementation of the proposed Housing 

Element could result in an increase in criteria pollutants during both construction and 
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operational activities and could also contribute substantially to the existing 

nonattainment status of the Northern Sacramento Valley Air Basin. Construction activities 

such as excavation and grading operations, construction vehicle traffic, and wind 

blowing over exposed earth could generate exhaust emissions and fugitive particulate 

matter emissions that would affect local air quality. This is variable depending on the 

weather, soil conditions, and the amount of activity taking place, as well as the nature of 

dust control efforts. Likewise, operational air quality impacts are dependent on the types 

of land uses and mitigation.  

The proposed Housing Element does not include any specific development designs or 

development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. All future 

development would be required to be in accordance with local regulations. 

Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects would also be considered, 

pursuant to CEQA, on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific 

development proposal. Furthermore, future residential development projects will require 

compliance with General Plan policies related to air quality (General Plan Implementing 

Policies 8.6-I-1 through 8.6-I-9). 

Therefore, implementation of the proposed Housing Element would have no impact 

associated with contributing substantially to an existing or projected air quality violation 

and increasing criteria pollutants during both construction and operational activities.  

d) No Impact. Housing units facilitated by the proposed Housing Element would be 

considered sensitive receptors that could be exposed to pollutant concentrations. 

However, as discussed previously, the proposed Housing Element does not include any 

specific development designs or development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development. Future residential development would be required to 

comply with General Plan policies related to air quality, conform to both the 1992 AQAP 

and the 2005 ROP, and meet national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) and 

FRAQMD thresholds during both construction and operation activities. Therefore, the 

proposed Housing Element would have no impact associated with exposing sensitive 

receptors to pollutant concentrations.  

e) No Impact. Residential developments are not considered to be an emission source that 

would result in objectionable odors. No impact would occur.  
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly 

or through habitat modifications, on any species 

identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-

status species in local or regional plans, policies 

or regulations, or by the California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife 

Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian 

habitat or other sensitive natural community 

identified in local or regional plans, policies, or 

regulations, or by the California Department of 

Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife 

Service? 

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 

protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 

of the Clean Water Act (including, but not 

limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal wetlands, 

etc.), through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any 

native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 

species or with established native resident or 

migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 

of native wildlife nursery sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 

protecting biological resources, such as a tree 

preservation policy or ordinance? 

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted 

habitat conservation plan, natural community 

conservation plan, or other approved local, 

regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

    

SETTING 

According to the General Plan (Yuba City 2004), a very small portion of the land area in the 

Planning Area is considered natural and therefore provides little suitable habitat for special-

status species. However, a nearby cottonwood riparian forest just outside of the City Planning 

Area provides habitat for the special-status bank swallow and the western yellow-billed cuckoo. 

Several other special-status wildlife species are known to occur or have the potential to occur in 

such habitats, including the Cooper’s hawk, tricolored blackbird, great blue heron, great egret, 

bald eagle, and double-crested cormorant, among others. 
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DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a) No Impact. Future residential development projects consistent with the 2013–2021 

Housing Element may result in impacts to biological resources. Site-specific field studies 

are required in the Yuba City Planning Area in order to search for special-status species 

prior to approval of any development within 300 feet of any creeks, sensitive habitat 

areas, or areas of potential sensitive status species (General Plan Implementing Policy 

8.4-I-1). The proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document. While it encourages 

the provision of a range of housing types and affordability levels, it does not include any 

specific development designs or development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development. The 2013–2021 Housing Element does not propose any 

policies or programs that would conflict with existing General Plan policies regarding the 

protection of biological resources. All future residential development occurring as a result 

of implementation of the proposed Housing Element would be required to be in 

accordance with local regulations, including General Plan goals and policies regarding 

the protection of biological resources. Future subsequent development projects would 

also be required to comply with the environmental reporting requirements of CEQA 

following submittal of a specific development proposal. 

Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would not cause adverse 

impacts to special-status plant and animal species, as well as their habitats, and as such, 

would have no impact to these biological resources.  

b–c) No Impact. Future residential development resulting from implementation of the 2013–

2021 Housing Element may result in adverse impacts to sensitive natural communities 

such as riparian habitat and federally protected wetlands. As discussed under a) above, 

the proposed Housing Element does not include any specific development designs or 

development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. The 2013–

2021 Housing Element does not propose any policies or programs that would conflict with 

existing General Plan policies regarding the protection of biological resources (General 

Plan Implementing Policies 8.4-I-1 through 8.4-I-6). Future residential development 

projects will be required to comply with the environmental reporting requirements of 

CEQA, which if necessary, would ensure that new development identifies the presence 

of special-status species. Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element 

would have no impact to federally protected wetlands and riparian resources.  

d) No Impact. As discussed under a) above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-level 

document. It does not include any site-specific designs or development proposals, nor 

does it grant any entitlements for development. The 2013–2021 Housing Element does not 

propose any policies or programs that would conflict with existing General Plan policies 

regarding the protection of biological resources. The potential for the proposed Housing 

Element to impede native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or the uses of wildlife 

nursery sites, in and of itself, is nonexistent. While additional impacts may result from the 

implementation of future individual residential projects in the city, environmental review 

would be required of these future proposals and would identify and provide mitigation 

for any impacts to native wildlife corridors and nursery sites. Therefore, implementation of 

the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact regarding the movement of any 

native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or 

migratory wildlife corridors, nor would it impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.  

e) No Impact. The series of development standards documents that include City 

Municipal Code Chapter 5, Section 8-5.6004 contain recommendations to encourage 
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the planting and retention of desirable trees to protect the beauty and ecological 

balance of the natural surroundings. The purpose of this requirement was to establish the 

importance of trees in order to protect property values, encourage and assure the 

continuance of quality development, protect and conserve the attractiveness, 

aesthetics, and scenic beauty of the city, protect the environment of the city, provide 

shade, and act as a noise buffer. However, as discussed under a–d) above, the 

proposed Housing Element does not include any specific development proposals, nor 

does it grant any entitlements for development that would affect biological resources. 

Future residential development would be required to comply with CEQA, as well as with 

the Yuba City Municipal Code. Therefore, the proposed Housing Element would not 

conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.  

f) No Impact. Currently, there is not an adopted habitat conservation plan (HCP) or natural 

community conservation plan (NCCP) in Sutter County. Sutter County, along with Yuba 

County and the Cities of Wheatland, Live Oak, and Yuba City, is currently in the process 

of developing the Yuba Sutter Regional Conservation Plan, which includes both an HCP 

and an NCCP. However, the Regional Conservation Plan is in the early stages of 

development and has not been adopted at this time. As such, implementation of the 

2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact in this area. 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of a historical resource as defined 

in Section 15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an archaeological resource 

pursuant to Section 15064.5? 

    

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 

paleontological resource or site or unique 

geological feature? 

    

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 

interred outside of formal cemeteries?  

    

SETTING 

The region within which Yuba City lies is part of a valley that was formerly composed of extensive 

wetlands and broad, shallow lakes. Because of this location and the availability of resources, it is 

believed that different tribes occupied the area on a year-round basis for about 10,000 years. 

However, according to the General Plan (2004), due to siltation of the area over the years, 

prehistoric sites have been buried at such depths that very little, if any, evidence remains at the 

surface. Original land clearing and a hundred years of farming have further diminished any likely 

archaeological sites. 

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–d) No Impact. Future residential development within the city would not conflict with existing 

known cultural and historical resources in the city. In addition to “known” resource areas, 

the potential exists for undiscovered paleontological and archeological resources that 

would be encountered and potentially impacted by future construction activities. These 

resources could include human remains located outside of cemeteries. The proposed 

Housing Element is a policy-level document. While the Housing Element encourages the 

provision of a range of housing types and affordability levels, it does not include any 

specific development designs or proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for 

development that would adversely affect archaeological, paleontological, or historic 

resources. All future residential development occurring within the city would be required 

to be in accordance with local regulations, including General Plan policies regarding 

cultural resources in the city. For instance, General Plan Environmental Conservation 

Element Implementing Policy 8.3-I-5 requires that any new development analyze and 

avoid any potential impacts to archaeological, paleontological, and historic resources 

by (1) requiring a records review for development proposed in areas that are considered 

archaeologically sensitive, (2) studying the potential effects of development and 

construction (as required by CEQA), (3) requiring preconstruction surveys and monitoring 

during any ground disturbance for all development in areas of historical and 

archaeological sensitivity, and (4) implementing appropriate measures to avoid the 

identified impacts.  
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Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects would also be considered 

pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis for each specific development proposal. 

Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element is considered to have no 

impact on cultural resources.  
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project: 

a) Expose people or structures to potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 

loss, injury, or death, involving: 

    

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 

delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 

State Geologist for the area or based on 

other substantial evidence of a known fault? 

Refer to Division of Mines and Geology 

Special Publication 42. 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? 
    

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 

topsoil? 
    

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

unstable, or that would become unstable as a 

result of the project, and potentially result in on- 

or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, 

subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?  

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in 

Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code 

(1994), creating substantial risks to life or 

property? 

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting 

the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater 

disposal systems where sewers are not available 

for the disposal of wastewater? 

    

SETTING 

The Yuba City area is situated in the Great Valley Geomorphic Province of California. This 

province is characterized as a relatively underformed sedimentary basin bounded by highly 

deformed rock units of the Coastal Ranges to the west and by the gently sloping western 

foothills of the Sierra Nevada range to the east. The Sacramento Valley, which forms the 

northern portion of the Great Valley Province, is composed of unconsolidated and recent-age 

alluvial sediments. The underlying bedrock is thought to be composed of early tertiary marine 

deposits.  

Expansive soils have the potential to significantly shrink or swell with changes in moisture content. 

The type and amount of the silt and clay content in the soil will determine the amount of shrink 
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or swell associated with the various levels of water content. Soils comprising sand and gravel are 

not expansive soils. Expansive soils are most likely to be found in basins and basin rims, and any 

structure located on expansive soils can be significantly damaged should the soil suddenly shrink 

or swell. In Yuba City, the extreme southwestern corner of the Planning Area is the only area with 

expansive soils. 

No active or potentially active faults underlie the city, and Yuba City is not located within an 

Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. However, due to the proximity to other active faults, the 

city may experience strong ground shaking. Earthquakes of magnitude 5.0 or greater have 

occurred on fault systems in the region, including the San Andreas. Approximately 15 miles west 

of Sutter County, the Central Valley Blind-Thrust Fault is known to have caused an estimated 6.5 

magnitude earthquake in 1892. In addition, two earthquakes of magnitude 4.0 and 4.9 occurred 

between 1900 and 1974 with epicenters near Williams. The Foothills Suture Zone along the 

western slope of the Sierra Nevada is also considered active, with a 5.7 magnitude earthquake 

occurring in 1975 in the northern portion of the zone in Butte County. Potentially active faults exist 

in Sutter County in the area of the Sutter Buttes. These faults are small and have exhibited activity 

in the last 1.6 million years, but not in recent history (200 years).  

