
  

 

 

 

   

 
 

 
PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA 

July 1, 2020 
CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

6:30 p.m. 
50 Natoma Street 

Folsom, California 95630 

 

Pursuant to Governor Newsom’s Executive Order N-29-20, members of the Folsom Planning Commission 

and staff may participate in this meeting via teleconference. 

Due to the coronavirus (COVID-19) public health emergency, the City of Folsom is allowing remote public 

input during Commission meetings. Members of the public are encouraged to participate by e-mailing 

comments to kmullett@folsom.ca.us. E-mailed comments must be received no later than thirty minutes before 

the meeting and will be read aloud at the meeting during the agenda item. Please make your comments brief. 

Written comments submitted and read into the public record must adhere to the principles of the three-minute 

speaking time permitted for in-person public comment at Commission meetings. Members of the public 

wishing to participate in this meeting via teleconference may email kmullett@folsom.ca.us no later than thirty 

minutes before the meeting to obtain call-in information. Each meeting may have different call-in information. 

Verbal comments via teleconference must adhere to the principles of the three-minute speaking time permitted 

for in-person public comment at Planning Commission meetings.  

Members of the public may continue to participate in the meeting in person at Folsom City Hall, 50 

Natoma Street, Folsom CA while maintaining appropriate social distancing.  

 

CALL TO ORDER PLANNING COMMISSION: Jennifer Lane, Andrew Grant, Vice Chair Eileen Reynolds, Daniel 

West, Kevin Duewel, Barbara Leary, Chair Justin Raithel 

 

Any documents produced by the City and distributed to the Planning Commission regarding any item on this agenda 

will be made available at the Community Development Counter at City Hall located at 50 Natoma Street, Folsom, 

California and at the table to the left as you enter the Council Chambers. The meeting is available to view via 

webcast on the City’s website the day after the meeting. 

 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 

CITIZEN COMMUNICATION: The Planning Commission welcomes and encourages participation in City Planning 

Commission meetings, and will allow up to five minutes for expression on a non-agenda item. Matters under the 

jurisdiction of the Commission, and not on the posted agenda, may be addressed by the general public; however, 

California law prohibits the Commission from taking action on any matter which is not on the posted agenda unless 

it is determined to be an emergency by the Commission.  

 

MINUTES 

 

The minutes of June 17, 2020 will be presented for approval. 
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PUBLIC HEARING 

 

1. PN 19-388, Rockcress Subdivision Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, Residential Design 

Review, and Minor Administrative Modification and Determination that the Project is Exempt from 

CEQA 

 A Public Hearing to consider a request from East Carpenter Improvement Company, LLC for approval of a

 Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, Residential Design Review, and Minor Administrative 

 Modification for development of a 118-unit single-family residential subdivision on a 14.2-acre site located 

 at the northeast corner of East Bidwell Street and Savannah Parkway within the Folsom Plan Area.  The 

 Specific Plan classification for the site is SP-MLD-PD, while the General Plan Land Use designation is MLD. 

 The project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act in accordance with Government Code 

 section 65457 and section 15182 of the CEQA Guidelines. (Project Planner: Principal Planner, Steve 

 Banks  / Applicant: East Carpenter Improvement Company, LLC) 

2. PN 19-396, College Point Business Center Sign Criteria Planned Development Permit Modification 

and Determination that the Project is Exempt from CEQA 

 A Public Hearing to consider a request from Weidner CA for approval of the College Point Business 

 Center Sign Criteria Planned Development Permit Modification located at 2600 E. Bidwell Street.  The 

 zoning classification for the site is SP 95-1, and the General Plan land-use designation is  IND. The 

 project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act in accordance with Section 15301 

 of the CEQA Guidelines.  (Project Planner: Josh Kinkade/Applicant: Weidner CA) 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION / PLANNING MANAGER REPORT 

 

The next Planning Commission meeting is scheduled for July 15, 2020. Additional non-public hearing items may 

be added to the agenda; any such additions will be posted on the bulletin board in the foyer at City Hall at least 72 

hours prior to the meeting. Persons having questions on any of these items can visit the Community Development 

Department during normal business hours (8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.) at City Hall, 2nd Floor, 50 Natoma Street, Folsom, 

California, prior to the meeting. The phone number is (916) 461-6203 and FAX number is (916) 355-7274. 
 

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a disabled person and you need a disability-related 

modification or accommodation to participate in the meeting, please contact the Community Development 

Department at (916) 461-6203, (916) 355-7274 (fax) or kmullett@folsom.ca.us.  Requests must be made as early 

as possible and at least two-full business days before the start of the meeting. 

 

 

NOTICE REGARDING CHALLENGES TO DECISIONS 

The appeal period for Planning Commission Action: Any appeal of a Planning Commission action must be filed, in writing with 

the City Clerk’s Office no later than ten (10) days from the date of the action pursuant to Resolution No. 8081. Pursuant to all 

applicable laws and regulations, including without limitation, California Government Code Section 65009 and or California Public 

Resources Code Section 21177, if you wish to challenge in court any of the above decisions (regarding planning, zoning and/or 

environmental decisions), you may be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing(s) 

described in this notice/agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the City at, or prior to, the public hearing 
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PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES 
June 17, 2020 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
6:30 P.M. 

50 Natoma Street 
Folsom, CA 95630 

  
   

CALL TO ORDER PLANNING COMMISSION: Andrew Grant, Vice Chair Eileen Reynolds, Daniel West, Kevin 
Duewel, Barbara Leary, Jennifer Lane, Chair Justin Raithel 
 
 
ABSENT:  Grant absent for Item No. 1 
 
 
CITIZEN COMMUNICATION:  None 
 
 
MINUTES:   The minutes of June 3, 2020 were approved as submitted. 

 

 
NEW BUSINESS 

 
1. PN 20-060, White Rock Springs Ranch Villages 8 and 9 Residential Design Review 

A Public Meeting to consider a request from JMC Homes for approval of Residential Design Review 
for 86 single-family residential homes situated within Villages 8 and 9 of the previously approved White 
Rock Springs Ranch Subdivision project.  The Specific Plan classification for the site is SP-SF, while 
the General Plan Land Use designation is SF.  The City, as lead agency, previously determined that 
the White Rock Springs Ranch Subdivision project is entirely consistent with the Folsom Plan Area 
Specific Plan (FPASP) and therefore the project is exempt from the California Environmental Quality 
Act as provided by Government Code section 65457 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162. (Project 
Planner: Principal Planner, Steve Banks / Applicant: JMC Homes) 
 
COMMISSIONER DUEWEL MOVED TO APPROVE A RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW 
APPLICATION FOR 86 SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL UNITS AS ILLUSTRATED ON 
ATTACHMENTS 7 THROUGH 12 FOR THE WHITE ROCK SPRINGS RANCH VILLAGES 8 AND 9 
PROJECT (PN 20-060) SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS: GENERAL FINDINGS A & B, 
CEQA FINDING C-G, DESIGN REVIEW FINDINGS H-J, & CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL NOS. 1-14. 

  
 COMMISSIONER LEARY SECONDED THE MOTION, WHICH CARRIED THE FOLLOWING  

  VOTE: 
 
 AYES: REYNOLDS, WEST, DUEWEL, LEARY, LANE, RAITHEL 
 NOES: NONE 
 ABSTAIN: NONE 
 ABSENT: GRANT 
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PUBLIC HEARING 
 

2. PN 20-024, Mangini Ranch Village 7 Planned Development Permit Modification and Residential 
Design Review 

 
 A Public Hearing to consider a request from Signature Homes for approval of a Planned Development 
 Permit Modification and Residential Design Review for 68 single-family residential homes situated 
 within Village 7 of the previously approved Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project.  The Specific 
 Plan classification for the site is SP-MLD-PD, while the General Plan Land Use designation is MLD.  
 The City, as lead agency, previously determined that the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project 
 is entirely consistent with the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) and therefore the project is 
 exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act as provided by Government Code section 65457 
 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162. (Project Planner: Principal Planner, Steve Banks / 
 Applicant: Signature  Homes) 

 
COMMISSIONER DUEWEL MOVED TO APPROVE A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 
MODIFICATION TO REDUCE ONE OF THE REQUIRED SIDE YARD SETBACKS FROM 5 FEET TO 
4 FEET for one Master Plan (Plan 2), AND TO REDUCE THE REQUIRED GARAGE SETBACK 
FROM 20 FEET TO 19 FEET AND 20 FEET TO 18 FEET FOR TWO MASTER PLANS 
RESPECTIVELY. IN ADDITION, CONDUCT A PUBLIC HEARING AND UPON CONCLUSION 
RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF A RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION FOR 68 SINGLE-
FAMILY RESIDENTIAL UNITS AS ILLUSTRATED ON ATTACHMENTS 5 THROUGH 11 FOR THE 
MANGINI RANCH VILLAGE 7 PROJECT (PN 20-024) SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS: 
GENERAL FINDINGS A & B, CEQA FINDINGS C-G, PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 
FINDINGS H-O, DESIGN REVIEW FINDINGS P-R AND CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL NOS. 1-14. 

  
 COMMISSIONER GRANT SECONDED THE MOTION, WHICH CARRIED THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
 AYES: GRANT, DUEWEL, LANE 
 NOES: REYNOLDS, WEST, LEARY, RAITHEL 
 ABSTAIN: NONE 
 ABSENT: NONE 
 

MOTION FAILED. 
 
COMMISSIONER REYNOLDS MOVED TO APPROVE A PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT 
MODIFICATION TO REDUCE ONE OF THE REQUIRED SIDE YARD SETBACKS FROM 5 FEET TO 
4 FEET, AND TO REDUCE THE REQUIRED GARAGE SETBACK FROM 20 FEET TO 19 FEET AND 
20 FEET TO 18 FEET FOR TWO MASTER PLANS RESPECTIVELY. IN ADDITION, RECOMMEND 
APPROVAL OF A RESIDENTIAL DESIGN REVIEW APPLICATION FOR 68 SINGLE-FAMILY 
RESIDENTIAL UNITS AS ILLUSTRATED ON ATTACHMENTS 5 THROUGH 11 FOR THE MANGINI 
RANCH VILLAGE 7 PROJECT (PN 20-024) SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING FINDINGS: GENERAL 
FINDINGS A & B, CEQA FINDINGS C-G, PLANNED DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FINDINGS H-O, 
DESIGN REVIEW FINDINGS P-R AND CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL NOS. 1-14. 
 

 COMMISSIONER WEST SECONDED THE MOTION, WHICH CARRIED THE FOLLOWING VOTE: 
 
 AYES: GRANT, REYNOLDS, WEST, DUEWEL, LEARY, LANE, RAITHEL 
 NOES: NONE 
 ABSTAIN: NONE 
 ABSENT: NONE 

 
 
PLANNING COMMISSION / PLANNING MANAGER REPORT 
 
 

None 
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,  
 
 
       
Kelly Mullett, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
 

 
APPROVED: 
 
 
       
Justin Raithel, CHAIR 
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Project:

File #:

Requests:

Location:

Staff Contact:

Property Owner
Name: East Carpenter
lmprovement Co., LLC
Address: 4370 Town Center Blvd,
Suite 100, El Dorado Hills,
cA 95762

AGENDA ITEM NO. 1

Type: Public Hearing
Date: July 1,2020

Planning Gommission Staff Report
50 Natoma Street, Council Chambers

Folsom, CA 95630

Rockcress Subdivision

PN-19-388

Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map

Design Review

Minor Administrative Modification

The proposed Rockcress Subdivision project is located in the
Mangini West sub-area of the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan at
the northeast corner of the intersection of East Bidwell Street and
Savannah Parkway

Steve Banks, Principal Planner, 916-461-6207
sbanks@folsom.ca.us

C tTY O F

Applicant
Name: East Carpenter
lmprovement Co., LLC
Address: 4370 Town Center
Blvd, Suite 100, El Dorado Hills,
cA 95762

Recommendation: Conduct a public hearing and upon conclusion recommend approval
of the following, subject to the findings (Findings A-R) and conditions of approval
(Conditions 1-53) attached to this report:

o Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map

. Design Review

o Minor Administrative Modification for Transfer of Development Rights

Project Summary: The proposed project involves several related actions associated with
a proposed residential development:

A Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map to subdivide the 14.2-acre
project site into 1 18 residential lots.

Design Review of architecture and designs for the proposed homes.

a
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 1

Type: Public Hearing
Date: July 1 ,2020

A Minor Administrative Modification to transfer 35 allocated dwelling units from
the Rockcress Subdivision project to three other locations within the Folsom Plan
Area Specific Plan.

ctaY oF

]3"(}]LSCEN4I

a

These proposed actions are described in detail and analyzed later in this report.

Table of Gontents:

Attachment 1 - Background and Setting

Attachment 2 - Project Description

. Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map

. Design Review

. Minor Administrative Modification (Shift of Dwelling Units to Other
Parcels)

Attachment 3 - Analysis

o Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
. Design Review
. Minor Administrative Modification (Shift of Dwelling Units to Other

Parcels)

Attachment 4 - Conditions of Approval

Attachment5 - Vicinity Map

Attachment 6 - Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, dated February 18,2020

Attachment 7 - Preliminary Grading, Drainage, and Utility Plan, dated February 18,

2020

Attachment 8 - Conceptual Front Yard Landscaping, dated March 18,2020

Attachment 9 - Wall and Fence Exhibit, dated February, 2020

Attachment 10 - Residential Schematic Design, dated June 17 ,2020
Attachment 11 - Exterior Color/Materials Specification, dated February 19,2020

Attachment 12 - CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis for the Rockcress
Subdivision Project

Attachment 13 - Access and Circulation Analysis, dated May 12,2020

Attachment 14 - Environmental Noise Analysis, dated April24,2020
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AGENDA ITEM NO. 1

Type: Public Hearing
Date: July 1 ,2020

C 
'TY 

O 
']FOISC}N{

Attachment 15 - Site Photographs

Attachment 16 - Rockcress Subdivision Booklet (Separate Bound Document) including
the following, except where superseded by separate documents or
illustrations listed above:

o lllustrative Site Plan (Booklet page 15)
o ResidentialArchitecture (Booklet page 16)
o Conceptual Landscape Design (Booklet page 20)
o Elevations and Floor Plans (Booklet page 41 to A38)

AttachmentlT - Applicant's lnclusionary Housing Letter, June 4,2020

Attachment 18 - Summary of Amendments to the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan, 2011-
2020

Attachment 19 - Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines

Attachment 20 - Planning Commission PowerPoint Presentation

Submitted,

PAM JOHNS
Community Development Director
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

ATTACHMENT 1

BACKGROUND AND SETTING

A. Background: Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan

The proposed project site is part of the approved Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan
(FPASP), a comprehensively planned community that proposes new development based
"Smart Growth" and Transit Oriented Development principles.

The FPASP, approved in 2011, is a development plan for over 3,500 acres of previously
undeveloped land located south of Highway 50, north of White Rock Road, east of Prairie
City Road, and adjacent to the Sacramento County/El Dorado County line in the
southeastern portion of the City.

The FPASP includes a mix of residential, commercial, employment and public uses,
complemented by recreational amenities including a significant system of parks and open
space, all within close proximity to one another and interconnected by a network of
"complete streets", trails and bikeways. The Specific Plan is consistent with the SACOG
Blueprint Principles and the requirements of SB 375 (Sustainable Communities and
Climate Protection Act).

The FPASP includes 11,461 residential units at various densities on approximately 1,630
acres; 310 acres designated for commercial and industrial use; +l-130 acres designated
for public/quasi-public uses, elementary/middle school/high schools, and
community/neighborhood parks; and +/-1 ,1 10 acres for open-space areas.

Since FPASP adoption in 2011, the City Council has approved eight amendments to the
Specific Plan with land use and density refinements (summarized in Attachment 18 to this
staff report).

Overall, the changes to the Specific Plan have reduced the amount of commercial
development planned for the area and increased the amount of residential development:

Approved 2011

Commercial: 5,199,408 SF

Residential Units: 10,210 Units

As Amended to Date

2,788,844 SF (-2,410,564 SF)

11,461 Units (+1,251 Units)

Based on the approved changes, the projected population of the FPASP has increased
from24,362 (based on approved development in2010) to 27,965 (as approved to date).

ln addition to the amendments listed in Appendix 18, a number of Minor Administrative
Modifications have been approved. These minor modifications have moved allocated
dwelling units to new locations in the FPASP area but did not affect the overall number of
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

approved units. Because they do not increase or decrease units, these minor
modifications do not affect the ultimate population of the FPASP area.

The Rockcress project site is designated MLD in the FPASP, which provides for
development at 7.0 to 12.0 units per acre. An excerpt from the FPASP Land Use Map is
shown below. This designation is consistent with the site's MLD designation in the Folsom
General Plan.

FIGURE 1: FPASP LAND USE MAP EXCERPT
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Figure 4.1

General Plan - Land Use

B. Physical Setting

The project site is vacant and has been mass graded as part of the development of
Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision.

Figure 2, on the following page, shows an aerial photo of the Rockcress project site. The
balance of the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project, currently under various stages
of development, is visible to the south, east, and northeast of the Rockcress Subdivision
site.

As shown on the aerial photograph, pre-existing vegetation (native/non-native grasses)
on the site was removed as part of the mass grading associated with the Mangini Ranch
Phase 2 Subdivision project, which was conducted in accordance with mitigation
measures in the FPASP EIR/EIS and monitored by the City. No oaks trees are located
on the project site.

._a
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PROJECT SITE
il.D
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

FIGURE 2: AERIAL PHOTO (2020)

PROJECT SITE
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

ATTACHMENT 2
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

APPLICANT'S PROPOSAL

The applicant is requesting approval of several related actions to allow the development
of 118 single family homes on a 14.2-acre project site. This Attachment examines the
following requested approvals:

A. Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map (Creation of 118 Residential Lots)

B. Design Review (Architectural Review of Master Plans)

C. Minor Administrative Modification (Transfer of 35 Dwelling Units)

A. Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map

The first component of the applicant's proposal is a Small-Lot Vesting Tentative
Subdivision Map to create 118 single-family residential lots and three landscape lots. The
proposed subdivision layout is shown in Figure 3 on the following page. (A more detailed
version of the subdivision map is included as Attachment 6 to this staff report.)
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020
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FIGURE 3: PROPOSED SUBDIVISION LAYOUT
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The proposed subdivision features interior lots with sizes that generally range from 3,420
square feet (45'x76') to 3,570 square feet (51'x70'). Corner lots as proposed generally
range from 3,850 square feet (55'x70') to 4,720 square feet (59'x80'). All of the lots are
consistent with the development standards for the MLD land use district of the FPASP.
ln addition, all of the lots will have a standard 12.5-foot-wide public utility easement in the
front yard (and street side yard for corner lots). Proposed minimum lot sizes and
dimensions are shown in Figure 4 on the following page.

l_
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FIGURE 4: PROPOSED MINIMUM LOT DIMENSIONS
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The subdivision uses standard public street right-of-way dimensions, including an internal
roadway system with sidewalks on both sides of the street, as shown in Figure 5 below.

FIGURE 5: INTERNAL ROADWAY CROSS SECTION
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Typical residential street entries into the subdivision are provided from Savannah
Parkway and Old Ranch Way. No direct access to East Bidwell Street is provided. These
street entries correspond with street entries into the subdivisions to the north and south
of the project site. As shown on Figure 6 below, the street entrance on Savannah Parkway
will allow full turning movements, while also allowing direct access from the project site
to the Mangini Ranch Village 7 Subdivision directly to the south.

FIGURE 6: SAVANNAH PARKWAY ENTRY
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As shown on Figure 7 below, the street entrance on Old Ranch Way will allow fullturning
movements, while also allowing direct access from the project site to the Enclave
Subdivision directly to the north.

FIGURE 7: OLD RANCH WAY ENTRY

;r$r
8r

I

I

-1

I

J
N

I

${

ttlu'
[i I

Ur I

ll tt L-_L
rJ\

I

L
I

I

I

I

I
I
l

-l

tr-
I

h
ss$

*lr
-{

\
$tt_rL Il,*

I n
tlv t

L

-r:--Jt--lL--rL
_w_ rv

,

t7 006 606 601

tF--5L--JF*-"S-*

608 802 601 600

65t

918
6176$

L
T

690 s97 698

M
fsg

619

660

16



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2Q20

Pedestrian access into and out of the subdivision will be provided at the two project
entrances and also at pedestrian-only access points located in the northwest, northeast,
and southeast corners of the project site as shown in the figure below in Figure 8. Site
grading constraints due not permit pedestrian access at the southwest corner of the
project site.

FIGURE 8: PEDESTRIAN ACCESS
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ln response to projected traffic levels on East Bidwell Street and to minimize potential
noise impacts associated with these traffic levels, the project proposes a seven-foot-tall
soundwall for the homes adjacent to this roadway, as shown in Figure 9 on the following
page.
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FIGURE 9: EAST BIDWELL STREET-TO-REAR YARD CROSS SECTION
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B. Design Review

The proposed project includes the construction of 1 18 single family homes with four
different master plans, three architectural styles, and nine color schemes. All of the homes
are proposed in a two-story configuration. The largest homes (Plan 4) will include a
downstairs bedroom/office. In Plans 1-3, all bedrooms are on the second floor only.

Three architectural styles are proposed:

r Spanish Colonial
o Craftsman
o American Traditional

All three architectural styles are proposed to be used for all unit types, with a variety of
colors and materials as shown in the applicant's bound submittal booklet (Attachment 16).

The applicant's submittal says the following about the proposed architecture:

The three aesthetics will work collectively to create a diverse, yet unified
character for the community. The three sfyles are interspersed throughout the
plans, displaying a variety of massing, wall plane and roof configurations to
establish an inviting and organic street scene. Altogether, Rockcress af Folsom
Ranch's architecture will enhance the overall experience of the community
through the beauty of elevation styles, details, and color palefte.

Unique Exterior Architectural Elements - Materials have been incorporated into
the front and rear exteriors that offer unique flair to the homes which in tum
make this community unique:

PLANT STRIPWALK

30'
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The use of arched entry ways and garage door soffifs on the Spanrsh
Colonial elevation.

The use of stone veneer on the Craftsman elevation

a

a The use of brick veneer on the American Traditional elevation

The use of board and batten combined with tapered columns on the
Craftsman elevation.

The use of lap siding and double porch columns on the American traditional
elevation.

Roof Lines - The roofs also provide visual interest to the homes utilizing
hips, gables or a combination of both.

The applicant's submittal describes the architectural styles as follows:

. Spant'sh Colonial- This sfyle r's native to California with its large expanses
of un-intenupted walls punctuated with judicial window placement. Often
shown with head and sill trim and "clay" pipe detailing in the gables. Roof
forms are a low pitch combination of hip and gable forms.

Craftsman - This style home is a simple informal, efficient, and the exteriors
emphasize the use of natural materials. The Craftsman style primarily
exhibits horizontal floor plans, covered porches, and low-slung roof forms.
True to the nature of the design, exteriors are often painted in colors found
naturally in the sunounding environment. Craftsman homes are
characterized by exposed or expressive sfructural elements like baftered
columns and corbels at the eayes.

a

a

a

o American Traditional - While the Traditional style is not indicative of any
specific regional style or time period, it is meant as an overarching theme
made up of traditional details. A deep colored base wainscot anchors the
elevation. Multi-pane windows and gable end roofs round out the style.

lllustrations of the proposed architectural styles applied to the proposed residential
designs are shown on the following pages.
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FIGURE 10: PLAN 1 ELEVATIONS
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FIGURE 11: PLAN 2 ELEVATIONS
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FIGURE 12: PLAN 3 ELEVATIONS
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FIGURE 13: PLAN 4 ELEVATIONS
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Typical floorplans for each unit type are shown on the following pages. As noted earlier,
only Plan 4 includes a downstairs bedroom. Responding to a variety of lifestyle
preferences, some of the other plans offer an option to convert a second-floor bedroom
into an open office.
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FIGURE 14: PLAN 1 FLOORPLAN

FIGURE 15: PIAN 2 FLOORPLAN
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FIGURE 16: PLAN 3 FLOORPLAN

FIGURE 17: PLAN 4 FLOORPLAN
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Landscape Buffers and Proposed Landscapino

There is currently a designated 30-foot-wide landscape corridor located along the east
side of East Bidwell Street as shown on the Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
(Attachment 6). The 30-foot-wide landscape bufferwas established as part of the Mangini
Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project and is shown on the recorded Mangini Ranch Phase
2 Subdivision Parcel Map.

There is currently a designated 15-foot-wide landscape corridor located along the north
side of Savannah Parkway. The applicant is proposing to provide an additional four feet
of landscaping along Savannah Parkway to provide an additional landscape buffer
between the six-foot-wide sidewalk and the six-foot-tall soundwall that will be located
along the rear property line of residential lots within the subdivision. Accordingly, the
existing 1S-foot-wide landscape easement located along the Savannah Parkway frontage
is being widened to 19 feet as shown on the Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map.
A cross-section of Savannah Parkway is shown in Figure 18 below illustrating the location
of landscaping, sidewalk, and soundwall.

FIGURE 18: SAVANNAH PARKWAY CROSS SECTION

wq$

Ri4lt/ I FIIE

66'RIGHT-OF-WAY

tsfillr SIJIH

uglflYflllL
al9Eotr€n

ffiffnrtw.r

l$Sgrttllflar
fiiD€d{0R

*r,*mf,lgfi

I Lan€ Urban Collector - Paralbl Parklng
Savannah Parkway

tltt

txE

25



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

There is currently a designated 10-foot-wide landscape corridor located along the south
side of Old Ranch Way that is designed to include a 10-foot-wide sidewalk interspersed
with tree wells to accommodate tree plantings and ornamentaltree grates. The applicant
is proposing to provide an additional four feet of landscaping along Old Ranch Way to
provide an additional landscape buffer between the ten-foot-wide sidewalk and the six-
foot-tall soundwall that will be located along the rear property line of residential lots within
the subdivision. Accordingly, the existing 10-foot-wide landscape easement located along
the Old Ranch Way frontage is being widened to 14 feet as shown on the Small-Lot
Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map. A cross-section of Old Ranch Way is shown in Figure
19 below illustrating the location of landscaping, sidewalk, and soundwall.

FIGURE 19: OLD RANCH WAY CROSS SECTION
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Landscaping installed along three of the project's perimeters (East Bidwell Street,
Savannah Parkway, and Old Ranch Way) as described above will be required to be
installed per City standards to match already installed landscaping along street corridors
within the Folsom Plan Area. The eastern boundary of the subdivision, which is adjacent
to future fire and police station sites, will include a six-foot tall masonry and landscaping
will be provided by homeowners in the rear yards of the individual homes.
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The applicant is proposing to install new landscaping in the front yards and street side
yards of the new homes within the subdivision. Homeowners will be responsible for
landscaping the rear yards of the individual homes. Front yard landscaping has been
designed by the applicant to complement the proposed architecture and to work within
the front yard areas available. Front and rear yard landscaping will be maintained by the
individual homeowners. An illustration of proposed front yard landscaping is shown in
Figure 20 on the following page:

FIGURE 20: FRONT YARD LANDSCAPING
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The applicant has discussed appropriate tree species with the City's Arborist and has
selected a list of trees which will fit within space available (shown on the following page).
The proposed tree list is included in the applicant's submittal booklet, attached to this staff
report (Attachment 1 6).
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FIGURE 21: TREES IN FRONT YARD AREAS
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Selected trees for the front yard areas include:

o Acer buergerianum "Trident Maple"
o Koelreuteria paniculata "Goldenrain Tree"
o Chionanthus retusus "Chinese Fringe Tree"
. Magnolia grandiflora "Company Southern Magnolia"
o Pyrus kawakamii "Evergreen Flowering Pear"
o Prunus caronliniana "Dwarf Carolina Cherry Laurel"

All of these trees have either a relatively small canopy size (e.9., the Trident Maple) or
have a tall, vertical form (e.9., the yew pine) that will fit in the proposed front yard areas.
Due to their size, these species are more commonly used as "accent" trees in a palette
that includes larger "canopy" trees when enough space is available.

C. Minor Administrative Modification

The parcel (Parcel 798) on which the Rockcress Subdivision project is located is
designated by the FPASP for the development of 153 residential units on formerly 17.2-
acres. The Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Tentative Map, and recorded Final Map, set aside 3
acres of lands on the east side of the subject parcel for future police and fire stations, as
per the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan, which has reduced the residential area of the
subject parcel to 14.2-acres while the allocated dwelling units remained unchanged.
Largely due to the reduction in land area, the proposes site plan achieves 118 residential
units on the subject parcel, and a Minor Administrative Modification is proposed to
reallocate the 35 unallocated residential units to three other sites (Parcels 68, 73, and
155) within the Folsom Plan Area. These other three sites or parcels have not been
mapped, and no development applications are currently on file with the City.
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Parcel 68 is designated MMD and Parcels 73 and 155 are designated MLD by the FPASP
(Rockcress Subdivision parcel is designated MLD). The increase in the number of units
allocated to these sites (7 units added to Parcel 68, 14 units added to Parcel73, and 14
units added to Parcel 155) would not require a change in the land use designation for any
of the three sites as each parcel has available capacity to accept additional units. The
Rockcress Subdivision site and the proposed locations (all of which are under the same
ownership group/East Carpenter lmprovement Company., LLC) for the reallocated
residential units are shown in Figure 22below.

FIGURE 22: PROPOSED REALLOCATION OF 35 DWELLING UNITS

MAM/TDR: PorcelT9B-l
Existing: MLD l53du {-35du}

Proposed: MLD=l iSdu

FROM
HERE

TO
HERE Exisling: MLD l0&dr: [+ l4dul

Proposed: MLD=l?0du

MAM/IDR 155

MAMfDf,: Porcel63
Existing; MtvtB l6?du l+7dul

Proposed: MMD=176du

TO
HERE

i

.,':

jr
l(b!
Y

a

t
3

I

,' "'l

n

l

]:

j
,l

19:

r{

'r.:t[i:*.
-&.,4! ,n !$ il1

.an
I

MAM/TDR: PqrcelTS
Existing: MLS lo0du (+l4du|

Proposed: MLD=l l4du
TO

HERE

Legond :
, FFASP Prr(d l rTlrrt" tiH T$h i I lr. rr.' .1^rl

Du'clling I f nil i\ll$r'arion

l'olsom lllnn r\rca Spccilic I'lrrn
t ri ntlnian. { -nJ,ruL

u!q[t{08 r,!!!r:!,rd&r'\:rrt

29



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

ATTACHMENT 3
ANALYSIS

The following sections provide an analysis of the applicant's proposal. Staffs analysis
addresses the following :

A. Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map to subdivide the 14.2-acre project
site into 118 residential lots.

B. Design Review (Architectural Review of Master Plans)

C. Traffic/Access/Circulation

D. Parking

E. Noise lmpacts

F. Walls/Fencing

G. lnclusionary Housing

H. Frontage lmprovements

l. Minor Administrative Modification (Shift of Dwelling Units to Other Parcels)

This section also includes a discussion of the project's performance with relation to
relevant policies in the Folsom General Plan and the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan:

J. Conformance with Relevant Folsom General Plan Folsom Plan Area Specific
Plan Objectives and Policies

A. Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map

As shown on the submitted Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map (Attachment 6),
the proposed subdivision includes 118 single family residential lots, three landscape lots,
and seven internal public streets (French Drive, Harris Way, Manning Way, Sanderson
Drive, Sherman Way, Sidney Way, and Tucker Drive). The proposed project will be
required to dedicate public right-of-way for the internal public streets. The project is not
required to dedicate any additional public right-of-way along East Bidwell Street,
Savannah Parkway, or Old Ranch Way as the right-of-way for these three roadways has
previously been dedicated. As shown on the Subdivision Map, the applicant is also
proposing to expand an existing landscape easements located along the Savannah
Parkway frontage (15 feet to 19 feet), and the Old Ranch Way frontage (10 feet to 14
feet) to accommodate additional landscaping.

As mentioned previously, all roadways within the subdivision are proposed to be public
streets. As a result, staff has included a condition (Condition No. 42) that requires the
applicant to dedicate public utility easements for underground facilities (i.e., SMUD,
Pacific Gas and Electric, cable television, telephone) on properties adjacent to the streets.
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Staff has determined that the proposed Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
complies with all City requirements, as well as with the requirements of the State
Subdivision Map Act.

The proposed street names (French Drive, Harris Way, Manning Way, Sanderson Drive,
Sherman Way, Sidney Way, and Tucker Drive) for the subdivision were selected from the
Historic Street Name List and from the approved Mangini Ranch Phase 1 Subdivision
Street Name List. Street names were not selected from the Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Subdivision Street Name List as all of those street names had been utilized. City staff
reviewed the proposed street names in coordination the postal service, the Police
Department, and the Fire Department, and determined that the names are acceptable.

As noted earlier within this staff report, the proposed project conforms to all development
standards established by the FPASP for the MLD land use category including minimum
lot size, maximum lot coverage, and setbacks as shown in the table below. No deviations
from these standards are proposed by the applicant.

FIGURE 23: SP-MLD Development Standards Table

B. Design Review (Architectural Review of Master Plans)

The following are discussed below:

o Proposed Residential Designs

o Proposed Landscaping

These are discussed below.

Proposed Residential Desisns

The proposed project is located within the central portion of the Folsom Plan Area; thus,
it is subject to the Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines (Attachment 19),
which were approved by the City Council in 2015, and amended in 2018. The Design

SP-MLD Single Fomily High Densily
Developmenl Slondords Toble

Development Standard Requirement Proposed Proiect

Front Porch Setback 12.5 Feet 12.5 Feet
Front Primary Structure Setback 15 Feet 15 Feet
Front Garage Setback 20 Feet 20 Feet
Side Yard Setbacks 5 FeeUS Feet 5 FeeUS Feet
Rear Yard Setback 10 Feet 10 Feet
Maximum Lot Coveraqe 50o/o 50o/o
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Guidelines are a complementary document to the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan and
the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Community Guidelines.

The Design Guidelines, which are intended to act as an implementation toolfor residential
development within the Central District of the Folsom Plan Area, provide the design
framework for architecture, street scene, and landscaping to convey a master plan
identity. The Design Guidelines also establish the pattern and intensity of development
for the Central District to ensure a high quality and aesthetically cohesive environment.
While these Design Guidelines establish the quality of architectural and landscape
development for the master plan, they are not intended to prevent alternative designs
and/or concepts that are compatible with the overall project theme.

As a regulatory tool, the Design Guidelines are intended to assist applicants in creating
single-family residential neighborhoods that reflect the City's rich history, reinforce the
sense of community, and utilize sustainable best practices. The Design Guidelines also
provide the framework for design review approval of Folsom Ranch, Central District
residential projects. In addition, the Design Guidelines are intended to be used by
builders and developers when designing their Master Plot Plans. Any development
project that is submitted to the City must be reviewed for consistency with these Design
Guidelines.

The following are the general architectural principles intended to guide the design of the
Folsom Ranch, Central District to ensure quality development:

. Provide a varied and interesting street scene

. Focus of the home is the front elevation, not the garage

o Provide a variety of garage placements

o Provide detail on rear elevations where visible from the public streets

. Choose appropriate massing and roof forms to define the architectural styles

o Ensure that plans and styles provide a degree of individuality

o Use architectural elements and details to reinforce individual architectural styles

In addition to the general architectural principles referenced previously, the Design
Guidelines also provide specific direction regarding a number of architectural situations
and features including: edge conditions, corner buildings, building forms, off-set massing
forms, front elevations, roof forms, feature windows, architectural projects, balconies,
lower height elements, garage doortreatments, outdoor living spaces, exterior structures,
building materials, and color criteria. The following are examples of architectural
situations and features that are relevant to the proposed project:

o Provide a mix of hip and gable roof forms along the street scene
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. Provide off-set massing, forms, or wall planes

. Provide recessed second-story elements

o Provide enhanced style-appropriate details on the front building elevation

. Provide decorative window shelves or sill treatments

. Provide architectural projections (recessed windows, eaves, shutters, etc.)

. Provide garage doors that are consistent with the architecture of the building

o Provide variety in the garage door patterns

o Provide outdoor living spaces (porches, balconies, courtyards, etc.)

As mentioned above, the Design Guidelines provide specific direction regarding "edge
conditions" within a subdivision. Edge conditions refer to the rear and side building
elevations of a home that are visible from open spaces and major roadways. The Design
Guidelines require that specific homes within a subdivision that meet the definition of an
"edge condition" lot are required to incorporate enhanced architectural details on the rear
and side building elevations, similar to the enhanced architectural details provided on the
front building elevation of the home. The exhibit below shows the individual lots within
the Rockcress Subdivision that are considered "edge condition" lots.

FIGURE 24: EDGE CONDITION (ENHANCED) LOT EXHIBIT
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The architectural design styles selected for the Folsom Ranch Central District have been
chosen from the traditional heritage of California home styles, a majority of which have
been influenced by the Spanish Mission and Mexican Rancho eras. Over the years,
architectural styles in California have become reinterpreted traditional styles that reflect
the indoor-outdoor lifestyle choices available in the Mediterranean climate. Suggested
architectural styles in the Design Guidelines include American Traditional, Craftsman,
Early California Ranch, European Cottage, ltalian Villa, Monterey, Spanish Colonial, and
Western Farmhouse. Additional architectural styles compatible with the intent of the
Design Guidelines may be added if they are regionally appropriate.

As discussed earlier, the applicant has provided proposed architectural designs for the
homes to be built in the Rockcress subdivision. As described in the applicant's proposal,
the proposed project features three architectural styles:

o Spanish Colonial
o Craftsman
o American Traditional

ln evaluating the proposed project, staff also took into consideration building and design
elements that could be considered unique to the Folsom Plan Area. Staff has determined
that the proposed master plans do include many unique building and design elements
and are consistent with the Folsom Ranch Design Guidelines. Based on this analysis,
staff fonrvards the following design recommendations to the Commission for
consideration:

1. This approval is for one product line with four two-story master plans in three
architectural styles with nine color and material options. The applicant shall submit
building plans that comply with this approval and the attached building elevations
dated June 17,2020.

