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Sacramento International Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) 

Frequently Asked Questions #2:  Initial Study Findings 

(May 28, 2013) 

 

Where can the proposed Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan for Sacramento International Airport be 
viewed? 

You may download the proposed plan and a Frequently Asked Questions document about the role of 
the Airport Land Use Commission  at http://www.sacog.org/airport/ 

 

What are the key differences between the proposed Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan and the 
current plan adopted in 1994? 

The key differences are derived from the fact that the operations and facilities at Sacramento 
International Airport have changed since 1994, and that State’s guidance on ALUCPs has evolved.  Map 1 
shows the comparison of the two plans.  The important differences are: 

- The noise contours have shrunk dramatically, in part due to less noisy aircraft and changes in 
flight patterns.  Map #2A and 2B attached shows those differences.  The jurisdictions of the city 
of Sacramento and Sacramento County and small portions of Yolo County are affected. 

- The overall outline of the safety zones (Map 3A and 3B) remains roughly the same, but within 
that outline, there are more safety zones in the proposed plan (three different zones in the 1994 
plan versus six in the proposed).  The new zones closest to the end of the runway have more 
restrictions regarding appropriate land uses, and those farther away have fewer land use 
restrictions.  Only the jurisdictions of the city of Sacramento and Sacramento County and small 
portions of Yolo County are affected, as it is in the 1994 plan. 

- The height restrictions are a function of Federal Aviation Administration’s Part 77 Regulations.  
The 1994 plan reflects an earlier airport master plan that proposed 3,400-foot northward 
extensions of both runways. The proposed ALUCP is based on more recent planning by SCAS 
which extends only the eastern runway and includes a third runway to the west.   

- Airspace protection includes, in addition to height, electrical interference with navigational 
signals, lighting that could be mistaken for airport lighting, glare (e.g, solar panel farm) or 
impaired visibility.  The cities of Davis, Woodland, West Sacramento, Sacramento and the 
counties of Sutter, Sacramento and Yolo are affected by airspace protection.  Proposed 
development projects within the Airport Influence Area (see Map #1)  that could impact the 
airport operations in these ways would need to be reviewed. 

http://www.sacog.org/airport/
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- Local land use actions that are within 10,000 feet of the airport that could promote attracting 
wildlife to interfere with airport operations are subject to ALUC review.  See Map #4. 

 

What does the Initial Study say about environmental factors potentially affected? 

The Initial Study states that the proposed project does not have a significant effect on the environment 
and no mitigation measures are necessary.  A negative declaration will be prepared if the Initial Study is 
approved by the Airport Land Use Commission.   

The Initial Study states that there are findings of “Less than Significant Impact” in all of the following 
categories:  Aesthetics, Agricultural and Forest Resources, Air Quality; Biological Resources; Cultural 
Resources; Geology, Soils and Seismicity; Greenhouse Gas Emissions;  Hazards and Hazardous Materials; 
Hydrology and Water Quality,;  Land Use and Land Use Planning,; Mineral Resources,; Noise;  Population 
and Housing; Public Services; Recreation; Transportation and Traffic; Utilities and Service Systems;  and 
Mandatory Findings of Significance.   

 

What are some of the key findings in the Initial Study? 

Biological Resources (Wildlife):   For the purposes of evaluating land uses with the potential to attract 
hazardous wildlife, the Draft ALUCP’s policies focus on areas within 10,000 feet of SMF’s Air Operation 

Area (AOA) and then everywhere else within the AIA. As recommended by the FAA1, the 10,000-foot 
buffer area is an area that should remain free of land uses that attract hazardous wildlife. Pursuant to 
this directive, Policy 3.4.3(b) of the Draft ALUCP states that any land use project that the FAA suggests 
avoiding within 10,000 feet of SMF’s AOA will be deemed incompatible. The Draft ALUCP does not affect 
existing land uses, and therefore would have no influence over the current conservation lands located 
within SMF’s 10,000-foot buffer area. Per Policy 3.4.3(b), however, new conservation lands would 
potentially be deemed incompatible. Any indirect effect that may arise from shifts in future mitigation 
land patterns is uncertain. Moreover, it is speculative to anticipate the specific characteristics of any future 
mitigation land acquisitions, as the location, type, or extent is not known. Though it would be subject to 
the review of the ALUC and applicable local agencies, some types of mitigation banks could be 
considered compatible within the 10,000-foot separation area, provided it is determined that it would 
not result in a net increase of wildlife hazards. In some instances, development of a mitigation bank may 
actually be preferable to the existing land use. For example, when a mitigation area would replace 
active agricultural fields it would remove a source of food for certain types of migratory birds and other 
hazardous wildlife. 

                                                           
1 See: FAA Advisory Circular 150/5200-33B, Hazardous Wildlife Attractants On or Near Airports. 
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Land Use:  The Airport Influence Area of the proposed plan, shown on Map #1, encompasses a large 
area that includes Sacramento County, Sutter County, Yolo County, and the cities of Davis, Woodland, 
Sacramento, and West Sacramento.   Adoption of the Draft ALUCP has the potential to influence future 
development patterns in these jurisdictions; however, the policies set forth in the Draft ALUCP do not 
apply to existing land uses, whether or not they currently conform to the policies established in the 
Draft ALUCP.  

Noise:  Noise contours that extend off SMF property primarily fall within areas that have been 
designated by various jurisdictions for agriculture and agricultural-related uses. While the primary intent 
of these zoning districts is to allow for agricultural production, agriculture zoning designations for 
Sacramento, Sutter, and Yolo County also allow for other noise-sensitive uses including, single-family 
residential, family day care, residential care homes, and schools. Per the criteria set forth in the 
proposed ALUCP, these types of land uses would not be compatible within the 60-CNEL noise contour 
depicted on Map 2A and 2B. However, these areas are currently used for agriculture production, and are 
therefore considered existing uses that are compatible with the noise policies set forth in the Draft 
ALUCP. A potential conflict would only occur if an existing agricultural parcel were re-zoned or 
redeveloped to a non-compatible use. Moreover, any uses allowed by right or that require only 
ministerial local agency approval would not be affected by the Draft ALUCP. Therefore, potential 
impacts from any conflicts between the Draft ALUCP and the land use goals for agricultural zoning 
designations within each of these counties are considered less than significant.  

 

 

 

 