The General Plan Noise and Safety Element includes a number of policies that reduce the 

hazards related to seismic disturbances. For instance, Implementing Policy 9.2-I-1 requires the 

review of proposed development sites at the earliest stage of the planning process to locate 

any potential geologic or seismic hazards. Implementing Policy 9.2-I-3 requires comprehensive 

geologic and engineering studies of critical structures regardless of location and Implementing 

Policy 9.2-I-4 requires preparation of a soils report as part of the development review and/or 

building permit process for development proposed in the area with expansive soils. 

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a) i–iii) No Impact. The Housing Element includes policies and programs designed to 

facilitate the construction and conservation of housing, which could increase exposure 

of people and structures to seismic hazards, including rupture of a fault, strong seismic 

shaking, and seismic-related ground failure. However, the proposed Housing Element is a 

policy-level document that encourages the provision of a range of housing types and 

affordability levels rather than identifying any specific designs or development proposals. 

The Housing Element does not involve the construction or expansion of any residential 

land uses. All future residential development occurring in the city would be required to 

be in accordance with local regulations, including the General Plan and Zoning 

Ordinance. Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects would also be 

considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific 

development proposal. 

In addition, future residential development projects would be required to comply with 

General Plan Noise and Safety Element Implementing Policies 9.2-I-1 and 9.2-I-3 related 

to seismic hazards. Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would 

have no impact related to seismic hazards. 

iv) No Impact. The city is located in the flat lands near the Feather River. There are no 

major slopes in Yuba City. Therefore, no impact would occur in association with 

landslides.  

b) No Impact. Future construction in the city would result in the moving and grading of 

topsoil, which would lead to disturbed soils that are more likely to suffer from erosion from 
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a variety of sources, such as wind and water. According to the City General Plan (2004), 

the potential erodability of soil in Yuba City is considered slight, since land within the 

Planning Area is generally flat (slopes are less than 9 percent), annual precipitation levels 

are low (between 15 and 21 inches), and wind velocities are low. Furthermore, as 

discussed under a) i–iii) above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document 

that does not propose any specific development and does not directly result in adverse 

impacts associated with substantial loss of topsoil or erosion. All future residential 

development would be subject to the environmental analysis requirements of CEQA, 

including the identification of erosion impacts. Therefore, implementation of the 

proposed Housing Element would have no impact regarding this issue.  

c–d) No Impact. Future residential development on unstable or expansive soils could create 

substantial risks to life or property and result in adverse impacts such as on- or off-site 

landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. As discussed under a) 

i–iii) above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document that does not 

propose any specific development. All future residential development occurring in the 

city would be required to be in accordance with local regulations, including the General 

Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects 

would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal 

of a specific development proposal. Therefore, implementation of the proposed Housing 

Element would have no impact regarding this issue. 

e) No Impact. The Housing Element includes policies and programs designed to facilitate 

the construction and conservation of housing. The City of Yuba City provides wastewater 

collection and treatment services within the city limits. All potential housing sites identified 

in the 2013–2021 Housing Element are located in a predominantly developed area and 

are served by the City’s wastewater treatment facilities. No septic or alternative 

wastewater systems would be installed as a result of the proposed project. Therefore, no 

impacts would occur.  
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project: 

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either 

directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 

impact on the environment? 
    

e) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or 

regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 

the emissions of greenhouse gases? 
    

SETTING 

State Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (2006), the Global Warming Solutions Act, directs public agencies in 

California to support the statewide goal of reducing greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to 1990 

levels by 2020. The City of Yuba City has not, to date, prepared a plan to assist in the reduction 

of GHG emissions.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b) No impact. Future development of housing units could result in an increase in GHG 

emissions during both construction and operational activities. However, the proposed 

Housing Element does not include any specific development designs or development 

proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. Environmental impacts of 

subsequent development projects would be considered, pursuant to CEQA, on a case-

by-case basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. There is no impact. 
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project: 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, 

or disposal of hazardous materials? 

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through reasonably foreseeable 

upset and accident conditions involving the 

release of hazardous materials into the 

environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or 

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste 

within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

proposed school? 

    

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of 

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to 

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a 

result, would it create a significant hazard to the 

public or the environment? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use 

plan area or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or a 

public use airport, would the project result in a 

safety hazard for people residing or working in 

the project area? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 

airstrip, would the project result in a safety 

hazard for people residing or working in the 

project area? 

    

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere 

with, an adopted emergency response plan or 

emergency evacuation plan? 

    

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 

loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, 

including where wildlands are adjacent to 

urbanized areas or where residences are 

intermixed with wildlands?  

    

SETTING 

A material is considered hazardous if it appears on a list of hazardous materials prepared by a 

federal, state, or local agency, or if it has characteristics defined as hazardous by such an 

agency. According to California Health and Safety Code Section 25501(o), “hazardous 

material” means any material that, because of its quantity, concentration, or physical or 

chemical characteristics, poses a significant present or potential hazard to human health and 
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safety or to the environment if released into the workplace or the environment. Hazardous 

materials include, but are not limited to, hazardous substances, hazardous waste, and any 

material that a handler or the administering agency has a reasonable basis for believing would 

be injurious to the health and safety of persons or harmful to the environment if released into the 

workplace or the environment. Searches of the Department of Toxic Substance Control’s (2013) 

Envirostor database and the State Water Resources Control Board’s (2013) Geotracker 

database identified 29 open case hazardous material sites in Yuba City that are associated with 

a hazardous material–related release or occurrence.  

The Sutter County Airport is located in the southeast portion of the city. Other airports in the 

vicinity include the Yuba County Airport 2.5 miles to the southeast of the city, the Beale Air Force 

Base runway 9 miles to the east, and the Vanderford Ranch Company private airstrip located 

approximately 4 miles west of Yuba City.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–d) No Impact. The Housing Element, in and of itself, does not propose the construction of 

new housing units. However, future development of residential housing units constructed 

as a result of implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element could create a 

significant hazard to future residents via exposure to the routine transport, use, or disposal 

of hazardous materials, through exposure to reasonably foreseeable upset and accident 

conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment, through 

exposure to the handling or emission of hazardous materials, or by locating residential 

development on a site included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant 

to Government Code Section 65962.5. However, impacts associated with hazardous 

materials would be dependent on the location of future residential development and 

the nature of surrounding land uses. As stated previously, the proposed Housing Element 

is a policy-level document that encourages the provision of a range of housing types 

and affordability levels, but it does not include any specific development designs or 

development proposals, or grant any entitlements for development.  

All future residential development projects will require compliance with General Plan 

Noise and Safety Element Implementing Policy 9.5-I-5, which requires businesses 

generating hazardous waste to pay necessary costs for local implementation of 

programs specified in the County Hazardous Waste Management Plan, as well as the 

costs associated with emergency response services for a hazardous materials release. For 

those future housing developments located near a business handling hazardous 

materials, all businesses in the city are subject to the hazardous material regulations of 

the Sutter County Environmental Health Division. The division, which is the Certified Unified 

Program Agency (CUPA) for all cities and unincorporated areas in Sutter County, issues 

permits to and conducts inspections of businesses that use, store, or handle quantities of 

hazardous materials and/or waste greater than or equal to 55 gallons, 500 pounds, or 200 

cubic feet of a compressed gas at any time. The division also implements the Hazardous 

Material Management Plans that include an inventory of hazardous materials used, 

handled, or stored at any business in the county, including those in Yuba City. The division 

also issues permits to and inspects businesses that handle acutely hazardous materials. 

The City of Yuba City regulates hazardous materials in coordination with other state and 

local agencies (e.g., Department of Toxic Substances Control and Sutter County 

Environmental Health Division). The City enforces Title 26, Division 6, of the California 

Code of Regulations (CCR) to reduce impacts associated with accidental release from 

transportation of hazardous materials on roads in the city and the potential for an 

http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
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increased demand for incident emergency response. In addition, pursuant to CCR Title 8, 

the Sutter County Environmental Health Division enforces workplace regulations 

applicable to businesses and public facilities addressing the use, storage, and disposal of 

flammable and hazardous materials. The Environmental Health Division also enforces leak 

prevention measures for underground storage tanks.  

Residential developments do not generally include the routine transportation, use, or 

disposal of hazardous materials that could create a significant hazard to the public. 

Businesses that handle hazardous materials must comply with the regulations of the Sutter 

County Environmental Health Division. Therefore, the proposed Housing Element would 

not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment regarding the transport, 

storage, use, and disposal of hazardous materials and would result in no impact to these 

issue areas.  

e–f) No Impact. Airport-related hazards are generally associated with aircraft accidents, 

particularly during takeoffs and landings. Airport operation hazards include incompatible 

land uses, power transmission lines, wildlife hazards (e.g., bird strikes), and tall structures 

that penetrate the imaginary surfaces surrounding an airport. As discussed under a–d) 

above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document that does not propose 

any specific development. While the proposed Housing Element identifies the need for 

additional housing in the city, it does not provide specific details regarding future 

development. The Sutter County Airport is located in the city. According to the Sutter 

County Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP), residential uses in the area are 

compatible with airport functions (SACOG 1994). The city is not located in the overflight 

safety zone for the Yuba County Airport southeast of the city or Beale Air Force Base to 

the east. Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no 

impact associated with airport-related hazards. 

g) No Impact. The City is a participant in the 2007 Sutter County Local Hazard Mitigation 

Plan. As discussed previously, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document 

that does not propose any specific development. All future residential development 

occurring within the city would be required to be in accordance with local regulations, 

including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Environmental impacts of subsequent 

development projects would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case 

basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. Therefore, implementation 

of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact regarding issues of 

inconsistency with the 2007 Sutter County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan.  

h) No Impact. The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, Natural Hazard 

Disclosure (Fire) map shows that the city does not contain any land designated as 

“Wildland Area That May Contain Substantial Forest Fire Risks and Hazards” or as a “Very 

High Fire Hazard Severity Zone – AB 337” (Cal Fire 2008). Therefore, no wildland fire 

impacts would occur.  

  



INITIAL STUDY 

City of Yuba City 2013–2021 Housing Element 

December 2013 Initial Study 

29 

 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact With 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact No Impact 

XI. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 

discharge requirements? 
    

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 

such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer 

volume or a lowering of the local groundwater 

table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-

existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 

would not support existing land uses or planned 

uses for which permits have been granted)? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 

the site or area, including through the alteration of 

the course of a stream or river, in a manner which 

would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- 

or off-site? 

    

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 

the site or area, including through the alteration of 

the course of a stream or river, or substantially 

increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 

manner that would result in flooding on- or off-

site? 

    

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 

exceed the capacity of existing or planned 

stormwater drainage systems or provide 

substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? 

    

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?     

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area 

as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary 

or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood 

hazard delineation map? 

    

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 

structures that would impede or redirect flood 

flows? 