2. The design, materials, and colors of the single-family residential units shall be
consistent with the approved building elevations, materials samples, and color
schemes to the satisfaction of the Community Development Department.

3. The Community Development Department shall approve the individual lot permits
to assure no duplication or repetition of the same house, same roof-line, same
elevation style, side-by-side, or across the street from each other.

4. All mechanical equipment shall be ground-mounted and concealed from view of
public streets, neighboring properties and nearby higher buildings.
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5. Decorative light fixtures, consistent with the Folsom Ranch Central District Design
Guidelines and unique to each architectural design theme, shall be added to the
front elevation of each Master Plan to the satisfaction of the Community
Development Department.

6. A minimum of one street tree shall be planted in the front yard of each residential
lot within the subdivision. A minimum of two trees are required along the street-
side of all corner lots. All front yard irrigation and landscaping shall be installed
prior to a Building Permit Final.

These recommendations listed above are included in the conditions of approval
presented for consideration by the Planning Commission (Condition No. 51).

D. Traffic/Access/Circulation

The Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan established a series of plans and policies for the
circulation system within the entire Plan Area. The FPASP circulation system was
designed with a sustainable community focus on the movement of people and provides
a number of mobility alternatives such as walking, cycling, carpooling, and viable forms
of public transportation in addition to vehicular circulation. The circulation plan evaluated
regional travel, both in terms of connectivity and capacity as well as local internal
connections and access. The circulation plan also addressed the concerns of regional
traffic, including parallel capacity to U.S. Highway 50, and connectivity with surrounding
jurisdictions while considering community-wide connectivity, alternative modes of travel,
and the provision of complete streets.

The 2011 Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Environmental lmpact ReporUEnvironmental
lmpact Statement included not only a detailed analysis of traffic-related impacts within the
Plan Area, but also an evaluation of traffic-related impacts on the surrounding
communities. ln total, there are fifty-five (55) traffic-related mitigation measures
associated with development of the FPASP which are included as conditions of approval
for the Rockcress Subdivision project. Many of these mitigation measures are expected
to reduce traffic impacts to East Bidwell Street. Included among the mitigation measures
are requirements to; fund and construct roadway improvements within the Plan Area, pay
a fair-share contribution for construction of improvements north of U.S. Highway 50,
participate in the City's Transportation System Management Fee Program, and
Participate in the U.S. Highway 50 Corridor Transportation Management Association.
The Rockcress Subdivision project is subject to all traffic-related mitigation measures
required by the 2011 FPASP EIR/EIS (Condition Nos 53-25 to 53-79).

On December 1, 2017, Kimley Horn completed a Traffic lmpact Analysis (included in the
attachments to the CEQA Exemption Analysis, included as Attachment 12 to this staff
report) for the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project (proposed project is located
within Village 10 of the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision) to determine whether
additional impacts would occur that were not previously identified and addressed by the
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2011 FPASP EIR/EIS

The Kimley Horn Traffic lmpact Analysis analyzed traffic operations at twenty-one street
intersections, three arterial roadway segments, and eight freeway on/off-ramp segments.
The Analysis identified five deficient study intersections (East Bidwell StreeUlron Point
Road, East Bidwell StreetMhite Rock Road, White Rock Road/Placerville Road, East
Bidwell StreeUAlder Creek Parkway, and East Bidwell/StreeUSavannah Parkway). To
address these deficiencies, the Analysis included a number of recommendations
(included as Conditions of Approval for the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project)
to reduce the identified impacts to a less than significant level.

As shown on the submitted Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map (Attachment 6),
access to the project site is provided by a new driveway on the south side of Old Ranch
Way (Manning Way) and a new driveway on north side of Savannah Parkway (Harris
Way). lnternal circulation is facilitated by seven public streets (French Drive, Harris Way,
Manning Way, Sanderson Drive, Sherman Way, Sidney Way, and Tucker Drive). that
provide circulation throughout the project site.

On May 12, 2020, Kimley Horn completed a Supplemental Access and Circulation
Analysis (included as Attachment 13 to this staff report) that evaluated specific access
and circulation related issues associated with the proposed project under two different
scenarios (Scenario 1 and Scenario 2). Scenario 1 is a condition that assumes that the
Enclave Subdivision (north of project site) project roadway improvements have been
constructed and that the Mangini Ranch Village 7 project (south of project site) roadway
improvements have not been constructed, while Scenario 2 is a condition that assumes
Enclave Subdivision project and Mangini Ranch Village 7 roadway improvements have
all been constructed. As it relates to the proposed project, the Enclave Subdivision
includes improvements to East Bidwell Street and Old Ranch Way, while Mangini Ranch
Village 7 includes improvements to East Bidwell Street and a portion of Savannah
Parkway.

With respect to project access, the Analysis determined that the Old Ranch Way and
Savannah Way project driveways will accommodate all turning movements into and out
of the project site. In terms of access at the intersection of Old Ranch Way and East
Bidwell Street, the Analysis determined that this intersection should be limited to right-
turns in, rightturns out, and left-turns in. With respect to access at the intersection of
Savannah Parkway and East Bidwell Street, the Analysis determined that this intersection
should allow full turning movements. Figure 25 on the following page illustrates access
for the proposed subdivision.
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FIGURE 25: ACCESS AND CIRCULATION EXHIBIT
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The following are recommendations from the Supplemental Access and Circulation
Analysis which have been included as a condition (Condition Nos. 49-50) of approval for
the Rockcress Subdivision project.

Condition No.49:

Scenario 1 (Enclave Subd ivision I mn rovements Comoleted/Manoini Ranch Villaoe 7
Subdivision lmprovements Not Completed)

r The owner/applicant shall construct a southbound median left turn pocket on
East Bidwell Street with a minimum storage length of 315 feet (255-foot
deceleration lane plus 60-foot taper) to provide left turn access to Savannah
Parkway.
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a The owner/applicant shall construct Savannah Parkway from East Bidwell
Street to the eastern boundary of the Rockcress Subdivision and the provide a
temporary U-Turn at the eastbound intersection of Savannah Parkway and
Shale Rock Way (Mangini Ranch Village 2) until such time that the segment of
Savannah Parkway between Shale Rock Way and Westwood Drive is
completed and Westwood Drive is completed between Savannah Parkway and
Alder Creek Parkway.

Scenario 2 (Enclave/Manoini Ranch Vil 7 Subdivision lmprovements Completed)

a The owner/applicant shall construct the eastern extension of Savannah
Parkway from the Mangini Ranch Village 7 Subdivision boundary to the eastern
boundary of the Rockcress Subdivision (including the Shale Rock Way
intersection).

Condition No. 50:

Until such time that a traffic signal is required (issuance of 496th building permit within
Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project) at the East Bidwell StreeUSavannah
Parkway intersection, the owner/applicant shall construct a southbound median
acceleration lane to assist in facilitating a two-stage outbound left-turn lane from
Savannah Parkway onto southbound East Bidwell Street. The length of this lane, which
is understood to be a temporary improvement that is repurposed with the ultimate East
Bidwell Street corridor improvements, should total approximately 250 feet.

D. Parking

The Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan requires that single-family residential units located
within a Multi-Family Low Density (MLD) designated area provide two covered parking
spaces per unit. The FPASP also requires that single-family residential units located
within an MLD designated area provide a minimum of 0.8 guest parking spaces per unit.

As shown on the submitted residential schematic design (Attachment 10), each of the
homes will include a two-car attached garage, thus meeting the covered parking
requirement of the FPASP. In addition, the project provides 1 18 on-street parking spaces
(one space per unit), which exceeds the minimum of 0.8 on-street guest parking spaces
required by the FPASP.

E. Noise lmpacts

A Noise Assessment (Attachment 14) was prepared by Bollard Acoustical Consultants on
April 24,2020 to determine whether East Bidwell Road/Savannah Parkway/Old Ranch
Way traffic-related noise and future fire/police station-related noise would cause noise
levels at the project site to exceed acceptable limits as described in the Noise Element of
the City of Folsom General Plan, and to evaluate compliance with the Folsom South of
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U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan EIR Noise Mitigation Measures

Outdoor Noise Levels

The noise analysis projected noise levels adjacent to these roadways (based on future
traffic levels) and adjacent to the future fire/police station sites (based on operational
characteristics) and determined what types of measures would be needed to ensure that
noise levels at homes adjacent to the roadways and fire/police station sites would not
exceed City standards, which are:

. 60 dB Lonl for outdoor activity areas (such as rear yards)

. 45 dB Lon for interior areas in dwellings

The noise analysis concluded that, without mitigation, noise levels along East Bidwell
Street would reach 68 dB Lon in the rear yards of homes, and 64 dB Lon in the rear yards
of homes along Savannah Parkway and Old Ranch Way. These levels exceed the City's
standard for outdoor activity areas.

However, the noise analysis also concluded that the installation of a 7-foot-high masonry
wall along the East Bidwell Street frontage and a 6-foot-high masonry wall along the
Savannah Parkway and Old Ranch Way frontages would reduce rear yard noise levels
to 60 dB Ldn on East Bidwell Street and <60 dB Ldn on Savannah Parkway and Old
Ranch Way, which would comply with the City's outdoor noise level standard. lt is
important to note that the noise analysis assumed that the rear yard elevations of homes
adjacent to East Bidwell Street would be a minimum of three feet above the elevation of
East Bidwell Street. As shown on the preliminary grading plan (Attachment 7), the rear
yard elevations of homes adjacent to East Bidwell Street range from 3 to g feet above the
elevation of East Bidwell Street.

The properties directly to the east of the project site are designated for future fire and
police stations. Noise from fire and police station operations are exempt from the
provisions of the City of Folsom noise standards as that noise (i.e. sirens, vehicles
responding to calls, etc.) falls under the category of emergency operations. Nonetheless,
the operation of those future facilities could result in periodic periods of elevated noise
levels. To minimize potential noise impacts generated by the future fire/police station site,
the applicant is proposing to install a six-foot-high masonry wall along the rear of all
residential lots on the eastern property boundary.

1 dB Ldn is average noise level over a 24-hour day, measured in decibels (dB). The average includes a
+10 decibelweighing applied to noise occurring during nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) hours.
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lnterior Noise Levels

The noise analysis concluded, based on projected noise adjacent to the nearby
roadways, that standard residential construction (including STC 32 window assemblies
on the second floor of units adjacent to East Bidwell Parkway) would reduce interior noise
levels to acceptable levels. The noise analysis also recommended that standard
residential construction (including STC 32 window assemblies) be utilized on the first and
second floor of units adjacent to fire/police station sites to reduce interior noise levels. ln
addition, the noise analysis recommended that a disclosure statement be provided to all
prospective residents within the Rockcress Subdivision notifying them that future
fire/police stations are planned to be development adjacent to the project site, and that
operations of these facilities could periodically result in elevated noise levels. A map of
the noise analysis recommendations is shown in Figure 26 below.

FIGURE 26: RECOMMENDED NOISE WALLM/INDOW ASSEMBLY LOCATIONS
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F. Walls/Fencing

The applicant is proposing a combination of masonry walls and wood fencing for the
Rockcress Subdivision project:

. Along the East Bidwell Street frontage, a seven-foothigh masonry wall will be
constructed to provide an attractive appearance for the subdivision and to reduce
traffic-related noise for the homes adjacent to these roadways. Along the
Savannah Parkway and Old Ranch Way frontages, a six-foot-high masonry wall
will be constructed to provide an attractive appearance for the subdivision and to
reduce traffic-related noise for the homes adjacent to these roadways (see the
previous discussion of Noise within this staff report).

. Along the eastern property boundary, a six-foot-high masonry wall will be
constructed to provide a physical separation between the subdivision and future
fire and police station sites, to minimize potential noise impacts, and to provide an
attractive appearance for the subdivision.

o Wooden fencing will be provided between residential units. Wooden fencing will
be consistent with the guidelines for fencing provided in the Folsom Ranch Design
Guidelines.

The recommended conditions of approval (Condition No. 19) require the applicant to
provide a final design for all walls and fences for review and approval by staff prior to
construction.

G. lnclusionary Housing

The applicant proposes to comply with Folsom Municipal Code Chapter 17.104
(lnclusionary Housing) by paying in-lieu fees per Municipal Code Section 17.104.060(G)
(See the applicant's lnclusionary Housing letter, included as Attachment 17 to this staff
report). Homes within the subdivision will be sold at market prices. Fees paid by the
applicant will help provide affordable housing elsewhere in the city. The applicant is
required to enter into an lnclusionary Housing Agreement with the City. The Final
lnclusionary Housing Plan is subject to approval by the City Council. ln addition, the
lnclusionary Housing Agreement, which will be approved by the City Attorney, must be
executed prior to recordation of the Final Map for the Rockcress Subdivision project.
Condition No. 40 is included to reflect these requirements.

H. Frontage lmprovements

Although some of the physical improvements (underground utilities, travel lanes, raised
medians, curbs, gutters, and street lights) to East Bidwell Street adjacent to the project
site have already been constructed, a sidewalk, landscaping, and a seven-foot-high
masonry soundwall are still required to be constructed and installed. The East Bidwell
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Street sidewalk and landscaping improvements referenced above will be constructed by
others as part of the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project. The owner/applicant
will be required to install the seven-foot-tall masonry wall along the subdivision boundary
on the East Bidwell Street frontage.

Existing improvements to Old Ranch Way include underground utilities, travel lanes,
curbs, and gutters. The owner/applicant will be required to install all landscaping and the
sidewalk along the project's frontage adjacent to Old Ranch Way and a six-foot-high
masonry soundwall.

lmprovements to Savannah Parkway (underground utilities, travel lanes, curbs, and
gutters) from East Bidwell Street to the eastern boundary of the Mangini Ranch Village 7
Subdivision are currently under construction. The owner/applicant will be required to
install all landscaping and the sidewalk along the project's frontage adjacent to Savannah
Parkway as well as a six-foot-high masonry soundwall. The recommended conditions of
approval require the applicant to submit detailed plans for all landscaping and walls prior
to construction to ensure compliance with the Folsom Ranch Central District Design
Guidelines.

l. Minor Administrative Modification

As described earlier within this report, the parcel (Parcel 79B) on which the Rockcress
Subdivision project is located is designated by the FPASP for the development of 153
residential units. Based on the fact that the applicant is proposing to construct 118
residential units on the subject parcel, a Minor Administrative Modification is being
requested to relocate the 35 unallocated residential units to three other parcels (Parcels
68, 73 and 155) situated within the Folsom Plan Area.

The Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan provides for Minor Administrative Modifications,

" . . . that are consr'stent with and do nof subsfa ntially change its overall intent,
such as minor adjustments to the land use locations and parcel boundaries
shown in Figure 4.1 - Land Use and Figure 4.4 - Plan Area Parcels and the
land use acreages shown in Table 4.1 - Land Use Summary." [FPASP
Section 13.31

Minor administrative modifications can be approved at a staff level, provided the following
criteria are met:

o The proposed modification is within the Plan Area.

. The modification does not reduce the size of the proposed town center.

o The modification retains compliance with City Charter Article 7.08, previously
known as Measure W.
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The general land use pattern remains consistent with the intent and spirit of the
FPASP

The proposed changes do not substantially alter the backbone infrastructure
network.

The proposed modification offers equal or superior improvements to development
capacity or standards.

The proposed modification does not increase environmental impacts beyond those
identified in the EIR/EIS.

Relocated park or school parcels continue to meet the standards for the type of
park or school proposed.

Relocated park or school parcels remain within walking distance of the residents
they serve.

Based on staffs review, the proposed reallocation of 35 residential units from the
Rockcress Subdivision site to three other parcels within the Folsom Plan Area meets all
of the required criteria mentioned above. As a result, staff is able to approve the
proposed Minor Administrative Modification.

J. Conformance with Relevant General Plan and Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan
Objectives and Policies

The applicant prepared a detailed analysis of the project's consistency with all of the
policies in the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan; that analysis is included in the CEQA
Exemption and Streamlining Analysis in Attachment 12 to this report. Staff concurs with
the applicant's analysis that the project is consistent with the Specific Plan.

The following is a summary analysis of the project's consistency with the Folsom General
Plan and with key policies of the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan.

GP and SP OBJECTIVE H-1 (Housins)
To provide an adequate supply of suitable sites for the development of a range of
housing types to meet the housing needs of all segments of the population.

GP and SP POLICY H-1.1
The City shall ensure that sufficient land is designated and zoned in a range of residential
densities to accommodate the City's regional share of housing.

Analvsis: The City provides residential lands at a variety of residential densities as
specified in the General Plan and in the Folsom Municipal Code. The Folsom Plan
Area Specific Plan includes specialized zoning (Specific Plan Designations) that
are customized to the Plan Area as adopted in 2011 and as Amended over time.
The FPASP provides residential lands at densities ranging from 1-4 dwelling unit
per acre (SF), 4-7 dwelling units per acre (SFHD),7-12 dwelling units per acre

a

a

a

o
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(MLD), 12-20 dwelling units per acre (MMD), 20-30 dwelling units per acre (MHD),
and 9-30 dwelling units per acre (MU).

The Rockcress Subdivision project is designated MLD and is proposed to be
developed at 8.3 units per acre, which is within the density range for the MLD
designation.

SP POLICY 4.1
Create pedestrian-oriented neighborhoods through the use of a grid system of streets
where feasible, sidewalks, bike paths and trails. Residential neighborhoods shall be
linked, where appropriate, to encourage pedestrian and bicycle travel.

Analysis: The Rockcress Subdivision project proposes a traditional single family
neighborhood with a grid system of local streets provided with sidewalks on both
sides of the street. Biking and walking will be accommodated within the project,
and will be connect via external sidewalks and Class ll and Class lll bicycle lanes
with nearby neighborhoods, parks, schools, and open space trails with Class I

bicycle trails.

SP POLICY 4.4
Provide a variety of housing opportunities for residents to participate in the home-
ownership market.

Analvsis: The Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan provides home ownership
opportunities within the SF (Single-Family), SFHD (Single-Family High Density),
and MLD (Multi-Family Low Density) land use designated areas. Residential
development in the MLD (Multi-Family Low Density), MMD (Multi-Family Medium
Density), MHD (Multi-Family High Density) and MU (Mixed-Use) land use
categories may provide'for rent'opportunities; however home ownership may also
be accommodated in 'for sale' condos, townhomes, etc. at the time of development
of these particular parcels.

The Rockcress Subdivision project is consistent with this policy in that it will provide
detached single family home ownership opportunities within the MLD designation
zoned parcels at a more affordable price point than in other, less dense residential
developments.

SP POLICY 4.6
As established by the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan, the total number of dwelling units
for the Plan Area shall not exceed 11,461. The number of units within individual land use
parcels may vary, so long as the number of units falls within the allowable density range
for a particular land use designation.

Analvsis: There have been a number of Specific Plan Amendments approved by
the City Council within the Folsom Plan Area, which has generally led to an
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increase in residentially zoned land and a decrease in commercially zoned land.
As a result, the number of residential units within the Plan Area increased from
10,210 to 11,461. The various Specific Plan Amendment ElRs and Addenda
analyzed impacts from the conversion of the commercial lands to residential lands;
impacts and associated mitigations measures can be found in the individual
project-specific environmental documents. The increase in population was
analyzed and can be accommodated in the excess capacity of the school sites
provided in the Plan Area.

The proposed project does not result in any change in total dwelling units in the
FPASP. Allocated units originally planned to built on this site that are not part of
the current proposal will be reallocated to other parcels. The reallocation of units
to these parcels will not exceed the allowable density for the parcels.

SP OBJECTIVE 7.1 (Circulation)
Consistent with the California Complete Streets Act of 2008 and the Sustainable
Communities and Climate Protection Act (SB 375), create a safe and efficient circulation
system for all modes of travel.

SP POLICY 7.1
The roadway network in the Plan Area shall be organized in a grid-like pattern of streets
and blocks, except where topography and natural features make it infeasible, for the
majority of the Plan Area in orderto create neighborhoods that encourage walking, biking,
public transit, and other alternative modes of transportation.

Analvsis: Consistent with the requirements of the California Complete Streets Act,
the FPASP identified and planned for hierarchy of connect "complete streets" to
ensure that pedestrian, bike, bus, and automobile modes are travel are designed
to have direct and continuous connections throughout the Plan Area. Every option,
from regional connector roadways to arterial and local streets, has been carefully
planned and designed. Recent California legislation to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions (AB 32 and SB 375) has resulted in an increased market demand for
public transit and housing located closer to service needs and employment
centers. ln response to these changes, the FPASP includes a regional transit
corridor that will provide public transportation links between the major commercial,
public, and multi-family residential land uses in the Plan Area.

The Rockcress Subdivision project has been designed with multiple modes of
transportation options (vehicles, bicycle, walking, access to transit) and internal
street organized in a grid pattern consistent with the approved FPASP circulation
plan.
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ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provides that residential projects which
are consistent with an approved Specific Plan for which an EIR was prepared are exempt
from a requirement to prepare additional environmental analysis. CEQA Guidelines
section 15182(c) provides specific criteria to determine whether this exemption applies:

(c) Residential Projects lmplementing Specific Plans.

(1) Eligibility. Where a public agency has prepared an EIR on a specific plan
after January 1, 1980, a residential project undeftaken pursuant to and in
conformity to that specific plan is exempt from CEQA if the project meets the
requirements of this section. Residential projects covered by this section
include but are not limited to land subdivisions, zoning changes, and residential
planned unit developments. ICEOA Guidelines section 151821

The applicant has prepared an analysis (included as Attachment 12 to this staff report),
which determined that the Rockcress project qualifies for the exemption provided in
CEQA Guidelines 15182(c), since it is consistent with the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan.

The applicant's analysis also includes a review of the impacts and mitigation measures
addressed in the EIR for the FPASP, which concluded that the project will not result in
any impacts not already identified, and that mitigation measures in the EIR will be
sufficient to address project impacts. None of the events described in CEQA Guidelines
15162 which would require preparation of a subsequent EIR (substantial changes to the
project, substantial changes in the circumstances under which the project is undertaken,
or new information of substantial performance) have occurred, as detailed in the CEQA
Exemption Analysis (Attachment 12 to this staff report).

The City has reviewed the applicant's analysis and concurs that the project is exempt
from additional environmental review as provided in CEQA Guidelines 15182(c).

RECOMMENDATION/PLAN NING COMMISSION ACTION

Move to recommend that the City Council:

Approve the CEQA Exemption for the proposed project pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
section 15182(c),

Approve a Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map creating 118 single-family
residential lots and three lettered landscape lots,

Approve Design Review of the applicant's master plan residential designs, and

a

a
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a Approve a Minor Administrative Modification to reallocate 35 single family units to
three other parcels in the FPASP area

A

B

These approvals are subject to the proposed findings below (Findings A-R) and the
recommended conditions of approval (Conditions 1-53) attached to this report.

GENERAL FINDINGS

NOTICE OF HEARING HAS BEEN GIVEN AT THE TIME AND IN THE
MANNER REQUIRED BY STATE LAWAND CIry CODE.

THE PROJECT IS GENERALLY CONSISTENT WITH THE GENERAL PLAN,
THE FOLSOM PLAN AREA SPECIFIC PLAN AS AMENDED, AND THE
FOLSOM RANCH CENTRAL DISTRICT DESIGN GUIDELINES.

CEQA FINDINGS

THE CITY, AS LEAD AGENCY, PREVIOUSLY CERTIFIED AN
ENVI RON M ENTAL I M PACT REPORT/E NVI RO N M ENTAL I M PACT
STATEMENT FOR THE FOLSOM PLAN AREA SPECIFIC PLAN.

THE CIry HAS DETERMINED THAT THE ROCKCRESS SUBDIVISION
PROJECT IS UNDERTAKEN TO IMPLEMENT AND IS CONSISTENT WITH
THE FOLSOM PLAN AREA SPECIFIC PLAN.

THE CITY HAS DETERMINED THAT THE IMPACTS OF THE ROCKCRESS
SUBDIVISION PROJECT ARE ADEQUATELY ADDRESSED BY THE FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE FOLSOM PLAN AREA
SPECIFIC PLAN AND ASSOCIATED MITIGATION MEASURES AND THAT
THE ROCKCRESS SUBDIVISION PROJECT IS EXEMPT FROM THE
REQUIREMENTS OF CEQA PURSUANT TO GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION
65457 AND CEQA GUIDELINES 15182(c).

NONE OF THE EVENTS SPECIFIED IN SECTION 21166 OF THE PUBLIC
RESOURCES CODE OR SECTION 15162 OF THE CEQA GUIDELINES HAVE
OCCURRED.

THIS PROJECT IS EXEMPT FROM CEQA IN ACCORDANCE WITH
GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 65457 AND SECTION 15182 OF THE CEQA
GUIDELINES.

c
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H

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP FINDINGS

THE PROPOSED SMALL-LOT VESTING TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP IS
CONSISTENT WITH THE CIryS SUBDIVISION ORDINANCE AND THE
SUBDIVISION MAP ACT IN THAT THE PROJECT IS SUBJECT TO
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL THAT WILL ENSURE THAT THE PROJECT IS
DEVELOPED IN COMPLIANCE WITH CIry STANDARDS.

THE PROPOSED SUBDIVISION, TOGETHER WITH THE PROVISIONS FOR
ITS DESIGN AND IMPROVEMENT, IS CONSISTENT WITH THE GENERAL
PLAN (AS AMENDED), THE FOLSOM plAN AREA SPEC|FIC PLAN (AS
AMENDED), AND ALL APPLTCABLE PROV|SIONS OF THE FOLSOM
MUNICIPAL CODE.

THE SITE IS PHYSICALLY SUITABLE FOR THE TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT
PROPOSED.

THE SITE IS PHYSICALLY SUITABLE FOR THE PROPOSED DENSIry OF
THE DEVELOPMENT.

AS CONDITIONED, THE DESIGN OF THE SMALL-LOT VESTING TENTATIVE
SUBDIVISION MAP AND THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS ARE NOT
LIKELY TO CAUSE SUBSTANTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL DAMAGE OR
SUBSTANTIALLY AND AVOIDABLY INJURY FISH OR WILDLIFE OR THEIR
HABITAT.

AS CONDITIONED, THE DESIGN OF THE SMALL-LOT VESTING TENTATIVE
SUBDIVISION MAP AND THE PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS ARE NOT
LIKELY TO CAUSE SERIOUS PUBLIC HEALTH OR SAFETY PROBLEMS.

THE DESIGN OF THE SMALL-LOT VESTING TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP
AND THE ryPE OF IMPROVEMENTS WILL NOT CONFLICT WITH
EASEMENTS FOR ACCESS THROUGH OR USE OF PROPERTY WITHIN THE
PROPOSED SUBDIVISION.

SUBJECT TO SECTION 66474.4 OF THE SUBDIVISION MAP ACT, THE LAND
IS NOT SUBJECT TO A CONTRACT ENTERED INTO PURSUANT TO THE
cALtFORN|A LAND CONSERVATION ACT OF 1965 (COMMENCTNG W|TH
sEcTroN 51200 oF THE GOVERNMENT CODE).

DESIGN REVIEW FINDINGS

THE PROJECT IS IN COMPLIANCE WITH THE GENERAL PLAN,
THE FOLSOM PLAN AREA SPECIFIC PLAN AND THE APPLICABLE ZONING
ORDINANCES.
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R

THE PROJECT IS IN CONFORMANCE WTH THE FOLSOM RANCH
CENTRAL DISTRICT DESIGN GUIDELINES.

THE BUILDING MATERIALS, TEXTURES, AND COLORS OF THE PROJECT
WILL BE COMPATIBLE WITH SURROUNDING DEVELOPMENTAND
CONSISTENT WTH THE GENERAL DESIGN THEME OF THE
NEIGHBORHOOD.
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coNDrTroNS oF APPROVAL FOR THE ROCKCRESS SUBDTVISTON (pN 19-3S8)
NORTHEAST CORI\-SR OF THE INTERSECTION OF AAST BIDWELL STREET A}ID SAVANNAII PARI(WAY

SMALLLOT VESTING TENTATIVE SI]BDTYISION MAP, DNSIGN REVIEW, AND MINOR ADMII\TISTRATTVE MODIF'ICATION
Responsible
Department

cD (PXE)

cD (PXE)

When
Required

G, I,M,B

G,I

Condition of Approval

F in al D ev e lop mcnt Pl ans
The owner/applicant shall submit final site development plans to the Community
Development Department that shall substantially conform to the exhibits referenced
below:

1. Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, dated February 18,2020
2. Preliminary Grading, Drainage, and Utility Plan, dated February 18,2020
3. Conceptual Front Yard Landscaping, dated March 18,2020
4. Wall and Fence Exhibit, dated February,2020
5. Residential Schematic Design, dated June 17,2020
6. Access and Circulation Analysis, dated May 12,2020
7. Environmental Noise Analysis, dated April 24,2020
8. Applicant's Inclusionary Housing Letter, June 4,2020

The Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, Design Review, and Inclusionary
Housing Plan are approved for the development of a 118-unit single-family residential
subdivision (Rockcress Subdivision).Implementation of the project shall be consistent
with the above referenced items and these conditions of approval.
Plan Submittal
All civil engineering, improvement, and landscape and irrigation plans, shall be
submitted to the Community Development Department for review and approval to
ensure conformance with this approval and with relevant codes, policies, standards and
other requirements of the City of Folsom.

Mitigation
Measure

Condition
No.

I

2.
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cD (P)

cD (E)

cD (PXEXB)
PW, PR, FD,

PD

cD (EXP)

cD (EXP)

M

M

OG

M

M

Validity
This approval of the Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map shall be valid for a
period of twenty-fow Q\ months pursuant to Section 16.16.110A of the Folsom
Municipal Code and the Subdivision Map Act. The term of the Planned Development
Permit and approved Inclusionary Housing Agreement shall track the term of the Small-
Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, as may be extended from time to time pursuant
to Section 16.16.110.A and 16.16.120 of the Folsom Municipal Code and the
Subdivision Map Act.
FMC Compliance
The Small-Lot Final Map shall comply with the Folsom Municipal Code and the
Subdivision Map Act.
Development Rights
The approval of this Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map conveys the right to
develop. As noted in these conditions of approval for the Small-Lot Vesting Tentative
Subdivision Map, the City has identified improvements necessary to develop the subject
parcels. These improvements include on and off-site roadways, water, sewer, storn
drainage, landscaping, soundwalls, and other improvements.
Public Right of ll/ay Dedication
As provided for in the First Amended and Restated Development Agreement (ARDA)
and the Amendments No. I and 2 thereto, and any approved amendments thereafter, the
owner/applicant shall dedicate all public rights-of-way and corresponding public utility
easements such that public access is provided to each and every lot within the
Rockcress Subdivision project as shown on the Small-Lot Vesting Tentative
Subdivision Map (Lots 1-118).
Street Names
The street names identified below shall be used for the Final Small-Lot Map(s):
French Drive, Harris Way, Manning Way, Sanderson Drive, Sherman Way, Sidney
w and Tucker Drive.

J
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cD (PXEXB)
PW, PR, FD,

PD

CD

cD (E)

OG

OG

M

Indemnityfor City
The owner/applicant shall protect, defend, indemniff, and hold harmless the City and its
agents, officers and employees from any claim, action or proceeding against the City or
its agents, officers or employees to attack, set aside, void, or annul any approval by the
City or any of its agencies, deparfrnents, commissions, agents, officers, employees, or
legislative body concerning the project, which claim, action or proceeding is brought
within the time period provided therefore in Government Code Section 66499.37 or
other applicable statutes of limitation. The City will promptly notifr the
owner/applicant of any such claim, action or proceeding, and will cooperate fully in the
defense. If the City should fail to cooperate fully in the defense, the owner
owner/applicant shall not thereafter be responsible to defend, indemniff and hold
harmless the City or its agents, officers, and employees, pursuant to this condition. The
City may, within its unlimited discretion, participate in the defense of any such claim,
action or proceeding if both of the following occur:

r The City bears its own attorney's fees and costs; and
o The City defends the claim, action or proceeding in good faith

The owner/applicant shall not be required to pay or perform any settlement of such
claim, action or proceeding unless the settlement is approved by the owner/applicant.
The owner/applicant's obligations under this condition shall apply regardless of
whether a Final Map is ultimately recorded with respect to this proiect.
Small-Lot Vesting Tentalive Subdivision Map
The Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision map is expressly conditioned upon
compliance with all environmental mitigation measures identified in the Folsom Plan
Area Specific Plan EIR/EIS as amended by the Revised Proposed Water Supply Facility
Alternative (November 2012), the Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Backbone
Infrastructure Mitigated Negative Declaration (December 2074), and the Westland
Eagle Specific Plan Amendment (September 2015).
ARDA andAmendments
The owner/applicant shall comply with all provisions of Amendments No. I and2to
the First Amended and Restated Tier I Development Agreement and any approved
amendments thereafter by and between the City and the owner/applicant of the project.

8.
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10.
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cD (P)

cD (P)

POLICE/SECI]RITY REQUTREMENT

PD

OG

OG

G, I,B

Mitigation Monitoring
The owner/applicant shall participate in a mitigation monitoring and reporting program
pursuant to City Council Resolution No. 2634 and Public Resources Code 21081.6.
The mitigation monitoring and reporting measures identified in the Folsom Plan Area
Specific Plan FEIR/EIS have been incorporated into these conditions of approval in
order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment. These mitigation
monitoring and reporting measures are identified in the mitigation measure column.
Applicant shall fund on a Time and Materials basis all mitigation monitoring (e.g., staff
and consultant time).
The owner/applicant acknowledges that the State adopted amendments to Section
65850 of the California Government Code (specifically Section 65850(9)), effective
January 1,2018, to allow for the implementation of inclusionary housing requirements
in residential rental units, upon adoption of an ordinance by the City. The Landowner is
not currently contemplating any residential rental projects within the Subject Property;
however, in the event the City amends its Inclusionary Housing Ordinance with respect
to rental housing pursuant to Section 65850(9), Landowner (or successor in interest)
agrees that the Subject Property shall be subject to said City Ordinance, as amended,
should any residential rental proiect be proposed within the Subiect Property.

The owner/applicant shall consult with the Police Departrnent in order to incorporate all
reasonable crime prevention measures. The following security/safety measures shall be
considered:

A security guard on-duty at all times at the site or a six-foot security fence shall be
constructed around the perimeter of construction areas.

Security measures for the safety of all construction equipment and unit appliances.

Landscaping shall not cover exterior doors or windows, block line-of-sight at
intersections or screen overhead liehtine.

a

a

a
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cD (PXE)

cD (E)

cD (P), PW, PK

M

M

B

Taxes and Fees
The owner/applicant shall pay all applicable taxes, fees and charges for the project at
the rate and amount required by the Public Facilities Financing Plan and Amendments
No. 1 and No. 2 to the Amended and Restated Tier I Development Agleement.
Assessments
If applicable, the owner/applicant shall pay off any existing assessments against the
property, or file necessary segregation request and pay applicable fees.
FPASP Development Impact Fees
The owner/applicant shall be subject to all Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Area
development impact fees in place at the time of approval or subsequently adopted
consistent with the Public Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP), Development Agreement
and amendments thereto, unless exempt by previous agreement. The owner/applicant
shall be subject to all applicable Folsom Plan Area plan-wide development impact fees
in effect at such time that a building permit is issued. These fees may include, but are
not limited to, the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Fee, Specific Plan Infrastructure Fee
(SPIF), Solid Waste Fee, Corporation Yard Fee, Transportation Management Fee,
Transit Fee, Highway 50Interchange Fee, General Park Equipment Fee, Housing Trust
Fee, etc.

Any protest to such for all fees, dedications, reservations or other exactions imposed on
this project will begin on the date of final approval (July l, 2020), or otherwise shall be
governed by the terms of Amendments No. I and 2 to ARDA. The fees shall be
calculated at the fee rate set forth in the PFFP and the ARDA.

DEVELOPMENT COSTS AND FEE
t4

15.

16.
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cD (PXE)

cD (PXE)

OG

G, I,M,B

Legal Counsel
The City, at its sole discretion, may utilize the services of outside legal counsel to assist
in the implementation of this project, including, but not limited to, drafting, reviewing
and/or revising agreements and/or other documentation for the project. If the City
utilizes the services of such outside legal counsel, the City shall provide notice to the
owner/applicant of the outside counsel selected, the scope of work and hourly rates, and
the owner/applicant shall reimburse the City for all outside legal fees and costs incurred
and documented by the City for such services. The owner/applicant may be required, at
the sole discretion of the City Attorney, to submit a deposit to the City for these
services prior to initiation of the services. The owner/applicant shall be responsible for
reimbursement to the City for the services reqardless of whether a deposit is required.
Consultant Semices
If the City utilizes the services of consultants to prepare special studies or provide
specialized design review or inspection services for the project, the City shall provide
notice to the owner/applicant of the outside consultant selected, the scope of work and
hourly rates, and the owner/applicant shall reimburse the City for actual costs incurred
and documented in utilizing these services, including administrative costs for City
personnel. A deposit for these services shall be provided prior to initiating review of
the Grading Plan, Final Map, improvement plans, or beginning inspection, whichever is
applicable.