    

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of 

loss, injury or death involving flooding, including 

flooding as a result of a failure of a levee or dam? 

    

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?      
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SETTING 

Sutter County is generally located between the Sacramento River to the west and the Feather 

River to the east and lies entirely within the Sacramento River watershed. The Feather River is the 

primary hydrological feature in Yuba City and forms the eastern boundary of the Planning Area. 

The Gilsizer and Live Oak sloughs, which were constructed for flood control purposes, are the 

only other hydrological features in the Planning Area. 

The Sacramento Valley groundwater basin underlies Yuba City. The major sources of 

groundwater in Yuba City include rainfall, infiltration from nearby rivers and streams, and the 

percolation of applied irrigation water in agricultural areas. On average, rainfall in Yuba City 

ranges between 17 and 21 inches annually; however, there is no estimate of what percentage 

of rainfall reaches the groundwater supply. Groundwater in the City Planning Area flows from 

north to south at a relatively flat gradient, a situation that has not changed significantly since the 

mid-1940s when groundwater in the area was first studied in detail.  

Structural flood management methods provide the primary defense against flooding in Sutter 

County. Flood management in the county includes a series of reservoirs, levees, and bypasses 

completed between the 1920s and 1960s. Levees and earthen embankments are the most 

commonly used methods of containing high water levels along the Sacramento and Feather 

rivers. The most significant risk from flooding in the Yuba City Planning Area results from the 

potential for dam or levee failure. The US Army Corps of Engineers has evaluated the levees 

along the Sacramento and Feather rivers to increase the level of flood protection. The levee 

along the Feather River contains the 100-year flood zone, confining the zone to primarily 

undeveloped areas and protecting developed areas from inundation.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a, f) No Impact. Future residential development in the city could result in both construction 

and operational impacts to water quality and discharge standards. Potential operational 

impacts include the use of fertilizers, herbicides, and pesticides to maintain lawns, as well 

as motor vehicle operation and maintenance. Potential construction impacts include 

grading and vegetation removal activities that would result in the exposure of raw soil 

materials to the natural elements (wind, rain, etc.). However, the purpose of the 

proposed Housing Element is to identify the policies and programs that the City will 

implement to ensure that housing in Yuba City is affordable, safe, and decent. The 

proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document that does not include any specific 

design or development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. All 

future residential development occurring in the city would be required to be in 

accordance with local regulations, including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. 

For instance, General Plan Environmental Conservation Element Implementing Policy 

8.5-I-7 mandates that new construction employ best management practices such as site 

preparation, grading, and foundation designs for erosion control to prevent sediment 

runoff into waterways, specifically the Feather River. 

In addition, all new development projects in the city are subject to the requirements of 

the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Permit enforced 

by the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The permit requires that the City 

impose water quality and watershed protection measures for all development projects 

and prohibits discharges from causing violations of applicable water quality standards or 

from resulting in conditions that create a nuisance or water quality impairment in 

receiving waters. The City’s Stormwater Management Program establishes administrative 
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procedures, standards for review, and implementation and enforcement procedures for 

controlling erosion, sedimentation, other pollutant runoff, and the disruption of existing 

drainage and related environmental damage. In terms of construction-related impacts 

resulting from future residential development, project construction contractors are 

required to prepare a stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) pursuant to RWQCB 

standards and subject to RWQCB review and approval. The SWPPP has to include 

measures designed to reduce or eliminate erosion and runoff into waterways during 

construction. Best management practices include wattles, covering of stockpiles, silt 

fences, and other physical means of slowing stormwater flow from the graded areas to 

allow sediment to settle before entering stormwater channels. The method used is 

required to be described in the SWPPP and may vary depending on the circumstances 

of construction.  

All new development constructed as a result of implementation of the 2013–2021 

Housing Element would be required to comply with the City’s water quality protections, 

as well as comply with the environmental review required by CEQA. Environmental 

impacts of subsequent development projects would be considered pursuant to CEQA on 

a case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. Therefore, 

implementation of the Housing Element would have no impact on water quality and 

waste discharge. 

b) No Impact. Water supply in the city is provided by the City itself. The water source for the 

entire water supply is the Feather River. The 2010 Urban Water Master Plan identifies and 

analyzes the City’s water supplies and demands through 2035. Based on the current 

water system, the City expects that it can accommodate future growth until 2035 with 

current infrastructure. The City anticipates that expansions to infrastructure will occur as 

growth occurs, with funding provided by developer fees. As discussed, the proposed 

Housing Element does not identify any specific development or grant any entitlements 

for development. Furthermore, Yuba City does not use groundwater for its municipal 

water supply. Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have 

no impact to groundwater resources in the area.  

c–e) No Impact. The proposed Housing Element encourages the development of a range of 

housing types at varying affordability levels in Yuba City. If development of housing units 

were to occur in previously undeveloped areas, increased impervious surfaces and 

grading and vegetation removal activities could increase surface runoff and could 

therefore exceed the capacity of existing stormwater drainage systems and increase the 

potential for localized flooding and/or erosion. However, the proposed Housing Element 

is a policy-level document that does not include any specific designs or development 

proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. All future residential 

development occurring in the city would be required to be in accordance with local 

regulations, including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance.  

Future residential development projects will require compliance with General Plan 

policies related to hydrology and water quality and Zoning Ordinance requirements 

associated with creeks and other natural drainage courses/tributary standards. In 

addition, all new development projects in the city are subject to the requirements of the 

NPDES Stormwater Permit enforced by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. The 

permit requires that the City impose water quality and watershed protection measures 

for all development projects and prohibits discharges from causing violations of 

applicable water quality standards or from resulting in conditions that create a nuisance 

or water quality impairment in receiving waters. A key component of the NPDES permit is 
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the implementation of the City’s Stormwater Management Program (SWMP), which 

requires stormwater quality treatment and/or best management practices in project 

design for both construction and operation.  

Compliance with the provisions of the NPDES, best management practices, and the 

City’s SWMP would reduce the impacts of future development. Therefore, the proposed 

Housing Element would not result in significant impacts to drainage or runoff, as no 

development is proposed. In addition, future development envisioned by the Housing 

Element would be subject to the regulations discussed above.  

g–h) No Impact. The proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document that does not 

include any specific development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for 

development. Future development projects would be subject to Yuba City Municipal 

Code Chapter 9, Flood Damage Protection, which provides building standards with 

regard to flooding for all areas of the city. Therefore, the proposed Housing Element 

would not place structures within a 100-year flood zone without the proper mitigation. As 

a result, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact 

regarding flooding. 

i) No Impact. Yuba City is located within the dam inundation area of Lake Oroville as well 

as Bullards Bar Reservoir. All dams greater than 25 feet in height and with a capacity of 

50 acre-feet or more come under the jurisdiction of the Division of Safety of Dams 

(DSOD), a division of the California Department of Water Resources. The DSOD has 

several programs that ensure dam safety. When a new dam is proposed, DSOD 

engineers and geologists inspect the site and the subsurface exploration to learn 

firsthand of the geologic conditions. Upon submittal of an application, the DSOD reviews 

the plans and specifications prepared by the owner to ensure that the dam is designed 

to meet minimum requirements and that the design is appropriate for the known 

geologic conditions. After approval of the application, the DSOD oversees the 

construction to ensure the work is being done in accordance with the approved plans 

and specifications. Following construction, the DSOD inspects each dam on an annual 

basis to ensure the dam is safe, is performing as intended, and is not developing 

problems. Roughly a third of these inspections include in-depth instrumentation reviews 

of the dam surveillance network data. Lastly, the DSOD periodically reviews the stability 

of dams and their major appurtenances in light of improved design approaches and 

requirements, as well as new findings regarding earthquake hazards and hydrologic 

estimates in California. 

The proposed Housing Element is a policy-level document that does not include any 

specific designs or development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for 

development. Additionally, all future residential development occurring within the city 

would be required to adhere to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a 

specific development proposal. Therefore, the project would not expose people or 

structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death as a result of the failure of a dam. No 

impact would occur. 

j) No Impact. Yuba City is not located near any ocean, coast, or seiche hazard areas and 

therefore would not expose people or structures to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 

mudflow. No impact would occur.  
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community?     

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, 

policy, or regulation of an agency with 

jurisdiction over the project (including, but not 

limited to, the general plan, specific plan, local 

coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted 

for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 

environmental effect? 

    

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation 

plan or natural community conservation plan? 
    

SETTING 

Yuba City is characterized by a wide range of existing land uses, consisting primarily  of 

residential and commercial/retail uses. Much of the residential development in the city is low-

density single-family housing, and much of the commercial development is retail-related. In 

addition, there are office uses and public/private recreation uses. Institutional uses such as 

schools, churches, and other public entities are also present in the city.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b) No Impact. The Housing Element is consistent with the land uses envisioned in the 

General Plan and would not remove policies that currently protect environmental 

resources. The 2013–2021 Housing Element is a policy-level document that encourages 

the provision of a range of housing types and affordability levels. The proposed Housing 

Element does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development. The Housing Element anticipates land uses that are 

consistent with the current land use designations established by the General Plan Land 

Use Element and Land Use Map. Future residential development projects will require 

compliance with General Plan policies related to land use and Zoning Ordinance 

requirements associated with zoning districts, allowable uses, and development 

standards. While the Housing Element proposes changes to the existing Zoning 

Ordinance, these changes do not alter existing land use designations or the 

development pattern. All future residential development occurring in the city would be 

required to be in accordance with local regulations, including the General Plan and 

Zoning Ordinance. Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects would 

also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a 

specific development proposal. Therefore, implementation of the Housing Element would 

have no impact related to land use or the potential to physically divide a community.  

c) No Impact. Currently, there is not an adopted HCP or NCCP in Sutter County. Sutter 

County, along with Yuba County and the Cities of Wheatland, Live Oak, and Yuba City, 

is currently in the process of developing the Yuba Sutter Regional Conservation Plan, 

which includes both an HCP and an NCCP. However, the Regional Conservation Plan is 

in the early stages of development and has not been adopted at this time. As such, 

implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact in this area.  
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 

mineral resource that would be of value to the 

region and the residents of the state? 

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally 

important mineral resource recovery site 

delineated on a local general plan, specific plan, 

or other land use plan?  

    

SETTING 

The extraction of mineral resources in Sutter County has historically been limited to the extraction 

of clay, sand, soils, and rock. These materials have generally been used for construction. The 

unincorporated portions of Sutter County surrounding Yuba City have rich deposits in mineral 

resources. Historic mining extraction has included kaolin and common clay, sand, soils, rock, 

pumice, and some gold. Construction aggregate is currently the county’s main market for 

mining resources produced in the county and consists predominantly of sand, gravel, and 

crushed stone.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b) No Impact. While Sutter County has identified areas with mineral resources southwest of 

Yuba City and along the base of the Sutter Buttes, no significant mineral resources have 

been identified in Yuba City, nor does it contain any mineral extraction activities. The city 

is not designated as containing any minerals of regional or local importance. Therefore, 

no impact to mineral resources would occur. 
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XII. NOISE. Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 

levels in excess of standards established in the 

local general plan or noise ordinance or of 

applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 

excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 

noise levels? 