I 7
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cD (E)

G, I,B

G

G

Walls/Fences
The final location, design, height, materials, and colors of the walls and fences shall
consistent with the submitted Wall and Fence Exhibit, dated February,2020 subject to
review and approval by the Community Development Department to ensure
consistency with the Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines.
Mine Shaft Remediation
The owner/applicant shall locate and remediate all antiquated mine shafts, drifts, open
cuts, tunnels, and water conveyance or impoundment structures existing on the project
site, wiilt specific recommendations for the sealing, filling, or removal of each that meet
all applicable health, safety and engineering standards. Recommendations shall be
prepared by an appropriately licensed engineer or geologist. All remedial plans shall be
reviewed and approved bv the City prior to approval of gradine plans.

Prepare Tralftc Control Plan.
Prior to construction, a TrafFtc Control Plan for roadways and intersections affected by
construction shall be prepared by the owner/applicant. The Traffic Control Plan
prepared by the owner/applicant shall, at minimum, include the following measures:

Maintaining the maximum amount of travel lane capacity during non-construction
periods, possible, and advanced notice to drivers through the provision of
construction signage.
Maintaining alternate one-way traflic flow past the lay down area and site access
when feasible.
Heavy trucks and other construction transport vehicles shall avoid the busiest
commute hours (7 a.m. to 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. to 6 p.m. on weekdays).
A minimum 72-hoar advance notice of access restrictions for residents, businesses,
and local emergency response agencies. This shall include the identification of
alternative routes and detours to enable for the avoidance of the immediate
construction zone.

A phone number and City contact for inquiries about the schedule of the
construction throughout the construction period. This information will be posted in
a local newspaper, via the Crty's web site, or at City Hall and will be updated on a
monthly basis.

a

a

a

a

a

GRADING PERMIT
91
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23

24.

L an ds lide /S lop e F ail ure
The owner/applicant shall retain an appropriately licensed engineer during grading
activities to identiff existing landslides and potential slope failure hazards. The said
engineer shall be notified a minimum of two days prior to any site clearing or grading
to facilitate with the contractor in the field.

IMPROVEMENT PLAN s
Improvement Plans
The improvement plans for the required public and private subdivision improvements
necessary to serve any and all phases of development shall be reviewed and approved

the to of a Final

G

M

cD (E) PW

cD (E)

cD (PXE)

cD (E)

G,I

I

I

State and Federal Permits
The owner/applicant shall obtain all required State and Federal permits and provide
evidence that said permits have been obtained, or that the permit is not required, subject
to staffreview prior to approval of any grading or improvement plan.

Standard Construction Specijications and Details
Public and private improvements, including roadways, curbs, gutters, sidewalks,
bicycle lanes and trails, streetlights, underground infrastructure and all other
improvements shall be provided in accordance with the latest edition of the City of
Folsom Standard Constnrction Specifications and Details and the Design and
Procedures Manual and Improvement Standards.
Water and Sewer Infrastructure
All City-owned water and sewer infrastructure shall be placed within the street right of
way. In the event that a City-maintained public water or sewer main needs to be placed
in an area other than the public right ofway, such as through an open space corridor,
landscaped are4 etc., the following criteria shall be met;

o The owner/applicant shall provide public sewer and water main easements
r An access road shall be designed and constructed to allow for the operations,

maintenance and replacement of the public water or sewer line by the City along
the entire water and/or sewer line alignment.

o In no case shall a City-maintained public water or public sewer line be placed on
private residential property.

22.
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M
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a

a

a

a

Lighting PIan
The owner/applicant of all project phases shall submit a lighting plan for the project to
the Community Development Departrnent. The lighting plan shall be consistent with
the Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines:

Shield or screen lighting fixtures to direct the light downward and prevent light spill
on adjacent properties;
Place and shield or screen flood and area lighting needed for construction activities,
nighttime sporting activities, and/or security so as not to disturb adjacent residential
areas and passing motorists;
For public lighting in residential neighborhoods, prohibit the use of light fixtures
that are of unusually high intensity or that blink or flash;
Use appropriate building materials (such as low-glare glass, low-glare building
glaze or finish, neutral, earth toned colored paint and roofing materials), shielded or
screened lighting, and appropriate signage in the office/commercial areas to prevent
light and glare from adversely affecting motorists on nearby roadways; and
Design exterior on-site lighting as an integral part of the building and landscaping
design in the Specific Plan Area. Lighting fixtures shall be architecturally
consistent with the overall site design. Lights used on signage should be directed to
lieht only the sisn face with no off-site slare.

a

Utility Coordination
The owner/applicant shall coordinate the planning, development and completion of this
project with the various utility agencies (i.e., SMUD, PG&E, etc.). The
owner/applicant shall provide the City with written confirmation of public utility
service prior to approval of the final map.
Replacing Hazardo us Facilities
The owner/applicant shall be responsible for replacing any and all damaged or
hazardous public sidewalk, curb and gutter, and/or bicycle trail facilities along the site
frontage and/or boundaries, including pre-existing conditions and construction damage,
to the satisfaction of the Community Development Departrnent.

27.
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M

I

I

Future Utilfiy Lines
All future utility lines lower than 69 KV that are to be built within the project shall be
placed underground within and along the perimeter of the project at the developer's
cost. The owner/applicant shall dedicate to SMUD all necessary underground
easements for the electrical facilities that will be necessary to service development of
the ect.

lVater Meter Fixed Network System
The owner owner/applicant shall pay for, furnish and install all infrastructure associated
with the water meter fixed network system for any City-owned and maintained water
meter within the project.
Class II Bihe Lanes
All Class II bike lanes (East Bidwell Street and Savannah Parkway) shall be striped,
and the legends painted to the satisfaction of the Community Development Department.
No parking shall be permitted within the Class II bike lanes.

30.

31.
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Noise Barricrs and Window Assemblies
Based on the Environmental Noise Assessment (the"2020 Noise Assessment")
prepared by Bollard Acoustical Consultants on April 24,2020,the following measures
shall be implemented to the satisfaction of the Community Development Departrnent:

o 7-foot-tall solid noise barriers shall be constructed along all residential property
boundaries adjacent to East Bidwell Street and 6-foot-tall noise barriers shall be
constructed along all residential property boundaries adjacent to Old Ranch Way,
Savannah Parkway, and the eastern property boundary with the future fire/police
stations prior to occupancy ofany residences adjacent to these streets or boundaries.
The 6-foot-tall and 7-foot-tall noise barriers shall be constructed to the required
height relative to the rear yard elevations.

o Suitable materials for the traffic noise barriers include masonry and precast concrete
panels. Other materials may be acceptable but shall be reviewed by an acoustical
consultant and approved by the Community Development Department prior to use.

o Mechanical ventilation (air conditioning) shall be provided for all residences in this
development to allow the occupants to close doors and windows as desired to
achieve compliance with the applicable interior noise level criteria.

Second-floor building facades shall maintain minimum window assembly STC
ratings of 32 for all homes with rear yards adjacent to East Bidwell Street.

First and second-floor building facades shall maintain minimum window assembly
STC ratings of 32 for all homes with rear yards adjacent to the future Fire and
Police stations along the eastern project boundary.

a

a
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cD (E)

cD (E)

G,I

G,I

OG

Master Plan Updates

The owner/applicant shall provide sanitary sewer, water and storm drainage
improvements with corresponding easements, as necessary, in accordance with these
studies and the latest edition of the City of Folsom Standard Construction
Specifications and Details. andthe Design and Procedures Manual and Imnrovement
Standards.

The storm drainage design shall provide for no net increase in run-off under post-
development conditions.
B est Management Practices
The storm drain improvement plans shall provide for "Best Management Practices" that
meet the requirements of the water quality standards of the City's National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System Permit issued by the State Regional Water Quality
Control Board.

In addition to compliance with City ordinances, the owner/applicant shall prepare a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and implement Best Management
Practices (BMPs) that comply with the General Construction Stormwater Permit from
the Central Valley RWQCB, to reduce water quality effects during construction.
Detailed information about the SWPPP and BMPs are provided in Chapter 3A.9,
"Hydrology and Water Quality."
Litter Control
During Construction, the owner/applicant shall be responsible for litter control and
sweeping of all paved surfaces in accordance with City standards. All on-site storm
drains shall be cleaned immediately before the official start of the rainy season
(October 15).

34
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All-Weolher Access and Fire Hydrants
The owner/applicant shall provide all-weather access and fire hydrants before
combustible materials are allowed on any project site or other approved alternative
method as approved by the Fire Departrnent. All-weather emergency access roads and
fire hydrants (tested and flushed) shall be provided before combustible material or
vertical construction is allowed on any project site or other approved alternative method
as approved by the Fire Departrnent. (All-weather access is defined as six inches of
compacted aggregate base from May I to September 30 and two inches asphalt concrete
over six inches aggregate base from October 1 to April 30). The buildings shall have
illuminated addresses visible from the street or drive fronting the property. Size and
location of address identification shall be reviewed and approved by the Fire
Department.
o Residential Fire-Flow with Automatic Fire Sprinkler System: The required fire-flow

for the proposed subdivision is determined to be 500 gpm per minute for 30 minutes.
r All public streets shall meet City of Folsom Street Standards.
o The maximum length of any dead-end street shall not exceed 500 feet in accordance

with the Folsom Fire Code (unless approved by the Fire Deparhnent).
o All-weather emergency access roads and fire hydrants (tested and flushed) shall be

provided before combustible material storage or vertical construction is allowed. All-
weather access is defined as 6" of compacted AB from May I to September 30 and
2"AC over 6" AB from October 1 to April30

o The first Fire Station planned for the Folsom Plan Area may be required to be
completed and operational at the time that the threshold of 1,500 occupied homes
within the Folsom Plan Area is met.

FIRE DEPT
37
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Landscaping Plans
Final landscape plans and specifications shall be prepared by a registered landscape
architect and approved by the City prior to the approval of the first building permit. Said
plans shall include all on-site landscape specifications and details including a tree
planting exhibit demonstrating sufficient diversity and appropriate species selection to
the satisfaction of the Community Development Department. The tree exhibit shall
include all street trees, accent trees, parking lot shading trees, and mitigation trees
proposed within the development. Said plans shall comply with all State and local rules,
regulations, Governor's declarations and restrictions pertaining to water conservation
and outdoor landscaping.

Landscaping shall meet shade requirements as outlined in the Folsom Plan Area Specific
Plan where applicable. The landscape plans shall comply and implement water efficient
requirements as adopted by the State of California (Assembly Bill 1881) (State Model
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance) until such time the City of Folsom adopts its own
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance at which time the owner/applicant shall comply
with any new ordinance. Shade and ornamental trees shall be maintained according to
the most current American National Standards for Tree Care Operations (ANSI A-300)
by qualified tree care professionals. Tree topping for height reduction, view protection,
light clearance or any other purpose shall not be allowed. Specialty-style pruning, such
as pollarding, shall be specified within the approved landscape plans and shall be
implemented during a 5-year establishment and fraining period. The owner/applicant
shall comply with city-wide landscape rules or regulations on water usage. The
owner/applicant shall comply with any state or local rules and regulations relating to
landscape water usage and landscaping requirements necessitated to mitigate for drought
conditions on all landscapine in the Rockcress Subdivision proiect.

LAIIDSCAPE/TREE PRESERVATION RE
38.
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S ubdivision fmprovement Agreement
Prior to the approval of any Final Map, the owner/applicant shall enter into a subdivision
improvement agreement with the City, identiffing all required improvements, if any, to
be constructed with each proposed phase of development. The owner/applicant shall
provide securi8 acceptable to the City, guaranteeing construction of the improvements.
The Final Inclusionary Housing Plan
The Final Inclusionary Housing Plan shall be approved by the City Council. The
Inclusionary Housing Agreement, which will be approved by the City Attorney, shall be
executed prior to recordation of the Final Map for the Rockcress Subdivision proiect.

MAP
39
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Department of Real Estate Public Report
The owner/applicant shall disclose to the homebuyers in the Departrnent of Real Estate
Public Report and/or the CC&R's the following items:

1) Future public parks and public schools are located in relatively close proximity
to the proposed subdivision, and that the public parks may include facilities
(basketball courts, a baseball field, softball fields, soccer fields, and playground
equipment) that may generate noise impacts during various times, including but
not limited to evening and nighttime hours. The owner/applicant shall also
disclose that the existing public parks include nighttime sports lighting that may
generate lighting impacts during evening and nighttime hours.

2) Future Fire and Police stations are located adjacent to the project site and may
include facilities and equipment that generate noise and light impacts during
various times, including but not limited to evening and nighttime hours.

3) The soil in the subdivision may contain naturally occurring asbestos and
naturally occurring arsenic.

4) The collecting, digging, or removal of any stone, artifact, or other prehistoric or
historic object located in public or open space areas, and the disturbance ofany
archaeological site or historic property, is prohibited.

5) The project site is located close to the Mather Airport flight path and overflight
noise may be present at various times.

6) That all properties located within one mile of an on- or off-site area zoned or
used for agricultural use (including livestock grazing) shall be accompanied by
written disclosure from the transferor, in a form approved by the City of Folsom,
advising any transferee of the potential adverse odor impacts from surrounding
agricultural operations, which disclosure shall direct the transferee to contact the
County of Sacramento concerning any such property within the County zoned
for aericultural uses within one mile of the subiect propertv beine transferred.

4 I
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P ublic Utili$ E asemcnts
The owner/applicant shall dedicate public utility easements for underground facilities on
properties adjacent to the public and private streets. A minimum of twelve and one-half-
foot (12.5') wide Public Utility Easements for underground facilities (i.e., SMUD,
Pacific Gas and Electric, cable television, telephone) shall be dedicated adjacent to all
public and private street rights-of-way. The owner/applicant shall dedicate additional
width to accommodate extraordinary facilities as determined by the City. The width of
the public utility easements adjacent to public and private right of way may be reduced
with prior approval from public utilif companies.
B ac k b o ne Infras tr uct ure
As provided for in the ARDA and the Amendment No. I thereto, the owner/applicant
shall provide fully executed grant deeds, legal descriptions, and plats for all necessary
Infrastructure to serve the project, including but not limited to lands, public rights of
way, public utility easements, public water main easements, public sewer easements,
irrevocable offers of dedication and temporary construction easements. All required
easements as listed necessary for the Infrastructure shall be reviewed and approved by
the City and recorded with the Sacramento County Recorder pursuant to the timing
requirements set forth in Section 3.8 of the ARDA, and any amendments thereto.
New Permanent Benchmarks
The owner/applicant shall provide and establish new permanent benchmarks on the
(NAVD 88) datum in various locations within the subdivision or at any other locations
in the vicinity of the projecVsubdivision as directed by the City Engineer. The type and
specifications for the permanent benchmarks shall be provided by the City. The new
benchmarks shall be placed by the owner/applicant within 6 months from the date of
approval of the vesting tentative subdivision map.
Centralized Mail Delivery Units
All Final Maps shall show easements or other mapped provisions for the placement of
centralized mail delivery units. The owner/applicant shall provide a concrete base for
the placement of any centralized mail delivery unit. Specifications and location of such
base shall be determined pursuant to the applicable requirements of the U. S. Postal
Service and the City of Folsom Community Development Department, with due
consideration for street lieht location, traffic safety. security. and consumer convenience.

42
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TRAF F IC/ACCESS/CIRCULATION/PARIilNG REQUIREMENTS

cD (E), PW, FD

B

B

M

B

Recorded FinalMap
Prior to the issuance of building permits, the owner/applicant shall provide a digital copy
of the recorded Final Map (in AutoCAD format) to the Community Development
Department. The exception to this requirement is model homes. Building permits for
model homes only may be issued prior to recording of the Final Map, subject to
approval by the Community Development Departrnent.
Recorded Final Map
Prior to issuance of building permits, the owner/applicant shall provide the Folsom-
Cordova Unified School District with a copy of the recorded Final Map.
Cr e dit Reimb ur s ement Agreemcnt
Prior to the recordation of the first Small-Lot Final Map, the owner/applicant and City
shall enter into a credit and reimbursement agreement for constructed improvements that
are included in the Folsom Plan Area's Public Facilities Financing Plan.

The following conditions of approval are related to roadway and traffic related
improvements for the Rockcress Subdivision project under two (2) separate scenarios:

A. The Enclave Subdivision project (PN 16-025) has constructed roadway
improvements, while the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision Village 7 project
(PN 17-308) has not constructed roadway improvements.

B. The Enclave Subdivision project (PN 16-025) has constructed roadway
improvements and the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision Village 7 project
(PN 17-308) has constructed road improvements.

See Attachment 12 (KH Memo and Exhibits) to this staff report for reference for the
following improvements under each scenario:

46.
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Scenario I (Enclave Subdivision Improvements Completed Mangini Ranch Village 7
Subdivision Improvements Not Completed)

o The owner/applicant shall construct a southbound median left turn pocket on
East Bidwell Street with a minimum storage length of 3 1 5 feet (255-foot
deceleration lane plus 60-foot taper) to provide left turn access to Savannah
Parkway.

The owner/applicant shall construct Savannah Parkway from East Bidwell
Street to the eastern boundary of the Rockcress Subdivision and provide a
temporary U-Turn at the eastbound intersection of Savannah Parkway and Shale
Rock Way (Mangini Ranch Village 2) until such time that the segment of
Savannah Parkway between Shale Rock Way and Westwood Drive is
completed and Westwood Drive is completed between Savannah Parkway and
Alder Creek Parkway.

Scenario 2 (Enclave/\4angini Ranch Village 7 Subdivision Improvements Completed)
o The owner/applicant shall construct the eastern extension of Savannah Parkway

from the Mangini Ranch Village 7 Subdivision boundary to the eastern
boundary of the Rockcress Subdivision (including the Shale Rock Way
intersection).

a

Until such time that a traffic signal is required (issuance of 496ft building permit within
Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision project) at the East Bidwell Street/Savannah
Parkway intersection, the owner/applicant shall construct a southbound median
acceleration lane to assist in facilitating a two-stage outbound left-turn lane from
Savannah Parkway onto southbound East Bidwell Street. The length of this lane, which
is understood to be a temporary improvement that is repurposed with the ultimate East
Bidwell Street corridor improvements, should total approximately 250 feet.

49
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The Rockcress Subdivision project shall comply with the following architecture and
design requirements:

1 This approval is for one product line with four two-story master plans in three
architectural styles with 9 color and material options. The applicant shall submit
building plans that comply with this approval and the attached building elevations
datedJune 17,2020.

2. The design, materials, and colors of the single-family residential units shall be
consistent with the approved building elevations, materials samples, and color
schemes to the satisfaction of the Community Development Deparftnent.

3. The Community Development Departrnent shall approve the individual lot
permits to assure no duplication or repetition of the same house, same roof-line,
same elevation style, side-by-side, or across the street from each other.

4. All mechanical equipment shall be ground-mounted and concealed from view of
public streets, neighboring properties and nearby higher buildings.

5. Decorative light fixtures, consistent with the Folsom Ranch Central District
Design Guidelines and unique to each architectural design theme, shall be added
to the front elevation of each Master Plan to the satisfaction of the Community
Development Deparlment.

6. A minimum of one street tree shall be planted in the front yard of each residential
lot within the subdivision. A minimum of two trees are required along the street-
side of all corner lots. All front yard irrigation and landscaping shall be installed
prior to a Building Permit Final.

ARCHITECTI]RE/SITE DESIGN
5l
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Trash/Recycling Containers and Air Conditioner Screening
Trash, recycling, and yard waste containers shall be placed behind the side yard fence so
that they are not visible from the public right-of-way to the satisfaction of the
Community Development Department. In addition, air conditioning units shall also be
placed behind the side yard fence or located in the rear yard so that they are not visible
from the public right-of-way to the satisfaction of the Community Development
Department.

52.
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MITIGATION MEASI]RES

Responsible Agency

AESTHETICS
City of Folsom Community
Development Department.

City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Timing

Before approval of
grading plans and
during construction
for all project
phases.

Before approval of
building permits.

Rockcres s S ubdivision Mitig ation Monitoring Reporting Pro gram
(MMRP). The conditions of approval below (numbered 53-1 to 53-89)
implement the applicable mitigation measures from the FPASP (May
20ll) MMRP, as amended by the Revised Proposed Water Supply
Facility Alternative (November 2012), the Folsom South of U.S.
Highway 50 Backbone Infrastructure Mitigated Negative Declaration
(December 2014), and the Westland Eagle Specific Plan Amendment
(September 2015).

Mitigation Measures

Screen Construction Staging Areas.
The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application shall locate staging and material storage areas as far away
from sensitive biological resources and sensitive land uses (e.g.,
residential areas, schools, parks) as feasible. Staging and material storage
areas shall be approved by the appropriate agency (identified below)
before the approval ofgrading plans for all project phases and shall be
screened from adjacent occupied land uses in earlier development phases
to the maximum extent practicable. Screens may include, but are not
limited to, the use of such visual barriers such as berms or fences. The
screen design shall be approved by the appropriate agency to further
reduce visual effects to the extent possible.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries shall be developed by the project applicant(s) of
each applicable project phase in consultation with the affected oversight
agency(ies) (i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties, and Caltrans) to
reduce to the extent feasible the visual effects of construction activities
on adjacent project land uses that have already been developed.

Establish and Require Conformnnce to Lighting Standards and
Prepare and Implement a Lighting Plan.
To reduce impacts associated with light and glare, the City shall:

Mitigation
Number
(Source)

3A.1-4
(FPASP
ErRiErs)

3A.1-5
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

53

Condition
No.

53-1

s3-2
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> Establish standards for on-site outdoor lighting to reduce high-
intensity nighttime lighting and glare as part of the Folsom Specific Plan
design guidelines/standards. Consideration shall be given to design
features, namely directional shielding for street lighting, parking lot
lighting, and other substantial light sources, that would reduce effects of
nighttime lighting. In addition, consideration shall be given to the use of
automatic shutoffs or motion sensors for lighting features to further
reduce excess nighttime light.

> Use shielded or screened public lighting fixtures to prevent the light
from shining off of the surface intended to be illuminated.
To reduce impacts associated with light and glare, the project applicant(s)
ofall project phases shall:

> Shield or screen lighting fixtures to direct the light downward and
prevent light spill on adjacent properties.

> Flood and area lighting needed for construction activities, nighttime
sporting activities, and/or security shall be screened or aimed no higher
than 45 degrees above straight down (half-way between straight down
and straight to the side) when the source is visible from any off-site
residential property or public roadway.

> For public lighting in residential neighborhoods, prohibit the use of
light fixtures that are of unusually high intensity or brightness (e.g., harsh
mercury vapor, low-pressure sodium, or fluorescent bulbs) or that blink
or flash.

> Use appropriate building materials (such as low-glare glass, low-
glare building glaze or finish, neutral, earth-toned colored paint and
roofing materials), shielded or screened lighting, and appropriate signage
in the office/commercial areas to prevent light and glare from adversely
affecting motorists on nearby roadways.

> Design exterior on-site lighting as an integral part of the building and
landscape design in the Folsom Specific Plan area. Lighting fixtures shall
be architecturally consistent with the overall site design.
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Before the approval
of all grading plans
by the City and

throughout project
conshuction, where
applicable, for all
project phases.

> Lighting of off-site facilities within the City of Folsom shall be
consistent with the Crty's General Plan standards.

> Lighting of the off-site detention basin shall be consistent with
Sacramento County General Plan standards.

A lighting plan for all on- and off-site elements within each agency's
jurisdictional boundaries (specified below) shall be submitted to the
relevant jurisdictional agency for review and approval, which shall
include the above elements. The lighting plan may be submitted
concurrently with other improvement plans, and shall be submitted before
the installation of any lighting or the approval of building permits for
each phase. The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary
development application shall implement the approved lighting plan.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties).

fmphment Measures to Control Air Pollutant Emissions Generated by
Construction of On-Site Elements.

To reduce short-term construction emissions, the project applicant(s) for
any particular discretionary development application shall require their
contractors to implement SMAQMD's list of Basic Construction
Emission Control Practices, Enhanced Fugitive PM Dust Control
Practices, and Enhanced Exhaust Control Practices (list below) in effect
at the time individual portions of the site undergo construction. In
addition to SMAQMD-recommended measures, construction operations
shall comply with all applicable SMAQMD rules and regulations.
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Basic Construction Emission Control Practices

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

> Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks
transporting soil, sand, or other loose material on the site. Any haul
trucks that would be traveling along freeways or major roadways should
be covered.

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

> Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph).

> All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, parking lots to be paved should
be completed as soon as possible. In addition, building pads should be
laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are

used.

> Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in
use or reducing the time of idling to 5 minutes (as required by the state
airborne toxics control measure [Title 13, Section 2485 of the California
Code of Regulationsl). Provide clear signage that posts this requirement
for workers at the entrances to the site.

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

Enhanced Fugitive PM Dust Control Practices - Soil Disturbance
Areas
> Water exposed soil with adequate frequency for continued moist soil.
However, do not overwater to the extent that sediment flows off the site.

> Suspend excavation, grading, and/or demolition activity when wind
speeds exceed 20 mph.
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> Plant vegetative ground cover (fast-germinating native grass seed) in
disturbed areas as soon as possible. Water appropriately until vegetation
is established.

Enhanced Fugitive PM Dust Control Practices - Unpaved Roads

> Install wheel washers for all exiting trucks, or wash offall trucks and
equipment leaving the site.

> Treat site accesses to a distance of 100 feet from the paved road with
a 6 to l2-inch layer of wood chips, mulch, or gravel to reduce generation
of road dust and road dust carryout onto public roads.

> Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to
contact at the construction site regarding dust complaints. This person
shall respond and take corrective action within 48 hours. The phone
number of SMAQMD and the City contact person shall also be posted to
ensure compliance.

Enhanced Exhaust Control Practices

> The project shall provide a plan, for approval by the City of Folsom
Community Development Department and SMAQMD, demonstrating
that the heavy-duty (50 horsepower [hp] or more) off-road vehicles to be
used in the construction project, including owned, leased, and
subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project wide fleet-average 20Yo

NOX reduction and 45%o particulate reduction compared to the most
current California Air Resources Board (ARB) fleet average that exists at
the time of construction. Acceptable options for reducing emissions may
include use of late-model engines, low-emission diesel products,
alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment products,
and/or other options as they become available. The project applicant(s) of
each project phase or its representative shall submit to the City of Folsom
Community Development Department and SMAQMD a comprehensive
inventory of all off-road construction equipmenl equal to or greater than
50 hp, that would be used an aggregate of 40 or more hours during any
portion ofthe construction project. The inventory shall include the
horsepower rating, engine production year, and proiected hours ofuse for
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The City of Folsom Community
Development Department shall
not grant any grading permits to
the respective project applicant(s)
until the respective project

Before the approval
of all grading plans
by the City and
throughout project

each piece of equipment. The inventory shall be updated and submitted
monthly throughout the duration of the project, except that an inventory
shall not be required for any 30-day period in which no construction
activity occurs. At least 48 hours prior to the use of heavy-duty off-road
equipment, the project representative shall provide SMAQMD with the
anticipated construction timeline including start date, and name and
phone number of the project manager and on-site foreman. SMAQMD's
Construction Mitigation Calculator can be used to identiff an equipment
fleet that achieves this reduction (SMAQMD 2007a). The project shall
ensure that emissions from all off-road diesel powered equipment used on
the SPA do not exceed 40%o opacity for more than three minutes in any
one hour. Any equipment found to exceed 40 percent opacity (or
Ringelmann 2.0) shall be repaired immediately, and the City and
SMAQMD shall be notified within 48 hours of identification of
noncompliant equipment. A visual survey of all in-operation equipment
shall be made at least weekly, and a monthly summary of the visual
survey results shall be submitted throughout the duration of the project,
except that the monthly summary shall not be required for any 30-day
period in which no construction activity occurs. The monthly summary
shall include the quantif and type of vehicles surveyed as well as the
dates of each survey. SMAQMD staff and/or other officials may conduct
periodic site inspections to determine compliance. Nothing in this
mitigation measure shall supersede other SMAQMD or state rules or
regulations.

> If at the time of construction, SMAQMD has adopted a regulation or
new guidance applicable to construction emissions, compliance with the
regulation or new guidance may completely or partially replace this
mitigation if it is equal to or more effective than the mitigation contained
herein, and if SMAQMD so permits.

Pay Olf-site Mitigation Fee to SMAQMD to Off-Set NOX Emissions
Generated by Construction of On-Site Elements.

Implementation of the project or the other four other action alternatives
would result in construction-generated NOX emissions that exceed the
SMAQMD threshold of simificance, even after implementation of the
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applicant(s) have paid the
appropriate off-site mitigation fee
to SMAQMD.

City of Folsom Community
Development Department

construction for all
project phases.

Before the approval
of all grading plans
by the City.

5p1qMD Enhanced Exhaust Control Practices (listed in Mitigation
Measure 3 4.2-l a). Additionally, Mitigation Measure 3 A.4-l (Implement
Additional Measures to Control Construction-Generated GHG Emissions,
pages 34.4-14 to 15) has the potential to both reduce and increase NOX
emissions, depending on the types of alternative fuels and engine types
employed. Therefore, the project applicant(s) shall pay SMAQMD an
off-site mitigation fee for implementation of any of the five action
alternatives for the purpose of reducing NOX emissions to a less-than-
significant level (i.e., less than 85 lb/day). All NOX emission reductions
and increases associated with GHG mitigation shall be added to or
subtracted from the amount above the construction threshold to determine
off-site mitigation fees, when possible. The specific fee amounts shall be
calculated when the daily construction emissions can be more accurately
determined: that is, ifthe CityAJSACE select and certiff the EIR/EIS and
approves the Proposed Project or one ofthe other four other action
alternatives, the City and the applicants must establish the phasing by
which development would occur, and the applicants must develop a
detailed construction schedule. Calculation of fees associated with each
project development phase shall be conducted by the project applicant(s)
in consultation with SMAQMD staff before the approval of grading plans
by the City. The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary
development application shall pay into SMAQMD's off-site construction
mitigation fund to further mitigate construction generated emissions of
NOX that exceed SMAQMD's daily emission threshold of 85 lb/day. The
calculation of daily NOX emissions shall be based on the cost rate
established by SMAQMD at the time the calculation and payment are
made. At the time of writing this EIRIEIS the cost rate is $16,000 to
reduce 1 ton ofNOX plus a5Yo administrative fee (SMAQMD 2008c).
The determination of the final mitigation fee shall be conducted in
coordination with SMAQMD before any ground disturbance occurs for
any project phase.

Analyze and Disclose Projected PM10 Emission Concentrations at
Nearby Sensitive Receptors Resulting from Construction of On-Site
Elements. Prior to construction of each discretionary development
entitlement of on-site land uses, the project applicant shall perform a
proiect-level CEQA analysis (e.s., supporting documentation for an
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Development Department

Before issuance of
subdivision maps
or improvement
plans.

Before the approval
of all grading plans
by the City and
throughout project
construction, where

exemption, negative declaration, or project-specific EIR) that includes
detailed dispersion modeling of construction-generated PM10 to disclose
what PM10 concentrations would be at nearby sensitive receptors. The
dispersion modeling shall be performed in accordance with applicable
SMAQMD guidance that is in place at the time the analysis is performed.
At the time of writing this EIR/EIS, SMAQMD's most current and most
detailed guidance for addressing construction-generated PM 1 0 emissions
is found in its Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento County
(SMAQMD 2009a). The project-level analysis shall incorporate detailed
parameters of the construction equipment and activities, including the
year during which construction would be performed, as well as the
proximity of potentially affected receptors, including receptors proposed
by the project that exist at the time the construction activity would occur.

Implement All Measures Presuibed by the Air Quality Mitigafion Plan
to Reduce Operational Air Pollutant Emissions.
To reduce operational emissions, the project applicant(s) for any
particular discretionary development application shall implement all
measures prescribed in the SMAQMD-approved Folsom Plan Area
Specific Plan Air Quality Mitigation Plan (AQMP) (Torrence Planning
2008), a copy of which is included in Appendix C2. The AQMP is
intended to improve mobility, reduce vehicle miles haveled, and improve
air quality as required by AB 32 and SB 375. The AQMP includes,
among others, measures designed to provide bicycle parking at
commercial land uses, an integrated pedestrian/bicycle path network,
transit stops with shelters, a prohibition against the use the wood-burning
fireplaces, energy star roofing materials, electric lawnmowers provided to
homeowners at no charge, and on-site transportation alternatives to
passenger vehicles (including light rail) that provide connectivity with
other local and regional alternative transportation networks.

Develop and Implement a Plan to Reduce Exposure of Sensitive
Receptors to Construction-Generated Tortc Air Contaminant
Emissions.

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application shall develop a plan to reduce the exposure of sensitive
receptors to TACs generated by proiect construction activity associated
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Development Department

BIOLOGICAL RESOTIRCES

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

applicable, for all
project phases.

Before the approval
of building permits
by the City and
throughout project
construction, where
applicable, for all
project phases.

Before approval of
improvement and
drainage plans, and
on an ongoing
basis throughout
and after project
construction, as

with buildout of the selected alternative. Each plan shall be developed by
the project applicant(s) in consultation with SMAQMD. The plan shall be
submitted to the City for review and approval before the approval of any
grading plans.

The plan may include such measures as scheduling activities when the
residences are the least likely to be occupied, requiring equipment to be
shut offwhen not in use, and prohibiting heavy trucks from idling.
Applicable measures shall be included in all project plans and
specifications for all project phases.

The implementation and enforcement of all measures identified in each
plan shall be funded by the project applicant(s) for the respective phase of
development.

Implement Measures to Control Exposure of Sensitive Receptorc to
Op eratio n al 0 doro us E mis s ions.

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application shall implement the following measure:

> The deeds to all properties located within the plan area that are within
one mile of an on- or off-site area zoned or used for agricultural use
(including livestock grazing) shall be accompanied by a written
disclosure from the transferor, in a form approved by the City of Folsom,
advising any transferee of the potential adverse odor impacts from
surrounding agricultural operations, which disclosure shall direct the
transferee to contact the County of Sacramento concerning any such
property within the County zoned for agricultural uses within one mile of
the subject property being transferred.

Design Stormwater Drainage Plans and Erosion and Sediment Control
Plans to Avoid and Minimize Erosion and Runoff tu AA Weilands and
Other lVaters That Are to Remain on the SPA and Use Low Impact
Development Features.

To minimize indirect effects on water quality and wetland hydrology, the
project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application shall include stormwater drainage plans and erosion and
sediment control plans in their improvement plans and shall submit these
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required for all
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plans to the City Public Works Department for review and approval. For
off-site elements within Sacramento County or El Dorado County
jurisdiction (e.g., off-site detention basin and off-site roadway
connections to El Dorado Hills), plans shall be submitted to the
appropriate county planning departrnent. Before approval of these
improvement plans, the project applicant(s) for any particular
discretionary development application shall obtain a NPDES MS4
Municipal Stormwater Permit and Grading Permit, comply with the
City's Grading Ordinance and County drainage and stormwater quality
standards, and commit to implementing all measures in their drainage
plans and erosion and sediment control plans to avoid and minimize
erosion and runoff into Alder Creek and all wetlands and other waters
that would remain on-site. Detailed information about stormwater runoff
standards and relevant City and County regulation is provided in Chapter
3A.9, *Hydrology and Water Quality."
The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
entitlement shall implement stormwater quality treatment controls
consistent with the Stormwater Quality Design Manual for Sacramento
and South Placer Regions in effect at the time the application is
submitted. Appropriate runoff controls such as berms, storm gates, off-
stream detention basins, overflow collection areas, filtration systems, and
sediment traps shall be implemented to contool siltation and the potential
discharge of pollutants. Development plans shall incorporate Low Impact
Development (LID) features, such as pervious strips, permeable
pavements, bioretention ponds, vegetated swales, disconnected rain gutter
downspouts, and rain gardens, where appropriate. Use of LID features is
recommended by the EPA to minimize impacts on water quality,
hydrology, and stream geomorphology and is specified as a method for
protecting water quality in the proposed specific plan. In addition, free
spanning bridge systems shall be used for all roadway crossings over
wetlands and other waters that are retained in the on-site open space.
These bridge systems would maintain the natural and restored channels of
creeks, including the associated wetlands, and would be designed with
sufficient span width and depth to provide for wildlife movement along
the creek corridors even during high-flow or flood events, as specified in
the 404 permit.
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In addition to compliance with City ordinances, the project applicant(s)
for any particular discretionary development application shall prepare a
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), and implement Best
Management Practices (BMPs) that comply with the General
Construction Stormwater Permit from the Central Valley RWQCB, to
reduce water quality effects during construction. Detailed information
about the SWPPP and BMPs are provided in Chapter 3A.9, "Hydrology
and Water Quality."
Each project development shall result in no net change to peak flows into
Alder Creek and associated tributaries, or to Buffalo Creek, Carson
Creek, and Coyote Creek. The project applicant(s) shall establish a
baseline of conditions for drainage on-site. The baseline-flow conditions
shall be established for2-,5-, and 10O-year storm events. These baseline
conditions shall be used to develop monitoring standards for the
stormwater system on the SPA. The baseline conditions, monitoring
standards, and a monitoring program shall be submitted to USACE and
the City for their approval. Water quality and detention basins shall be
designed and constructed to ensure that the performance standards, which
are described in Chapter 3A.9, "Hydrology and Water Quality," are met
and shall be designed as off-stream detention basins. Discharge sites into
Alder Creek and associated tributaries, as well as tributaries to Carson
Creek, Coyote Creek, and Buffalo Creek, shall be monitored to ensure
that pre-project conditions are being met. Corrective measures shall be
implemented as necessary. The mitigation measures will be satisfied
when the monitoring standards are met for 5 consecutive years without
undertaking corrective measures to meet the performance standard.

See FEIR/FEIS Appendix S showing that the detention basin in the
northeast corner of the SPA has been moved offstream.
Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase in consultation with the affected
oversight agency(ies) (i.e., El Dorado County for the roadway
connections, Sacramento County for the detention basin west of Prairie
City Road, and Caltrans for the U.S. 50 interchange improvements) such
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California Deparhnent of Fish and
Game and City of Folsom
Community Development
Department.