    

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 

noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 

existing without the project? 

    

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 

ambient noise levels in the project vicinity 

above levels existing without the project? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport land use 

plan area or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within 2 miles of a public airport or a 

public use airport, would the project expose 

people residing or working in the project area to 

excessive noise levels? 

    

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private 

airstrip, would the project expose people 

residing or working in the project area to 

excessive noise levels?  

    

SETTING 

The major noise sources in Yuba City are related to vehicular traffic on State Routes 20 and 99. 

Other noise sources include overflights from the Sutter County Airport, railroad activities, and 

agricultural operations around the edges of the city. Noise produced by industrial facilities has a 

negligible effect on the city’s noise environment. Although the City does not have a Noise 

Ordinance, noise issues are handled by the City’s Nuisance Ordinance, which regulates the time 

of day that certain noise-generating activities may take place. 

Several policies in the Yuba City General Plan are designed to reduce noise impacts to the city’s 

residents. Implementing Policy 9.1-I-2 requires analysis of potential noise impacts to new 

development, as well as resulting from new development, and requires mitigation measures that 

reduce the impacts to acceptable standards. Implementing Policy 9.1-I-4 ensures the protection 

of especially sensitive uses from excessive noise by enforcing “normally acceptable” noise level 

standards for these uses. 
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DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–d) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Housing Element encourages the provision of 

a range of housing types and affordability levels. Housing is not considered a major 

source of noise in the city, but placing housing adjacent to major sources of noise could 

expose people to temporary or permanent noise levels in excess of standards 

established in the City’s General Plan. However, the Housing Element is a policy-level 

document that does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it grant 

any entitlements for development. Future residential development projects will require 

compliance with General Plan policies related to noise standards. While the Housing 

Element proposes changes to the Zoning Ordinance in order to bring it into compliance 

with state regulations, it does not involve the construction or expansion of any residential 

land uses, nor does it change land use designations. All future residential development 

occurring in the city would be required to be in accordance with local regulations, 

including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Environmental impacts of subsequent 

development projects would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case 

basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. Therefore, adverse impacts 

related to a temporary or permanent increase in noise levels would be less than 

significant.  

e–f) No Impact. As discussed under a–d) above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-

level document that does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it 

grant any entitlements for development that would expose people to excessive noise 

levels. The Sutter County Airport is located in the city. According to the Sutter County 

Airport Comprehensive Land Use Plan (SACOG 1994), residential areas in Yuba City are 

all outside of the 65 CNEL noise contours of local airport facilities. Therefore, 

implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact regarding 

airport noise issues.  
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project: 

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, 

either directly (e.g., by proposing new homes 

and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through 

extension of roads or other infrastructure)? 

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 

housing, necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere? 

    

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 

necessitating the construction of replacement 

housing elsewhere? 

    

SETTING 

Yuba City’s population growth has been strong but variable throughout the twentieth and early 

twenty-first centuries, more than doubling in the 1920s and growing most quickly thereafter in the 

post-World War II era (until 1960) and in the 1980s. The city’s population grew significantly from 

36,758 in 2000 to 64,925 in 2010. Based on California Department of Finance (2013) population 

estimates, Yuba City’s population growth continued into 2013, reaching a population of 65,841. 

Since 2000, the population in the city has increased 77 percent. Significant increases in 

population growth between 2000 and 2013 can be attributed to continued annexations of land 

from the Sphere of Influence (SOI), nonresidential growth, and rising housing costs in nearby 

areas, which attracted households to Yuba City that were seeking more affordable housing.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Housing Element contains housing goals 

intended to encourage housing to meet the City’s affordable housing needs and would 

therefore accommodate growth rather than induce it. Furthermore, the proposed 

Housing Element is a policy-level document that encourages the provision of a range of 

housing types and affordability levels. It does not include any specific development 

proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development that would induce 

population growth. The Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) for the 2013–2021 

Housing Element planning period is 2,679 units. Based on the average household size in 

the city of 3.02 persons per household (DOF 2013) and the RHNA of 2,679 dwellings, 

implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element has the potential to increase the city’s 

population by 8,090, which is consistent with the projected growth anticipated by the 

City General Plan.  

All future residential development in the city would be required to be in accordance with 

local regulations, including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. Environmental 

impacts of subsequent development projects would also be considered pursuant to 

CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. 

Therefore, growth-inducing impacts would be less than significant.   
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b–c) No Impact. The proposed Housing Element encourages the provision and preservation of 

a range of housing types and affordability levels to meet Yuba City’s housing needs. 

Implementation of the Housing Element would not displace or decrease housing units in 

the city. Therefore, no impact would occur.  
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with 

the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered 

governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in 

order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any 

of the following public services: 

a) Fire protection?     

b) Police protection?     

c) Schools?     

d) Parks?     

e) Other public facilities?      

SETTING 

The Yuba City Fire Department provides fire protection and suppression and life safety services 

for the city. The department responds to structural and wildland fires, emergency medical 

service needs, and hazardous/toxic material spills in the Planning Area. The department’s five 

stations are located throughout its jurisdictional area: four in Yuba City proper and one in the 

unincorporated community of Tierra Buena. 

The Yuba City Police Department provides police protection to Yuba City. The Police 

Department is headquartered at 1545 Poole Boulevard, and off-site facilities are in use at the 

Yuba City Mall, Yuba City Fire Station #3, and the Richland Housing Resource Center. The 

department has two divisions—Field Operations and Investigations. The Police Department 

serves Yuba City in four “beats,” divided by Gray Avenue and Colusa Highway (State Route 20). 

The first beat covers the city’s northwest quarter, the second beat serves the northeast corner, 

the third beat serves the southwest corner, and the fourth covers the city’s southeast corner.  

The Yuba City Unified School District serves Yuba City. The district operates 12 elementary 

schools, two middle schools, two high schools, one continuation school, and one alternative 

education school. 

Park and recreation services in the city are discussed under the Recreation subsection below.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–e) No Impact. The proposed Housing Element includes policies and programs designed to 

facilitate the construction and conservation of housing to meet Yuba City’s affordable 

housing needs. Subsequent residential development projects could result in an increase 

in demand for public services. However, the Housing Element is a policy-level document 

that does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development. While the Housing Element proposes changes to the 
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Zoning Ordinance, it does not involve the construction or expansion of any residential 

land uses.  

Public services generally identify future need using the projections established in a 

jurisdiction’s general plan. All potential housing sites in the 2013–2021 Housing Element 

are located on parcels that have been identified as allowing residential uses in the 

General Plan and therefore would not create development beyond the potential 

anticipated in the General Plan. Additionally, future residential development projects will 

require compliance with General Plan policies related to the provision of public services. 

Furthermore, environmental impacts of subsequent development projects, including 

impacts to public services, would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-

case basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. Therefore, 

implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact regarding 

public services.  
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XV. RECREATION.   

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial 

physical deterioration of the facility would occur 

or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational facilities, or 

require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities, which might have an 

adverse physical effect on the environment? 

    

SETTING 

The Yuba City parks and recreation system comprises 19 City-owned parks and recreational 

grounds, including a Senior Center, Town Square, and the Plumas Tower Plaza. Also in the 

Planning Area are three County parks and two parks owned by the Yuba City Unified School 

District, with which the City has use and maintenance agreements. Private and/or nonprofit 

organizations manage two Little League fields and other recreational facilities. 

Yuba City’s parks range in size from the 0.1-acre Clark-Ainsley Mini Park to the 13-acre Blackburn- 

Talley Park. The City has a municipal pool, a three-field softball complex, and an older single- 

field softball facility. Youth basketball and youth enrichment programs are dependent on the 

use of school facilities. The Yuba City Unified School District has four gymnasiums used by Parks 

and Recreation Department programs—two located at Yuba City High School and one each at 

Andros Karperos Middle School and Gray Avenue Middle School. Many of the schools have 

multipurpose rooms for community use. 

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b) No Impact. Future residential development consistent with the 2013–2021 Housing 

Element could increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities and require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities, 

which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment. However, the 

proposed Housing Element does not change General Plan land use designations or 

zoning districts in the city. As such, it does not result in growth not already anticipated in 

the General Plan. The Housing Element is a policy-level document. While it encourages 

the provision of a range of housing types and affordability levels, it does not include any 

specific development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development that 

would result in an increased demand for parks and recreational facilities.  

Future residential development projects will require compliance with General Plan 

policies related to parks. The City General Plan Parks, Schools, and Community Facilities 

Element requires residential developers to either build parks or pay in-lieu fees in order to 

contribute to Yuba City’s park system. All future residential development occurring in the 

city would be required to be in accordance with local regulations, including General 
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Plan parkland standards. Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects 

would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal 

of a specific development proposal. Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing 

Element would have no impact regarding park and recreational services. 
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance, or 

policy establishing measures of effectiveness for 

the performance of the circulation system, taking 

into account all modes of transportation including 

mass transit and non-motorized travel and 

relevant components of the circulation system, 

including but not limited to intersections, streets, 

highway and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle 

paths, and mass transit? 

    

b) Conflict with an applicable congestion 

management program, including, but not limited 

to level of service standards and travel demand 

measures, or other standards established by the 

county congestion management agency for 

designated roads or highways? 

    

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including 

either an increase in traffic levels or a change in 

location that results in substantial safety risks? 

    

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design 

feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm 

equipment)? 

    

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs 

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian 

facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance 

or safety of such facilities?  

    

SETTING 

At the core of Yuba City’s circulation network is the roadway system. All modes of transportation 

depend to some degree on the roadway system. In Yuba City, this system is based on a 

traditional grid pattern. Although this pattern has been modified in recent years to include some 

suburban curvilinear streets in the southern and western portions of the city, the predominant 

pattern is grid-based and defined by major roadways such as State Route 99, State Route 20, 

Bridge Street, and Live Oak Boulevard. The roadway system is further defined by the Feather 

River due to the constraints it poses. 

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b) No Impact. The proposed Housing Element includes policies and programs designed to 

facilitate the construction and conservation of housing to meet the City’s affordable 

housing needs. Subsequent residential development projects could result in an increase 
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in traffic on city roadways and a decrease in level of service (LOS) on those roadways. 

However, the Housing Element is a policy-level document that does not include any 

specific development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. All 

future residential development occurring in the city would be required to be in 

accordance with local regulations, including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. 

For instance, Transportation Element Implementing Policy 5.2-I-5 ensures that new 

development pays a fair share of the costs of street and other traffic and transportation 

improvements based on traffic generated and impacts on service levels. Environmental 

impacts of subsequent development projects would also be considered pursuant to 

CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. 

Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact 

regarding traffic levels of service  

c) No Impact. Future residential development under the proposed Housing Element would 

not dramatically increase the use of airports in the vicinity. The Sutter County and Yuba 

County airports are both general aviation airports and provide no commercial passenger 

service. Therefore, no impact would occur relative to an increase in air traffic. 

d–e) No Impact. As discussed under a–b) above, the proposed Housing Element is a policy-

level document that does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it 

grant any entitlements for development that would affect the site design, emergency 

access, or parking of any developments. Future residential development projects will 

require compliance with General Plan policies related to traffic and circulation. 

Therefore, implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact 

regarding roadway hazards or emergency services. 

f) No Impact. As discussed previously, the proposed Housing Element does not include any 

specific development proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. 

Future residential development would be required to comply with General Plan policies 

related to alternative transportation. For instance, Transportation Element Implementing 

Policy 5.3-I-4 requires new development to provide transit improvements where needed. 

Therefore, the proposed Housing Element would not conflict with any local policies or 

ordinances supporting alternative transportation. 
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 

applicable Regional Water Quality Control 

Board? 

    

b) Require or result in the construction of new water 

or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of 

existing facilities, the construction of which could 

cause significant environmental effects? 

    

c) Require or result in the construction of new 

stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of 

existing facilities, the construction of which could 

cause significant environmental effects? 

    

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 

the project from existing entitlements and 

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 

needed? 

    

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 

treatment provider that serves or may serve the 

project that it has adequate capacity to serve the 

project’s projected demand, in addition to the 

provider’s existing commitments? 

    

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 

capacity to accommodate the project’s solid 

waste disposal needs? 

    

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 
    

SETTING 

Sanitary sewer service in Yuba City is provided by the City Utilities Department. The City 

constructed its first municipal sewage treatment plant and collection system near the State 

Route 20 bridge. In the early 1970s, the original sewage treatment plant was abandoned and 

the current Wastewater Treatment Facility (WTF), located farther south, was constructed. The 

treatment plant uses a pure oxygen-activated sludge secondary treatment process, with 

disinfection and dechlorination. The system includes 13 lift stations throughout the city, built 

between 1949 and 2001. Pipe sizes range in diameter from 6 to 36 inches.  

Water supply in the city is provided by the City itself primarily through state Regional Water 

Quality Control Board permits and also through contracts with the Department of Water 

Resources and North Yuba Water District. The water source for the entire water supply is the 

Feather River. The 2010 Urban Water Master Plan identifies and analyzes the City’s water supplies 

and demands through 2035. Based on the current water system, the City expects that it can 

accommodate future growth until 2035 with current infrastructure. The City anticipates that 
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expansions to infrastructure will occur as growth occurs, with funding provided by developer 

fees. Water supply does not pose a constraint to development within the city. 

The City of Yuba City is responsible for the City’s water treatment and distribution system.  The 

City provides potable surface water to development within the City limits and some of the 

surrounding unincorporated region.  Water service is provided to approximately 18,000 service 

connections.  The treatment capacity of the Water Treatment Plant (WTP) is 36 million gallons per 

day (mgd).  The water distribution system includes 20.6 million gallons (mg) of water storage 

capacity. Of that, 8 mg is located at the WTP and 12.6 mg is located throughout the distribution 

system at various locations in the city.  Over 260 miles of water mains, 20.6 mg of water storage 

and 6 pump stations make up the City’s distribution system. Sufficient water distribution 

infrastructure does not pose a constraint to development within the city. 

Franchised solid waste collection and disposal for Yuba City is provided by Recology, which also 

provides recycling services to the city. Yuba City has a contract to send its waste to the Ostrom 

Road Landfill in Wheatland, 10 miles to the southeast in Yuba County. No solid waste 

management facilities or transfer stations are located within Sutter County.  

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a–b, d–e) No Impact. Future residential development in the city would require adequate 

municipal wastewater service and adequate domestic water service, including water 

supplies and wastewater treatment capacity. Increased demand for wastewater and 

water service can also result in the exceedance of wastewater treatment requirements 

and the need for new water or wastewater treatment facilities or the expansion of 

existing facilities. As stated previously, the Housing Element is a policy-level document 

that does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development. All future residential development occurring in the city 

would be required to be in accordance with local regulations. Environmental impacts of 

subsequent development projects would also be considered pursuant to CEQA on a 

case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific development proposal. 

Additionally, future residential development projects will require compliance with 

General Plan policies related to utilities. In addition, future development proposals would 

be reviewed by the appropriate service agencies as part of the development 

application review process in order to ensure that sufficient capacity in all utilities would 

be available on time to maintain desired service levels. Therefore, implementation of the 

2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact regarding a significant increase in 

demand for wastewater and water services. 

c) No Impact. The future development of housing consistent with the 2013–2021 Housing 

Element could increase runoff and alter normal drainage patterns on project sites. All 

potential residential sites identified in the proposed Housing Element are located in 

developed areas of the city, and stormwater drainage facilities already exist. As 

discussed under a–b) and d–e) above, the Housing Element is a policy-level document 

that does not include any specific development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development. Any future residential development in the city would be 

subject to further CEQA review. Therefore, impacts associated with the construction of 

new storm water drainage facilities or the expansion of existing facilities is considered to 

have no impact.  
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f–g) No Impact. As discussed previously, the proposed Housing Element includes policies and 

programs designed to facilitate the construction and conservation of housing to meet 

Yuba City’s affordable housing needs, but it does not include any specific development 

proposals, nor does it grant any entitlements for development. Any future residential 

development would increase the demand for solid waste services in the area and would 

increase the amount of solid waste generated and sent to local landfills. Solid waste 

collection and disposal for single-family and multifamily residential units would be 

serviced by the contracted private hauler, currently Recology. The landfill serving Yuba 

City has permitted capacity to serve future development, with an anticipated closure 

date of December 31, 2066 (CalRecycle 2013). Assembly Bill 939 and the Yuba-Sutter 

Regional Waste Management Authority, which require recycling programs that result in a 

50 percent diversion away from landfills, would apply to new development. Therefore, 

implementation of the 2013–2021 Housing Element would have no impact regarding solid 

waste. 
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XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade 

the quality of the environment, substantially 

reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 

cause a fish or wild-life population to drop 

below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate 

a plant or animal community, reduce the 

number or restrict the range of rare or 

endangered plants or animals, or eliminate 

important examples of the major periods of 

California history or prehistory? 

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are 

individually limited, but cumulatively 

considerable? "Cumulatively considerable" 

means that the incremental effects of a project 

are considerable when viewed in connection 

with the effects of past projects, the effects of 

other current projects, and the effects of 

probable future projects. 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects that 

will cause substantial adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly? 

    

DISCUSSION/CONCLUSION 

a, c) Less Than Significant Impact. The Housing Element is a policy-level document. While the 

Housing Element encourages the provision of a range of housing types and affordability 

levels, it does not include specific development proposals, nor does it grant any 

entitlements for development that would have the potential to degrade the quality of 

the environment to adversely affect human beings. While the Housing Element proposes 

changes to the existing Zoning Ordinance, the changes are procedural or designed to 

comply with state law and do not involve the construction or expansion of any residential 

land uses, nor does the Housing Element propose any land use designation changes. All 

future residential development occurring in the city would be required to be in 

accordance with local regulations, including the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. 

Environmental impacts of subsequent development projects would also be considered 

pursuant to CEQA on a case-by-case basis following submittal of a specific development 

proposal. Future residential development projects would require compliance with 

General Plan policies and other City codes and ordinances intended to protect the 

environment. Therefore, the proposed Housing Element would result in less than 

significant adverse impacts to the environment or to human beings as a result of 

environmental degradation.   
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b) Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed above, the proposed Housing Element is a 

policy-level document that does not propose any specific development. Therefore, 

identifying or analyzing cumulative impacts would be speculative at this time. Future 

residential development projects and/or policies would be subject to environmental 

review, including a review of cumulative impacts. Therefore, impacts would be less than 

significant.  
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EXHIBIT C 
 

RESOLUTION NO. _____ 
 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
YUBA CITY ADOPTING AN AMENDMENT TO THE YUBA 

CITY GENERAL PLAN APPROVING THE 2013-2021 
HOUSING ELEMENT UPDATE, 

FILE NO. GP 13-01 
 
 

WHEREAS, State law requires cities and counties to prepare and adopt a General Plan to 
guide future development of a city or county; and, 

 
WHEREAS, a General Plan must contain seven mandated elements, including a Housing 

Element which sets forth goals, policies and programs to encourage the development of housing 
for all income groups and persons with special needs; and, 

 
WHEREAS, State law requires cities and counties to update their Housing Elements 

every five years to ensure that their plans can accommodate future demand for housing; and, 
 
WHEREAS the Yuba City Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on January 

22, 2014, on the proposed General Plan amendment to the Yuba City General Plan for the 2013-
2021 Housing Element Update; and, 

 
 WHEREAS the Planning Commission found that the proposed General Plan amendment 
is in the public interest;  
 
 WHEREAS, following the public hearing the Planning Commission recommended to the 
City Council of the City of Yuba City that it adopt the Commission’s recommend findings, adopt 
the Negative Declaration and approve the General Plan Amendment for the adoption of the 
2013-2021 Housing Element Update; and,  
 
 WHEREAS the City Council of the City of Yuba City considered said recommendations 
of the Planning Commission on the matter of the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update and 
conducted a public hearing on the matter on February 18, 2014, and after review and 
consideration of the negative declaration found that the negative declaration prepared for the 
project is in conformance with State and local environmental guidelines. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Yuba City 
does hereby approve the 2013-2021 Housing Element Update as attached herein. 
  
 The foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed and adopted by the 
City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on February 18, 2014, by 
the following vote: 



 

                                                                  

 

2 

AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 

                                 ___________________________ 
                                                MAYOR 
 
ATTEST: 
  
______________________________ 
        CITY CLERK 
 



 

Agenda Item 3 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

 
 

Agenda Item 3 

Written Requests 
 
Members of the public submitting written requests at least 24 hours prior to the meeting will normally 
be allotted 5 minutes to speak.  
 
Procedure 
 
When requesting to speak, please indicate your name and the topic and mail to:  
 

City of Yuba City  
Attn: City Clerk 
1201 Civic Center Blvd 
Yuba City CA 95993 

 
Or email to: 
 

Terrel Locke, City Clerk  tlocke@yubacity.net  
 

 
The Mayor will call you to the podium when it is time for you to speak. 
 
 
 

mailto:tlocke@yubacity.net


Agenda Item 4 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

 
 

Agenda Item 4 

Appearance of Interested Citizens 
 
Members of the public may address the City Council on items of interest that are within the City’s 
jurisdiction.  Individuals addressing general comments are encouraged to limit their statements.  
 
Procedure 
 
Complete a Speaker Card located in the lobby and give to the City Clerk.  When a matter is announced, 
wait to be recognized by the Mayor.  Comment should begin by providing your name and place of 
residence.  A three minute limit is requested when addressing Council.  
 