Before the approval
of grading and
improvement plans,
before any ground
disturbing
activities, and
during project
construction as

applicable for all
project phases.

that the performance standards described in Chapter 3A.9, "Hydrology
and Water Quality," are met.

Avoid Direct Loss of Swainson's Hawk and Other Raptor Nests.

To mitigate impacts on Swainson's hawk and other raptors (including
burrowing owl), the project applicant(s) of all project phases shall retain a
qualified biologist to conduct preconstruction surveys and to identi$
active nests on and within 0.5 mile of the project and active burrows on
the project site. The surveys shall be conducted before the approval of
grading and/or improvement plans (as applicable) and no less than 14
days and no more than 30 days before the beginning of construction for
all project phases. To the extent feasible, guidelines provided in
Recommended Timing and Methodology for Swainson's Hawk Nesting
Surveys in the Central Valley (Swainson's Hawk Technical Advisory
Committee 2000) shall be followed for surveys for Swainson's hawk.If
no nests are found, no further mitigation is required.

If active nests are found, impacts on nesting Swainson's hawks and other
raptors shall be avoided by establishing appropriate buffers around the
nests. No project activity shall commence within the buffer area until the
young have fledged, the nest is no longer active, or until a qualified
biologist has determined in consultation with DFG that reducing the
buffer would not result in nest abandonment. DFG guidelines recommend
implementation of 0.25- or 0.5-mile-wide buffers, but the size of the
buffer may be adjusted if a qualified biologist and the City, in
consultation with DFG, determine that such an adjustrnent would not be
likely to adversely affect the nest. Monitoring of the nest by a qualified
biologist during and after construction activities will be required if the
activity has potential to adversely affect the nest.

If active burrows are found, a mitigation plan shall be submitted to the
City for review and approval before any ground-disturbing activities.

The City shall consult with DFG. The mitigation plan may consist of
installation of one-way doors on all burrows to allow owls to exit, but not
reenter, and construction of artificial burrows within the project vicinity,
as needed; however, burrow owl exclusions may only be used if a
qualified biologist verifies that the burrow does not contain eggs or
dependent young. Ifactive burrows contain eggs and/or young. no
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construction shall occur within 50 feet of the burrow until young have
fledged. Once it is confirmed that there are no owls inside burrows, these
burrows may be collapsed.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be developed by the project applicant(s) of
each applicable project phase in consultation with the affected oversight
agency(ies) (i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties, or Caltrans),
such that the performance criteria set forth in DFG's guidelines are
determined to be met.

Prepare Site-Specific Geotechnical Report per CBC Requirements and
Implement Appropriate Recommendations. Before building permits are
issued and construction activities begin any project development phase,
the project applicant(s) ofeach project phase shall hire a licensed
geotechnical engineer to prepare a final geotechnical subsurface
investigation report for the on- and off-site facilities, which shall be
submitted for review and approval to the appropriate City or county
department (identified below). The final geotechnical engineering report
shall address and make recommendations on the following:
> Site preparation;

> Soil bearing capacity;

> Appropriate sources and types of fill;
> Potential need for soil amendments;

> Road, pavement, and parking areas;

> Structuralfoundations, includingretaining-wall design;

> Grading practices;

> Soil corrosion ofconcrete and steel;

> Erosion/winterization;

> Seismic ground shaking;

> Liquefaction; and

> Expansive/unstablesoils.
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Before the start of
construction
activities.

In addition to the recommendations for the conditions listed above,
the geotechnical investigation shall include subsurface testing of soil
and groundwater conditions, and shall determine appropriate
foundation designs that are consistent with the version of the CBC
that is applicable at the time building and grading permits are applied
for. All recommendations contained in the final geotechnical
engineering report shall be implemented by the project applicant(s) of
each project phase. Special recommendations contained in the
geotechnical engineering report shall be noted on the grading plans
and implemented as appropriate before construction begins. Design
and construction of all new project development shall be in
accordance with the CBC. The project applicant(s) shall provide for
engineering inspection and certification that earthwork has been
performed in conformity with recommendations contained in the
geotechnical report.

Monitor Earthwork during Earthmoving Activities.
All earthwork shall be monitored by a qualified geotechnical or soils
engineer retained by the project applicant(s) ofeach project phase. The
geotechnical or soils engineer shall provide oversight during all
excavation, placement of fill, and disposal of materials removed from and
deposited on both on- and off-site construction areas.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties, or Caltrans).

Prepare and Implement the Appropriate Grading and Erosion Control
Plan.

Before grading permits are issued, the project applicant(s) of each project
phase that would be located within the City of Folsom shall retain a
California Registered Civil Engineer to prepare a grading and erosion
control plan. The grading and erosion control plan shall be submitted to
the City Public Works Department before issuance of grading permits for
all new development. The plan shall be consistent with the City's
Grading Ordinance, the City's Hillside Development Guidelines. and the
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During
earthmoving
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state's NPDES permit, and shall include the site-specific grading
associated with development for all project phases.

The plans referenced above shall include the location, implementation
schedule, and maintenance schedule of all erosion and sediment control
measures, a description of measures designed to control dust and stabilize
the construction-site road and entrance, and a description ofthe location
and methods of storage and disposal of construction materials. Erosion
and sediment control measures could include the use of detention basins,
berms, swales, wattles, and silt fencing, and covering or watering of
stockpiled soils to reduce wind erosion. Stabilization on steep slopes
could include construction of retaining walls and reseeding with
vegetation after construction. Stabilization of construction entrances to
minimize frackout (control dust) is commonly achieved by installing
filter fabric and crushed rock to a depth of approximately 1 foot. The
project applicant(s) shall ensure that the construction contractor is
responsible for securing a source oftransportation and deposition of
excavated materials.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties).

Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3A.9-1 (discussed in Section
3A.9, *Hydrology and Water Quality - Land") would also help reduce
erosion-related impacts.

Divert Seasonal ll/aler Flows Awayfrom Building Foundations.

The project applicant(s) ofall project phases shall either install subdrains
(which typically consist of perforated pipe and gravel, surrounded by
nonwoven geotextile fabric), or take such other actions as recommended
by the geotechnical or civil engineer for the project that would serve to
divert seasonal flows caused by surface infiltration, water seepage, and
perched water during the winter months away from building foundations.

Conduct Construction Personnel Education, Stop lhork if
Paleontological Resources are Discovered, Assess the Significance of
the Find, and Prepare and Implement a Recovery Plan as Required
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To minimize potential adverse impacts on previously unknown
potentially unique, scientifically important paleontological resources, the
project applicant(s) of all project phases where construction would occur
in the Ione and Mehrten Formations shall do the following:
> Before the start of any earthmoving activities for any project phase in
the Ione or Mehrten Formations, the project applicant(s) shall retain a
qualified paleontologist or archaeologist to train all construction
personnel involved with earthmoving activities, including the site
superintendent, regarding the possibility of encountering fossils, the
appearance and types of fossils likely to be seen during construction, and
proper notification procedures should fossils be encountered.

> If paleontological resources are discovered during earthmoving
activities, the construction crew shall immediately cease work in the
vicinity of the find and notiff the appropriate lead agency (identified
below). The project applicant(s) shall retain a qualified paleontologist to
evaluate the resource and prepare a recovery plan in accordance with
Society of Vertebrate Paleontology guidelines (1996). The recovery plan
may include, but is not limited to, a field suryey, construction monitoring,
sampling and data recovery procedures, museum storage coordination for
any specimen recovered, and a report of findings. Recommendations in
the recovery plan that are determined by the lead agency to be necessary
and feasible shall be implemented before construction activities can
resume at the site where the paleontological resources were discovered.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., Sacramento County).

Implement Additional Measutes to Control Construction-Generated
GHG Emissions.

To further reduce construction-generated GHG emissions, the project
applicant(s) any particular discretionary development application shall
implement all feasible measures for reducing GHG emissions associated
with construction that are recommended bv SMAQMD at the time
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individual portions of the site undergo construction. Such measures may
reduce GHG exhaust emissions from the use of on-site equipment,
worker commute trips, and truck trips carrying materials and equipment
to and from the SPA, as well as GHG emissions embodied in the
materials selected for construction (e.g., concrete). Other measures may
pertain to the materials used in construction. Prior to releasing each
request for bid to contractors for the construction ofeach discretionary
development entitlement, the project applicant(s) shall obtain the most
current list of GHG reduction measures that are recommended by
SMAQMD and stipulate that these measures be implemented in the
respective request for bid as well as the subsequent construction contract
with the selected primary contractor. The project applicant(s) for any
particular discretionary development application may submit to the City
and SMAQMD a report that substantiates why specific measures are
considered infeasible for construction of that particular development
phase and/or at that point in time. The report, including the substantiation
for not implementing particular GHG reduction measures, shall be
approved by the City, in consultation with SMAQMD prior to the release
of a request for bid by the project applicant(s) for seeking a primary
contractor to manage the construction of each development project. By
requiring that the list of feasible measures be established prior to the
selection of a primary contractor, this measure requires that the ability of
a contractor to effectively implement the selected GHG reduction
measures be inherent to the selection process.

SMAQMD' s recommended measures for reducing construction-related
GHG emissions at the time of writing this EIR/EIS are listed below and
the project applicant(s) shall, at a minimum, be required to implement the
following:

> Improve fuel efficiency from construction equipment:

. reduce unnecessary idling (modiff work practices, install auxiliary
power for driver comfort);

r perform equipment maintenance (inspections, detect failures early,
corrections);
. train equipment operators in proper use of equipment;
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r use the proper size of equipment for the job; and

r use equipment with new technologies (repowered engines, electric
drive trains).

> Use alternative fuels for electricity generators and welders at
construction sites such as propane or solar, or use electrical power.

> Use an ARB-approved low-carbon fuel, such as biodiesel or
renewable diesel for construction equipment. (Emissions of oxides of
nitrogen [NOX] emissions from the use of low carbon fuel must be
reviewed and increases mitigated.) Additional information about low
carbon fuels is available from ARB's Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Program (ARB 2009b).

> Encourage and provide carpools, shuttle vans, transit passes and/or
secure bicycle parking for construction worker commutes.

> Reduce electricity use in the construction office by using compact
fluorescent bulbs, powering off computers every day, and replacing
heating and cooling units with more efficient ones.

> Recycle or salvage non-hazardous construction and demolition debris
(goal of at least7lYo by weight).

> Use locally sourced or recycled materials for construction materials
(goal of at least2DYo based on costs for building materials, and based on
volume for roadway, parking lol sidewalk and curb materials).

> Minimize the amount of concrete used for paved surfaces or use a
low carbon concrete option.

> Produce concrete on-site if determined to be less emissive than
transporting ready mix.
> Use EPA-certified SmartWay trucks for deliveries and equipment
transport. Additional information about the SmartWay Transport
Partnership Program is available from ARB's Heavy-Duty Vehicle
Greenhouse Gas Measure (ARB 2009c) and EPA (EPA 2009).

> Develop a plan in consultation with SMAQMD to efliciently use
water for adequate dust control. This may consist of the use of non-
potable water from a local source.
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Before and during
earth moving
activities

In addition to SMAQMD-recommended measures, construction activity
shall comply with all applicable rules and regulations established by
SMAQMD and ARB.

Complete Investigations Related to the Extent to Which Soil and/or
Groundwater Muy Have Been Contaminated inAreas Not Covered by
the Phase I and II Environmental Site Assessments and Implement
Required Measures.

The project applicant(s) for any discretionary development application
shall conduct Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (where an Phase I
has not been conducted), and if necessary, Phase II Environmental Site
Assessments, and/or other appropriate testing for all areas of the SPA and
include, as necessary, analysis of soil and/or groundwater samples for the
potential contamination sites that have not yet been covered by previous
investigations (as shown in Exhibit 34.8-1) before construction activities
begin in those areas. Recommendations in the Phase I and II
Environmental Site Assessments to address any contamination that is
found shall be implemented before initiating ground-disturbing activities
in these areas.

The project applicant(s) shall implement the following measures before
ground-disturbing activities to reduce health hazards associated with
potential exposure to hazardous substances:

> Prepare a plan that identifies any necessary remediation activities
appropriate for proposed on- and off-site uses, including excavation and
removal of on-site contaminated soils, redistribution of clean fill material
in the SPA, and closure of any abandoned mine shafts. The plan shall
include measures that ensure the safe transport, use, and disposal of
contaminated soil and building debris removed from the site. In the event
that contaminated groundwater is encountered during site excavation
activities, the contractor shall report the contamination to the appropriate
regulatory agencies, dewater the excavated area, and treat the
contaminated groundwater to remove contaminants before discharge into
the sanitary sewer system. The project applicant(s) shall be required to
comply with the plan and applicable Federal, state, and local laws. The
plan shall outline measures for specific handline and reporting

3A.8-2
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IIYDROLOGY A}ID WATER QUALITY
City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Submittal of the
State Construction
General Permit
NOI and SWPPP
(where applicable)
and development
and submittal of
any other locally
required plans and
specifications
before the issuance
of grading permits

procedures for hazardous materials and disposal of hazardous materials
removed from the site at an appropriate off-site disposal facility.
> Notify the appropriate Federal, state, and local agencies if evidence
of previously undiscovered soil or groundwater contamination (e.g.,
stained soil, odorous groundwater) is encountered during construction
activities. Any contaminated areas shall be remediated in accordance with
recommendations made by the Sacramento County Environmental
Management Department, Central Valley RWQCB, DTSC, and/or other
appropriate Federal, state, or local regulatory agencies.

> Obtain an assessment conducted by PG&E and SMUD pertaining to
the contents of any existing pole-mounted transformers located in the
SPA. The assessment shall determine whether existing on-site electrical
transformers contain PCBs and whether there are any records of spills
from such equipment. [f equipment containing PCB is identified, the
maintenance and/or disposal of the transformer shall be subject to the
regulations of the Toxic Substances Control Act under the authority of
the Sacramento County Environmental Health Department.

> Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., Sacramento County).

Acquire Appropriate Regulatory Permits and Prepare and Implement
SWPPP and BMPs.

Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the project applicant(s) of all
projects disturbing one or more acres (including phased construction of
smaller areas which are part of a larger project) shall obtain coverage
under the SWRCB's NPDES stormwater permit for general construction
activity (Order 2009-0009-DWQ), including preparation and submittal of
a project-specific SWPPP at the time the NOI is filed. The project
applicant(s) shall also prepare and submit any other necessary erosion
and sediment control and engineering plans and specifications for
pollution prevention and control to Sacramento Count5r, City of Folsom,
El Dorado County (for the off-site roadways into El Dorado Hills under

34.9-1
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for all on-site
project phases and
off-site elements
and
implementation
throughout project
construction.

the Proposed Project Alternative). The SWPPP and other appropriate
plans shall identifu and speciff:
> The use of an effective combination of robust erosion and sediment
control BMPs and construction techniques accepted by the local
jurisdictions for use in the project area at the time of construction, that
shall reduce the potential for runoff and the release, mobilization, and
exposure of pollutants, including legacy sources of mercury from project-
related construction sites. These may include but would not be limited to
temporary erosion control and soil stabilization measures, sedimentation
ponds, inlet protection, perforated riser pipes, check dams, and silt fences

> The implementation of approved local plans, non-stormwater
management controls, permanent post-construction BMP s, and inspection
and maintenance responsibilities;

> The pollutants that are likely to be used during construction that
could be present in stormwater drainage and non-stormwater discharges,
including fuels, lubricants, and other types of materials used for
equipment operation;

> Spill prevention and contingency measures, including measures to
prevent or clean up spills of hazardous waste and of hazardous materials
used for equipment operation, and emergency procedures for responding
to spills;

> Personnel training requirements and procedures that shall be used to
ensure that workers are aware of permit requirements and proper
installation methods for BMPs specified in the SWPPP; and

> The appropriate personnel responsible for supervisory duties related
to implementation of the SWPPP.

> Where applicable, BMPs identified in the SWPPP shall be in place
throughout all site work and construction/demolition activities and shall
be used in all subsequent site development activities. BMPs may include,
but are not limited to, such measures as those listed below.

> Implementing temporary erosion and sediment control measures in
disturbed areas to minimize discharge of sediment into nearby drainage
conveyances. in compliance with state and local standards in effect at the
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

Before approval of
grading plans and
building permits of
all project phases.

time of construction. These measures may include silt fences, staked
straw bales or wattles, sediment/silt basins and traps, geofabric, sandbag
dikes, and temporary vegetation.

> Establishing permanent vegetative cover to reduce erosion in areas
disturbed by construction by slowing runoffvelocities, trapping
sediment, and enhancing filtration and transpiration.

> Using drainage swales, ditches, and earth dikes to control erosion and
runoffby conveying surface runoff down sloping land, intercepting and
diverting runoff to a watercourse or channel, preventing sheet flow over
sloped surfaces, preventing runoffaccumulation at the base of a grade,
and avoiding flood damage along roadways and facility infrastructure.
A copy of the approved SWPPP shall be maintained and available at all
times on the construction site.

For those areas that would be disturbed as part of the U.S. 50 interchange
improvements, Caltrans shall coordinate with the development and
implementation of the overall project SWPPP, or develop and implement
its own SWPPP specific to the interchange improvements, to ensure that
water quality degradation would be avoided or minimized to the
maximum extent practicable.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties, or Caltrans).

Prepare and Submit Final Drainage Plans and Implement
Requirements Contained in Those Plans.

Before the approval of grading plans and building permits, the project
applicant(s) of all project phases shall submit final drainage plans to the
City, and to El Dorado County for the off-site roadway connections into
El Dorado Hills, demonstrating that off-site upstream runoff would be
appropriately conveyed through the SPA, and that project-related on-site
runoffwould be appropriately contained in detention basins or managed
with through other improvements (e.9., source controls, biotechnical
stream stabilization) to reduce flooding and hydromodification impacts.

The plans shall include, but not be limited to, the following items:

3t^.9-2
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> An accurate calculation of pre-project and post-project runoff
scenarios, obtained using appropriate engineering methods, that
accurately evaluates potential changes to runoff, including increased
surface runoff;
> Runoff calculations for the 1O-year and 100-year (0.01 AEP) storm
events (and other, smaller storm events as required) shall be performed
and the trunk drainage pipeline sizes confirmed based on alignments and
detention facility locations finalized in the design phase;

> A description of the proposed maintenance program for the on-site
drainage system;

> Project-specific standards for installing drainage systems;

> City and El Dorado County flood control design requirements and
measures designed to comply with them;

> Implementation of stormwater management BMPs that avoid
increases in the erosive force of flows beyond a specific range of
conditions needed to limit hydromodification and maintain current stream
geomorphology. These BMPs will be designed and constructed in
accordance with the forthcoming SSQP Hydromodification Management
Plan (to be adopted by the RWQCB) and may include, but are not limited
to, the following:

r Use of Low Impact Development (LID) techniques to limit
increases in stormwater runoff at the point of origination (these
may include, but are not limited to: surface swales; replacement of
conventional impervious surfaces with pervious surfaces [e.g.,
porous pavement]; impervious surfaces disconnection; and trees
planted to intercept stormwater);

r Enlarged detention basins to minimize flow changes and changes
to flow duration characteristics;

o Bioengineered stream stabilization to minimize bank erosion,
utilizing vegetative and rock stabilization, and inset floodplain
restoration features that provide for enhancement of riparian
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department and
Public Works Department

Prepare plans
before the issuance
of grading permits
for all project
phases and off-site
elements and
implementation
throughout project
construction.

habitat and maintenance of natural hydrologic and channel to
fl oodplain interactions;

o Minimize slope differences between any stormwater or detention
facility outfall channel with the existing receiving channel gradient
to reduce flow velocity; and

r Minimize to the extent possible detention basin, bridge
embankment, and other encroachments into the channel and
floodplain corridor, and utilize open bottom box culverts to allow
sediment passage on smaller drainage courses.

The final drainage plan shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the City of
Folsom Community Development and Public Works Departments and El
Dorado County Departrnent of Transportation that 1OO-year (0.01 AEP)
flood flows would be appropriately channeled and contained, such that
the risk to people or damage to structures within or down gradient of the
SPA would not occur, and that hydromodification would not be increased
from pre-development levels such that existing stream geomorphology
would be changed (the range of conditions should be calculated for each
receiving water if feasible, or a conservative estimate should be used,
e.9., an Ep of I +10yo or other as approved by the Sacramento
Stormwater Quality Partnership and/or City of Folsom Public Works
Department).

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with El Dorado County.

Develop and Implement a BMP and Water Quality Maintenance Plan
Before approval of the grading permits for any development project
requiring a subdivision map, a detailed BMP and water quality
maintenance plan shall be prepared by a qualified engineer retained by
the project applicant(s) the development project. Drafts of the plan shall
be submitted to the City of Folsom and El Dorado County for the off-site
roadway connections into El Dorado Hills, for review and approval
concurrently with development of tentative subdivision maps for all
project phases. The plan shall finalize the water quality improvements

3A.9-3
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and furttrer detail the structural and nonstructural BMPs proposed for the
project. The plan shall include the elements described below.
> A quantitative hydrologic and water quality analysis of proposed
conditions incorporating the proposed drainage design features.

> Predevelopment and post development calculations demonstrating
that the proposed water quality BMPs meet or exceed requirements
established by the City of Folsom and including details regarding the
size, geometry, and functional timing of storage and release pursuant to
the "'Stormwater Quality Design Manual for Sacramento and South
Placer Regions" (ISSQP 2007b] per NPDES Permit No. CAS082597
WDR OrderNo. R5-2008-0142,pa5e 46) and El Dorado County's
NPDES SWMP (County of El Dorado 2004).

> Source control programs to control water quality pollutants on the
SPA, which may include but are limited to recycling, street sweeping,
storm drain cleaning, household hazardous waste collection, waste
minimization, prevention of spills and illegal dumping, and effective
management of public trash collection areas.

> A pond management component for the proposed basins that shall
include management and maintenance requirements for the design
features and BMPs, and responsible parties for maintenance and funding.

> LID control measures shall be integrated into the BMP and water
quality maintenance plan. These may include, but are not limited to:

o Surface swales;

o Replacement of conventional impervious surfaces with pervious
surfaces (e.g., porous pavement);

r Impervious surfaces disconnection; and

r Trees planted to intercept stormwater.

New stormwater facilities shall be placed along the natural drainage
courses within the SPA to the extent practicable so as to mimic the
natural drainage patterns. The reduction in runoff as a result of the LID
configurations shall be quantified based on the runoffreduction credit
system methodology described in "Stormwater Quality Desim Manual
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NOISE AI\D VIBRATION
City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Before and during
construction activities
on the SPA and

within ElDorado
Hills.

for the Sacramento and South Placer Regions, Chapter 5 and Appendix
D4" (SSQP 2007b) and proposed detention basins and other water quality
BMPs shall be sized to handle these runoffvolumes.
For those areas that would be disturbed as part of the U.S. 50 interchange
improvements, it is anticipated that Caltrans would coordinate with the
development and implementation of the overall project SWPPP, or
develop and implement its own SWPPP specific to the interchange
improvements, to ensure that water qualrty degradation would be avoided
or minimized to the maximum extent practicable.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with El Dorado County and Caltrans.

Implement Noise-Reducing Construction Practices, Prepare and
Implement a Noise Control Plan, and Monitor and Record
Construction Noise near Sensitive Receptors.

To reduce impacts associated with noise generated during project related
construction activities, the project applicant(s) and their primary
contractors for engineering design and construction of all project phases
shall ensure that the following requirements are implemented at each
work site in any year of project construction to avoid and minimize
construction noise effects on sensitive receptors. The project applicant(s)
and primary construction contractor(s) shall employ noise-reducing
construction practices. Measures that shall be used to limit noise shall
include the measures listed below:

> Noise-generating construction operations shall be limited to the hours
between 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Monday through Friday, and between 8 a.m.
and 6 p.m. on Saturdays and Sundays.

> All construction equipment and equipment staging areas shall be
located as far as possible from nearby noise-sensitive land uses.

> All construction equipment shall be properly maintained and
equipped with noise-reduction intake and exhaust mufflers and engine

3A.11-1
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shrouds, in accordance with manufacturers' recommendations.
Equipment engine shrouds shall be closed during equipment operation.

> All motorized construction equipment shall be shut down when not in
use to prevent idling.
> Individual operations and techniques shall be replaced with quieter
procedures (e.g., using welding instead of riveting, mixing concrete
offsite instead of on-site).

> Noise-reducing enclosures shall be used around stationary noise-
generating equipment (e.g., compressors and generators) as planned
phases are built out and future noise sensitive receptors are located within
close proximity to future construction activities.

> Written notification of construction activities shall be provided to all
noise-sensitive receptors located within 850 feet of construction
activities. Notification shall include anticipated dates and hours during
which construction activities are anticipated to occur and contact
information, including a daytime telephone number, for the project
representative to be contacted in the event that noise levels are deemed
excessive. Recommendations to assist noise-sensitive land uses in
reducing interior noise levels (e.g., closing windows and doors) shall also
be included in the notification.

> To the extent feasible, acoustic barriers (e.g., lead curtains, sound
barriers) shall be constructed to reduce construction-generated noise
levels at affected noise-sensitive land uses. The barriers shall be designed
to obstruct the line of sight between the noise-sensitive land use and on-
site construction equipment. When installed properly, acoustic barriers
can reduce construction noise levels by approximately 8-10 dB (EPA
r971).

> When future noise sensitive uses are within close proximity to
prolonged construction noise, noise-attenuating buffers such as

structures, truck trailers, or soil piles shall be located between noise
sources and future residences to shield sensitive receptors from
construction noise.
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PI]BLIC SERVICES
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Fire Departrnent,
City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Before the approval
of all relevant plans
and/or permits and
during construction
ofall project
phases.

Before issuance of
building permits
and issuance of
occupancy permits
or final inspections

> The primary contractor shall prepare and implement a construction
noise management plan. This plan shall identiff specific measures to
ensure compliance with the noise control measures specified above. The
noise control plan shall be submitted to the City of Folsom before any
noise-generating construction activity begins. Construction shall not
commence until the construction noise management plan is approved by
the City of Folsom. Mitigation for the two off-site roadway connections
into El Dorado County must be coordinated by the project applicant(s) of
the applicable project phase with El Dorado County, since the roadway
extensions are outside ofthe City of Folsom's jurisdictional boundaries.

Prepare and Implement a Construction TrafJic Control Plan
The project applicant(s) of all project phases shall prepare and implement
traffic control plans for construction activities that may affect road rights-
of-way. The traffic control plans must follow any applicable standards of
the agency responsible for the affected roadway and must be approved
and signed by a professional engineer. Measures typically used in traffic
control plans include advertising of planned lane closures, warning
signage, a flag person to direct traffic flows when needed, and methods to
ensure continued access by emergency vehicles. During project
construction, access to existing land uses shall be maintained at all times,
with detours used as necessary during road closures. Traffic control plans
shall be submitted to the appropriate City or County departrnent or the
Califomia Departrnent of Transportation (Caltrans) for review and
approval before the approval of all project plans or permits, for all project
phases where implementation may cause impacts on traffic.
Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's
jurisdictional boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s)
of each applicable project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies)
(i.e., El Dorado and/or Sacramento Counties and Caltrans).

Incorporate Califtrnia Fire Code; City of Folsom Fire Code
Requiremcnts; and EDHFD Requirements, if Necessary, into Project
Design and Submit Project Design to the City of Folsom Fire
Departmentfor Review and Approval
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for all project
phases.

To reduce impacts related to the provision of new fire services, the
project applicant(s) of all project phases shall do the following, as
described below.

1. Incorporate into project designs fire flow requirements based on the
California Fire Code, Folsom Fire Code (City of Folsom Municipal Code
Title 8, Chapter 8.36), and other applicable requirements based on the
City of Folsom Fire Departrnent fire prevention standards.

Improvement plans showing the incorporation automatic sprinkler
systems, the availability of adequate fire flow, and the locations of
hydrants shall be submitted to the City of Folsom Fire Department for
review and approval. In addition, approved plans showing access design
shall be provided to the City of Folsom Fire Department as described by
Zoning Code Section 17.57.080 ("Vehicular Access Requirements").
These plans shall describe access-road length, dimensions, and finished
surfaces for firefighting equipment. The installation of security gates
across a fire apparatus access road shall be approved by the City of
Folsom Fire Departrnent. The design and operation of gates and
barricades shall be in accordance with the Sacramento County
Emergency Access Gates and Barriers Standard, as required by the City
of Folsom Fire Code.

2. Submit a Fire Systems New Buildings, Additions, and Alterations
Document Submittal List to the City of Folsom Community Development
Department Building Division for review and approval before the
issuance of building permits.

In addition to the above measures, the project applicant(s) of all project
phases shall incorporate the provisions described below for the portion of
the SPA within the EDFIFD service area, if it is determined through
CiWlEl Dorado County negotiations that EDHFD would serve the 178-
acre portion of the SPA.

3. Incorporate into project designs applicable requirements based on the
EDI{FD fire prevention standards. For commercial development,
improvement plans showing roadways, land splits, buildings, fire
sprinkler systems, fire alarm systems, and other commercial building
improvements shall be submitted to the EDI{FD for review and approval.
Foi residential development, improvement plans showing property lines
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City of Folsom Fire Department,
City of Folsom Community
Development Department

TRAFFIC AI\D TRANSPORTATION
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

Before issuance of
building permits
and issuance of
occupancy permits
or final inspections
for all project
phases.

A phasing analysis
shall be performed
prior to approval of
the first subdivision
map to determine
when the
improvement
should be

and adjacent streets or roads; total acreage or square footage ofthe
parcel; the footprint of all structures; driveway plan views describing
width, length, turnouts, turnarounds, radiuses, and surfaces; and driveway
profile views showing the percent grade from the access road to the
structure and vertical clearance shall be submitted to the EDIIFD for
review and approval.

4. Submit a Fire Prevention Plan Checklist to the EDTIFD for review and
approval before the issuance of building permits. In addition, residential
development requiring automation fire sprinklers shall submit sprinkler
design sheet(s) and hydraulic calculations from a California State
Licensed C-16 Contractor.

The City shall not authorize the occupancy of any structures until the
project applicant(s) have obtained a Certificate of Occupancy from the
City of Folsom Community Development Deparftnent veriffing that all
fire prevention items have been addressed on-site to the satisfaction of
the City of Folsom Fire Department and/or the EDFIFD for the 178-acre
area of the SPA within the EDTIFD service area.

Incorporate Fire Flow Requirements into Project Designs.

The project applicant(s) ofall project phases shall incorporate into their
project designs fire flow requirements based on the California Fire Code,
Folsom Fire Code, and/or EDHFD for those areas of the SPA within the
EDIIFD service area and shall veriff to City of Folsom Fire Departrnent
that adequate water flow is
available, prior to approval of improvement plans and issuance of
occupancy permits or final inspections for all project phases.

The Applicant ShaA Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
fmprovements to the Folsom Boulevard/Blue Ruvine Road Intersection
(Intersection I).
To ensure that the Folsom Boulevard./Blue Ravine Road intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, the eastbound approach must be
reconfigured to consist of two left-turn lanes, one through lane, and one
right-turn lane. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

implemented and
when fair share
funding should be
paid.

A phasing analysis
shall be performed
prior to approval of
the first subdivision
map to determine
when the
improvement
should be
implemented and
when fair share
funding should be
paid.

A phasing analysis
shall be performed
prior to approval of
the first subdivision
map to determine
when the
improvement
should be
implemented.

A phasing analysis
shall be performed
prior to approval of
the first subdivision
map to determine
when the
improvement
should be
implemented.

of improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the Folsom Boulevard/Blue Ravine Road intersection
(Intersection 1).

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements at the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road Intersection
(Intersection 2).

To ensure that the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road intersection operates
at an acceptable LOS, the northbound approach must be reconfigured to
consist of two left-turn lanes, two through lanes, and one right-turn lane.
The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road intersection (Intersection
2).

The Applicant Shall Fund and Construct Improvements to the Scott
Road (West)/lYhite Rock Road Intersection (Intersection 28).

To ensure that the Scott Road (West/lVhite Rock Road intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, a traffic signal must be installed.

Fund and Construct Improvemcnts to the Hillside Drive/Easton Valley
Parkway Intersection (Intersection 4 I).
To ensure that the Hillside Drive/Easton Valley Parkway intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, the eastbound approach must be
reconfigured to consist of one dedicated left turn lane and two through
lanes, and the westbound approach must be reconfigured to consist of two
through lanes and one dedicated right-turn lane. The applicant shall fund
and construct these improvements.
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

Sacramento County Public Works
Department and Caltrans

Sacramento County Public Works
Department

A phasing analysis
shall be performed
prior to approval of
the frst subdivision
map to determine
when the
improvement
should be
implemented.

A phasing analysis
shall be performed
prior to approval of
the first subdivision
map to determine
when the
improvement
should be
implemented.

Before project
build out. Design
of the White Rock
Road widening to
four lanes, from
Grant Line Road to
Prairie City Road,
with Intersection
improvements has
begun, and because
this widening
project is
environmentally
cleared and fullv

Fund and Construct Improvements to the Oah Avenue Parkway/lVliddle
Road Intersection (lntersection 44).

To ensure that the Oak Avenue Parkway/IVliddle Road intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, control all movements with a stop sign.
The applicant shall fund and construct these improvements.

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
to the Hazel Avenue/Folsom Boulevard Intersection (Sacramento
County Intersection 2).

To ensure that the Hazel Avenue/Folsom Boulevard intersection operates
at an acceptable LOS, this intersection must be grade separated including
'Jug handle" ramps. No at grade improvement is feasible. Grade
separating and extended (south) Hazel Avenue with improvements to the
U.S. 50Alazel Avenue interchange is a mitigation measure for the
approved Easton-Glenbrough Specific Plan development project. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to
the agency responsible for improvements, based on a program established
by that agency to reduce the impacts to the Hazel Avenue/Folsom
B oulevard intersection ( S acramento County Intersection 2).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the Grant Line Road/White Roch Road Intersection and to White
Rock Road widening between the Rancho Cordova City limit to Prairie
CiE Road (Sacramento Coanty Intersection 3).

Improvements must be made to ensure that the Grant Line Road/White
Rock Road intersection operates at an acceptable LOS. The currently
County proposed White Rock Road widening project will widen and
realign White Rock Road from the Rancho Cordova City limit to the El
Dorado County line (this analysis assumes that the Proposed Project and
build alternatives will widen White Rock Road to five lanes from Prairie
City road to the El Dorado County Line). This widening includes
improvements to the Grant Line Road intersection and realigning White
Rock Road to be the through movement. The improvements include two
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Sacramento County Public Works
Department

funded, it's
construction is
expected to be
complete before the
first phase of the
Proposed Project or
alternative is built.

Before project
build out.
Construction of
phase two of the
Hazel Avenue
widening, from
Madison Avenue to
Curragh Downs
Drive, is expected
to be completed by
year 2013, before
the first phase of
the Proposed
Project or
alternative is
complete. The
applicant shall pay
its proportionate
share of funding of
improvements to
the agency
responsible for
improvements,
based on a program
established by that
agency to reduce

eastbound through lanes, one eastbound right turn lane, two northbound
left turn lanes, two northbound right turn lanes, two westbound left turn
lanes and two westbound through lanes. This improvement also includes
the signalization of the White Rock Road and Grant Line Road
intersection. With implementation of this improvement, the intersection
would operate at an acceptable LOS A. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements to the agency
responsible for improvements, based on a program established by that
agency to reduce the impacts to the Grant Line RoadAVhite Rock Road
intersection (Sacramento County Intersection 3 ).
Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Hazel Avenue between Madison Avenue and Cunagh Downs Drive
(Roadway Segmcnt 10).

To ensure thatHazel Avenue operates at an acceptable LOS between
Curragh Downs Drive and Gold Country Boulevard, Hazel Avenue must
be widened to six lanes. This improvement is part of the County adopted
Hazel Avenue widening project.

3A.1s-lj
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El Dorado County Department of
Transportation

City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

the impacts to
Hazel Avenue
between Madison
Avenue and
Curragh Downs
Drive (Sacramento
County Roadway
Segment 10).

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval of the first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the |Yhite Rock Road/lVindfreld lVay Intersection (El Dorado
County Intersection 3).

To ensure that the White Rock Road/Windfield Way intersection operates
at an acceptable LOS, the intersection must be signalized and separate
northbound left and right turn lanes must be striped. The applicant shall
pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to the agency
responsible for improvements, based on a program established by that
agency to reduce the impacts to the White Rock Road/lVindfield Way
intersection (El Dorado County Intersection 3).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound U.S. 50 as an alternalive to improvements at the Folsom
Boulevard/U.5. 50

Eastbound Ramps Intersection (Caltrans Intersection 4). Congestion on
eastbound U.S. 50 is causing vehicles to use Folsom Boulevard as an
alternate parallel route until they reach U.S. 50, where they must get back
on the freeway due to the lack of a parallel route. It is preferred to
alleviate the congestion on U.S. 50 than to upgrade the intersection at the
end ofthis reliever route. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share
of funding of improvements to the agency responsible for improvements,
based on a program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to
the Folsom Boulevard,/U.S. 50 Eastbound Ramps intersection (Caltrans
Intersection 4). To ensure that the Folsom Boulevard/U.S. 50 eastbound
ramps intersection operates at an acceptable LOS, auxiliary lanes should
be added to eastbound U.S. 50 from Hazel Avenue to east of Folsom
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Sacramento County Department
of Transportation and the City of
Rancho Cordova Department of
Public Works

Caltrans

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out.
Construction of the
Sacramento 50
Bus-Carpool Lane
and Community
Enhancements
Project is expected
to be completed by
year 2013, before
the first phase of
the Proposed
Project or
alternative is
complete.
Construction of the

Boulevard. This was recommended in the Traffic Operations Analysis
Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project.