• For Items on the Agenda  

Public comments on items on the agenda are taken during Council’s consideration of each agenda item.  
If you wish to speak on any item appearing on the agenda, please note the number of the agenda item 
about which you wish to speak.  If you wish to speak on more than one item, please fill out a separate 
card for each item. 

 

• Items not listed on the Agenda 

Public comments on items not listed on the agenda will be heard during the Public Communication 
portion of the meeting. 

 

 



Agenda Item 5 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Agenda Item 5 
 

 
Date: February 18, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 
From: Department of Public Works 
 
Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director 
 
 
Summary 
 
Subject: Helen Avenue Drainage Improvements Project (Award) 
 
Recommendation: a. Award Contract No. 13-06, Helen Avenue Drainage Improvements, to 

United Building Contractors, Inc. of Chico, CA in the amount of their bid of 
$157,828.00. 

 
 b. Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract on behalf of the City, 

following approval by the City Attorney. 
  
Fiscal Impact: $173,610.00 – Account No. 921025 (Drainage Improvements), specified as 

follows: 
   $157,828.00 – contract award amount 
   $15,782.00 – construction contingency 
 
 
Purpose: 
 
Establish a drainage system on Helen Avenue between South Barrett Road and Clark Avenue.  
 
Background: 
 
The Helen Avenue Drainage Improvements Project consists of establishing a drainage system on 
Helen Avenue between South Barrett Road and Clark Avenue (Exhibit A). The existing road does 
not have sufficient drainage facilities to prevent stormwater runoff from saturating the shoulder and 
puddling along the edge of the road into residents’ driveways. It is not uncommon for large puddles 
to remain along the entire roadway for several days after a significant rain event. As a result, staff 
proposes to extend the existing storm drain facilities near Clark Ave westward through all of Helen 
Avenue and install drain inlets on both sides of the road approximately 500 feet apart. 
 
On January 7, 2014, Council approved the plans and specifications and authorized the Public Works 
Department to bid the project. 
 
Analysis: 
 
The Helen Avenue Drainage Improvement Project was advertised for bid on January 15, 2014. 
Plans and Specifications were provided to local builder/contractor exchanges and 22 contractors. On 
January 30, 2014, 17 bids were received and opened in the City Clerk’s Office. A list of the bids 
received and the engineer’s estimate are shown on the following page. 



 
 

Company Bid Amount 
United Building Contractors of Chico, CA $157,828.00  
RJ Heuton Construction of Chico, CA $176,854.00  
North Star Construction of Yuba City, CA $188,115.00  
Santos Excavating of Chico, CA $192,725.00  
Martin General Engineering of Rancho Cordova, CA $194,425.00  
Lamon Construction of Yuba City, CA $194,995.00  
Newland Entities of Yuba City, CA $209,726.82  
JD Pasquetti of Lincoln, CA $213,312.00  
RA Martin Constructions of Palo Cedro, CA $217,440.00  
Swan Engineering of Rocklin, CA $223,812.00  
RR Horn Contractors of Chico, CA $230,441.00  
Jason Abel Construction of Corning, CA $238,725.00  
Pfister Excavating of Vallejo, CA $239,714.00  
Civil Engineering Construction of Loomis, CA $247,259.00  
Mendez Construction of Newcastle, CA $259,927.00  
Big Valley Group of Yuba City, CA $260,584.00  
CE Cox Engineering of Orangevale, CA $276,765.00  
Engineer's Estimate $243,000.00 

 
 
United Building Contractors, Inc. of Chico, CA is the low bidder. 
 
Contract administration and inspection of the project will be performed by Public Works Department 
staff. Project construction is expected to begin in March with completion in late April. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
 
Funding for the Helen Avenue Drainage Improvement Project is budgeted in Account No. 921025 
(Drainage Improvements), funded through the Road Fund. Currently, there is approximately 
$234,000 available in this account to construct this project. 
 
Alternatives: 
 
Do not award the contract and reject all bids. 
 
Recommendation: 
 

a. Award Contract No. 13-06, Helen Avenue Drainage Improvements, to United Building 
Contractors, Inc. of Chico, CA in the amount of their bid of $157,828.00. 
 

b. Authorize the City Manager to execute the contract on behalf of the City, following approval 
by the City Attorney. 

 
  



 

Prepared by: Submitted by: 
 
 
/s/ Omar Valle     /s/ Steven C. Kroeger  
Omar Valle  Steven C. Kroeger 
Assistant Engineer  City Manager 
 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
Department Head DL 
 
Finance RB 
 
City Attorney TH 
 
Other   
 



EXHIBIT A - PROJECT AREA

HELEN AVENUE DRAINAGE

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

PROJECT LOCATION

SCALE: 1" = 400'



Agenda Item 6 
 

MINUTES (DRAFT) 
REGULAR MEETING OF THE 

CITY COUNCIL 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
FEBRUARY 4, 2014 

5:00 P.M. – CLOSED SESSION 
6:00 P.M. – REGULAR MEETING 

 
 
Closed Session—Butte Room 
 
Conferred with labor negotiators Steve Kroeger and Natalie Walter regarding negotiations with 
the following associations:  Yuba City Police Officers, Police Sergeants, Yuba City Firefighters 
Local 3793, Yuba City Fire Management, Confidential Employees, Executive Services 
Employees, First Level Managers, Mid Managers, and Public Employees Local No. 1, pursuant 
to Section 54957.6 of the Government Code. 

 
Regular Meeting—Council Chambers  
The City of Yuba City City Council meeting was called to order by Mayor Gill at 6:00 p.m. 
 
Roll Call 
Present: Councilmembers Buckland, Dukes, Maan, Starkey and Mayor Gill 

Absent: None  
 
Invocation 
Councilmember Dukes gave the invocation. 
 
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 
Boy Scout Joel Gale led the Pledge of Allegiance along with Boy Scout Troops 300 and 33. 
 
 
Presentations and Proclamations 
 

1. Sutter Butte Flood Control Flood Efforts Update 
Mike Inamine, Executive Director, and Michael Bessette, Director of Engineering, gave a 
presentation on the activities of the Sutter Butte Flood Control Agency. 

 
 
Public Hearings 
 

2. Yuba City Lighting and Landscape Maintenance District No. 1, Zone of Benefit B_1 
Mayor Gill opened the public hearing, hearing no comment, he closed the public hearing. 

Councilmember Maan moved to adopt Resolution No. 14-008 confirming the diagram 
and assessment and levying assessment for FY 2014-15 for Lighting and Landscape 
Maintenance District No. 1, Zone of Benefit B_1.  (Proportionate maintenance costs for 
Garden Highway landscape medians, located at 1441 & 1445 Garden Highway). 
Councilmember Buckland seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous vote. 



  

 
Public Communication 
3. Written Requests - None 

  
4. Appearance of Interested Citizens - None 
  

Consent Calendar 
 

Councilmember Buckland moved to adopt the Consent Calendar as presented.  Councilmember 
Dukes seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous vote. 
 
5. Minutes of January 21 and January 28, 2014 
 

Approved the City Council Meeting Minutes of January 21, 2014 and Special Meeting 
Minutes of January 28, 2014 

 
General Items 
 

6. CalPERS Employer Paid Member Contribution Resolutions 
 

Councilmember Dukes moved to: 1) Adopt Resolutions 14-009, 14-010, 14-013 
detailing which bargaining units the City is paying a portion or all of the Employer Paid 
Member Contribution, and 2) Adopt Resolutions 14-011 & 14-012 detailing that the City 
is paying and reporting the value of Employer Paid Member Contribution for Police 
Officers’ Association.  Councilmember Maan seconded the motion that passed with a 
unanimous vote. 
 

7. 2013 Homeland Security Grant Program 
Councilmember Maan moved to accept a total of $23,167 in funding from the 2013 
Homeland Security Grant and authorize appropriate modification to the Police 
Department’s budget.  Councilmember Dukes seconded the motion that passed with a 
unanimous vote. 

 

8.  Professional Services Agreement with Bennett Engineering Services for 
engineering services for the Garden Highway Improvements Project – Winship 
Road to Lincoln Road 
The following person spoke: 

Pat Miller, Sutter County Tax Payers Association 

Councilmember Starkey moved to award a professional services agreement to Bennett 
Engineering Services of Roseville, CA for the Garden Highway Improvements Project – 
Winship Road to Lincoln Road in the amount of $140,461 plus $10,000 contingency with 
the finding that it is in the best interest of the City to do so 

 
9. Plumas Boulevard & Town Square Drive Improvements (Plans & Specifications) 
 

Councilmember Starkey moved to: 1) Adopt Resolution No. 14-014 approving the 
installation of a stop sign on westbound Town Square Drive entering Plumas Blvd and 
on southbound Town Square Drive entering C Street; 2) Adopt Resolution No. 14-015 
approving the marking of east-west crosswalks across Plumas Blvd at the intersection of 



  

Plumas Blvd and Town Square Drive; and 3) Adopt Resolution No. 14-016 approving 
the plans and specifications for the Plumas Boulevard & Town Square Improvements 
Project and authorizing advertisement for bids on the project.  Councilmember Maan 
seconded the motion that passed with a unanimous vote.  

 
 
Business from the City Council 
 

10. City Council Reports 
 

- Councilmember Buckland 
- Councilmember Maan 
- Councilmember Starkey 
- Vice Mayor Dukes  
- Mayor Gill 

 
 
Adjournment 
Mayor Gill adjourned the Regular Meeting of the City Council of the City of Yuba City at 7:11 
p.m. 

 

_______________________ 
Kash Gill, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 
 
 
___________________ 
Terrel Locke, City Clerk 
 



Agenda Item 7 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Agenda Item 7 
 

 
Date: February 18, 2014 
 

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 

From: City Clerk 
 

Presentation By: Terrel Locke, City Clerk 
 

 

Summary 
 
Subject: Approve Citizen Commissioner Appointment to the Regional Housing 

Authority Board of Trustees 
 

Recommendation: Approve the Re-appointment of Martha Griese as the Tenant 
Commissioner to the Regional Housing Authority of Sutter and 
Nevada Counties Board of Commissioners 

 

Fiscal Impact: None. 
 
 

Purpose: 

Approval of Regional Housing Authority Citizen Commissioner Appointment.   
 
Background & Analysis: 

Per the Agreement with the Regional Housing Authority of Sutter and Nevada Counties, 
each Governing Body shall appoint a citizen representative for a term of four years, per 
Section 324246.5 of the California Health & Safety Code.  

Martha Griese, CEO at American Red Cross, was originally appointed by the City Council 
on July 20, 2010 to serve as Yuba City’s Citizen Representative on the Regional Housing 
Authority.   Reappointment would extend Mrs. Greise’s term to December 31, 2017.  
 
Fiscal Impact: 

None. 
 
Alternatives: 

Do not approve. 
 
Recommendation: 

Approve the re-appointment of Martha Griese as the Tenant Commissioner to the Regional 
Housing Authority of Sutter and Nevada Counties Board of Commissioners 
 
 
 



   

 
Submitted By: 
 
 
 
 
/s/ Terrel Locke     
Terrel Locke 
City Clerk 
 
 
 
Reviewed By: 
 
 
City Manager      SK 



Agenda Item 8 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

STAFF REPORT 
 

 

Agenda Item 8 
 

 
Date: February 18, 2014 
 

To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 

From: Community Development Department 
 

Presentation By: Aaron M. Busch, Community Development Director 
 

 

Summary 
 
Subject: Approve Planning Commissioner Appointment to the Yuba City 

Representative on the Sutter County Planning Commission. 
 

Recommendation: Approve the appointment of Jana Shannon as the Yuba City Planning 
Commissioner Representative on the Sutter County Planning 
Commission. 

 

Fiscal Impact: None. 
 
 

Purpose: 

Approval of Yuba City Planning Commissioner Representative appointment to the Sutter County 
Planning Commission.   
 
Background: 

Per the Bylaws for the City’s Planning Commission, a representative from the Yuba City 
Planning Commission is to serve as a representative on the Sutter County Planning 
Commission.  Likewise, a representative from the Sutter County Planning Commission 
occupies one of the seven spots on the Yuba City Planning Commission. 

At their January 22, 2014 Planning Commission meeting, the Commission elected Preet 
Didbal to serve as Chairman; Karm Bains as Vice-Chairman; and, Jana Shannon as the 
representative to the Sutter County Planning Commission. 
 
Analysis: 

In accordance with the Planning Commission bylaws, the appointment of the 
representative to the Sutter County Planning Commission shall be submitted to the City 
Council for endorsement.  Staff supports the action by the Planning Commission and 
recommends Council approval. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 

None. 
 
 



   

Recommendation: 

Approve the appointment of Jana Shannon as the Yuba City Planning Commissioner 
Representative on the Sutter County Planning Commission 
 
 
Submitted By: 
 
 
/s/ Aaron M. Busch    
Aaron M. Busch 
Community Development Director 
 
 
 
Reviewed By: 
 
 
City Manager    SK   



Agenda Item 9 
CITY OF YUBA CITY 

STAFF REPORT 
 

Agenda Item 9 
 

Date: February 18, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 
From: Administration 
 
Presentation By: Darin E. Gale, Economic Development Manager 

 

Summary 
Subject: 2013-14 Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Application in the amount 

of $975,000 for the Yuba City Highway 20 Community Plan 

Recommendation: Adopt a resolution approving the application for grant funds for the 
Sustainable Communities Planning Grant and Incentives Program under the 
Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and 
Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84)  

Fiscal Impact: This grant application does not require a local match. All CEQA related costs 
are not payable under this grant program and will require future local funding 
if grant is awarded  

 

Background: 
The State of California, through the Strategic Growth Council, is requesting proposals for the second 
round of funding under the Sustainable Communities Planning Grant and Incentive Program. The 
Sustainable Communities Planning Grant is funded by Proposition 84, the Safe Drinking Water, 
Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006.   

This grant program implements the vision of the Governor and Legislature to foster the development 
of sustainable communities throughout California. It is designed to help local governments meet the 
challenges of adopting land use plans and integrating strategies in order to transform communities 
and create long-term prosperity. Sustainable communities are to promote equity, strengthen the 
economy, protect the environment and promote healthy, safe communities.  The primary goal of this 
grant program is to develop and implement plans that reduce greenhouse gas emissions and 
achieve the following objectives: 

Grant Objectives 
Improve Air and Water Quality Promote Public Health 
Promote Equity Increase Housing Affordability 
Increase Infill & Compact Development Revitalize Urban & Community Centers 
Protect Natural Resources & Ag Lands Reduce Auto Usage & Fuel Consumption 
Improve Infrastructure Systems Promote Water Conservation 
Promote Energy Efficiency & Conservation Strengthen the Economy 
 
Cities, counties, Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs), 
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs), Councils of Governments (COGs), or 
combination thereof, are eligible to apply. It is anticipated that proposals funded under this program 
will be not less than $100,000, nor greater than $1,000,000 each.  There is no local match required 
under this grant, although local financial participation is encouraged.  In addition all CEQA related 
costs are not payable under this grant program and will require future local funding if grant is 
awarded. 



       

 
Analysis: 
City staff submitted a grant application for this grant in 2010 and 2012 and the City was 
unsuccessful in receiving a grant award.  Subsequently staff has met with the Strategic Growth 
Council to review our past grant applications.  Although the City was not awarded grant funding, our 
application was very competitive.  We believe an expanded project and key improvements to our 
application will make the Yuba City’s Highway 20/Colusa Ave Community Plan grant application 
more competitive in this round of funding.   

The project entails creation of a specific plan for the Highway 20 corridor from the 10th Street Bridge 
to the intersection of Highway 99 and completion of an updated Central City Specific plan.  We 
anticipate applying for a $975,000 grant to implement the Yuba City Highway 20 Community Plan 
and have attached a draft budget to this report. This grant application will help set the stage to 
improve one of our key corridors and economic vitality of the Highway 20 corridor from the bridge to 
Highway 99. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
 
Under the Sustainable Communities Planning Grant, money spent on authorized expenses by the 
local agency will be 100% reimbursed by the State.  As local funds are expended on program-
related activities, proper documentation will be forwarded to the State for reimbursement. If grant is 
received, the cost of environmental studies for the Highway 20 Specific Plan will be required of the 
City. 
       
Alternatives: 
 

Do not authorize the submission of an application under the Sustainable Communities Planning 
Grant and Incentive Program. 
 
Recommendation: 
 

Adopt a resolution approving the application for grant funds for the Sustainable Communities 
Planning Grant and Incentives Program under the Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, 
Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84). 
 
 
Prepared By:      Submitted By: 
 
 
 
/s/ Darin E. Gale     /s/ Steven C. Kroeger  
Darin E. Gale      Steven C. Kroeger 
Economic Development Manager   City Manager 
 
Attachments 

1. Grant Resolution 
2. Draft Grant Budget 

 
Reviewed By: 
 
Finance      RB      
 
City Attorney      TH   
 



 

 
Resolution No: _______________________ 

 
City of Yuba City 

APPROVING THE APPLICATION FOR GRANT FUNDS FOR THE SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES PLANNING GRANT AND INCENTIVES 
PROGRAM UNDER THE SAFE DRINKING WATER, WATER QUALITY AND SUPPLY, FLOOD CONTROL, RIVER AND COASTAL PROTECTION 

BOND ACT OF 2006 (PROPOSITION 84)  
 

 WHEREAS, the Legislature and Governor of the State of California have provided funds for the program shown above; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Strategic Growth Council has been delegated the responsibility for the administration of this grant program, 

establishing necessary procedures; and 
 
 WHEREAS, said procedures established by the Strategic Growth Council require a resolution certifying the approval of 

application(s) by the Applicants governing board before submission of said application(s) to the State; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the applicant, if selected, will enter into an agreement with the State of California to carry out the development 

of the proposal. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that theCity of Yuba City 
 

1. Approves the filing of an application for theYuba City Highway 20 Community Plan in order to become a sustainable 
community; 

 
2. Certifies that applicant understands the assurances and certification in the application, and  

 
3. Certifies that applicant or title holder will have sufficient funds to develop the Proposal or will secure the resources 

to do so, and  
 

4. Certifies that the Proposal will comply with any applicable laws and regulations.   
 

5. Appoints the City Manager, or designee, as agent to conduct all negotiations, execute and submit all documents 
including, but not limited to applications, agreements, payment requests and so on, which may be necessary for the 
completion of the aforementioned project(s). 

 
Approved and adopted the ________day of ________________ 20____. I, the undersigned, hereby certify that the 
foregoing Resolution Number __________ was duly adopted by the City of Yuba City. 

 
Following Roll Call Vote:    Ayes:  _________ 

Nos:  _________ 
Absent:  _________ 

 
______________________________________ 
Clerk/Secretary for the Governing Board 



Draft Budget  
 

Proposal Element 
 

Total Cost 
 

Council Grant 
 

In-Kind Match 
 

Cash Match 
 

Background 
Background/Research 

of Project Area 

  $15,000.00  

Kick Off 
Public Work Shop(s) 

and Visioning  

  $5,000.00  

Central City Specific 
Plan 

 

  $100,000.00  

Task A 
 Project Initiation/ 

Opportunities and 
Constraints 

$10,000.00 $10,000.00   

Task B 
Land Use and 

Circulation Plan 
Concept Alternatives 

$50,000.00 $50,000.00   

Task C 
Refined Land Use and 

Circulation Concept 
Plan 

$45,000.00 $45,000.00   

Task D   
Infrastructure 

Analysis(Water, Sewer 
and Drainage 

Improvement Plan) 

$80,000.00 $80,000.00   

Task E 
Traffic Study/ 

Transportation Options 
Analysis 

$100,000.00 $100,000.00   

Task F 
Public Workshops/ 

Meetings (4) 

$25,000.00 $25,000.00   

Task G 
Design Character, 

Guidelines, Standards 

$65,000.00 $65,000.00   

Task H 
Specific Plan 
Preparation 

$210,000.00 $210,000.00   

Task I 
Final Specific Plan 

$20,000.00 $20,000.00   

Task J   
Consultant Project 

Management 

$60,000.00 $60,000.00   

Task K 
Public Hearings 

$20,000.00 $20,000.00   

Task L 
Green House Gas 

Analysis and Health 

$60,000.00 $60,000.00   



Risk Assessment 
Task M   

Economic Analysis 
$35,000.00 $35,000.00   

Proposal Element 
 

Total Cost 
 

Council Grant 
 

In-Kind Match 
 

Cash Match 
 

Primary Grant Task 
Budget 

$780,000.00 $780,000.00   

Grant Administration 
by City of Yuba City 

(13%) 

$101,400.00 $101,400.00   

Grant Contingency 
(10%) 

$78,000.00 $78,000.00   

 
Total Grant Budget 

 

 
$959,400.00 

 
$959,400.00 
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CITY OF YUBA CITY 
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Agenda Item 10 
 

 
Date: February 18, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 
From: Department of Public Works 
 
Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director 
 
 
Summary 
 
Subject: King Avenue Safe Routes to School Project (Plans and Specifications) 
 
Recommendation: Adopt a resolution approving the plans and specifications for the King 

Avenue Safe Routes to School Project and authorizing advertisement for bids 
on the project. 

 
Fiscal Impact: Engineer’s Estimate $827,000.  Account No. 921162-65501 (King Avenue 

Safe Routes to School).  
 
 
Purpose: 
 
Establish sidewalks and Class II bicycle lanes on both sides of King Avenue between Clark Avenue 
and Live Oak Boulevard.  
 