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the Grant Line Road/ State Route 16Intersection (Caltrans
Intersection l2).
To ensure that the Grant Line Road/State Route 16 intersection operates
at an acceptable LOS, the northbound and southbound approaches must
be reconfigured to consist ofone left-tum lane and one shared
through/right-turn lane. Protected left-turn signal phasing must be
provided on the northbound and southbound approaches. Improvements
to the Grant Line Road/State Route 16 intersection are contained within
the County Development Fee Program and are scheduled for Measure A
funding.

Improvements to this intersection must be implemented by Caltrans,
Sacramento County, and the City of Rancho Cordova.

The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
progftIm established by that agency to reduce the impacts to the Grant
Line Road/State Route 16 intersection (Caltrans Intersection 12).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound U.S. 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard
(Freeway Segment I).
To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard, a bus-carpool (HOV) lane must
be constructed. This improvement is currently planned as part of the
Sacramento 50 Bus-Carpool Lane and Community Enhancements
Project. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to Eastbound
U.S. 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard (Freeway
Segment 1).
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

City of Folsom Public Works
Department and S acramento
County Departrnent of
Transportation

Sacramento 50
Bus-Carpool Lane
and Community
Enhancements
Project has started
since the

writing of the Draft
EIS/EIR.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Participate in Fuir Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound U.S. 50 between Hazel Avenue and Folsom Boulevard
(Freeway Segrnent 3).

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Hazel Avenue and Folsom Boulevard, an auxiliary lane must be
constructed. This improvement was recommended in the Traffic
Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project. This
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Conidor Mobility Fee
Program.

The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to Eastbound
U.S. 50 between Hazel Avenue and Folsom Boulevard (Freeway
Segment 3).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound a.S. 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City
Road (Freeway Segmcnt 4).

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road, an auxiliary lane must be
constructed. This improvement was recommended in the Traffic
Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project. This
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to Eastbound U.S. 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie
City Road (Freeway Segment 4).
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

City of Rancho Cordova
Department of Public Works and
Sacramento County Departrnent
of Transportation

City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvemcnts to Reduce Impacts
on Westbound U.S. 50 between Prairie City Road and Folsom
Boulevard (Freeway Segmcnt 16).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS
between Prairie City Road and Folsom Boulevard, an auxiliary lane must
be constructed. This improvement was recommended in the Traffrc
Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project. This
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus sfudy or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to Westbound U.S. 50 between Prairie City Road and Folsom
Boulevard (Freeway Segment 16).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on lVestbound a.S. 50 between Hazel Avenue and Sunrise Boulevard
(Freeway Segment 18).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS
between Hazel Avenue and Sunrise Boulevard, an auxiliary lane must be
constructed. This improvement was recommended in the Traffic
Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project and
included in the proposed Rancho Cordova Parkway interchange project.

Improvements to this freeway segment must be implemented by Caltrans.
The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to Westbound
U.S. 50 between Hazel Avenue and Sunrise Boulevard (Freeway
Segment 18).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/Folsom Boulevard Ramp Merge (Freeway
Merge 4).

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Folsom Boulevard merge, an auxiliary lane from the Folsom Boulevard
merge to the Prairie Crty Road diverge must be constructed. This
improvement was recommended in the Traffic Operations Analysis
Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Proiect. This improvement is
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.
Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first

included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee Program. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to
the agency responsible for improvements, based on a program established
by that agency to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastboundffolsom
Boulevard Ramp Merge (Freeway Merge 4).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/Prairie City Road Diverge (Freeway Diverge 5).
To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road off-ramp diverge, an auxiliary lane from the Folsom
Boulevard merge must be constructed. This improvement was
recommended in the Traffic Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50
Auxiliary Lane Project. This auxiliary lane improvement is included in
the proposed 50 Conidor Mobility Fee Program. The applicant shall pay
its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be
determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism
paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50
EastboundlPrairie City Road diverge (Freeway Diverge 5).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/Prairie City Road Direct Merge (Freeway Merge
6).

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road onramp direct merge, an auxiliary lane to the East
Bidwell Street - Scott Road diverge must be constructed. This auxiliary
lane improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound/Prairie City Road direct merge
(Freeway Merge 6).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/Prairie City Road Flyover On-Ramp to Oak
Avenue Parkway Olf-Ramp ll/eave (Freeway Weave 8).

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road flyover on-ramp to Oak Avenue Parkway off-ramp
weave, an improvement acceptable to Caltrans should be implemented to
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

eliminate the unacceptable weaving conditions. Such an improvement
may involve a "braided ramp".

The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound / Prairie City Road flyover on-ramp to
Oak Avenue Parkway off-ramp weave (Freeway Weave 8).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/Oak Avenue Parhway Loop Merge (Freeway
Merge 9).

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Oak Avenue Parkway loop merge, an auxiliary lane to the East Bidwell
Street - Scott Road diverge must be constructed. This auxiliary lane
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound/ Oak Avenue Parkway loop merge
(Freeway Merge 9).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. S0lvestbound/Empire Ranch Road Loop Ramp Merge
(Freeway Merge 23).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Empire Ranch Road loop on rzrmp should start the westbound
auxiliary lane that ends at the East Bidwell Street - Scott Road off ramp.
The slip on ramp from southbound Empire Ranch Road would merge into
this extended auxiliary lane. Improvements to this freeway segment must
be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements, as may be determined by a nexus
study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant,
to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound/Empire Ranch Road loop
ramp merge (Freeway Merge 23).
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Westbound/Oak Avenue Parkway Loop Ramp Merge
(Freeway Merge 29).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Oak Avenue Parkway loop on ramp should start the
westbound auxiliary lane that ends at the Prairie City Road offramp. The
slip on ramp from southbound Oak Avenue Parkway would merge into
this extended auxiliary lane. Improvements to this freeway segment must
be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements, as may be determined by a nexus
study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant,
to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound/Oak Avenue Parkway
loop ramp merge (Freeway Merge 29).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Westbound/Prairie City Road Loop Ramp Merge (Freeway
Merge 32).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road loop ramp merge, an auxiliary lane to the Folsom
Boulevard off ramp diverge must be constructed. This auxiliary lane
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound,/Prairie City Road Loop Ramp Merge
(Freeway Merge 32).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 |Vestbound/Prairie City Road Direct Ramp Merge (Freewuy
Merge 33).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road direct ramp merge, an auxiliary lane to the Folsom
Boulevard off ramp diverge must be constructed. This auxiliary lane
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department and Sacramento
County Department of
Transportation

Sacramento County Department
of Transportation and City of
Rancho Cordova Departrnent of
Public Works

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

improvement
should be built,

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdiviSion map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.
Before approval of
improvement plans
for all project
phases any
particular
discretionary
development
application that

impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound,/Prairie City Road direct ramp merge
(Freeway Merge 33).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/Folsom Boulevard Diverge (Freeway Diverge
s4).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Folsom Boulevard Diverge, an auxiliary lane from the Prairie City Road
loop ramp merge must be constructed. Improvements to this freeway
segment must be implemented by Caltrans. This auxiliary lane
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound / Folsom Boulevard diverge (Freeway
Diverge 34).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 lVestbound/Hazel Avenue Direct Ramp Merge (Freewuy
Merge 38).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Hazel Avenue direct ramp merge, an auxiliary lane to the Sunrise
Boulevard off ramp diverge must be constructed. This auxiliary lane
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50
Westbound/flazel Avenue direct ramp merge (Freeway Merge 38).

Develop Commercial Support Semices and Mixed-use Developmcnt
Concurrent with Housing Developmcnt and Develop and Provide
Options for Alternalive Transportation Modes.

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application including commercial or mixed-use development along with
residential uses shall develop commercial and mixed-use development
concurrent with housing development, to the extent feasible in light of
market realities and other considerations. to internalize vehicle trips.
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Deparlment

includes residential
and commercial or
mixed-use
development. As a
condition of project
approval and/or as
a condition of the
development
agreement for all
project phases.

Concurrent with
construction for all
project phases.

Concurrent with
construction for all
project phases.

As a condition of
project approval
and/or as a
condition of the
development
agreement for all
project phases.

Pedestrian and bicycle facilities shall be implemented to the satisfaction
of the City Public Works Department. To further minimize impacts from
the increased demand on area roadways and intersections, the project
applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development application
involving schools or commercial centers shall develop and implement
safe and secure bicycle parking to promote alternative transportation uses
and reduce the volume of single-occupancy vehicles using area roadways
and intersections. The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary
development application shall participate in capital improvements and
operating funds for transit service to increase the percent of travel by
transit. The project's fair-share participation and the associated timing of
the improvements and service shall be identified in the project conditions
of approval and/or the project's development agreement. Improvements
and service shall be coordinated, as necessary, with Folsom Stage Lines
and Sacramento RT.

Participate in the City's Transportafion SystemManagement Fee
Program-

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application shall pay an appropriate amount into the Crty's existing
Transportation System Management Fee Program to reduce the number
of single-occupant automobile travel on area roadways and intersections

Participate with the 50 Conidor Transportation Management
Association.

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development
application shall join and participate with the 50 Corridor Transportation
Management Association to reduce the number of single-occupant
automobile travel on area roadways and intersections.

Pay FUII Cost of Identifted Improvements that Are Not Funded by the
City's Fee Program
In accordance with Measure W, the project applicant(s) for any
particular discretionary development application shall provide fair-share
contributions to the Crty's transportation impact fee program to fully
fund improvements only required because of the Specific Plan.
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City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Public Works
Department

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

Before project
build out. A
phasing analysis
should be
performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
fmprovements to the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road Intersection
(Folsom Intersection 2).

To ensure that the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road intersection operates
at a LOS D with less than the Cumulative No Project delay, the
northbound approach must be reconfigured to consist of two left-turn
lane, two through lanes, and one dedicated right-turn lane. The applicant
shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be
determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism
paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to the Sibley Street/Blue
Ravine Road intersection (Folsom Intersection 2).

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements to the OakAvenue Parkway/East Bidwell Street
fntersection (Folsom Intersection 6).

To ensure that the Oak Avenue Parkway/East Bidwell Street intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, the eastbound (East Bidwell Street)
approach must be reconfigured to consist of two left-turn lanes, four
through lanes and a right-turn lane, and the westbound (East Bidwell
Street) approach must be reconfigured to consist of two left turn lanes,
four through lanes, and a right-turn lane. It is against the City of Folsom
policy to have eight lane roads because of the impacts to non-motorized
traffic and adjacent development; therefore, this improvement is
infeasible.

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fand the Construction of
fmprovements to the East Bidwell Street/College Street Intercection
(Folsom Intersection 7).

To ensure that the East Bidwell StreeVCollege Street intersection
operates at acceptable LOS C or better, the westbound approach must be
reconfigured to consist of one left-turn lane, one left-through lane, and
two dedicated right-turn lanes. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements, as may be determined by a nexus
study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant,
to reduce the impacts to the East Bidwell Street/Nesmith Court
intersection (Folsom Intersection 7).
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The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Constraction of
fmprovements to the East Bidwell Street/Iron Point Road Intersection
(Folsom Intersection 2I).
To ensure that the East Bidwell Street Aron Point Road intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, the northbound approach must be
reconfigured to consist of two left-turn lanes, four through lanes and a
right-turn lane, and the southbound approach must be reconfigured to
consist of two left-turn lanes, four through lanes and a right-turn lane. It
is against the City of Folsom policy to have eight lane roads because of
the impacts to non-motorized traffic and adjacent development; therefore,
this improvement is infeasible.

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements to the Serpa lltay/ Iron Point Road Intersection (Folsom
Intersection 23).

To improve LOS at the Serpa Way/ Iron Point Road intersection, the
northbound approaches must be restriped to consist of one left-turn lane,
one shared left-through lanes, and one right-turn lane. The applicant shall
pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be
determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism
paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to the Serpa WayAron Point
Road Intersection (Folsom Intersection 23).

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
fmprovements to the Empire Ranch Road/Iron Point Road Intersection
(Folsom Intersection 24).

To ensure that the Empire Ranch Road / Iron Point Road intersection
operates at a LOS D or better, all of the following improvements are
required: The eastbound approach must be reconfigured to consist of one
left-turn lane, two through lanes, and a right-turn lane. The westbound
approach must be reconfigured to consist of two left-turn lanes, one
throueh lane. and a throueh-risht lane. The northbound approach must be
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reconfigured to consist of two left-turn lanes, three through lanes, and a
right-turn lane. The southbound approach must be reconfigured to consist
of two left-turn lanes, three through lanes, and a right-turn lane. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as
may be determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable
mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to the Empire
Ranch Road / Iron Point Road Intersection Before project build out. A
phasing analysis should be performed prior to approval of the first
subdivision map to determine during which project phase the
improvement should be built. (Folsom Intersection 24).

The Applicant Shall Fund and Construct Imptovements to the Oak
Avenue Parkway/Easton Valley Parkway Intercection (Folsom
Intersection 33).

To ensure that the Oak Avenue Parkway/Easton Valley Parkway
intersection operates at an acceptable LOS the southbound approach must
be reconfigured to consist of two left-turn lanes, two through lanes, and
two right-turn lanes. The applicant shall fund and construct these
improvements.

Participate in Fair Share Fanding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the Grant Line Road/Mite Rock Road Intersection (Sacramento
County Intersection 3).

To ensure that the Grant Line Road/White Rock Road intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS E or better this intersection should be
replaced by some type of grade separated intersection or interchange.
Improvements to this intersection are identified in the Sacramento
County's Proposed General Plan. Implementation of these improvements
would assist in reducing traffic impacts on this intersection by providing
acceptable operation. Intersection improvements must be implemented by
Sacramento County. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of
funding of improvements to the agency responsible for improvements,
based on a prosram established bv that asencv to reduce the impacts to
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the Grant Line Road/White Rock Road Intersection (Sacramento County
Intersection 3).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Grant Line Road between Mite Rock Road and Kiefer Boulevard
(Sacramento County Roadway Segments 5-7).

To improve operation on Grant Line Road between White Rock Road
and Kiefer Boulevard, this roadway segment must be widened to six
lanes. This improvement is proposed in the Sacramento County and the
City of Rancho Cordova General Plans; however, it is not in the 2035
MTP. Improvements to this roadway segment must be implemented by
Sacramento County and the City of Rancho Cordova. The applicant shall
pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to the agency
responsible for improvements, based on a program established by that
agency to reduce the impacts to Grant Line Road between White Rock
Road and Kiefer Boulevard (Sacramento County Roadway Segments 5-
7). The identified improvement would more than offset the impacts
specifically related to the Folsom South of U.S. 50 project on this
roadway segment.

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Grant Line Road between Kiefer Boulevard and fackson Highway
(Sacramento County Roadway Segment 8).

To improve operation on Grant Line Road between Kiefer Boulevard
Jackson Highway, this roadway segment could be widened to six lanes.
This improvement is proposed in the Sacramento County and the City of
Rancho Cordova General Plans; however, it is not in the 2035 MTP.
Improvements to this roadway segment must be implemented by
Sacramento County and the City of Rancho Cordova. The applicant shall
pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to the agency
responsible for improvements, based on a program established by that
agency to reduce the impacts to Grant Line Road between Kiefer
Boulevard and Jackson Highway (Sacramento County Roadway Segment
8). The identified improvement would more than offset the impacts
specifically related to the Folsom South of U.S. 50 project on this
roadway segment.
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Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Hazel Avenue between Curragh Downs Drive und U.S. 50
lVestbound Ramps (Sacramento County Roadway Segments 12-13).

To improve operation on Hazel Avenue between Curragh Downs Drive
and the U.S. 50 westbound fttmps, this roadway segment could be
widened to eight lanes. This improvement is inconsistent with
Sacramento County's general plan because the county's policy requires a
maximum roadway cross section of six lanes. Analysis shown later
indicates that improvements at the impacted intersection in this segment
can be mitigated (see Mitigation Measure 3A'.15-4q). Improvements to
impacted intersections on this segment will improve operations on this
roadway segment and, therefore; mitigate this segment impact. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to
the agency responsible for improvements, based on a program established
by that agency to reduce the impacts to Hazel Avenue between Curragh
Downs Drive and U.S. 50 Westbound Ramps (Sacramento County
Roadway Segments 12-13).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on lVhite Rock Road between Grant Line Road and Prairie City Road
(Sacramento County Roadway Segment 22).

To improve operation on White Rock Road between Grant Line Road
and Prairie City Road, this roadway segment must be widened to six
lanes. This improvement is included in the 2035 MTP but is not included
in the Sacramento County General Plan. Improvements to this roadway
segment must be implemented by Sacramento County. The identified
improvement would more than offset the impacts specifically related to
the Folsom South of U.S. 50 project on this roadway segment. However,
because of other development in the region that would substantially
increase traffic levels, this roadway segment would continue to operate at
an unacceptable LOS F even with the capacity improvements identified
to mitigate Folsom South of U.S. 50 impacts. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements to the agency
responsible for improvements, based on a program established by that
agency to reduce the impacts to White Rock Road between Grant Line
Road and Prairie City Road (Sacramento County Roadway Segment 22).
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Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvemen$ to Reduce Impacts
on White Rock Road between Empire Ranch Road and Carson
Crossing Road (Sacrannnto County Roadway Segment 28).

To improve operation on White Rock Road between Empire Ranch Road
and Carson Crossing Road, this roadway segment must be widened to six
lanes. Improvements to this roadway segment must be implemented by
Sacramento County. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of
funding of improvements to the agency responsible for improvements,
based on a program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to
White Rock Road between Empire Ranch Road and Carson Crossing
Road (Sacramento County Roadway Segment 28).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the lVhite Rock Road/Carson Crossing Road Intersection (El
Dorado County I).
To ensure that the White Rock Road/Carson Crossing Road intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, the eastbound right turn lane must be
converted into a separate free right turn lane, or double right.
Improvements to this intersection must be implemented by El Dorado
County. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to the White
Rock Road/Carson Crossing Road Intersection (El Dorado County 1).

Participate in Fair Share Fanding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the Hazel Avenua/U.S. 50 Westbound Ramps Intersection (Caltrans
Intersection I).
To ensure that the Hazel Avenue/U.S. 50 westbound ramps intersection
operates at an acceptable LOS, the westbound approach must be
reconfigured to consist ofone dedicated left turn lane, one shared left
through lane and three dedicated right-turn lanes. Improvements to this
intersection must be implemented by Caltrans and Sacramento County.
The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements. based on a
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program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to the Hazel
Avenue/U.S. 50 Westbound Ramps Intersection (Caltrans Intersection 1)

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvemcnts to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound US 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard
(Freewoy Segment I).
To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard, an additional eastbound lane
could be constructed. This improvement is not consistent with the
Concept Facility in Caltrans State Route 50 Conidor System
Management Plan; therefore, it is not likely to be implemented by
Calhans by 2030. Construction of the Capitol South East Connector,
including widening White Rock Road and Grant Line Road to six lanes
with limited access, could divert some traffic from U.S. 50 and partially
mitigate the project's impact. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements to the agency responsible for
improvements, based on a program established by that agency to reduce
the impacts to Eastbound U.S. 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise
Boulevard (Freeway Segment 1).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound aS 50 between Rancho Cordova Parkway and Hazel
Avenue (Freeway Segment 3).

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Rancho Cordova Parkway and Hazel Avenue, an additional eastbound
lane could be constructed. This improvement is not consistent with the
Concept Facility in Caltrans State Route 50 Corridor System
Management Plan; therefore, it is not likely to be implemented by
Caltrans by 2030. Construction of the Capitol South East Connector,
including widening White Rock Road and Grant Line Road to six lanes
with limited access, could divert some traffic offof U.S. 50 and partially
mitigate the project's impact. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements to the agency responsible for
improvements, based on a program established by that agency to reduce
the impacts to Eastbound U.S. 50 between Rancho Cordova Parkway and
Hazel Avenue (Freeway Segment 3).
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Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound aS 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road
(Freeway Segment 5).

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road, the eastbound auxiliary lane
should be converted to a mixed flow lane that extends to and drops at the
Oak Avenue Parkway offramp (see mitigation measure 3,{.15-40.
Improvements to this freeway segment must be implemented by Caltrans.
This improvement is not consistent with the Concept Facility in Caltrans
State Route 50 Corridor System Management Plan; therefore, it is not
likely to be implemented by Caltrans by 2030. Construction of the
Capitol South East Connector, including widening White Rock Road and
Grant Line Road to six lanes with limited access, could divert some
traffic off of U.S. 50 and partially mitigate the project's impact. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as
may be determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable
mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to Eastbound
U.S. 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road (Freeway
Segment 5).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound US 50 between Prairie City Road and Oak Avenue
Parkway (Freeway Segment 6).

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Prairie City Road and Oak Avenue Parkway, the northbound Prairie City
Road slip on ftrmp should merge with the eastbound auxiliary lane that
extends to and drops at the Oak Avenue Parkway off ramp (see
Mitigation Measures 3,{.15-4u, v and w), and the southbound Prairie City
Road flyover on mmp should be braided over the Oak Avenue Parkway
off ramp and start an extended full auxiliary lane to the East Bidwell
Street - Scott Road offramp. lmprovements to this freeway segment
must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to Eastbound U.S. 50 between Prairie
City Road and Oak Avenue Parkway (Freeway Segment 6).
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Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the a.S. 50 Eastbound / Prairie City Road Slip Ramp Merge
(Freewry Merge 6).

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Prairie City Road slip on ramp should start the eastbound
auxiliary lane that extends to and drops at the Oak Avenue Parkway off
ramp (see mitigation measure 3A.15-4u, w and x), and the southbound
Prairie City Road flyover on ramp should be braided over the Oak
Avenue Parkway off ramp and start an extended full auxiliary lane to the
East Bidwell Street - Scott Road offramp. Improvements to this freeway
segment must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound / Prairie City
Road slip ftrmp merge (Freeway Merge 6).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the U.S. 50 Eastbound/ Prairie City Road Flyover On Ramp to Oak
Avenue Parkway Off RanE lVemte (Freeway Weave 7).

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Prairie City Road slip on ramp should start the eastbound
auxiliary lane that extends to and drops at the Oak Avenue Parkway off
ramp (see mitigation measure 3A.15-4u, v and x), and the southbound
Prairie City Road flyover on ramp should be braided over the Oak
Avenue Parkway off ramp and start an extended full auxiliary lane to the
East Bidwell Street - Scott Road offramp. Improvements to this freeway
segment must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound / Prairie City
Road Flyover On Ramp to Oak Avenue Parkway Off Ramp Weave
(Freeway Weave 7).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound/ Oak Avenue Parhway Loop Ramp Merge
(Freeway Merge 8).
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To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
southbound Oak Avenue Parkway loop on ramp should merge with the
eastbound auxiliary lane that starts at the southbound Prairie City Road
braided flyover on ramp and ends at the East Bidwell Street - Scott Road
off ramp (see mitigation measure 3,A,.15-4u, v and w). Improvements to
this freeway segment must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant
shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be
determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism
paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to U.S. 50 Eastbound / Oak
Avenue Parkway Loop Ramp Merge (Freeway Merge 8).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Westbound/ Empire Runch Road Loop Ramp Merge
(Freewuy Merge 27).

To ensure that Westbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Empire Ranch Road loop on r.rmp should start the westbound
auxiliary lane that ends at the East Bidwell Street - Scott Road offramp.
The slip-on ramp from southbound Empire Ranch Road slip ramp would
merge into this extended auxiliary lane. Improvements to this freeway
segment must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound / Empire
Ranch Road loop ramp merge (Freeway Merge27).

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 lVestbound / Prairie City Road Loop Ramp Merge (Freeway
Merge 35).

To ensure that Westbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Prairie City Road loop on ramp should start the westbound
auxiliary lane that continues beyond the Folsom Boulevard off ramp. The
slip-on ramp from southbound Prairie City Road slip ramp would merge
into this extended auxiliary lane. Improvements to this freeway segment
must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
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applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound / Prairie City
Road Loop Rarnp Merge (Freeway Merge 35).

Submit Proof of Adequate On- and Olf-Site Wastewotq Conveyance
Facilities and Implement On- and Off-Site Infrastructure Semice
Systems or Ensure That Adequate Financing Is Secured
Before the approval of the final map and issuance of building permits for
all project phases, the project applicant(s) ofall project phases shall
submit proof to the City of Folsom that an adequate wastewater
conveyance system either has been constructed or is ensured through
payment of the City's facilities augmentation fee as described under the
Folsom Municipal Code Title 3, Chapter 3.40, "Facilities Augmentation
Fee - Folsom South Area Facilities Plan," or other sureties to the City's
satisfaction. Both on-site wastewater conveyance infrastructure and off-
site force main sufficient to provide adequate service to the project shall
be in place for the amount of development identified in the tentative map
before approval of the final map and issuance of building permits for all
project phases, or their financing shall be ensured to the satisfaction of
the City.

Demonstrate Adequate SRWTP ryastewater Treatment Capacity.

The project applicant(s) of all project phases shall demonstrate adequate
capacity at the SRWTP for new wastewater flows generated by the
project. This shall involve preparing a tentative map-level study and
paying connection and capacity fees as identified by SRCSD. Approval
of the final map and issuance of building permits for all project phases
shall not be granted until the City verifies adequate SRWTP capacity is
available for the amount of development identified in the tentative map.

Submit Proof of Surface Water Supply Availability.
a. Prior to approval of any small-lot tentative subdivision map subject to
Government Code Section66473.7 (SB 221), the City shall comply with
that statute. Prior to approval of any small-lot tentative subdivision map
for a proposed residential project not subject to that statute, the City need
not comply with Section 66473.7, or formally consult with any public
water system that would provide water to the affected area; nevertheless,
the CiW shall make a factual showing or impose conditions similar to
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those required by Section 66473.7 to ensure an adequate water supply for
development authorized by the map.

b. Prior to recordation of each final subdivision map, or prior to City
approval of any similar project-specific discretionary approval or
entitlement required for nonresidential uses, the project applicant(s) of
that project phase or activity shall demonstrate the availability of a
reliable and sufficient water supply from a public water system for the
amount of development that would be authorized by the final subdivision
map or project-specific discretionary nonresidential approval or
entitlement. Such a demonstration shall consist of information showing
that both existing sources are available or needed supplies and
improvements will be in place prior to occupancy.

Submit Proof of Adequate Off-Site llmer Conveyance Facilities and
Implement Off-Site Infrasttuctute Semice System or Ensure That
Adequate Financing Is Secured

Before the approval of the final subdivision map and issuance of building
permits for all project phases, the project applicant(s) of any particular
discretionary development application shall submit proof to the City of
Folsom that an adequate oflsite water conveyance system either has been
constructed or is ensured or other sureties to the City's satisfaction. The
off-site water conveyance infrastructure sufficient to provide adequate
service to the project shall be in place for the amount of development
identified in the tentative map before approval of the final subdivision
map and issuance of building permits for all project phases, or their
financing shall be ensured to the satisfaction of the Ctty. A certificate of
occupancy shall not be issued for any building within the SPA until the
water conveyance infrastructure sufficient to serve such building has
been constructed and is in place.

Demonstrate Adequate Olf-Site Water Treatment Capacity (if the OIf-
Site lVater Treatment Plant Option is Selected).

If an off-site water treatment plant (WTP) alternative is selected (as
opposed to the on-site WTP alternative), the project applicant(s) for any
particular discretionary development application shall demonstrate
adequate capacrty at the off-site WTP. This shall involve preparing a
tentative map-level study and paying connection and capacitv fees as

3A.18-2a
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

3A.18-2b
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

53-83

s3-84
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department

California Department of Fish and
Game, and City of Folsom
Community Development
Department

Before approval of
grading or
improvement plans
or any ground
disturbing
activities, including
grubbing or
clearing, for any
project phase.

Before approval of
grading or
improvement plans
or any ground

determined by the City. Approval of the final project map shall not be
granted until the City verifies adequate water treatment capacity either is
available or is certain to be available when needed for the amount of
development identified in the tentative map before approval of the final
map and issuance of building permits for all project phases. A certificate
of occupancy shall not be issued for any building within the SPA until the
water treatment capacity sufficient to serve such building has been
constructed and is in place.

Conduct Environmcntal Awarunas Training for Construction Employees.

Prior to beginning construction activities, the Project Applicant shall
employ a qualified biologist to develop and conduct environmental
awareness training for construction employees. The training shall describe
the importance of onsite biological resources, including special-status
wildlife habitats; potential nests of special-status birds; and roosting habitat
for special-status bats. The biologist shall also explain the importance of other
responsibilities related to the protection ofwildlife during construction such as

inspecting open trenches and looking under vehicles and machinery prior to
moving them to ensure there are no lizards, snakes, small mammals, or other
wildlife that could become happed, injured, or killed in construction areas or
under equipment.

The environmental awareness program shall be provided to all
construction personnel to brief them on the life history of special-status
species in or adjacent to the project area, the need to avoid impacts on
sensitive biological resources, any terms and conditions required by State
and federal agencies, and the penalties for not complying with biological
mitigation requirements. If new construction personnel are added to the
project the contractor's superintendent shall ensure that the personnel
receive the mandatory training before starting work. An environmental
awareness handout that describes and illustrates sensitive resources to be
avoided during project construction and identifies all relevant permit
conditions shall be provided to each person.

Preconstruction Nesting Bird Samey.

The Project Applicant shall conduct a preconstruction nesting bird survey ofall
areas associated with construction activities on the project site within l4 days

4.4-r
(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

4.4-7

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

53-85

s3-86
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department; U. S
Army Corp of Engineers;

City of Folsom Community
Development Department; U. S
Army Corp of Engineers

disturbing
activities, including
grubbing or
clearing, for any
project phase.

During all
construction phases

Before approval of
grading or
improvement plans
or any ground
disturbing
activities, including
grubbing or
clearing, for any
project phase.

prior to commencement of construction during the nesting season (l February
through 31 August).

If active nests are found, a no-disturbance buffer around the nest shall be
established. The buffer distance shall be established by a qualified
biologist in consultation with CDFW. The buffer shall be maintained
until the fledglings are capable of flight and become independent of the
nest, to be determined by a qualified biologist. Once the young are
independent of the nest, no further measures are necessary. Pre-
construction nesting surveys are not required for construction activity
outside ofthe nesting season.

ConplywilhthehogrMic
The PA for the project is incorporated by reference. The PA provides a
management framework for identifu ing historic properties, determining
adverse effects, and resolving those adverse effects as required under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. This document is
incorporated by reference. The PA is available for public inspection and
review at the California Office of Historic Preservation 1725 23rd Street
Sacramento, CA 95816.

Conduct Constructinn Personnel Educolion, Conduct On-Site Monitoring If
Required, Stop Work if Culnral Resources are Discovered, Assess the
Signiftcance of the Find, and Perform Treatment or Avoidance as Required

To reduce potential impacts to previously undiscovered cultural resources, the
project applicant(s) ofall project phases shall do the following:

> Before the start ofground-disturbing activities, the project applicant(s) ofall
project phases shall retain a qualified archaeologist to conduct training for
construction workers as necessary based upon the sensitivity ofthe project
APE, to educate them about the possibility of encountering buried cultural
resources and inform them ofthe proper procedures should cultural resources

be encountered.

> As a result of the work conducted for Mitigation Measures 3A.5-la and

3A.5-lb, if the archaeologist determines that any portion of the SPA or the
off-site elements should be monitored for potential discovery of as-yet-
unknown cultural resources, the project applicant(s) ofall project phases

shall implement such monitoring in the locations specified by the

3A.5-1a

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

3A.5-2

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

53-87

53-E8
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archaeologist. USACE should review and approve any recommendations by
archaeologists with respect to monitoring.

> Should any cultural resources, such as structural features, unusual amounts of
bone or shell, artifacts, or architectural remains be encountered during any
construction activities, work shall be suspended in the vicinity of the find and

the appropriate oversight agency(ies) (identified below) shall be notified
immediately. The appropriate oversight agency(ies) shall retain a qualified
archaeologist who shall conduct a field investigation of the specific site and

shall assess the significance ofthe find by evaluating the resource for
eligibility for listing on the CRHR and the NRHP. If the resource is eligible
for listing on the CRHR or NRHP and it would be subject to disturbance or
destruction, the actions required in Mitigation Measures 3A.5-la and 3A.5-
lb shall be implemented. The oversight agency shall be responsible for
approval of recommended mitigation if it is determined to be feasible in light
of the approved land uses and shall implement the approved mitigation
before resuming construction activities at the archaeological site.

Mitigation for the off-site elements outside of the City of Folsom's jurisdictional
boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s) ofeach applicable
project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies) (i.e., El Dorado and/or
Sacramento Counties, or Caltans).

The project applicant in coordination with USACE, shall ensure that an
archaeological sensitivity training program is developed and implemented during a
pre-construction meeting for construction supervisors. The sensitivity training
program shall provide information about notification procedures when potential
archaeological material is discovered, procedures for coordination between
construction personnel and monitoring personnel, and information about other
feafrnent or issues that may arise if cultural resources (including human remains)
are discovered during project consfuction. This protocol shall be communicated to
all new construction personnel during orientation and on a poster that is placed in a
visible location inside the construction job trailer. The phone number of the USACE
culturalresources staffmember shall also be included.

The on-site sensitivity haining shall be canied out each time a new contractor
will begin work in the APE and at the beginning of each construction season by
each contractor.
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Sacramento County Coroner;
Native American Heritage
Commission; City of Folsom
Community Development
Department

During all ground
disturbing
activities, for any
project phase.

Ifunanticipated discoveries ofadditional historic properties, defined in 36 CFR
800.16 (l), are made during the construction of the project, the USACE shall
ensure that they will be protected by implementing the following measures:

> The Construction Manager, or archaeological monitor, if given the authority
to halt construction activities, shall ensure that work in that area is
immediately halted within a 100-foot radius of the unanticipated discovery
until the find is examined by a person meeting the professional qualifications
standards specified in Section 2.2 of Attachment G of the HPMP. The
Construction Manager, or archaeological monitor, if present, shall notify the
USACE within 24 hours of the discovery.

> The USACE shall notify the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)

within one working day of an unanticipated discovery and may initiate
interim treatment measures in accordance with this IIPTP. Once the USACE
makes a formal determination of eligibility for the resource, the USACE will
notify the SFIPO within 48 hours of the determination and afford the SHPO
an opportunity to comment on appropriate featment. The SHPO shall
respond within 72 hours of the request to consult. Failure of the SHPO to
respond withinT2 hours shall not prohibit the USACE from implementing
the treatrnent measures.

The project applicants shall be requiredto submitto the City proof of
compliance in the form of a completed fiaining roster and copy offtaining
materials.

$npmd Groun&Disturbing Activitia if Humm Rqruins are Encountered wtd
Conply with California Heallh uul SSdy Code hrcefrn*
In accordance with the California Health and Safety Code, if human remains are
uncovered during ground-disturbing activities, including those associated with
off-site elements, the project applicant(s) of all project phases shall immediately
halt all ground-disturbing activities in the area of the find and notiff the
Sacramento County Coroner and a professional archaeologist skilled in
osteological analysis to determine the nature of the remains. The coroner is
required to examine all discoveries of human remains within 48 hours of
receiving notice of a discovery on private or public lands (California Health and

Safety Code Section 7050.5[b]). If the coroner determines that the remains are

those of a Native American, he or she must contact the NAHC by phone within

3A.5-3

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

53-89

129



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2O2O

24 hours of making that determination (California Health and Safety Code
Section 7050[c]).

After the coroner's findings are complete, the project applicant(s), an
archaeologist, and the NAHC-designated Most Likely Descendant shall determine
the ultimate treatment and disposition of the remains and take appropriate steps to
ensure that additional human interments are not disturbed. The responsibilities for
acting on notification of a discovery of Native American human remains are
identified in Section 5097.9 of the California Public Resources Code.

Upon the discovery of Native American remains, the procedures above regarding
involvement of the applicable county coroner, notification of the NAHC, and
identification of an Most Likely Descendant shall be followed. The project
applicant(s) of all project phases shall ensure that the immediate vicinity
(according to generally accepted cultural or archaeological standards and
practices) is not damaged or disturbed by further development activity until
consultation with the Most Likely Descendant has taken place. The Most Likely
Descendant shall have 48 hours after being ganted access to the site to inspect
the site and make recommendations. A range of possible feahnents for the
remains may be discussed: nondestructive removal and analysis, preservation in
place, relinquishment of the remains and associated items to the descendants, or
other culturally appropriate treatment. As suggested by AB 2641 (Chapter 863,
Statutes of 2006), the concerned parties may extend discussions beyond the initial
48 hours to allow for the discovery of additional remains. AB 2641(e) includes a
list ofsite protection measures and states that the project applicant(s) shall
comply with one or more of the following requirements:

> record the site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information Center,

> use an open-space or conservation zoning designation or easement, or

> record a reinternment document with the county.

The project applicant(s) or its authorized representative ofall project phases shall
rebury the Native American human remains and associated grave goods with
appropriate dignity on the properly in a location not subject to further subsurface
disturbance if the NAHC is unable to identiff an Most Likely Descendant or if the
Most Likely Descendant fails to make a recommendation wittrin 48 hours after
being granted access to the site. The project applicant(s) or its authorized
representative may also reinter the remains in a location not subject to further
disturbance if it reiects the recommendation of the Most Likelv Descendant and
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mediation by the NAHC fails to provide measures acceptable to the landowner.
Ground disturbance in the zone of suspended activity shall not recommence
without authorization from the archaeologist.

Mitigation for the oflsite elements outside of the City of Folsom's jurisdictional
boundaries must be coordinated by the project applicant(s) ofeach applicable
project phase with the affected oversight agency(ies) (i.e., El Dorado and/or
Sacramento Counties, or Caltans).

The project applicants shall be required to submit to the City proof of
compliance in the form of a completed training roster and copy of
training materials.
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Attachment 5

Vicinity Map
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Attachment 6

Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Dated Febru ary 18, 2020

134



66

,I

L

,il i.

jrl

l',i il
l

TENTATIVE MAP INFORMATION

^ 
dbn or ho r&m P oi ars

ilr snqbronrt,.smrbrbr

PROIECT NOTES

L-.,

'.: t*
*t 

r.

ii

I

lr
i

j
3o

I

i.1,,.
'\.j,r t

i

/
i

l

i

ir

I
,.la

1.9"
.. f5

rl
i

ly

,,,..': 
,,,

li"lti,,
.r; ,.

*,..::,
:.:.;: 

i '
'ai'l:

-

COVER SHEET

VESTING TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP

Rockcress of Folsom Ronch

,\
!'?:biu6uccft Pn'.rilh!

-tl,.t
.l ,]

'' t:" '*,r.

'!,:','

BENCHMARK

\7

*
VICINITY MAP

':.

+

:llr;'.-'

t+t i +l
l-:-l

rd\----iirr!r!i milff&strs

I
1

MINIMUM LOT
DIAGRAM

Lor sft . xm t 6.s il cdndl

LAND USE SUMMARY TABLE

135



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

Attachment 7

Preliminary Grading, Drainage, and Utility Plan
Dated, October 15,2019
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Attachment I

Gonceptual Front Yard Landscaping
Dated March 18, 2020
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Attachment 9

Wall and Fence Exhibit
Dated Febru ary, 2020
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Residential Schematic Design
Dated February 19,2020
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Crry or Forsona

CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis
for Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2 tot 10)

'1.. Application No: PN 1.9-388

2. Project Title: Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Lot 10)

3. Lead Agenry Name and Address:
City of Folsom
50 Natoma Street
Folsom, CA95630

4. Contact Person and Phone Number:
Scott Johnson, AICP, Planning Manager
Community Development Department
(91.6)35s-7222

Steven Banks, Principal Planner
(916) 355-7385

5. ProjectLocation:
16.30 acres located south of Old Ranch Way and east of East Bidwell Street
APN: A portion of072-3670-010 (16.30 acres, Carpenter Easf LLC)

6. Project Applicant's/Sponsor's Name and Address:

Carpenter East, LLC

3907 Park Drive, Suite235
El Dorado Hills, C A 957 62

7. GeneralPlanDesignation:MLD

8. Zoning: SP-MLD

9. Other public agencies whose approval may be required or agencies that may rely on this document for
implementingproject:

Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife (for Section 1602 agreement)
Capital Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Folsom-Cordova Unified School District
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
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I. INTRO DUCTION

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase Z,Lot 10) development proposal is located in
the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP). As discussed later in this document the project is
consistent with the FPASP.

As a project that is consistent with an existing Specific Plan, the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch development
is eligible for the exemption from review under the Califomia Environmental Quality 4s1r 1"CEQA")
provided in Govemment Code section 65457 and CEQA Guidelines2 section 15182, subdivision (c), as

well as the streamlining provisions in Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines
section 15183.

Because the Project is exempt from CEQA, the City is not required to provide the following CEQA
analysis. Nonetheless, the City provides the following checklist exploring considerations raised by
sections 15182 and 15183 to disclose the City's substantial evidence and reasoning for determining the
project's consistenry with the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan ("FPASP") and eligibility for the CEQA
exemption.

II. PROIECTDESCRIPTION

A. PROTECT OVERVIEW

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project proposes the development of 118 single-family residential lots
(lots 1-118) on12.86 acres and three Backbone Landscape Corridor lots (lots 4 B, & C) on 1.31 acres

out of the total 16.30-acre project area.

The requested land use entitlements for the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project are:

(1) a Vesting Tentative Small Lot Subdivision Map;
(2) a Minor Administrative Amendment - Transfer of Development Rights to designate a new
location in the Specific Plan at which these units will be buil! and

(3) a Planned Development Permit Residential Architecture.

The holding capacity under existing plans and zoning for this parcel is 153 dwelling units. The 35

residential units not proposed to be built at this site (L53 - 118 = 35) are the subject of the proposed
Minor Administrative Amendment- Transfer of Development Rights. No change to the overall
FPASP unit allocation, total population, will occur. The proposed project does not affect the overall
amount of non-residential development in the FPASP.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Lot 10)
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

May2020
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The Project will connect to the City's infrastructure.

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project is located within the Folsom Ranch Central District and is
designed to comply with the Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines (approved2}I5,
amended 2018).

1 Califomia Environmental Quality Act, Pub. Resources Code S 21000 et seq. (hereafter "CEQA").
2 The Guidelines for the Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act, Cal. Code Regs.,

tit.1.4, S 15000 et seq. (hereafter "CEQA Guidelines" or "Guidelines").

B. PROTECT LOCATION

The Project site consists of a16.30-acre portion of parcel APN 072-3670-010 in the FPASP plan area that
is within the Westland Eagle Specific Plan Amendment Area, south of U.S. Highway 50 and west of
Placerville Road. The project site has been known as Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Lot 10.

The FPASP is a 3,513.4-acre comprehensively planned community that creates new development
pattems based on the principles of smart growth and transit-oriented development.

See the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch Project Narrative for the regional location of the project site. The
narrative includes maps depicting the project location and surrounding land uses.

C. EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS

Currently, the 16.30 acres of the Project site is undeveloped, but was pad-graded as part of the
Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Grading Plan.

The Specific Plan zoning for the Project site is Multi-Family Low Density (SP-MLD)

D. CONSISTENCY WITH THE FPASP

The Project is consistent with and aims to fulfill the specific policies and objectives in the Folsom Plan
Area Specific Plan. An analysis of the proposed project's consistency with the FPASP is provided in
Exhibit 3, the Applicanfs FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis.

l. Land Use Designation and Unit Types

The proposed small lot vesting tentative subdivision map would subdivide 16.30 acres of the parcel
into 118 residential lots suited for single-family dwellings. The residential density achieved is 9.L8

du/acre, which is within the range allowed for the MLD zone (range of 7-12 du/acre). The site plan
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includes 1.3L acres of Backbone Landscape Corridor on Lots A, B, & C along East Bidwell Street Old
Ranch Way and Savannah Parkway. The site plan also includes 2.13 acres of Backbone Right-of-Way.

The vesting small lot tentative subdivision map proposes to create 118 residential lots on the parcel.

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project site is designated for Multi-family Low Density (SP-MLD)
land uses by the FPASP.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch proposes to create 118 residential lots for detached single-family
dwellings. The FPASP defines the MLD residential designation to include "single family dwellings
(SF zero-lot-line and SF patio orly) two-family dwellings and multi-family dwellings." (FPASP, p. a-

14, emphasis added) Therefore, land which is designated SP-MLD can be subdivided into residential
lots suited for single-family dwellings in conformance with the FPASP.

The single-family homes proposed by the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch Project are permitted uses as

shown on Table 4.3 of the FPASP. (See also FPASP DEI& Table 34.10-4.)

In summary, the proposed land uses and the density of residential uses in the small lot vesting
tentative map are consistent with the FPASP and the Westland Eagle FPASP Plan Amendment.

2. Circulation

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch includes a street pattem, which includes a connection ('F' Drive) to Old
Ranch Way at the north-east comer of the parcel (which aligns to the approved entry location for the
Enclave at Folsom Ranch to the north) and a connection ('G' Drive) to Savannah Parkway at the south-
west comer of the parcel (which aligns to the planned entry to Mangini Ranch Phase 2Lot7, shown as

Village 7 on the approved Mangini Ranch phase 2 Small lot Tentative Map, to the south). An interior
street grid includes three east to west "horizontal" streets ('A,' '8,' and'C' Drive) and two north to
south "vertical" streets ('D' and'E' Drive), as depicted on the site plan. Two entries are provided: (a) a
north-eastem entry at'F' Drive located off Old Ranch Way, and (b) a south-westem entry at'G Drive
located off Savannah Parkway.

The street sections used in the Plan include the same pavement widths as specified in the FPASP and
the Folsom Municipal Code. As depicted in the Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, City standard
residential streets are proposed for this subdivision, with attached pedestrian sidewalks and parking
located on both sides. In addition to these entry locations, pedestrian access is also provided at
three additional locations: in the northwest, northeast and southeast corners of the site (additional
pedestrian access cannot be provided in the southwest due to grading constraints).

Tra{fic signals are planned at the intersection of East Bidwell Street and Old Ranch Way.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch is located on a planned Transit Corridor, as identified in the FPASP. The
Project is located south and east of the Transit Corridor. This design complements the downtown core
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of the FPASP land use plan and provides a compact development pattern near transit opportunities.

Every single-family dwelling will have a standard two-car garage and a typical full-length driveway,
accommodating two off-street parking spaces per unit. On-street parking is provided on both sides of
the intemal streets.

The proposed project is consistent with roadway and transit master plans for the FPASP

3. Water, Sewer, and Storm Drainage Infrastructure

Water infrastructure

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch is being served by Zone 3 water from the north via Mangini Parkway and
from the west via East Bidwell Street. The project is located within the Zone 3 pressure zone. Water
mains are provided within the perimeter streets, including Mangini Parkrvay and East Bidwell
Street along project frontage in order to serve the site.

Saner infrastructure

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch will be served by the sewer infrastructure within Old Ranch Way and
Savannah Parkway.

S t or m dr aina ge infr as tru ctur e

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch will connect to the existing storm drain infrastructure within EastBidwell
Street.

The proposed project is consistent with planned infrastructure for the FPASP

III. EXEMPTION AND STREAMLINING ANALYSIS

A. Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan

The City adopted the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan on June 2$ 2011 (Resolution No. 8863).

The City of Folsom and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers prepared a joint environmental impact
report/environmental impact statement ("EIIVEIS" or "EIR") for the Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50

Specific Plan Project ("FPASP"). (See FPASP EIIVEI$ SCH #2008092051). The Draft EIIVEIS (DEIR)
was released on June 28,20'1.0. The City certified the Final EIIVEIS (FEIR) on June 14,2011(Resolution
No. 8860). For each impact category requiring environmental analysis, the EIR provided two separate

analyses: one for the "Land" component of the FPASP project and a second for the "Wate{'
component. (FPASP DEtr{, p. 1-1 to 1-2.) The analysis in this document is largely focused on and cites

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Lot 10) May2020
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

193



to the "Land" sections of the FPASP EIR.

On December7,201,2, the City certified an Addendum to the EIR for the FPASP for purposes of
analyzing an altemative water supply for the project. The revisions to the "Water" component of the
FPASP project included: (1) Leak Fixes, (2) Implementation of Metered Rates, (3) Exchange of Water
Supplies, (4) New Water Conveyance Facilities. (Water Addendum, pp. 3-1 to 3-4.) The City concluded
that, with implementation of certain mitigation measures from the FPASP EIf{s "Water" sections, the
water supply and infrastrucfure changes would not result in any new significantimpacts, substantially
increase the severity of previously disclosed impacts or involve any of the other conditions related to
changed circumstances or new information that can require a subsequent or supplemental EIR. (See

Pub. Resources Code, $21166; Guidelines, S 15162.) The analysis in portions of the FPASP EIR s

"Water" sections that have not been superseded by the Water Addendum are still applicable.

The FPASP includes the Westland Eagle developmenf which is located in the central portion of the
FPASP flanking Scott Road and Easton Valley Parkway. Since approval of the FPASP, the Westland
Eagle development was transferred to new owners: Westland Capital Partners, Eagle Commercial
Parhters, and Eagle Office Properties. The new owners subsequently evaluated the approved land use

plan and determined that many of the assumptions underlying the type and distribution of retail
commercial and residential land uses in this area of the FPASP needed to be reevaluated to respond to
current and future market conditions for retail commercial and residential development. Accordingly,
the applicants proposed an amendment to the FPASP that would significantly reduce the area of
commercial retail land use in the Westland Eagle plan area and increase the number of allowed
residential dwelling units. The City adopted an amendment to the FPASP for the Westland Eagle

Properties in June 2015 (Westland/Eagle SPA) that reduced the amount of commercial, industrial/office
park and mixed-use acreage from 451.8 acres to 302.3 acres and the potential building area from
approximately 4.5 million square feet to approximately 3.4 million square feet. The Westland/Eagle
SPA also increased the number of proposed residential dwelling units from 9,895 to 10,817.

B. Documents lrcorporated by Reference

The analysis in this document incorporates by reference the following environmental documents that
have been certified or adopted by the Folsom City Council:

l. Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan Project EIR/EIS and Findings of Fact and
Statement of Overriding Considerations, certified by the Folsom City Council on June 14,

20'1,1,, a copy of which is available for viewing at the City of Folsom Planning Public Counter
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ll.

lll.

IV

located on the 2nd floor of the City Hall Building at 50 Natoma Street in Folsom, CA (from
8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Monday through Friday).

CEQA Addendum for the Folsom South of U.S. 50 Specific Plan Project- Revised Proposed
Off-site Water Facility Altemative prepared November, 2012, ('Water Addendum"),
certified by the Folsom City Council on December \L,2012, a copy of which is available for
viewing at the City of Folsom Planning Public Counter located on the 2nd floor of the City
Hall Building at 50 Natoma Street in Folsom, CA (from 8:00 a.m. to L:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday);

South of Highway 50 Backbone Infrastructure Project Initial StudyMitigated Negative
Declaration (Backbone Infrastructure MND), dated December 9,20'1,4, adopted by the City
Council on February 24,201,5, a copy of which is available for viewing at the City of Folsom
Planning Public Counter located on the 2nd floor of the City Hall Building at 50 Natoma
Street in Folsom, CA (from 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Monday through Friday).

CEQA Addendum and Environmental Checklist for the Westland Eagle Specific Plan
Amendment, dated June 2015, ("Westland Eagle Addendum"), a copy of which is available
for viewing at the City of Folsom Planning Public Counter located on the 2nd floor of the
City Hatl Building at 50 Natoma Street in Folsom, CA (from 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday).

Each of the environmental documents listed above includes mitigation measures imposed on the
FPASP and activities authorized therein and in subsequent projects to mitigate plan-level
environmental impacts, which are, therefore, applicable to the proposed project. The mitigation
measures are referenced specifically throughout this document and are incorporated by reference in the
environmental analysis. The Applicant will be required to agree, as part of the conditions of approval
for the proposed project, to comply with each of those mitigation measures.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21083.3, subdivision (c), the City will make a finding at a
public hearing that the feasible mitigation measures specified in the FPASP EIR will be undertaken.

Moreover, for those mitigation measures with a financial component that apply plan-wide, the
approved Public Facilities Financing Plan and Amended and Restated Development Agreement bind
the Applicant to a fair share contribution for funding those mitigation measures.

The May 22,2014, Record of Decision (ROD) for the Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan
Project-City of Folsom Backbone Infrastructure (Exhibit 2) by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is
also incorporated by reference.
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All impacts from both on-site and off-site features of the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project have been
analyzed and addressed in the CEQA analysis and other regulatory permits required for the Rockcress
at Folsom Ranch project and/or the Backbone hfrastructure project.

C. Introduction to CEOA Exemption and Streamlinine Provisions

The City finds that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2,Lot 10) development
proposal is consistent with the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) and therefore exempt from
CEQA under Government Code section 65457 and CEQA Guidelines section 15'1.82, subdivision (c), as a

residential project undertaken pursuant to and in conformity with a specific plan.

The City also finds that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project is eligible for streamlined CEQA review
provided in Public Resources Code section 21083.3, and CEQA Guidelines section 15183 for projects
consistent with a community plan, general plan, or zoning. Because the Project is exempt from CEQA'
the City is not required to provide the following streamlined CEQA analysis. Nonetheless, the City
provides the following checklist exploring considerations raised by sections 15182 and 15183 because
the checklist provides a convenient vehicle for disclosing the City's substantial evidence and reasoning
underlying its consistenry determination.

As mentioned above, the City prepared an addendum to the FPASP EIR in December 2012 for purposes
of analyzing an alternative water supply for the FPASP. Although this Water Addendum was prepared
and adopted by the City after the certification of the FPASP EIIVEI$ it would not change any of the
analysis under Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines section 15183 because it
gave the Plan Area a more feasible and reliable water supply.

The City also prepared an addendum to the FPASP EIR in ]une 2015 for the purposes of analyzing the
effects of an increase in residentially-designated land and a substantial decrease in commercially-
designated land in the Westland Eagle development area. The Westland Eagle Addendum
supplemented and updated the analysis in the FPASP EIR that is relevant to the Rockcress at Folsom
Ranch Project.

The City has prepared or will be completing site-specific studies pursuant to the requirements set forth
in the mitigation measures and conditions of approval adopted for the FPASP under the FPASP Etr{,
Water Addendum, and Westland Eagle Addendum for subsequent development projects. (See Exhibit
4 [Noise Assessment].) These studies support the conclusion that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
development proposal would not have any new significant or substantially more severe impacts
(CEQA Guidelines, 9151,62), nor would it result ir a.y new significant impacts that are peculiar to the
project or its site (CEQA Guidelines, S 15183).

L. Exemption provided by Government Code, 565457, and CEQA Guidelines, $
15182, subdivision (c)
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Government Code section 65457 and CEQA Guidelines section 15182, subdivision (c) exempt
residential projects that are undertaken pursuant to a specific plan for which an EIR was previously
prepared if the projects are in conformity with that specific plan and the conditions described in CEQA
Guidelines section L5162 (relating to the preparation of a supplemental EIR) are not present. (Gov.
Code, g 65457, subd. (a); CEQA Guidelines, SS 15182, subd. (c), 15'1,62, subd. (a).)

The Applicanfs FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis, attached as Exhibit 3, provides exhaustive
analysis that supports the determination that the Project is undertaken pursuant to and in conformity
with the FPASP.

2. Streamlining provided by Public Resources Code, S 21083.3 and CEQA
Guidelines, S 15183

Public Resources Code section 21083.3 provides a streamlined CEQA process where a subdivision map
application is made for a parcel for which prior environmental review of a zoning or planning approval
was adopted. If the proposed development is consistent with that zoning or plan, any further
environmental review of the development shall be limited to effects upon the environment which are

peculiar to the parcel or to the project and which were not addressed as significant effects in the prior
EIR or which substantial new information shows will be more significant than described in the prior
EIR. Effects are not to be considered peculiar to the parcel or the project if uniformly applied
development policies or standards have been previously adopted by the city, which were found to
substantially mitigate that effect when applied to future projects.

CEQA Guidelines section 15183 provides further detail and guidance for the implementation of the
exemption set forth in Public Resources Code section 21083.3.

D. Environmental Checklist Review

The row titles of the checklist include the fuIl range of environmental topics, as presented in Appendix
G of the CEQA Guidelines.l

1In2019, the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) updated the checklist in Appendix G of
the CEQA Guidelines. Though the FPASP EWEIS and adopted addendums analyzed the potential
impacts of the FPASP under the Appendix G checklist then in effect, this analysis includes a discussion of
the revised checklist questions, where relevant to the environmental topics discussed below, in good faith
to provide the most updated in{ormation to decision makers. (See Public Resources Code, $$ 21002.1(e),

21.0065; CEQA Guidelines $$ 15002(a)(1), 15003(c).) However, these areas do not constitute new
information under CEQA nor are they required to be included in this analysis. (See CleuelandNational
Forest Foundation a. San Diego Assn. of Goaernments Q017) 17 Cal.App.sth 413, 426f"once in EIR is finally
approved a court generally cannot...compel an agency to perform further environmental review if new
regulations or guidelines for evaluating the projecfs impacts are adopted in the future"l; Citizens Against
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The column titles of the checklist have been modified from the Appendix G presentation to assess the
Projecfs qualifications for streamlining provided by Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA
Guidelines sections 1518e as well as to evaluate whether the conditions described in Guidelines section
15'1.62 are present.

Pursuant to Guidelines section 151,62, one of the purposes of this checklist is to evaluate the categories
in terms of any "changed condition" (i.e. changed circumstances, project changes, or new information
of substantial importance) that may result in a different environmental impact significance conclusion.
If the situations described in Guidelines section 151,62 are not presenf then the exemption provided by
Govemment Code section 65457 and Guidelines section 15182 can be applied to the Project. Therefore,
the checklist does the following: a) identifies the earlier analyses and states where they are available for
review; b) discusses whether proposed changes to the previously-analyzed program, including new
site specific operations, would involve new or substantially more severe significant impacts; c)

discusses whether new circumstances surrounding the previously-analyzed program would involve
new or substantially more severe significant impacts; d) discusses any substantially important new
information requiring new analysis; and e) describes 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. (Guidelines, 5151,62, subd. (a).)

The checklist serves a second purpose. Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and its parallel Guidelines
provision, section 15183, provide for streamlined environmental review for projects consistent with the
development densities established by existing zoning, general plan, or community plan policies for
which an EIR was certified. Such projects require no further environmental review except as might be
necessary to address effects that (a) are peculiar to the project or the parcel on which the project would
be located, (b) were not analyzed as significant effects in the prior EIII (c) are potentially significant off-
site impacts or cumulative impacts not discussed in the prior Etrl or (d) were previously identified
significant effects but are more severe than previously assumed in light of substantial new information
not known when the prior EIR was certified. If an impact is not peculiar to the parcel or to the project
has been addressed as a significant impact in the prior Etr{, or c€m be substantially mitigated by the
imposition of uniformly applied development policies or standards, then an additional EIR need not be
prepared for the project solely on the basis of that impact.

A "no" answer does not necessarily mean that there are no potential impacts relative to the
environmental category,but that there is no change in the condition or status of the impact since it was
analyzed and addressed with mitigation measures in the prior environmental documents approved for
the zoning actiory general plan, or community plan. The environmental categories might be answered

Airport Pollution a. City of San lose (201.4) 227 Cal.App.4th788,808 [CEQA Guidelines enacted after an EIR
is certified are not "new information within the meaning of [Public Resources Code] section 21166,

subdivision (c)" and therefore do not trigger preparation of a subsequent EIR nor require consideration in
an addenduml.)
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with a "no" in the checklist since the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project does not introduce changes

that would result in a modification to the conclusion of the FPASP EIR.

The purpose of each column of the checklist is described below.

L. Where ImpactWas Analyzed
This column provides a cross-reference to the pages of the environmental documents for the zoning
actiory general plan, or community plan where information and analysis may be found relative to the
environmental issue listed under each topic.

2. Do Proposed Changes Involve New or More Severe Impacts?
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the changes
represented by the proposed project will result in new significant impacts not disclosed in the prior EIR
or negative declaration or that the proposed project will result in substantial increases the severity of a
previously identified significant impact. A yes answer is only required if such new or worsened
significant impacts will require "major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration." II a
"yes" answer is given" additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be needed.

3. Any New Circumstances Involving New or More Severe Impacts?
Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether changed
circumstances affecting the proposed project will result in new significant impacts not disclosed in the
prior EIR or negative declaration or will result in substantial increases the severity of a previously
identified significant impact. A yes answer is only required if such new or worsened significant
impacts will require "major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration." If a "yes" answer is
givery additional mitigation measures or altematives may be needed.

4. Any New Information of Substantial Importance Requiring New Analysis or
Verification?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether new
information "of substantial importance" is available requiring an update to the analysis of a previous
EIR to verify that the environmental conclusions and mitigations remain valid. Any such information
is only relevant if it "was not known and could not have been known with reasonable diligence at the
time of the previous EIR." To be relevant in this context, such new information must show one or more
of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
negative declaration;
(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the
previous ER;
(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be

feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or altemative; or
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(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment,
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or altemative.

This category of new information may apply to any new regulations, enacted after certification of the
prior EIR or adoption of the prior negative declaration, which might change the nature of analysis of
impacts or the specifications of a mitigation measure. If the new information shows the existence of
new significant effects or significant effects that are substantially more severe than were previously
disclose{ then new mitigation measures should be considered. If the new information shows that
previously rejected mitigation measures or altematives are now feasible, such measures or altematives
should be considered anew. If the new information shows the existence of mitigation measures or
alternatives that are (i) considerably different from those included in the prior EIII (ii) able to
substantially reduce one or more significant effects, and (iii) unacceptable to the project proponents,
then such mitigation measures or altematives should also be considered.

5. Are There Effects That Are Peculiar To The Project Or The Parcel On Which The
Project Would Be Located That Have Not Been Disclosed In A Prior EIR On The
ZoningAction, General Plan, Or Community Plan With Which the Project is
Consistent?

Pursuant to Section 15183, subdivision (bX1), of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there are project-specific significant effects that are peculiar to the project or its site. Although neither
section 21083.3 nor section 15183 defines the term "effects on the environment which are peculiar to the
parcel or to the project," a definition can be gleaned from what is now the leading case interpreting
section 21083.3, Wal-Mart Stores, lnc. a. City of Turlock (2006) 138 Cal.App.4th273 (Wal-Mart Stores). In
that case, the court upheld the respondent city's decision to adopt an ordinance banning discount
"superstores." The city appropriately found that the adoption of the ordinance was wholly exempt
from CEQA review under CEQA Guidelines section 15183 as a zoning action consistent with the
general plan, where there were no project-specific impacts - of any kind - associated with the
ordinance that were peculiar to the project. The court concluded that"aphysical change in the
environment will be peculiar to [a project] if that physical change belongs exclusively and especially to
the [project] or it is characteristic of only the [project] .' (ld. atp.294.) As noted by the court, this
definition "illustrate[s] how difficult it will be for a zoning amendment or other land use regulation
that does not have a physical component to have a sufficiently close connection to a physical change to
allow the physical change to be regarded as'peculiar to' the zoning amendment or other land use
regulation." (Ibid.)

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has effects peculiar to the project relative to
the environmental category that were not discussed in the prior environmental documentation for the
zoning actiory general plan or community plan. A "yes" answer will be followed by u. indication of
whether the impact is "potentially significant", "less than significant with mitigation incorporated", or
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"less than significant". An analysis of the determination will appear in the Discussion section
f ollowing the checklist.

6. Are There Effects Peculiar To The Proiect That Will Not Be Substantially
Mitigated By Application Of Uniformly Applied Development Policies Or
Standards That Have Been Previously Adopted?

Sections 21083.3 and 15183 include a separate, though complementary, means of defining the term
"effects on the environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project." Subdivision (f) of
section 15183 provides as follows:

An effect of a project on the environment shall not be considered peculiar to the project
or the parcel for the purposes of this section if uniformly applied development policies
or standards have been previously adopted by the city or county with a finding that the
development policies or standards will substantially mitigate that environmental effect
when applied to future projects, unless substantial new information shows that the
policies or standards will not substantially mitigate the environmental effect. The finding
shall be based on substantial evidence which need not include an EIR.

This language explains that an agency can dispense with CEQA compliance for environmental impacts
thatwill be "substantially mitigated" by the uniform application of "development policies or
standards" adopted as part of, or in connection with, previous plan-level or zoning-level decisions, or
otherwise - unless "substantial new information" shows that the standards or policies will not be
effective in "substantially mitigating" the effects in question. Section 15183, subdivision (0, goes on to
add the following considerations regarding the kinds of policies and standards at issue:

Such development policies or standards need not apply throughout the entire city or county, but
can apply only within the zoning district in which the project is located, or within the area
subject to the community plan on which the lead agency is relying. Moreover, such policies or
standards need notbe part of the general plan or any conununity plan, but can be found within
another pertinent planning document such as a zoning ordinance. Where a city or county, in
previously adopting uniformly applied development policies or standards for imposition on
future projects, failed to make a finding as to whether such policies or standards would
srrbstantially mitigate the effects of future projects, the decision-making body of the city or
county, prior to approving such a future project pursuant to this section, may hold a public
hearing for the purpose of considering whether, as applied to the project, such standards or
policies would substantially mitigate the effects of the project. Such a public hearing need only
be held if the city or county decides to apply the standards or policies as permitted in this
section.

Subdivision (g) provides concrete examples of "uniformly applied development policies or standards":
(1) parking ordinances; (2) public access requirements; (3) grading ordinances; (4) hillside development
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ordinances; (5) flood plain ordinances; (6) habitat protection or conservation ordinances; (7) view
protection ordinances.

A "yes" €urswer in the checklist indicates that the project has effects peculiar to the project relative to the
environmental category that were not discussed in the prior environmental documentation for the
zoning actioll general plan or community plan and that cannot be mitigated through application of
uniformly applied development policies or standards that have been previously adopted by the agency.
A "yes" €rnswer will be followed by an indication of whether the impact is "potentially significant",
"less than significant with mitigation incorpor ated' , or "less than significant". An analysis of the
determination will appear in the Discussion section following the checklist.

7. Are There Effects That Were Not Analyzed As Significant Effects In A Prior EIR
On The Zoning Action, General Plan Or Community Plan With Which The
Project Is Consistent?

Pursuant to Section 15183, subdivision (b)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there are any effects that were not analyzed as significant effects in the prior EIR for the zoning actiory
general plan, or community plan with which the project is consistent.

This provision indicates that, if the prior EIR for a general plan, community plan, or zoning action
failed to analyze a potentially significant effect then such effects must be addressed in the site-specific
CEQA analysis.

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has effects relative to the environmental
category that were not analyzed as significant effects in the prior environmental documentation for the
zoning actiory general plan or community plan. A "yes" answer will be followed by utr indication of
whether the impact is "potentially significant", "less than significant with mitigation incorporated", or
"less than significanfl'. An analysis of the determination will appear in the Discussion secfion
following the checklist.

8. Are There Potentially Significant Off-Site Impacts and Cumulative Impacts That
Were Not Discussed In The Prior EIR Prepared For The General Plan, Community
Plan, OrZoning Action?

Pursuant to Section 1518e subdivision (bX3), of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there are any potentially significant off-site impacts and cumulative impacts that were not discussed in
the prior EIR prepared for the general plan, community plan or zoning action with which the project is
consistent.

Subdivision (j) of CEQA Guidelines section 15183 makes it clear that, where the prior EIRhas
adequately discussed potentially significant offsite or cumulative impacts, the project-specific analysis
need not revisit such impacts:

This section does not alfect any requirement to analyze potentially significant offsite or cumulative
impacts if those impacts were not adequately discussed in the prior EIR. If a significant offsite or
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cumulative impact was adequately discussed in the prior EIII then this section may be used as a basis
for excluding further analysis of that offsite or cumulative impact.

This provision indicates tha! if the prior EIR for a general plan, community plan, or zoning action
failed to analyze the "potentially significant offsite impacts and cumulative impacts of the [new site-
specificl project," then such effects must be addressed in the site-specific CEQA analysis. (Pub.
Resources Code, S 21083.3, subd. (c); see also CEQA Guidelines, S 15183, subd. f).)
A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has potentially significant off-site impacts or
cumulative impacts relative to the environmental category that were not discussed in the prior
environmental documentation for the zoning actiory general plan or community plan. A "yes" answer
will be followed by * indication of whether the impact is "potentially significant", "less than
significant with mitigation incorporated", or "less than significant". An analysis of the determination
will appear in the Discussion section following the checklist.

9. Are There Previously Identified Significant Effects That, As A Result Of
Substantial New Information Not Known At The Time The EIR Was Certifie{
Are Now Determined To Have A More Severe Adverse Impact?

Pursuant to Section (b)(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether there are previously
identified significant effects that are now determined to be more severe than previously assumed based
on substantial information not known at the time the EIR for the zoning actiory general plan or
community plan was certified.

This provision indicates that, if substantial new information has arisen since preparation of the prior
EIR for a general plan, community plan, or zoning action with respect to an effect that the prior EIR
identified as significant, and the new information indicates that the adverse impact will be more severe,
then such effects must be addressed in the site-specific CEQA analysis.

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has significant impacts relative to the
environmental category thatwere previously identified in the prior environmental documentation for
the zoning actiorg general plan or community plan but, as a result of new information not previously
known, are now determined to be more severe than previously assumed. A "yes" answer will be
followed by u indication of whether the impact is "potentially significan(', "less than significant with
mitigation incorporated", or "less than significant". An analysis of the determination will appear in the
Discussion section following the checklist.

10. Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21083.3, this column indicates whether the prior
environmental document and/or the findings adopted by the lead agenry decision-making body
provides mitigation measures to address effects in the related impact category. In some cases, the
mitigation measures have already been implemente d. A "yes" response will be provided in either
instance. If "NA" is indicated, this Environmental Review concludes that the impact does not occur
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with this project and therefore no mitigations are needed.

Subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code section 21083.3 further limits the partial exemption for
projects consistent with general plans, community plans, and zoning by providing that:

[A]ll public agencies with authority to mitigate the significant effects shall undertake or
require the undertaking of any feasible mitigation measures specified in the prior [EIR]
relevant to a significant effect which the project will have on the environment or, if not,
then the provisions of this section shall have no application to that effect. The lead
agency shall make a finding, at a public hearing as to whether those mitigation
measures will be undertaken.

(Pub. Resources Code, S 21083.3, subd. (c).) Accordingly, to avoid having to address a previously
identified significant effect in a site-specific CEQA documen! a lead agency must "undertake or
require the undertaking of any feasible mitigation measures specified in the prior [EIR] relevant to a
significant effect which the project will have on the environment." (Pub. Resources Code, S 21083.3,

subd. (c).) Thus, the mere fact that a prior EIR has analyzed certain significant cumulative or off-site
effects does not me€ul that site-specific CEQA analysis can proceed as though such effects do not exist.
Rather, in order to take advantage of the streamlining provisions of section 21083.3, a lead agency must
commit itself to carry out all relevant feasible mitigation measures adopted in connection with the
general plan, community plan, or zoning action for which the prior EIR was prepared. This
commihnent must be expressed as a finding adopted at a public hearing. (See Gentry a. City of Murrieta
(1995) 36 Cal.App.Ath1359,1408 [court rejected respondent city's argument that it had complied with
this requirement because it made a finding at the time of project approval "that the Project complied
with all'applicable' laws"; such a finding "was not the equivalent of a finding that the mitigation
measures in the [pertinent] Plan EIR were actually being undertaken"l.)
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E. Ched<list and Discussion

1. AESTHETICS

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

Prior Envtommtal
D@mt's

Mitigatim Me@Es
Addressing lmpactg

MM3A.1-1

No feasible MM

MM34.1-1
34.74
3A.1-4

Are There Iteviously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That As A
R6ult Of Substantial

New Info@ti@
Not (noM At The
Time The EIR Was

Certified, Are Now
D€temined To Hare

A More Serere

Advw Impact?

No

No

No

Are There PoEntially
Signi.dcdt Off-Site

Irnpacts And
Cumulatiw Impacts

Whidr WereNot
Disosed In The

Prior EIR Prepmd
For The Gmeral
Pld,Cotrwuity
PIm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signi6@t Efftcts In
A Prior EIR On The

Zming ActiorL
Goeral Plan Or
Commity Ptan

WithWhichTlE
Prcitrt Is Coroistot?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prcj€ct That WiI
Not Be Substaually

Mitigated By
Appli€timOf

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt Policies

O! Stmddds That
Have B@r

Previously Adopted?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are P@liil To
The Prciect Or The

Pael On Which The

Project Would Be

Ltrabed That IIare
Not Bm Disdced

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonint Actio&

Gmeral Plaq Or
Colmmity Plan

WithWhidr the
Prciect is Coreistent?

No

No

No

Any New
Info@tion of

Substatial
Irnportane

Requiring New
Analysis or
Veifi€tion?

No

No

No

Any New
Cirmstanc
Involving New

Signi6@t Impacts ot
Substantially More

Severe lmpacts?

No

No

No

Do Proposed

Chmges hrclve
New Signifi@t

knpacts or
Substmtially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

l y'here knpact Was

Analyred in Prior
EnvtuolljMtal
Do(mqts.

FPASP DraftEIR
pp. 3.4.1-1 to -34

pp. 3A.1-24 to -25

pp.3A.7-26toQ7

pp. 3A.1-27 to -30

Environmental
Issue
Area

l.Asthetie
World the Pmier{:

a. Havea
substantial advsse
effst on a senic
vista?

b. Substantialy
damage scenic

rsouc6,
induding but not
limited to, tlet
rak outaoppings,
and historic
buildings within a

state senic
hishwav?

c. (previous)
Substantidly
degrade the
existing visual
character or qmlity
of the site and its
surroundings?
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Prior
Envilmq

tal
D@t's
Mitigation
Mea$rc

Addrcsing
hrpacts.

MM3A.1-1
34.74
3A.1-4

MM3A.1-5

Are There Iteviouly
Idotfied Signifiot

Effects That As A
Reslt Of Substantial
New Infomatim Not
KnoM At The Time

The EIR W6 Certified,
Are Now Detemined

Io Have A More SeveK

Advse Impact?

No

No

Are There Potmtially
Signifi@tOff-Site

Irnpacts And
Cmulative knlEcts

Whidr Were Not
Disrused In The Prior
EIR Prepared lot The

Gereral Pla,
Commity PlaOr

Zoning Action?

No

No

AE There Effsb That

WeE Not Analyad As

Signifi@t Efftcts h A
Prior EIROn The

Zoning ActiorL G€neral

PlaOrCormuity
Plan With Which The

Prcject Is Coroistent?

No

No

Are There Effects That

Are Peculia To The

Proiect That Wiil Not
Be Substantially

Mitigated By

AppLiotionOf
Unilormly Applied

Developmmt Policies

Or Standdds That

Have Bq heviously
Adopted?