Background: 
 
In March 2012, the Public Works Department submitted a State-legislated Safe Routes to School 
(SR2S) application to Caltrans for the purpose of adding sidewalks and Class II Bicycle Lanes to 
King Avenue between Clark Avenue and Live Oak Boulevard (Exhibit A). The project also includes 
pedestrian access ramps, curbs and gutters, miscellaneous drainage improvements, and 
bicycle/pedestrian safety education programs for students at King Avenue Elementary School. 
 
This project is needed because during rain events large puddles form on the road shoulder forcing 
pedestrians, including primarily young school children and parents with strollers, to walk in the 
roadway to get to/from school. In July 2012, Caltrans recognized this need and approved funding in 
the amount of $450,000 through the SR2S Program towards the project. 
 
The Public Works Department is moving forward with the design of the King Avenue Safe Routes to 
School Project. Coordination of project improvements with property owners adjacent to the project, 
as well as King Avenue Elementary School, has been on-going throughout 2013. Coordination with 
PG&E for gas main and power pole relocations has also been on-going.  
 
Analysis: 
 
Public Works has prepared the plans, specifications, and estimate for the King Avenue Safe Routes 
to School Project. With Council approval of the plans and specifications and authorization to bid, 
staff anticipates the following schedule to complete the project: 



 
 
 Advertise for bid: February-March 2014 
 Award Contract: April 2014 
 Start of construction: June 2014 
 Completion:  August 2014 
 
The plans and specifications for the project are on file in the Public Works office for review. 
 
Construction management and inspection will be administered by the City’s Public Works 
Department. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
 
The estimated total cost for the project is $827,000, with $450,000 provided by the State-legislated 
Safe Routes to School Program and the balance of $377,000 provided by the Road Fund. There is a 
Road Fund balance of approximately $362,000 remaining in Account No. 921162 (Safe Routes to 
School – King Avenue). An additional transfer from the Road Fund will be requested at the time of 
project award, if necessary. There is approximately $1 million available in the Road Fund at this 
time. 
 
Alternatives: 
 
Delay or modify recommended action. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
Adopt a resolution approving the plans and specifications for the King Avenue Safe Routes to 
School Project and authorizing advertisement for bids on the project. 
 
 
 
Prepared by: Submitted by: 
 
 
/s/ Kevin Bradford  /s/ Steven C. Kroeger  
Kevin Bradford  Steven C. Kroeger 
Senior Engineer  City Manager 
 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
Department Head DL 
 
Finance RB 
 
Other   
 



RESOLUTION NO. _________ 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY 
APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE KING 

AVENUE SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING 
ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS ON THE PROJECT. 

 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City 
that the plans and specifications for the King Avenue Safe Routes to School Project be 
approved. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City of 
Yuba City that the Department of Public Works is hereby authorized and directed to 
advertise for bids for the King Avenue Safe Routes to Project. 
 
 The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed, and adopted 
by the City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18th 
day of February 2014. 
 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
   
 MAYOR 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
 CITY CLERK 
 
 



EXHIBIT A - PROJECT AREA

KING AVENUE

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL

PROJECT

PROJECT LOCATION

SCALE: 1" = 400'
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CITY OF YUBA CITY 
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Agenda Item 11 
 

Date: February 18, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor  & Members of the City Council 
 
From: Department of Public Works 
 
Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director 
 
 

Summary 
 
Subject: Garden Highway Road Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship Project (Plans 

and Specifications) 
 
Recommendation: Adopt a resolution approving the plans and specifications for the Garden 

Highway Road Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship Project and authorizing 
advertisement for bids on the project. 

 
Fiscal Impact: Engineer’s Estimate $998,000.  Account No. 931154-65501 (Garden 

Highway Rehabilitation).  
 

 
Purpose: 
 
Construct an asphalt concrete overlay of Garden Highway between Franklin Avenue and Winship 
Road, as well as fill in the last remaining gap in the sidewalk and Class II bicycle lane on west side 
of the street.  
 
Background: 
 
The City has obtained approximately $832,000 in federal funding – approximately $672,000 in 
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds and approximately $160,000 in 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds – specifically for 
rehabilitating Garden Highway between Franklin Avenue and Winship Road, as well as filling in 
the last remaining gap in the sidewalk and Class II bicycle lane on the west side of the street. 
This funding is separate from the funding received for widening Garden Highway between 
Winship Road and Lincoln Road. RSTP and CMAQ funds have a local match requirement of 
11.47%. 
 
The proposed project largely involves surface grinding the existing asphalt, placing pavement 
reinforcing fabric, applying an asphalt concrete overlay, and providing new traffic markings and 
striping. Approximately 160 linear feet of curb, gutter, sidewalk, and paved bike lane/shoulder 
will be added just south of Percy Avenue to fill in the last remaining gap of sidewalk and bike 
lane on the west side of the street. 
 
Analysis: 
 
Public Works has prepared the plans, specifications, and estimate for the Garden Highway Road 
Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship Project. With Council approval of the plans and specifications 
and authorization to bid, staff anticipates the following schedule to complete the project: 



 
 
 Advertise for bid: February-March 2014 
 Award Contract: April 2014 
 Start of construction: May 2014 
 Completion:  July 2014 
 
The plans and specifications for the project are on file in the Public Works office for review. 
 
Construction management and inspection will be administered by the City’s Public Works 
Department. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
 
The estimated total cost for the project is $998,000, which would be funded as follows through CIP 
Account No. 931154-65501 (Garden Highway Rehabilitation): 
 

Federal RSTP funds: $672,000 
Federal CMAQ funds:  $160,000 
Local agency funds: $166,000 

 
The City will be required to temporarily fund the entire project cost until federal reimbursements 
have been made. 
 
Detailed fiscal impacts will be presented to Council at the award of the contract based on the 
actual bid amount.  
 
Alternatives: 
 
Delay or modify recommended action. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
Adopt a resolution approving the plans and specifications for the Garden Highway Road 
Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship Project and authorizing advertisement for bids on the project. 
 
 
 
Prepared by: Submitted by: 
 
 
/s/ Kevin Bradford  /s/ Steven C. Kroeger  
Kevin Bradford  Steven C. Kroeger 
Senior Engineer  City Manager 
 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
Department Head DL 
 
Finance RB 
 
Other   
 



RESOLUTION NO. _________ 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY 
APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE GARDEN 

HIGHWAY ROAD REHABILITATION – FRANKLIN TO WINSHIP 
PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS ON THE 

PROJECT. 
 

 
 BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City 
that the plans and specifications for the Garden Highway Road Rehabilitation – Franklin 
to Winship Project be approved. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City of 
Yuba City that the Department of Public Works is hereby authorized and directed to 
advertise for bids for the Garden Highway Road Rehabilitation – Franklin to Winship 
Project. 
 
 The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed, and adopted 
by the City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18th 
day of February 2014. 
 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
   
 MAYOR 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
 CITY CLERK 
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Date: February 18, 2014 
 
To: Honorable Mayor & Members of the City Council 
 
From: Public Works Department 
 
Presentation by: Diana Langley, Public Works Director 
 
 
Summary 
 
Subject: ADA Improvements 2014 Project (Plans & Specifications) 
 
Recommendation: Adopt a resolution approving the plans and specifications for the ADA 

Improvements 2014 Project and authorizing advertisement for bids on the 
project. 

 
Fiscal Impact: Engineer’s Estimate $230,000 – Account Nos. 921171 & 961171 (ADA Public 

Facilities Sidewalk Improvements)  
 
 
Purpose: 
 
To continue implementation of the City’s Title II ADA Self Evaluation and Transition Plan to promote full 
participation, self-sufficiency, and equal opportunity for persons with disabilities in the public right-of-way. 
 
Background: 
 
On July 17, 2012, the City adopted the ADA Self-Evaluation & Transition Plan for the Public Right of Way 
(Transition Plan). This identifies physical obstacles in Yuba City’s public right-of-way facilities which limit 
accessibility to individuals with disabilities. In addition, the Transition Plan describes methods to achieve 
ADA compliance. Through several projects over the past year, the first year improvements identified in 
the Transition Plan have been completed or are scheduled to be completed through current projects. 
 
The Public Works Department is moving forward with the design of the second year improvements as 
identified by Engineering Staff using the methods described in the Transition Plan. These second year 
improvements include the upgrade of 39 pedestrian access ramps and 2 sidewalks at locations shown on 
Exhibits A and B. 
 
Analysis: 
 
Public Works has prepared the plans, specifications, and estimate for the ADA Improvements 2014 
Project. With Council approval of the plans and specifications and authorization to bid, staff anticipates 
the following schedule to complete the project: 
 
 Advertise for bid: February 2014 
 Open bids: March 2014 
 Award contract: April 2014 
 Start of construction: May 2014 
 Complete construction: June 2014 



 
The plans and specifications for the project are on file in the Public Works Department for review. 
 
Construction management and inspection will be administered by the City’s Public Works Department. 
 
Fiscal Impact: 
 
The estimated total construction cost is $230,000. Funding for this project is budgeted in Account Nos. 
921171 & 961171 - 65501 (ADA Public Facilities Sidewalk Improvements), funded through Road funds 
($50,000) and Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds ($180,000). Currently, there are 
sufficient funds in these accounts to construct this project. Additional project costs will include design, 
project management and construction inspection by Public Works staff. 
 
Alternatives: 
 
Delay or modify the recommended action. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
Adopt a resolution approving the plans and specifications for the ADA Improvements 2014 Project and 
authorizing advertisement for bids on the project. 

 
Prepared by: Submitted by: 
 
 
/s/ Omar Valle   /s/ Steven C. Kroeger  
Omar Valle  Steven C. Kroeger 
Assistant Engineer  City Manager 
 
 
Reviewed by: 
 
Department Head DL 
 
Finance RB 
 
City Attorney TH 
 
Other   
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EXHIBIT A - PROJECT AREAS

ADA IMPROVEMENTS 2014
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EXHIBIT B - PROJECT AREAS (CONTINUED)

ADA IMPROVEMENTS 2014

SCALE: 1" = 250'
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RESOLUTION NO. _________ 
 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF YUBA CITY 
APPROVING THE PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR THE 
ADA IMPROVEMENTS 2014 PROJECT AND AUTHORIZING 

ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS ON THE PROJECT. 
 

 
 BE IT RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City of Yuba City 
that the plans and specifications for the ADA Improvements 2014 Project be approved. 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the City Council of the City of 
Yuba City that the Department of Public Works is hereby authorized and directed to 
advertise for bids for the ADA Improvements 2014 Project. 
 
 The foregoing resolution was duly and regularly introduced, passed, and adopted 
by the City Council of the City of Yuba City at a regular meeting thereof held on the 18th 
day of February 2014. 
 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
   
 MAYOR 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
 CITY CLERK 
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Agenda Item 13 
 

 
 
City Council Reports 
 

- Councilmember Buckland 
- Councilmember Maan 
- Councilmember Starkey 
- Vice Mayor Dukes 
- Mayor Gill 

 
 

 
Adjournment 
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