No

No

Are Thse Effucts That

Are Peolid To The
Plojecl Or The Parel
on Whidr The Proiect

Would Be L@!ed Thal

Have Not Been

Disdosd In a Pliot EII
On The Zoning Actiorr

Ccneral Plan, Or
ComuityPlil With

Whidr the Proiect is

Coroisimt?

No

No

Any New Infomtion
of Substetial

Importance Requiling

New Analysis or
Vsifi@ti@?

No

No

Any New
Ciromstmc
Involving Nw

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantially More

SeveE lrnpacts?

No

No

Do Prcpo*d Chages
Involw New

Signifi@t Irnpacts or
Substantially More

Severe knpacts?

No

No

Where lnpact Was

Analyad in Prio!
Envircnrental
DooI:Mts.

FPASPDTdtEIR
pp. 3,{.1-l to -34

pp. 3A.1-27 to -30

pp. 3.{.1-31 to -33

Environmental
Issue Area

LAsllretie Wmld
he Ploject

c (revised) In non-
urbmized ueas,
substmtially
degrade the
existing visual
character or quality
of public views of
the site and its

suroundings?
(Public views are
those that ae
experiened ftom
publicly accessible

vantage point). If
the projst is in an
urbanired area,

would the proiect
conllict with
applicable zoning
and oths
regulatiore
governing scenic

quality?

d. Createanew
source of
substantial light or
glare which would
advusely affect
day or nighttime
viFwc in ihe erF ?
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Prior Envirmmtal
Dmm6t's

Mitigatim Meares
Addresing Impacts.

Dirusion:

the table above contain the relevmt analysis of the potential impacts.

1, MM 3.4.1-4, MM 3A.1-5. (Wesdand Eagle Addmdu4 pp. 4.1-a3.)

Design Guidelines) for more disossion of the architstual design guidelines and landupe dsign guidelins ihat apply to the Prcist. (Exh. 1, pp. 1s-94)

Mitigation Mecws:
. MM3A.1-1
. MM3A.1-4
r MM3,{.1-5
r MM34.7-4
r MM 38.1-2a
. MM3B.1-2b
. MM3B.1-3a
. MM3B.1-3b

Condreim:

impacts (Guidelin6, S 15152), nor would it result in anv new sisnificant impacts that are peflliar to the proiect or its site (Guidelins, Q 15183).

Ate There Pleviously
Idotified Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New lnJomtion
Not KnoM At The
Time The EIRW6
Certified, Are Now

DetminedTo Haw
A More Sewre

Adv$e Impact?

Are There Pototialy
Signi6@t Off-Siie

Impach And
Cumulative Lnpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disssd tx The

Prior EIR Prepred
For The Goeral

PlarL Comuity
Plm Or Zoning

Acti@?

Are Thec Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects IIr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
Gqeral Plan Or
Commity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Ploject Is Coroisient?

Are There Effects
That Are Peolid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Appli@tion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmt Policies

Or Standtrds That
Ilave Bm

Previously Adopted?

Are There Effects
That AE Pmliar To
The Prciect Or The

Pdel On Which The

Ploject Would Be

Lo@ed That Have
Not Bea Disdosd

In a I'rior EIR On The
Zonint Actior!

Gqeral Plan, Or
CotMuityPlm
WithWhidrthe

Ptoiect is Coreistent?

AnyNs
Info@tim of

Substmtial
Inportflc

Requidnt New
Analysis o!
Vsfietion?

AnyNw
CilamstanG
Involvint New

Signifimt Impacts or
Substatially More

Severe Impac$?

Do Proposed

Chmges Inrclve
New Signi6@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

Serere Impacts?

Where lnpact Was

Analyad in Prior
Enviromental
Doomois.

FPASP DTaftEIR
Dp.34.1-1 to-34

Environmental
Issue
Area

1. Aesthetics.
Wouldthe hoiecc
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2. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOI,JRCES

Prior Enviromtal
Do@st's

Mitigation Measres
Addressint Impacb.

None required

NofmibleMM

None required

Are There Previously
Identified Sitnifi@t

Effects TIEL As A
Result Of Substantial

New Injorrution
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR W6
Certified tue Now

Detqnined To llare
A More Severe

Advce lmpact?

No

No

No

Are Thse Potentially
SitnifiatOff-Siie

Impacb And
Cumulative Lnpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepiled
For The Goeral
Plm,Comhity
Plm Or Zoning

Actim?

No

No

No

Are There Effds
That Were Not
Arolyzed As

Signfiat Effects Ir
A Plior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
G@elal Ple Or
CotMmityPlm
With WhidrThe

Prcject Is Coroistent?

No

No

No

Are There Efftrts
That Are Peculia! To
The Ploject that Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Appli€tion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmst Policis

Or Standalds That
Have Befl

Previously Adopted?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculid To
The Prcject Or The

Pdelon WhidrThe
Project Would Be

Lo@led That Have
Not Been Disclord

In a Prior EIR On The
Zming Actiorr

Gereral Plm, Or
Commuity Plan
With Which ihe

Proiect is Coreisiqrt?

No

No

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substetial
Importance

Requifing New
Analysis or
Vsifiotion?

No

No

No

Any New
CiroNtanG
Involving New

Signifi@t Irnpacts
or Substmtially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

Do Prcpced
Chmges I:rvolw
New Signifi@t

Inpacts o!
SubstantiaUy More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

Where Impact Was

Analyad in I'rior
Envirmmtal

Doommts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
DD. 3A.1G1 to -49

p.3A.1G29

pp.3A.10-41 to-4tl

Not applicable.
Criterion was not

part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was

certified.

Environmental
Issue

Area

2.Agricuttre.
Wouldtheorciect
a. Convert Prime
FamlandUnique
Farmland, or
Famlmdof
Statewide
Importance
(Fumland), as

shown on the mps
prepared pursuant
to the Femland
Mappingmd
Monitoring
Program of the
Calilornia
ResoucesAgency,
to non-agriflltural
ure?

b. Conflictwith
existing zoning for
agriflltual usq or
aWilliaNnAct
contract?

c. (revised)

Conflict with
existing zoning
for, or ouse
rezoning of, forst
land (as defined in
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Prior Envircmtal
Doomfls
MitigatimMurue
Addressing lrnpacb.

None required

None required

Are Thae I'reviously

Identified Signifimt
Effects Tha! As A

Result Of Substanual

New Infomation Not
lhomAtThe Tire

The EIR Wm Certified
Are Now Detemined

Io Have A More Seve(
Advee lrnpact?

No

No

Are There Pototially
Signifi@tOff-Sire

Impacts And
Cumulalive Impacts

Whidt Were Not
Dis**d In The Prior
EIR Prepared For The

Gensal Pla4
Commity PlilOr

Zoning Action?

No

No

Are There Efftcts That

Were Not Analyzed As

Signi6@t Effects h A
Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiory Gmaal
Plan O! Commity
Plan With Which The

koject Is Coroistdt?

No

No

Are There Effats That

Are Peolia To The

Project That Wi[ Not
Be Substantially

Mitigated By

Appli@ti@Of
Uniford{y Applied

Developmmt Polici6
Or Stildads That

Have Bem Previosly
Adopted?

No

No

Are ltteE Effects That

Are P(ulia To The

koject Or The Pael
On Whidr The Project

Would B€ Lo@ted Thal
Have Not Bm

DisdoFd In a Itior EIF

On The Zming Actioo
Gmeral Plan, Or

ComuityPlan With
Whidr the Project is

amd.ht

No

No

Any New Idorution
of Substantial

Inporlance Requidng

New Analysis or

Verfi@ti@?

No

No

Any New

Cir@tancs
Involving New

Signi.6@t Inpacts o!
Substantially More

Sevft Impacts?

No

No

Do Propced Chages
lnvolre New

Sitnifi@t Itnpacts or

Substantially More

S€vere lnpacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was

Analyred in Prior

Envtommtal
Doal]Ets.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.34-10-1 to49

Not addressed.
Criterion was not
part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was
certified.

p.3A.10-29

Environmental
Issue Area

tAgricultue.
lvould tlrc project

Public Rmource
Code setion
lnmgD,
timberland (as

defined by Public
Resources Code
section t[525), or
timberland zoned
Timberland
Production (as

defined by
Goverment Code
section 51104(g))?

d. (revised) Rsult
in the lms of forest
land or conversion
of forst lmd to
non-forest use?

ee. Involveother
changa in the
existing
enviroment
whictL due to their
Itration or mture,
could result in
convssion of
Farmlmd to non-
aggicultural use?
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Prior Envimtal
Doomfs

Mitigatim MeMes
Addreshg Impacts.

Dimsion:

impacts.

or reduced impacts to agricultural resourcs when compared to the FPASP prcjet as analyzed in the 2011 EIR (Wstland Eagle Addmdu4 pp. 4.G4.5.)

Mitigation Measures:
. MM3B.1G5

Condusioru

agrioltue and forest rsourcs impacts (Guideline, S 15162), nor would it result in any new significant impacts that are ptrulia to the proiect or its site (Guidelines, S 15183).

Are Thse Iteviously
Identified Signifi@t

Effrcts That As A
Result OI Substantial

New Infomati@
Not KnoM At The
TimThe EIRW6
Certifie4 Are Now

Delemined To IIaw
A More Severe

Advffi Impact?

Are There Pobrtially
SignifimtOff-Site

Irnpacts And
Cumulatire Impacts

Which Wtr Not
Disdssd In The

P!io! EIR Prepiled
For The Gaeral

Pla&Colmmity
Pla O! Zoning

Actim?

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Amtyzed As

Signifi@t Efiects Lr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Acti@,
Gqeral Plm Or
ComuityPlm
With WhidrThe

Prctct Is Cosistmt?

Are TheE Efftrts
That Are Psuliar To
The Proiect That Will
Not B€ Substantialy

MitigadBy
Appliotion Of

Uniformly Applied
D€velopm@t Policies

Or Standdds That
Have Beo

Prcviously Adopt€d?

Are Thse Efftcts
That AE Pedlia To
The Proi<t Or The

Pilel On Which The
Proiect Would Be

Lo€ted That Hare
Not Bea Disclosed

In a Prior EIR On The
ning Actiorr

Gseral Plal Or
Commity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Ploiect is Coroisist?

AnyNil
hJomtion of

Substatial
Importmce

Requiring New
Analysis or

VqiIi@tion?

Any New
CLmtanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts
q Substatially More

Severe Inpacts?

Do Prcp6ed
Chages Involve
New Signilicilt

Impacts o!
Substantially More
S€@ Lnpacts?

Where Impact Was

Arolyred in Prior
Enviromtal
Do(:lJmts.

FPASPDTaftEIR

DD. 34.1G1 to -49

Environmerrtal
Issue
Area

2. Agriculture.
WouldtlreDmiect:

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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3. AIRQUALITY

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and StreamliningAmlysis

Prior Envimmmtal
Doqmt's

Mitigatim Measres
Addresing Inpacts.

MM3A.2-1a
34.2-1b
3,A.2-1c

3A.2-1d
3A.2-1e

3A.2-1t
34,.2-1,8

3A.2-1h
3A..2-2

3A.2-h
3A.24b
3A.2-s

Same as (a) above

Sme as (a) above

Are Thqe Iteviously
ldentified Si$ifi@t

Effects That As A
Result Of Substmtia.l

New InJorotim
Not Known At The
Tire The EIRWas
Certified, Are Now

Debemined To Haw
A More SeveE

Adve$ Impact?

No

No

No

Are There Pobntially
SignificmrOff-Sib

Impacts And
Cmulative Impacts

Whidr Wqe Not
Disossd In The

Prior EIR Prepiled
For The Coeral
Pla,Comhity
Pla O! Zoning

Adion?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyad As

Signifi@t Effects In
A Prio! EIR On The

Zonint Actiqr
Gmeal Plan Or
ColMuity Plan

WithWhidrThe
Prcject Is CNistmt?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolin To
The ftoject That Wil
Not Be Substantialy

Miti&tedBy
Applietion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Or Standads That
Have Bsr

Previ@sly Adopted?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculiar To
The Prcject Or The

Pdcel On Which The
ftoject Would Be

lbcad That IIaw
Not B@ Disd6ed

In a Ptior EIR On The
Zoning Action"

General Plan, Or
Commity Plan
With Whidr the

Proied is Consitrt?

No

No

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substmtial
Importile

Requiring New
Analysis or
Vqfiotion?

No

No

No

Ary Nw
Ct@tmc
Involving New

Signi6@t Lnpacts
or Substantially More

Sevse knpacts?

No

No

No

Do Prop$ed
Chages Involre
New Signi6@t

Impacts o!
Substiltially More

Sewre knpacts?

No

No

No

Where Impact Was

AMlyad in Piior
EnvAommtal
Doomqts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
DD.3A.2-1 to-53

pp.3A.2-23to-59

Sare as (a) above

Same as (a) above

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

3. AirQuality.
Wouldthemiect
a. Conflict with or
obstruct
implementation of
the applieble air
quality plan?

b. Violateanyair
qulity standard or
contribute
substantially to an
existing or
proi€ted air
qulitv violation?

c. Resultina
mulatively
considerable net
inaee of any
siteria pollutant
for which the
projat region is
non-attaiment
under an

-2+
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Prior Envimotal
Domt's

Mitigati@ Meares
Addresing hnpacts.

Same as (a) above

MM3A,2.6

Are Thtre Previously
Identified Signifi@t

EffectsThat AsA
Rsult Of Substatial

New InJoruti@
Not l(nom At The
TimTheEIRW6
Certi6e4 Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Severe

Advese Impact?

No

No

Are There Potqrtialy
Significmt Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacb

Whidr Wse Not
Disossd In The

Prior EIR Preped
Ior The Gmeral
Plm,CoIMmity
Plan Or Zoning

Adion?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyred As

Signifi@r Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zonint Actio&
Gqsd Plan Or
CotMmity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Coreistot?

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Peculia To
The Prciect That Will
Not B€ Substantialy

Mitigaled By
Applietion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmqt Policies

O! Standilds TlEt
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Peoliar To
The Prcject Or The

Pacel On Which The
Project W@ld Be

Iocated That llare
Not Ben Disdced

In a Plior EIR On The
Zonint Actio4

Gseral Plan, Or
Comuity Plan
Wirh Which ttE

Proiect is Coreisisrt?

No

No

Any N*
Infomation of

Substatial
Importane

Requirin8 New
Analysis or

Verifi@tion?

No

No

AnyNw
Cirostmc
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts
or Substantially More

Sevqe Lnpacts?

No

No

Do Propced
Chages lrvolw
New Signifi@t

Impac'ts o!
Substiltially More

Sewre lmpacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyad in Prior
Envircuotal
Doqmts.

FPASPDaftEIR
DD- 3A-2-1 to -K3

Same as (a) above

pp.34.2-59 to {3

Environmental
Issue Area

3.AirQudity.
Would the miecr:
applieble federal
or state mbient air
qualitystanddd
(induding
releasing emissions
which exceed

qlntitative
thresholds for
ozone prmrsors)?

d. Exp6e sereitive
recptore to
substantial
pollutant
concentratiore?

e. Create
objectiomble odors
affecting a
substantial number
of DsDle?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Amlysis
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Prior Envircmqtal
Doammt's

Mitigation Measms
Addcsing Inpacts.

Disossim

DEIR, p. 3A.2{3.) The page indicated in the table above contain the relevant analysis of the potmtial impacts.

la, MM 3.A.2-1b MM 3A.2-1q MM 3A.2-1f, MM 3A.2-Z MM 3A.2-4a, MM 3A.2-4b, MM 3A.2-t MM 3A.2{. (Wstland Eagle AddendurL pp. 4.64.77.)

development.

Mitigation Mereres:
r MM3A.2-1a
r MM3A.2-1b
o MM3A.2-1c
r MM3A.2-1d
. MM3A.2-1e
r MM3A.2-1f
. MM3A.2_19
. MM3A.2-1h
. MM3A.2-2
. MM3A.2-4a
. MM3A.24b
. MM3A_2-5
o MM3.4.2-6
I MM3B.2-1a

Are There heviously
Identified Sitnificdt

Effects lhat As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJor@tion
Not IftoM At The
Tim The EIRW6
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Severe

AdverF Lnpact?

Are There Potentially
Signifi@tOff-Site

Impacts And
Cuulative Impacts

lvhidr Were Not
DisasFd In The

Pliot EIR Prepared
For The Cderal

Plan, Comuity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

5igni6@t Effects kr
A Pdor EIROn The

Zonint Actio&
Gqeral Plm Or
ColMuityPlil
WithWhidrThe

ProiRt Is Creistat?

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Appliotion Of

Uniformly Applied
Dewlopmst Polici6

Or Stmdards That
Have Bm

Previously Adopd?

AE Thec Effects

That Are Peculiar To
The Prciect Or The

Pdel On Which The
Project Would Be

loqted That Have
Not B€n Dislosd

In a Prio! EIR On The
Zoing Actiorl

Gmeral Plan, Or
ColMuity PIan

With Which *E
Probd is Consisht?

Any New
Inforutim of

Substmtial
Importance

Requiring Nff
Analysis or

Verification?

Any New
Ciromstanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Irnpacts
o! Sub6tantially More

Sev@ Impacts?

Do Propord
Chages Involw
New Signifi@t

IrntEcts ot
Substantially More

Severe lrnpacts?

Where Impact Was

AMlyzed in kior
EnvLomdtal
Doomots.

FPASPDTaftEIR
DD.3A.2-1 to{3

Environmental
Issue Area

3. AirQuality.
Wouldthemiecb

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Amlysis
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Prio! Envirc@tal
Doammt's

Miugation Measres
Addcsing knpacts.

MM3B.2-1b
MM38.2-1c
MM3B2-3a
MM3B2-3b

Condusion

qualiiy impacts (Guidelinet S 15162), nor would it result in my new signifient impacts that are peculiil to the proi(t or its site (Guidelines, $ 15183).

Are Th@ fteviously
Idmtified Signifi@t

Effectslhat AsA
Result Of Substantial

New hfomtion
Not Knom At The
Tim The EIR W6
Ce*ified Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Sevft

Advee Inpact?

Are There Pobntia.[y
Sitnifi@tOff-Site

Irnpacts And
Cuulative Impacts

Which Were Not
Disos*d In The

Pdor EIR Prepared
For The Gqeral

Plan, Comuity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t EfGcts kr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actioo
Gmera.l Pla Or
ColMuity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Proiect Is Coreistot?

Are There Effects

That Are Pedlid To
The Project That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Mitigated By
AppliotioOf

Uniforoly Applied
Dewlopmot Polici6

Or Stadads Thar

HawBm
Previwsly Adopd?

Are TheE E ftrb
That AE Pecdia To
The Prciect Or The

PrelOnWhidrThe
Pr+ct Would Be

located That Hare
Not B€r Dislo*d

ln a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actiq!

Gmeral Plan, Or
Comuity Plan
Withl{lridrttE

Froiect is Coroistmt?

Any New
Inlomation of

Substmtial
Importane

Requiling New
AnalJ6is or
Verifi@tion?

Any Ns
Ciromstanc
Involving New

signifi@t Irnpacts

or Sub6tatially More
Sevre lmpacts?

Do Itopced
Chages hvolve
New Signfi@t

Impacts or
Substantia.lly More

S€vele Lnpacts?

Where Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Envi!ommtal
Do@mts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3.{.2-1to{3

Environmental
Issue Area

3.AirQuality.
Would Ore prciect

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exmption and SEeam.lining Amlysis
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4. BIOLOGICALRESOURCES

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Stream.lining Amlysis

Prior Envir@mtal
Doomfs

Mitigation MeasEs
Ad&ssing Impacts.

MM3A.3-1a
34.3.1b
34.3-2a
3A.T2b
3A.3-2c
3A.3-2d
34.3-29
3A.3-2h
34.}'3

MM3A.3-1a
3A.31b
3A.3-4a
3A.Hb

Are There Previously
ldentified Signifi@t

EfGcts That As A
Rsult Of Substantial

New Infomtion
Not lctom At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified, Are Now
Detemined To Have

A More Serere

AdveE Impact?

No

No

AE There PoErtially
Signifimt Off-Site

Inpacts And
Cumulative Irnpacts

Which Were Not
Disdssd In The

Plior EIR Prepared
For The Goeral
Plm,Co|mwity
Plm Or Zoning

Actim?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signfiot Effects Ill
A Prior EIR On The

Zonint ActiorL
G€nelal PIan O!
ColMhity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prciect Is Coreistot?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pedlia To
The Proiect That Will
Not Be Substatially

Mitigated By
Application Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmst Policies

Or Stmdards That
HawBm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That AE Peculiar To
The Prcject Or The

Pdcel On Which The
Proiect Would Be

Located That Hare
Not Ben Di*lord

In a Prio! EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Cmeral Plan, O!
ColMmity Plan
With Which the

Proiect is Coreistmt?

No

No

Any New
lnforution of

Substmtial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or
Verifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
CirorctmG
Involving New

signifi@t Iftpacts or
Substantially More

Sevre knpacts?

No

No

Do Propc€d
Chages Involve
New Signifi@t

Inpacts o!
Substantially More

S€vere lnpacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was

AMlyad in hior
Envirmtal
Doamts.

FPASP DraftEIR
pp.3.{.31 to-94

pp.3&3-fito+2

pp.3A.3-72to-75

Environmental
Issue Area

4. Biological
Rmrc.Would
the DroiecL

a, Havea
substantial advsse
effeL eiths
dirmdy or through
habitat
modifietiore, on
any specis
identified as a

candidate,
sensitive, or spcial
status sptries in
lca.l or regioml
plang policies, or
regulatioro, or by
theCalifornia
DepatrEnt of Fish
and Game or U.S.

Fish and Wildlife
Service?

b. Havea
substantial advse
effect on my
riparian habitat or
other sereitive
mtural comunity
identilied in laal
or rsional plms.

-2&.
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Prior Enviromtal
Doemot's

Mitigation lr4easGs
Addrcsing Impacts.

MM3A.3-1a
3A.3-1b

Are There Prwiouly
Identified Signifiat

Effects That As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJomtion
Not KnoM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
ketuined To Have

A More Sevm
Advere Impact?

No

Are Thse Potentially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Irnpacts

lvhidr Were Not
DisqsFd In The

Prio! EIR Prepaed
For The Gqeral

Plan, Collmmity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

No

Are There Effucts

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifimt EfGcb ln
A Plior EIR On The

Zonint Actio&
General Plm Or
ColMuity Plan
WiihWhidrTlE

Prcject Is Cmistot?

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peoilid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Appli@tion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt Policis

Or Stddads That
Have Bq

Previously Adopted?

No

AE TheE Effd
That Are Pmliar To
The Prciect O! The

PrelOnWhichThe
Pr+ct Would Be

Lo€ted That Haw
Not Ben Dirloed

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actim,

General Plm, Or
CommityPla
With Whidr t}l€

Prciect is Cmsistmt?

No

Any New
Iniomtion of

Substatial
Importane

Requiring New
Anab6is or

Verifietion?

No

Any New
CiroNtanc
lnvolving New

Signifiat Inpacts or
Substantially More
Sevft Impacts?

No

Do Prop6ed
Chmges Involw
New Signifi@t

Inpacts or
Substantialy More

Sevele lrnpacts?

No

WheE Impact Was
Analyred in Prio!
Envirommtal
Dommts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.&1to-94

pp. 3A.3-28 to -50

Environmental
Issue Area

4.Biologicl
Reeources. Would
the miect
potci6,
regulatiom or by
the California
Deputment of Fish
and Game or US

Fish md Wildlife
Service?

c. (previous)

Have a substmtia.l
advsse effect on
fedsally prot(ted
wetlands as

defined by Sation
,104ofthe Clean
Water Act
(includin& but not
limited tq mrsll
vemal pml
coastal, etc,)

throughdiret
removal, filling
hydrological
intenuptioo or
other means?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis
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Prior
Envirre
ntal
Domsf
s

Mitigation
Measures

AddEssin
g knpacts.

MM3A.3-1a
3A.3-1b

None required

Are There Previoudy

Idmtified SigniJi@t
EffectsThat AsA

R6ult Of Substmtial

New Infomtion Not
I(noM At The Time

The EIR Ws Certifie4
Are Now Detmired

To Have A More

Sewre Advetr
Impact?

No

No

Are Thele Potentia.lly

Signifi@tOff-Site
Impacts And

Cumulative Impacb

Which Were Not
Disos*d In The Prior

EIR Prepared Fo! The

GmalPla,
Comhity PlilO!

nint Action?

No

No

Are There Effecb That

WeE Not Analyad A(

Sitnifi@t Effects In A
Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
Ceneral Plan Or

ComuityPld With
WhidrThe Projectls

Coreislent?

No

No

Are There Effects That

Are Peculiil To The

ftoiect That Will Not
Be Substantially

Mitigated By

Appliotion Of
Unilormly Applied

Dflelopmt Polici6
Or Stada& That

Have Bm I,r€viowly
Adopted?

No

No

Ate Thqe Elfects Thal

Are Pecu.lia To The

Ploject Or The Parel
On Whidr The Proiect

Would Be Lqted Tha

Have Not Be€n

Disclord In a Prior
EIR On The Zoning

Actio& General Plan,

OrcomuityPla
With Whidr tl€ Projed

ie (.n cictnt?

No

No

Any New hfo@tion
of Substatial

hnpqtance Requiring

N& Analysis or
Vsifiction?

No

No

AnyNry
CtamstanG
hvolving New

Signifi@t lrpacts or

Substantially More

Severe knpacts?

No

No

Do Prcposd Chmges

Involve New

Signifiqt Impacts or
Substiltially Mole

Severe knpacts?

No

No

WheE knpact Was

Analyzed in Prior

Enviromental
Do(mmts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.&1to44

pp. 3A.3-28 to -50

pp. 3A.F88 to 93

Environmental
Issue Area

L Biologiel
leeourcee. Would
heprejecf

c. (revised) Have a

substantial adverre
ef{ect on state or
federaUy protected
wetlands
(indudin& but not
limited to, mrsh,
vemal pml,
coastal, etc.)

through direct
removal, fillin&
hydrological
interruptio& or
other mearo?

d. Interfere
substantially with
the movement of
any mtive rsident
or migratory fish
and wildlife
specic or with
stablished mtive
resident or
migratory wildlife
conidors, or
impede the use of
native wildlife
nurssy sites?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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PriorEnvimtal
Do<:r:mt's

Mitigatim Meaffis
Addre$ing lmpacts.

MM3A.}5

None required

Are There Iteviously
Identiffed Signifi@t

Effects that As A
R6ult Of Substantial

Newlnfmtim
Not I(noM At The
TiG The EIR W6
Certifie4 Are Now

kmined To Have
A More Severe

Advse lrnpact?

No

No

Are There Pot@tialy
Signin@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Whid Wse Not
Disssed In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqera.l
Plarl,Commity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Wse Not
Analyad As

Sigin@t Effects In
A Frior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
General Plan Or
CoMmity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Consistqt?

No

No

Are There Effats
That Are Pedlia To
The Prciect That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigated By
Application Of

Uniformly Applied
Derelopnot Policies

Or Siandilds TlEt
Have Ben

Previ@sly Adopted?

No

No

Ae There Effee
That AE Pedlia To
The Prcject Or The

Pael On Which The
Proiect Would Be

Iocated That Haw
Not Bm Disdced

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actior}

Gmeral Plm, Or
Commity Plan
WithWhich the

Proiect is Cosistslt?

No

No

Any New
Inforution of

Substiltial
Importanc

Requiring New
Analysis or
Vsifiotion?

No

No

Any New
CiraGtanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts o!
Substantially More

Sevse Impacts?

No

No

Do kopsed
Chages brvolre
New Signifimt

Impacts o!
Substmtially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was

Analyad in Prior
Envirom@tal
Dodllmb.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.$1to-94

pp.3,q'.&75 to {8
(oak woodland
and tre6)

pp. 34.3-93 to -94

Environmental
Issue Area

4. Biological
Reeffie. Would
themiet
e. Conflict with
any leal policies
or ordinances
protecting
biological
resources, such as

a tree prservation
policy or
ordinance?

f. Conflictwiththe
provisiore of m
adopt€d Habitat
Conssvation Plar!
Natural
Comunity
Conseruation Plan,
or otha approved
local, regioml, or
state habitai
coreenation plm?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
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Prior Envirmmtal
Do@ot's

Mitigatim Measus
Addressing Impacts.

Disrusion:

Count, Saaamento Count, or Calhms. (FEIR, pp. 1-38 to 1-63; DEIR, p. 3A.3-94.)

The pages indiuted in the table above contain the relevant mlysis of the potential impacts.

MM 4.4,lvfrvl4.+5, MM 411-4 and MM 4.,L7. (Westland Eagle Addendur4 pp. 4.1&.4'.30.)

MitigationMereres:
MM3A3-1a
MM3A.3-1b
MM3A.3-2a
MM3A.3-2b
MM3A.3-2c
MM3A.3-2d
MM3A.3-2e
MM3A.3-2f

Are There Previorely
Identfied Signifiat

Effects ThaL As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New lnJorution
Not KnoM At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certified Are Now

Detemired To Have
A More Sevre

AdveN Impact?

Are Thoe Potmtially
Signfi@t Off-site

Impacis And
Cmulative Irnpacts

Whidr Wqe Not
Disos*d h The

Prior EIR Prepued
lor The Gqeral

Plai! CoMuity
?la Or Zoing

Action?

Are There Effrcts
That Wele Not
Analyzed As

signifi@t Effects kr
A Prior EIROn The

Z@ing Actiorf
Gereral Plm Or
ComuityPlil
With WhidrThe

Prcject Is Cmsist@t?

Are There Effects
That Are Peolid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substiltially

Mitigated By
Appliotion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt Policies

Or Standards That
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

AE There Effecb
That Are Poliar To
The Prciect O! The

Prel On Which The
Proiect Would B€

t Gted That Have
Not Bsr Dislosd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonint Acti@,

Gqeral Plan, Or
Colmuity Plan
With Whidr tI€

Prciect is Coreistat?

Any New
Infomatid of

Substatial
bnportance

Requidng New
Analysis or

Verilication?

Any New
CAamstancs
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevre Impacts?

Do Pioposed
Chages Involre
New Significet

Irnpacts or
Substantially More

Severe knpacts?

WheE knpact Was
Analyzed in Prior
EnviroMfltal
Doommls.

FPASP DTaftEIR
pp.3.4.91to-94

Environmental
Issue Area

4. Biological
Reeounn Would
the Dmiece

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis
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Prior Envircmtal
Doomt's

Mitigati@ Measres
Addresing Impacts.

. MM3A.3-2h

. MM3A.&3

. MM3A.34a

. MM3A.94b

. MM3A.95
r MM3B.3-1a
. MM3B.3-1b
. MM 38.3-1c
. MM3A.$1a
. MM3B.12
. MM4.4-1
. MM4.42
. MM4.4-3
. MM4.41-4
. MM4.rl5
. NfitI444
. tt&t4.+7

Condwion

biologiel rsoures impacts (Guidelins, S 15162), nor would it result in any new signifi€nt impacts that are ptrulia to the proiect or its site (Guidelinc, S 15183).

Are Thse I'reviously
Identified Signiliht

EfGcts That As A
R6ult Of Substantial

New Infomtim
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Wa
Cerdfied Are Now

Debenined To Have
A More Severe

Adver* knpact?

Are Thw Poimtially
Signifi@t Off-Sire

Impach And
Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Diss*d In The

Prior EIR PEpded
For The Gqeral
Plm,Comuity
Plm O! Zonint

Acti@?

Are There Effeds
That Were Not
Analyzd As

Sigiffqi Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

ZoninS Actio&
General Plan Or
Commity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Cmistot?

Are There Effects
That Are Peolid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mititated By
Appli@tionOf

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Potcies

Or Standa& ltEt
Have B@r

Previously Adopted?

Are There Effects

That AE Peliar To
The Prciect Or The

Pacl On Which The
Project Would Be

Iocated That tlaw
Not 86 Disdced

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmeral Plan, Or
Coffiuity Plan
Wilh Whidrthe

ftoiect is Coreistot?

Any New
Infomati@ of

Substiltial
Lnportilce

Requiring New
Analysis or
Verili@tiq?

Any New
CiroNtanes
Involving New

Signifiat Inpacts or
Substmtially More

Sevse Inpacts?

Do I'roposed
Chages hvolre
New Signifi@t

knpacts or
Substantia.[y More

Severe Impacb?

Where Impact Was
Analyzed in Itior
Envirmmtal
Do(:mdts.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp.3A.&1to-94

Environmental
Issue Area

4. Biological
Rmurces. Would
tlnmiet

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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5. CULTURALRESOURCES

Priq Envirmfltal
Doamnfs

Mitigation Measrc
Addressint Inpacts.

MM3A.F1a
3A.5-1b
3A.Uz

Same as (a) above

Same as (a) above

MM3A.5-3

Are There Previously
Idflrilied Si$ifi@t

Eff€cts That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New Infor@tion
Not Knom At The
Tire It€ EIR W6
Certified, Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More Serere

AdveM Impact?

No

No

No

No

AE There Potmtiauy
Sitnifi@tOff-Site

Irnpacts And
Cuulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d h The

Pdor EIR Prepared

lor The Gqeral
Plan, Colmmity
Pla O! Zoning

Action?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifimt Effects h
A Pdor EIROn The

Zoning Actiorr
General Plan Or
CotrmuityPlil
With Which The

Project Is Consistent?

No

No

No

No

Are There Efftrts
That Are Peculid To
The Prcject That WiI
Not Be Substiltially

Mitigated By
ApplietimOf

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Policies

O! Standads That
Have Bffi

PEviously Adopd?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pmlia! To
The Prcject Or The

PrelOnWhidrThe
Ploject Would Be

Locted That Have
Not B€r Dislosd

In a ltior EIR On The
ning Acti@,

Cmeral Plan, Or
Comuity Plan
WithWhichthe

Ploiect is Coreistmt?

No

No

No

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Lnportance

Requiring New
ArElysis or

Verifi@tion?

No

No

No

No

Any New
Ciramstms
Involving New

Signifi@t knpacts or
Substantially More
Sevft Inpacts?

No

No

No

No

Do &oposed
Chmges tnvolve
New Significilt

Impacts or
Substantially More

s€vere Iftpacts?

No

No

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyad in hior
Envhommtal
Doomols,

FPASP DraftEIR
pp.3A..!1 to-25

pp. 3,4'.5-17 to -23

Same as (a) above

Same as (a) above

pp.3A.5-23to-24

Environmental
Issue Area

5. Cultural
Resources. Would
the Droi€ct
a. Caue a

substantial adverse
change in the
significnce of a

historiel resouce
as defined in
81s054.5?

b. Causea
substmtial advsse
change in the
significance of m
archaslogical
resouce pusuant
to q15064.5?

c. (previous)

Dirctly or
hdirctlydsuoya
unique
pal@ntologi@l
reouce or site or
unique gmlogic

4 c. Distub
any humn
remiro,
indudingthce
intened outside
the lomal
cemeteries?

CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis
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Prio! Envfuomtal
DooIrmfs

Mitigatim Measrs
Addlessing Impacts.

Dinssim:

p. 3.{.5-25.) The pags indicated in the table above contain the relevant amlysis of the potential impacts.

of which have been updated in the Wctland Eagle Addendum: MM 3A.7-1O MM 3.A.F1a, MM 3A.F1b MM 3A.5-2, MM 34.5-3. (Wstlmd Eagle Addendum, pp. a3t-4.39.)

Mitigation Merows:
r MM3A.$1a
. MM3A.F1b
r MM3A.$2
. MM3A.5-3

Conduion

cultual rGouces imPacts (Guideline, $ 15162), nor would it rsult in ily new significant impacts that ile peulia to the proiect or its site (Guidelins, S 151E3).

Are Thse Previously
Identified Signifi@t

Effucts That As A
Result Of Substmtial

New Info@tion
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR W6
Certilied Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More Severe

AdveN Impact?

Are There Poimtially
Si8nifi@tOff-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Wqe Not
Disassd In The

Prior EIR Prepred
For The Gosa.l

Plan, Commity
Plm O! ning

Action?

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyad As

Signifi@t Efiects In
A Prio! EIR olr The

Zming Actioo
Gereral Plm Or
ComuityPlm
With Whidlhe

Prcject Is Coreistmt?

Are There Effects

That Are Pealia To
TIE Prciect That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
AppliotionOf

Uniformly Applied
Developmat Polici6

Or Stadads That
HareBq

Previously Adopled?

AE TheE Effects

That Are Peculid To
The Prcject Or The

Pael Olr Which The
Ploject Would Be

IDcated That HaE
Not B@r Dislo*d

In a Itior EIR On The
ning Acti@,

Gmeral Plan, Or
Colmuity Plan
With Which the

ProFct is Coreisimt?

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
Inportmce

Requirint New
AnallAis or

Verifiotion?

Any New
Cir@tanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Irnpacts or
Substmtially More
Sevff Impacts?

Do Proposed

Chages lrvolw
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe lrnpacts?

Where Impact Was
Amlyzed in Plior

Enviromf,tal
DoMdts.

FPASPDnftEIR
pp.3A.tl to-25

Environmental
Issue Area

5. Cultual
Reeows. Would
therroiect

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis
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5. ENERGY (New Appmdix G Topic)

Plior EnvircMotal
Dodmqfs

Mitigation Measms
Addrcsint Impacts.

None required

None requfued

Are There Previously
Identified Sitnifi@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New InIorution
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIRW6
Cotified Are Now

Detemined To tlare
A More S€vere

Adve6e Impact?

No

No

Are Thse Potentially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative lrnpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disds*d In The

Prior EIR Prepded
For The Gmeral

Plan, Colmmity
Pla O! Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are There Effucts
That Wele Not
Aslyzed As

Signifi@t Effects Lr
A Prioi EIR On The

Z6int Actio&
Gmeral Plan Or
ComuityPla
WithWhidrThe

Proiect Is CoNistmt?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peliar To
The Prcject That Wi[
Not Be Substantially

Mitigaied By
Appliotion Of

Unilornly Applied
Developmmt Policic

Or Stildads That
Have Beo

Plevi@sly Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculid To
The Prcject Or The

Pacel On Whidr The

Ploject Would Be

Lo@ted That Have
Not Bem Disded

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Ceneral Plan, Or
ComuityPlm
With Which the

Probd is(.6n<iqht?

No

No

Any New
Ialorrotion of

Substmtial
Importane

Requiriry New
Analysis or

Voifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
Cirdrctmc6
Involving New

Signi6cdt Impacts
o! Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Do Propord
Chages Involve
New Significnt

Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

WheE Impact Was
Analyred in Prio!
Envto@tal
Dodmdls.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3,{.16-33 to {i}
pp. 3.4.16-33 to 43

pp.3A.1G33to-/ts

Environmental
Issue Area

6. Energy. Would
the pmi€c!

a. Rault in a
potmtially
significant
enviromental
impact due to
wastef u.l, ineff icient,
oI umtrssary
consumption of
ensgy resources,

dudng project

corotruction or

b. Conflictwithor
obstruct a stat€ or
lcal plan for
renewable energy
or energy
efficiency?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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Prio!
Envi@
ntal
Do(mmY
s

Mitigation
Measres
Addressin
g Inxpacts.

Dimsion:

continue to comply with Title 24 requirements. The pages indicated in the table above contain the relevant amlysis of the potential impacts.

would have the same impacts to energy when compared to the FPASP prcject as analyzed in the 2011 EIR (Wstland Eagle Addendm, pp.4.77-3.)

See Exhibit 3 for disrusion of the Rcksess at Folsom Ranch prci€t's consistency with energy policies in the FPASP that my be relevant to energy impacts. (Exh. 3, p. 3$38.)

Mitigation Memues:
None required

Concluion;

nor would it rsult in any new signifiont impacts that are ptruliil to the project or its sile (Guidelinet S 15183).

Are There Pleviously

Ideniified Signfi@t
Effects That, As A

Result Of Substantial

New Info@tion Not
KnoMAtThe Tire

The EIRWo Certified
Are Now Detemin€d

Io Have A More Seveft

Advere Impact?

AE There Potdtially
Signifiht Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulatire Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disas*d In The Prio!
EIR Prepared lor The

Geneal Plan"

Co'muity Plaor
Zoning Action?

Are Thse Effects That

Were Not Analyad As

Sitnilicat Effects In A
Prior EIROn The

Zoning ActiorL Gselal
Plan O! Colmuity

Plan WithWhidrThe
Prciat Is Coreistdt?

Are There Effects That

Are Pealia To The
koject That Will Not

Be Substantially

Mitigated By

AppliotimOf
Uniformly Applied

Dewlopmmt Polici6
Or Stmdads That

Have B@ PrevioEly
Adopted?

Ar€ Thde Effects That

Arc Pculia To The

Ploject Or The Pael
On Whidr The Project

Would Be Located That

Have Not Bm
)isdosd [1 a Itior EIR

On The Zming Actioa
Gmeral Plm, Or

CommityPla With
Which the Project js

Coreisient?

Any New Inforrotion
of Substantial

Importmce Requtuing

New Analysis or
Verfiotion?

Any New

Cirmtanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts or

Substantially More

Sevse Impacts?

Do Propmed Chmges

Involve New

Sitni6@t Inpacts or

Substanti,aUy More

Severe Impacts?

Where Impact Was

Analyzed in Prior

Envircmntal
Doam@ts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3A"1633 to -4i!

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

i,Energ5/. Wouldthc
mi€cts

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streanlining Analysis

-37-
May,2020

224



7. GEOLOGYAND SOILS

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

Prior Envircmental
Doomflt's

Mitigation Measres
Addre$ing knpacts.

MM3A.7-1a
3A.7-7b

Are Thae Previously
Ideniified Signifimt

EffectsThat AsA
R6ult Of Substantial

New InJomation
Not KnoM At The
Tire The EIR Wa
Certifie4 Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More SeveE

Adverse Ispact?

No

Are There Potmtially
Significat Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Were Not
Disfls*d In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqenl

Plarr Cotruuity
Pla Or Zoning

Acti@?

No

Are There Effecb
That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Signifi@t Eff€cts In
A Prior EIR On The

Zonint Action,
Goeral Plm Or
ColMuity Plan
With WhidrThe

Project Is Cmistent?

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pmliar To
The Proiect That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Miutated By
Appliation Of

UniforEily Applied
Developmot Polici6

Or Standards that
Have B€{

Previously Adopted?

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prciect O! The

Pdel On Which The
koject Would Be

Lo@led That llave
Not B€q DiscloFd

In a Prior EIR On The
Z@ing Actio,

Gmeral Plm, Or
Commuity Plan
With Which the

Proiect is Coreistent?

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substiltial
knportanc

Requiring New
Analysis or
Vqifiotion?

No

Any New
. CiremtanG

lnvolving New
Signifi@t Impacts

or Substmtially More
Severe lrnpacts?

No

Do Prcposed
Chages irvolw
New Sitnificmt

Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

Where Impact Was

Analyzed in Prior
Enviromqtal
Do@nb.

FPASPDAfTEIR
pp. 3A.7-1 to 40

pp.3A.7-24to-28

Environmental
Issue Area

6. Geology and
Soils. Wouldthe
lmiect
a. Expe*peeple
€Fstru€ture'++
p€ten+ial-

subsrm+ia+adm
efu+srin€t{dinf
tn*ist<+l+ss-
miurfre+aea+-
ia+el+in6 Diretly
or indirmtly cause

potential
substantial advers
€ffeis, including
the risk of loss,

injuy, or deth
involving:
1. Ruptureofa
known euthquake
faulg as delinated
on the m6t recent
Alquist-Priolo
EarthqukeFault
ZoningMap issued

by the State

Geologist for the
area or based on
other substantial
evidene of a

-3&
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Prior Envircmtal
Doomsys

Mitigation Meas@s
Addrcsing knpacts.

MM34.7-3

MM3A.7-1a
3A,.74
3A.7-5

Are There Previously
Identified Signi6@t

Effects Thal As A
Result Of Substantial

New Inlomtion
Not l(nom At The
TireThe EIRW6
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Haw
A More Severe

AdveM Impact?

No

No

Are There Pobmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Iinpacts And
Cumulative Irnpacts

Whicl Were Not
Disdspd In The

P!io! EIR Pepaed
For The Goenl

Plan, Comuity
Plm Or ZoninS

Action?

No

No

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Significilt Efiects h
A Prio! EIR On The

ning ActiorL
Gmeral Plan Or
Comuity Plan
WiihWhidrThe

Project Is Coreistmt?

No

No

Are TheE Effects
That Are Pdlid To
The Project That WiU
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Application Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Policies

Or Standads That
tlave B€q

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Elfects

That Are Peculia To
The Prcject Or The

Pacel On Which The

Prciet Would B€

Lo@ted That Have
Not Bem Disclsed

In a Prior EIR On The
Zming ActiorL

General Plm, Or
Commuity Plm
With Which the

Proiect is Consistmt?

No

No

Any New
InfolMtion of

Substatial
Importmce

Requiring New
Analysis o!

Vqifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
Cfu@tanes
lnvolving New

Signifi@t Impacts
or Substmtially More

Sevde Impacts?

No

No

Do Prcpced
Chages Involve
New SigniIimt

Impacb or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was
AnalyEd in ftio!

Environmmbl
Doommts.

FPASPDTafTEIR
pp. 3A.7-l to -40

pp. 3A.7-28 to -31

pp.3A.7-31, to -34

Environmental
Issue Area

6.Gologymd
Soils. Would the
rreiect
known fault?
Refer to Division
of Mines md
Gmlogy Spaial
Publication a12.

2. Strong seismic
ground shaking?
3. Seismic-related
ground failure,
induding
liquefaction?

4. Landslide?
b. Rsult in
substantial soil
erosion or the l6s
of topsoil?

c. Be locad on a
gologic unit or
sil that is
uretable, or that
would become

urotable tr a r€sult
of the proiect, and
potmtially result
in onor off-site
landslide, lateral
spradin&
subsidencA
liquefaction or
collaose?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Sffeamlining Analysis
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Prior Envircmebl
Doo':Mfs

Mitigation Measres
Addssing tnpacls.

NtMgA.T-"la 3A.7--lb

None required

Are There Pteviously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects Thal As A
Result Of Substantial

New InIor@tion
Not KnoM At The
Tire The EIR W6
Certified Are Now

Det€mired To Haw
AMoreSe\@

AdveM Lnpact?

No

No

Are Thele Potmtia.lly
Signifi@tOff-Site

Irnpacts And
Cmulative knpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disdssd In The

Pdor EIR Preped
For The Gqeral

Plan, Commity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are Thffi Effecb
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signififfit Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
Gmsd Plan Or
ColmmityPlm
With WhichThe

Project Is Coroislmt?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Proiect That Wi[
Not Be Substantially

MitigadBy
Appli@tion Of

Unilomrly Applied
Developmqt Policies

Or Standdds TtEt
Have Be6

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peoliil To
The Prcject Or The

Pael On Whidr The
Prciect Would Be

Lo@ted That Have
Not B€m Discl6ed

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning ActiorL

Gereral Plan, Or
ColMmity Plan
With Whidrthe

Proiect is Coroistmt?

No

No

Any New
Informtion of

Substmtial
Importance

Requiring New
Analysis or
Vsilietion?

No

No

Any New
Cir(:lJmtanes
hvolving New

Signifi@t Impacts
or Substantially More

Serere Impacts?

No

No

Do Plopsed
Chages Involve
New Signilicdt

Irnpacts or
Substmtially More
Sevff lmpacts?

No

No

Where Irnpact Was

AMlyad in Prior
Envirmmtal
Dodomts.

FPASP DTaft EIR
pp.34.7-1to-40

pp. 34.7-34 to -35

pp. 3A.7-35 to -36

Environmental
Issue Area

6. Geology and
Soils Would the
prci€ct:

d. Be lmted on
expamive soil, as

defined in Table
1& 1-B of the
UnifomBuilding
Code (1994),

creting
substantial risks
to life or

ProPerty?

e. Have soils
incapable of
adequately
supporting the use

of s€ptic tanks or
altemative waste
wata disposal
system where
sewers ile not
available for the
dispoGal of waste
watd?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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Piior Envircmtal
Do@st's

Miti8ation Measres
Addresing Impacts.

Dirussioru

Sasamento Counti6 and Caltrm. (FEB pp. 1-89 to 1- 95; DEIX, p. 3,{.740.) The pags indicated in the table above contain the relevmt analysis of the potential impacts.

3I..7-7a,MM9A.7-1b MM 3A'.7-3, MM 3A.7-4,MM3A.7-5. (Wstland Eagle Addendura pp. 4.1104.113.)

Mitigation Meores:
. MM3A.7-1a
. MM3A.7-1b
r MM3A.7-3
. MM3A.7-4
r MM34.7-5
. MM3B.7-1a
. MM3B.7-1b
o MM38.7-4
o MM38.7-5

Conduion:

md soils impacts (Guidelin6, S 15162), nor would it rault in my new signifient impacb that ile paulia to the proiect or its site (Guidelinet S 15183).

Are There Previously
Identified Signifiat

Effects That As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJo@tim
Not I(nom At The
Ti@ The EIR W6
Certilie4 Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Serere

AdvqF lrnpact?

Are Thre Polmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

tnpacts And
Cumulative Inpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disosed In The

Prior EIR Prepared
Fo! The Cf,elal

Plan, Commity
Plm Or Zoning

Actim?

Are Thse Effects
That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Sigifi@t Effects In
A Prio! EIR On The

Zoning Actior!
Gmsal Plm Or
Co,Mmity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Ploject Is CoreisEnt?

Are TheE Effects
That Are Peculiar To
The Proiect That Wil
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Application Of

Unifonnly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Or Standdds That
Have Beq

Pteviously Adopted?

Are There Effucts
That Are Pedlia To
The Proiect Or The

Pael On Which The
Proiect Would B€

Lo@ted That Have
Not Been Disclced

In a Plior EIR On The

Zoning Actiorg
General Plan, Or
Commuity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Proied is Consisht?

Any New
InJorMtion of

Substatial
knportance

Requidng New
Analysis or
Vqifiotion?

Any New
Cirdrctanes
Involving New

SiFifi@t Impacts
or Substmtially More

Sevft Impacts?

Do Propwd
Chages rrvolve
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
Substmtially More

Severe Impacts?

Where Impact Was
AmlyEd in kio!
Envirommtal
Dommts.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp.3,{.7-1 to-40

Environmerntal
Issue Area

6.Gedogymd
Soils. Wouldthe
tmiece

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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8. GREENHOUSEGASEMISSIONS

Prior Envimtal
Domq(s

Mitigation MeasEs
Addreing Impacts.

MM3A.2-1a
34.2-1b
3,A.,11

34.2-2
3...+2a
3A.+2b

None required

Are There Previruly
Idmtified Significmt

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJorction
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Detemined To Haw

AMoreSe@
Advee Inpact?

No

No

Are There Potmtially
Signifi@tOff-Site

Impacs And
Cmulative Impacts

Whidr Wele Not
Disos*d In The

Pdor EIR Prepaed
For The Goeml

Plan, Cotmuity
PIil Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are There Eff<ts
That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Signifi@t EfGcb kr
A Prio! EIR On The

Zming Actiort
Crneral Plan Or
Colrmuity Plan
WithWhich The

Ploject Is CNistmt?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Project That Will
Not B€ Substantially

Mitigaled By
Appli@ti@Of

Unifomrly Applied
Developmst Polici6

Or Stildads That
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effats
That Ae Psliar To
The Prcject Or The

Prel On Which The
Project Would Be

bcated That Hare
Not Bs Dislo*d

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmeral Plm, Or
Commity Plan
With Which tlE

Probd G Consisht?

No

No

Any New
lnfo@tion of

Substantial
Importanc

Requiring New
Analysis or
Vsifiotion?

No

No

Any New
CiramstaG
Involving New

Signidot Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevre Impacts?

No

No

Do Propced
Chiltes lnvolre
New Signifiat

Impacts ot
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Whete Impact Was
Arelyad in Irrior
Envirmqtal

Doommts.

FPASFDTaftEIR
pp. 3A.4-1 to -49

pp. 3,A.4-13 to -30

pp. 3A.t1-10 to -13

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

7. Gremhouee Gc
Emisims" Would
theD{oiect
a. Gensate
greenhouse gas

emissions, either
directly or
indirady, that
my have a

significant impact
on the
enviroment??

b. Conflictwithan
applicable plar;
policy or
regulationadopted
for the purpce of
reducing the
emissioro of
erenhouse eas?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis

42-
May,20?J

229



Prior Envircmiltal
Doomenfs

Mitigatim Measres
Addssing lmpacts.

Dinssion:

signifiGnt and umvoidable. (FEIR, pp. 1-70 to 1- 79; DEI& pp.3A.L23,3A.+fi.) The pagm indieted in the table above contain the relevmt mlysis of the potential impacts.

MM 3A.4-1, MM 3A.+za,lv'}i3A.L2b. (Wsdand Eagle Addendur4 pp. 4.114-4.52.)

Mitigation Mecws:
. MM3A.2-1a
r MM3A.2-1b
r MM3A.il1
r MM3A.2-2
r MM3A.rt-2a
. MM3A.t1-2b
r MM 38.,1-la
c MM3B.,l-1b

Conduim:

With implementation of the above mitigation measus identified in the FPASP EIR, Water Addendunr, and Westland Eagle Addendurrl RakaesatFolsomRanch would not have any new signifient or substantiaUy more sevse GHG
emissions md climate chanee imDacts (Guidelines, $ 15162), nor would it result in anv new sisrili€nt imDacts that are Dmliil to the Droiect or its site (Guidelina s 15183).

Are There Previosly
Identified Signifiht

Effects That, As A
Reslt Of Substatial

New Infor@tion
Not l(nom At The
Tire The EIR Was
Certified Are Now

kemined To Haw
A More Severe

Advere Impact?

Are There Potmtially
Significmt Off-Site

Impacb And
Cumulative Irnpacts

Which Were Noi
Disosed [r The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gmaal

Plan, Co|mqity
Plm Or Z@ing

Adion?

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Analyad As

Significmt Effecb ln
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiort
Censal Plan Or
CotMmityPlfr
With Which The

Project Is Coroistmt?

Are Thre Effecis
That Are Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Mitigated By
Appli@Uon Of

Uniforurly Applied
Developmqt Policis

Or Siandads Thar

Have Bm
Peviosly Adopred?

Are There Effects

That Are P(ulia To
The Prciect Or The

Pd@l On Which The
ProFct Would Be

lo€ted That Haw
NotBenDisl@d

In a Prior EIR On The
Zming Actio&

Gosal Plm, Or
Colmmity Plan
WithWhidr tlE

Proiect is Consistqt?

Any New
Inforution of

Substatial
knportance

R€quidng New
Analysis o!

Vsifi@tion?

Any New
Ciramstan€s
InvolvinS New

Sitnifi@t Impacts or
Substantia.lly MoE

Sevffe Impacts?

Do Itopoed
Chmges Involre
New Signifi@t

Impacts o!
Sub6tantially More

Severe Impacts?

Where Inpact Was
Analyzed in Prior

Envirommtal
Doomsts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3A.+1 to -49

Environmental
Issue Area

7. Gmhous€ Gas
Emiseicr& Would
the miect

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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9. IIAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Prior EnviroMfltal
Dodmmfs

Mititation Meaffis
Addre$ing Impacts.

None required

MM3A.&2
3A.9-1

Are There Pleviosly
Idmtified Signifiat

Effects That, As A
Rsult Of Substantial

New Infomatiq
Not KnoM At The

Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Deteqined To Haw

A More Severe
Advere Impact?

No

No

Are There PotentiaUy

Signifidt Off-Site
Impacts And

Cumulative Lnpacts
Whidr Were Not
Dbos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepiled
For The Goeral
Plm,CoImuity
Ple Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are Thete Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Significilt Efiects ln
A Prior EIR On The

ning Actim,
Gereral Plan Or
ColmEityPla
WithWhichThe

Prcject Is Consistdt?

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Pedlid To
The Project That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Mitigated By
ApplietimOf

Unifornly Applied
Developmqt Policies

Or Standa& That
Have Bq

Previouly Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effu
That AE P@lia! To
The Prcject O! The

PrelOnWhichThe
ftoFct Would Be

tocated That Have
Not Ben Disclced

In a ftior EIR On The
Zoning Actim,

Goeral Plan, Or
ColmuityPlm
With Whidr tIE

Ploiect is Cwistat?

No

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Importanc

Requiring New
Analysis or

Verifimtion?

No

No

Any New
CiromstanG
Involving New

Signifi@t Irnpacts or
Substantially Mor

Sevse Irnpacts?

No

No

Do Proposed

Chages Involve
New Signifiat

Impacts or
Substmtially More

Sevse rrpacb?

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Enviro@tal
Dodmts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.&1 to-36

pp. 34.8-19 to -20

pp. 3A.&20 to -22

Environmental
Issue Area

E.Hzu&and
Huadm
Malerials. Would
the pmiect

a. Createa
significanthazrd
to the public or the
enviroment
ttuoughthe
routine transport,
u*, or dispoml of
hazardous
matsials?

b. Create a

significant hazard
to the public or the
enviroment
ttuough
reasonably
foreseable upset
and accident
conditions
involving the
release of
haardous
matedals into the
enviromnt?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streanlinint Amlysis
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Prior Envirommtal
DoMofs

Mitigati@Me4rc
Addrcsing Impacts.

MM3A.8-5

MM3A.8-3a
3A.&3b
3,{.8-3c

None required

Are There Previously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Resuit Of Substantial

New InJormtion
Not l(nom At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Detemined To }lare

A Mole S€vere
Advere Impact?

No

No

No

Are There Potmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative lrnpacts

Whidl Were Not
Disdsed In The

P!io! EIR Prepded
For The Gqeral
Pla4Commity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

No

Are There Efftrts
That Were Not
Arolyzed As

Sitnificilt Effecb tr
A Prior EIR On The

ning Actior!
C€neral Plan Or
Commity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Consistot?

No

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Pedlid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigabd By
Application Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmst Policies

Or Standards That
Have B€m

Previously Adopted?

No

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Pslia To
The Prcject Or the

Pael On Which The
ProFct Would Be

located That HaE
Not Bq DisdGed

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Goeral Plan, Or
CoImuity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Proiect is Coreistdt?

No

No

No

Any New
Infomatim of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or

VerifiGtion?

No

No

No

Any New
CiraNtaes
Involving New

Signfi@t Impacts or
Substantially More
Sevtr knpacts?

No

No

No

Do IJroposed

Chages Involve
New Sitnificmt

Lnpacts or
Substmtially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Envirommtal

Doommts.

FPASP Draft EIR
pp.3A.&1to-36

pp. 34.8-31 to -33

pp.3A.8-22to-28

pp. 3A.8-18 to -19

Environmental
Issue Area

E. Hzards and
Hazardous
Materials. Would
the miect
c. Emit hazadous
emissions or
handle hazardous
or aetely
hazardous
matsials,
substmce, or
waste within one
quarts mile of an
existing or
proposed xhool?
d. Be lmted on a

site which is
included on a list
of hzardous
rutsials sits
compiled pursumt
to Govermmt
Code Section

65962.5 and., as a

r6ult, would it
seate a significant
haad tothe
public or the
envirommt?
e. For a proiect
lcated within m
airport land us
olan or- where

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Analysis

45-
May,2o20

232



Prior Envaomhl
Doomm/s

Miugation Mesrcs
Addre$ing Impacts.

None required

None required

Are Th@ Previously
Idendfied Significmt

Effects That As A
R6ult Of Substantial

New Injorotion
Not I(noM At The

TireTheEIRW6
Certilied Are Now

kemined To Hare
A More Sevft

Advere Impact?

No

No

AE There Potentially
Signi6@tOff-Sib

Irnpacts And
Cumulative Impacb

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
Fo! The Goeral

Plan, CoImmity
Plil Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are There Effe6
That Were Not
Analyzd As

Signifi@t Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
Gseral Plm Or
ColM&ity Plan

With Which The
Prciect Is CNistot?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prciect That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Midtated By
Applietion Of

Uniformly Applied
Derelopmot Potcies

Or Standdds That
Have Bm

Previ@sly Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That AF Peculia To
The Project Or The

Pacel On Which The
Project W@ld Be

located That Hare
Not Ben Dislosed

ln a Prioi EIR On The
Zming Actim,

Gqqal Plan, Or
Commity Plan
With Whidr the

Ptoiect is Coreistsrt?

No

No

Any New
Inforution of

Substmtial
Importilce

Requidnt New
Analysis ot

Verifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
CL@tanes
hvolving New

SigniIiht Impacts or
Substantially More

Sev@ Inpacts?

No

No

Do Prop6ed
Chages Involve
New Signifi@t

Lnpacts or
Substanually More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

WheE Irnpact Was

Analyad in Itior
Envirommta.l
Doomots,

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.&1 to-36,

pp. 3A.&18 to -19

P.3A..&29

Environmental
Issue Area

S.Hzardsand
Hzardoug
Materiala Would
the miectr
such a plm has not
benadopted
within two mils of
a public airport or
public use aLpo+
would the proict
result in a safety
hazard for pople
residing or
working in the
Proict area?

f. (previous) For a
projct withinthe
vicinity of a
private aLstrip,
would the proitrt
rsult in a safety
hazardfor pople
rsiding or
working on the
projet area?

Ff. Impair
implementation of
or physielly
interfere with an
adopted
emerSency

resporoe plan or
emerSency

evaoation plan?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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Prior Envirmtal
DoomYs

Mitigatim Memres
Addrcsing lmpacts,

None required

Are There Previously
Idotified Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New Infomtiq
Not KnoM At The
Tim The EIR Wc
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Sev@

AdveM Impact?

No

Are There Potmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

WhidrWftNot
Disosed In The

Prior EIR Preped
lor The Goqal

Plan, Comsity
Plil Or ning

Action?

No

AE Thft Effects

That Were Not
Arolyzed As

Signifi@t Effects kr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning ActiqL
Gseral Plan Or
CoImmity Plrn
With WhidrThe

Prcject Is Consistmt?

No

Are There Eflects
That AE Peculia To
The Project That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigaied By
Appli€tion Of

Unilorrdy Applied
Developmqt Policies

Or Standilds That
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

No

Are There Effects
That AE Pecula! To
The Proiect Or The

Pmel On Which The
Project Would Be

located That tlare
NotBffiDisls€d

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonint Actio&

Gmqal Plan, Or
Co'muity Plan
With Whidr tlE

Proiect is CoNisiert?

No

Any New
lrfomation of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Arulysis or
Verfietion?

No

Any New
Cir(:mstanG
Involving New

Signiff@t Irnpacts or
Sub6tantially More

Sevw Impacts?

No

Do koposed
Chmges lnvolve
New Signifi@t

Impacts o!
Substntially More

Sew€ Impacts?

No

Where Impact Was
Aralyad in Prior
EnviroMotal
Do@ts.

FPASPDTafiEIR
pp. 3A.&1 to -35

pp. 3A.&18 to -19

Environmental
Issue Area

E. Hzardsand
Hzardru
Matsials Would
the proiect

hg. Expw
people or
structus to a

significant risk of
lcs, injury or
death involving
wildland firsr

*ildlaadre

*Fbmi*lm#
ryIffiidre
rei*ieRix€d-
+vi+hwilCfaads?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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Prior EnvircMotal
Domat's

Mitigation Mearc
AddGsing Irnpacts,

Dirusion:

DEIR also analyzc Impact 3A.&7 related to mcquito and v{tor control. (Sft pp. 34.&33 to -35; MM 3A,.8-7.)

following mitiga€on measure from the FPASP EIR MM 3A.8-2, MM 3A.8-t MM 3A.8-7. (Wstland Eagle Addendm, pp.4.Sg4.S7.)

MitigatimMe*wsr
. MM3A.&2
r MM3A.*1
. MM3A.&6
. MM3A.8-3a
. MM3A.8-3b
. MM3A.8-3C
. MM3A.&7
r MM3B.&1a
. MM3B.&1b
e MM3B.1G3a
r MM3B.1G3b
r MM3B.8-5a
r MM3B.8-5b

Condwion:

lEzardous mterials impacts (Guidelins, S 15162), nor would it result in mv new significant impacts that ile pmliil to thg proiect or its site (Guidelins, g 15183).

Are Thoe Previously
Identified Signifiat

Effects that, As A
Result Of Substanual

New l:rforctim
Not I(noM At The
Tim The EIR Wa
Certified, Are Now

Detmined To tlare
A More S€vere

Advere Impact?

Are There Potentially
Signifiat Off-Sile

Impacts And
Cuulaliw Irnpacts

WhidrW@Not
Disdssd In The

P!io! EIR PEpaed
For The Goeral

Pla& Comuity
Pla O! Zming

Action?

Are There Effects
That Wele Not
Amlyzed As

Signifcmt Effects In
A Plior EIR On The

ZoninE Actio&
Gereral PIan Or
ColMuity Plan
WithWhidrThe

hoject Is Consistmt?

Are There Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Project That Will
Not Be SubstantiaUy

Mitigat€d By
Appli@tion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmqt Policies

Or Standads That
Have Bm

Previously Adopbed?

Are TheE Eff*ts
That Are Pmliar To
The Prciect Or The

Pdel On Which The
Pr+ct Would Be

locad That Hare
Not Bs Disclced

In a l,lior EIR On The
Zming Action,

Gssal Plan, Ot
ComuityPlm
withwddrthe

Proiect is Coreisimt?

Any New
Inlomatim of

Substantia.l

Importane
Requiring New

Analysis or
Verifi€tim?

Any Nry
Cirmstanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts o!
Substantialy More

Sevse Lnpacts?

Do Ploposed
Chmges Involve
New Signifiat

Impacts o!
Substiltially More

Sevs€ Impacts?

Where Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Envi!()mtal
Dodmts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.&1to -35

Environmental
Issue Area

S.Huardsand
Hzardm
Materiale. Would
the rroiec!

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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10. FIYDROLOGYAND WATER QUALITY

Rockcress at Folson Ranch

PriorEnvimtal
Doomfs

Mitigation Merercs
Addre$ing Impacts.

MM3A'.9-1

None required

Are There Previously
Idotified Si$ifi@t

Eff(ts That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New lilorution
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified, Are Now
Deternined To Have

A More Sewre
Adver Impact?

No

No

Are Thqe Potmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Irnpacts And
Cumulative knpacts

Which Were Not
Disos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
Fo! The G@eEl

Plan, ColMEity
Plm Or Zmint

Actid?

No

No

Are Thre Effects

That Were Not
Analyad As

Si$ifi@tEftusIn
A Prio! EIR On The

Zoning Actiorf
Gqeral Plan Or
ComuityPlm
WiriWhidxThe

Ploject Is CNistmt?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not B€ Substantially

MititaHBy
Appliotion 0f

Uniformly Applied
D€velopmqt

Polici6 O! Standards
That llave B€o

Previdy Adopted?

No

No

Are TheE Effects

That Are Pmlid To
The Proiect Or The

P{el On Which The

Pr+ct Would Be

Lo@ted That Hare
Not Beq Disdoed

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actiorl'

Gmeral Pla4 Or
Comuity Plan
With Whidr the

Ploiect is Coreistent?

No

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
ArulysG or
Vsifietion?

No

No

Any New
Cir@tilc
Involvint New

Signifi@t knpacb
or Substantially Moe

S€vere Impacts?

No

No

Do Itopord
Chmges Involw
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
Substantially More
Sevft lnpacts?

No

No

Where Irnpact W6
Analyred in Prior
Envircmtal
Do@mts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.34'.9-1 to-51

pp.3A.924to28

pp. 3.4.9-45 to -50

Environmental
Issue Area

9.Hydrologand
WaterQuality,
Wouldthehoi€cc
a. Violate my
wats quality
standards or waste
discharge
requirements?

b. (previous)

Substmtidly deplete

Sroundwater
supplie or interfere
substantially with
groudwater
reharg€ such that
there would be a net
deficit in aquifer
volme or a
lowuing of the lcal
groundwater table
lwel (e.g., the
production rate of
preqisting nearby
wells wou.ld drop to
a level which would
not support existing
land uss or plamed
uss for which
pemits have bm
granted?

CEQA Exmption md Streamlining Amlysis
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Prior Envirmtal
Doomt's

Mititation Measres
Addresing Impacts.

None required

MM34.9-1

Are There PEviously
Idqtified Signi6@t

E fects That As A
Rewlt Of Substaniial

New hfomtion
Not I(noM At The

Time The EIR Was

Cotified Are Now
Detemined To Have

A More Sewre
AdveF Impact?

No

No

Are Thee Potctially
Signifi@tOff-Site

Impacts And
Cuulative ImtEcts

Whidr Were Not
Disdsed In The

Prio! EIR Preparcd
For The Gmeral

Pla!, Commwity
Pla Or Zoning

Acti@?

No

No

Are Thft Effeds
That Wele Not
Amlyred As

Signifiat Effects Ir:
A Prior EIR On The

Zming Actiort
Gmeral Plm Or
CommityPlil
With WhichThe

Ploject Is Coreistent?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Ar Peqlid To
The Prcject That WiU
Not Be Subsiantialy

Mitigated By
Applierion Of

Unifornly Applied
Developmdt

Polici6 Or Standads
That Have B€m

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pmlid To
The Prciect Or The

PaelOn Whidrlhe
Project W@ld Be

Lmated That Have
Not Beo Disdffid

In a Prior EIR On The
ning Actim,

Gmqal Pla Or
CoIMwity Plan
With Whidr the

Proiect is Coreisbent?

No

No

Any New
InJorrotion of

Substantial
Irnportee

Requiling New
Analysis or
Vsifiction?

No

No

Any New
Cirorctances
hvolving New

Signifiat Impacb
or Substantially More

Severe knpacts?

No

No

Do hop@d
Chages Involre
New Sitni6@t

lmpacts or
Substantially More

Sevre Impacts?

No

No

Where Impact W6
Analyad in Plior

Envfuonrental
Domts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 34.91 to -51

pp. 34.9-45 to -50

pp.3A.9-24to-28

Environmental
Issue Area

9. Hydrclogyand
WaterQuality.
Would ihe Proiech

b. (revised)

Substantially
dmease
groundwater
supplis or interfere
substantially with
groundwater
rehage such that
the projet my
impede sustaimble
groundwater
mmgement of the
basin?

c. (previous)

Substantially alter
the existing
draimge pattem of
the site or dea,
including through
the alteration of the
couse oI a stseam

or river, in a
mmerwhich
would result in
substantial ercion
or siltation on- or
off-site?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
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MM3A-9-1
MM3A.9-2

NoNoNoNoNoNoNoNopp. 34.9-24 to -28,

34.9-28 to -37
34.9-37 to -42

Also, se generally
Backbone

ftfrastructure
MND

c. (revised)

Substantially alter
the qisting
draimge pattern of
the site or are4
including through
the alteration of the
course of a stream
or river or through
the addition of
inperoious
sufaces, in a
rumerwhich
would:
i. rsult in
substantial ercion
or siltation on- or
off-site;
ii. substmtially
insease the rate or
amount of surface
rmoffina mmer
which wou.ld reult
in flooding on- or
of6ite;
iii. aeate or
contribute rmoff
water which
would exceed the
€pacity of eisting
or plamed
stormwater
draimge system
or provide
substmtial
additional sourcs
of poUuted runoff;
OI

iv. impede or
redirect flod
flows?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
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Prior

Envfumntal
Do@fs
Mitigati@
MeasuEs

Addressing

Inpacts.

MM34.9-2

MM3A.9-1 MM
3!..y2

Are There Previously
Idotified Signifi@t
Efks That As A

Reslt Of Substatial
New Infomtion Not
I(noM At The Tire

The EIR Was Certined,

AF Now Detenired
Io Have A More Severr

Advetr knpact?

No

No

AE There Potmtially
Significmt Off-Sire

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Discsed ln The Prior
EIR Prepaed For The

Geual Pla,
Commsity Plm Or

Zoning Action?

No

No

Are Thft Effects That

Were Not Aiulyzed As

Signilicet Efiects Itr A
Prior EIR On The

Zming Actioq C*neral

PlaO!Colmmity
Plm WithWhidrThe
Project Is Consistmt?

No

No

Are There Effects That
Arc Peculid To The

PloiectThatWiI Not
Be Substantially
MitigadBy

Appli@tion Of
Uniformly Applied

Developmt Policies

Or Standads That

Have Ben Previously

Adopted?

No

No

Are There Efftcts That

Are Pedlia! To The

ProFct Or The Par@l

On Which The Project

WouldBe LocaledThat

Have Not B€m
)iscl6ed tx a Prio! EIR

On The Zoning Actio&
General Plan, Or

CoImsity Plan With
Whidr the Itoject is

Coreistmt?

No

No

Any New InIorution
of Substantial

Irnpodane Reqdring
New Analysis or

Verifi@tion?

No

No

Any New

CiMstanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts o!
Substantially More

SeveE Impacts?

No

No

Do Proped Chages
InvolE New

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Where Irnpact W6
Analyzed in Prior

Envirmqtal
D@ts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.F1 to-51

pp. 34.9-28 to -37

pp.3A.9-2842

Also see genoally
Backbone
Infrastructue
MND

Environmental
Issue Area

t. Hydrologlrand
WatdQuality,
Wouldthe Proiect

d. (previous)
Substantially alts
the existing
drainage pattern of
the site or ilea,
includingttuough
the alteration of the
cows of a strem
or river, or
substantially
inss* the rate or
amount of surfuce
runoff in a rumer
which would rsult
in flmding on- c
off-sifp?
e. (previous) Create

or contribute
runoff water which
would exced the
€pacity of existing
or plamed storm
water draimge
systems or provide
substantial
additional sourcs
of polluted ruoff?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
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Prior Enviffiotal
Dool]mys

Mitigation l4eas@s
Addressing Impacts.

None required

None required

None required

Are There Prcviosly
Idmtified Signifi@t

Eff(ts That As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New Inforction
Not IftoM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Detemined To lIave

A More Serere

Advee Irnpact?

No

No

No

Are There Poientially
Signifimt Off-Site

Impacts And
Cuul,ative Impacts

Which Wele Not
Disased ln The

Prior EIR Prepaed
Fot The Gmeral

Plan, Commity
Pla Or Zming

Action?

No

No

No

AE Thm Effds
That Wm Nd
Anatyad As

Signifiat Effects Il1

A Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&
Greral Plan Or
ComwityPla
WithWhidrThe

ProFct Is CoNistent?

No

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not B€ Substiltially

Mitigated By
Applietion Of

Uniiormly Applied
Derelopmt

Polici6 Ot Standads
That Have Bem

Previously Adopbed?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pmlia To
The Ploiect Or The

Pdel On Which The

Ploject Would B€

IFcated That Have
Not Bem Disdo*d

In a Prio! EIR On The

Zoning Action,
Cmeral Plan, Or
Comuity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Prciect is Coroistent?

No

No

No

Any New
InJomation of

Substatial
Importane

Requirint New
Analysis or
Vsifietion?

No

No

No

Any New
Cir(retanG
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacb
or Substantially Mote

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

Do I'roped
Chages Involve
New Significant

Impacts or
Substantially More

Sev@ Irnpacts?

No

No

No

Where lrnpact W6
Amlyed in Prior
Envircmntal
Do@ts.

FPASPDafTEIR
pp.34.9-1to-51

Segenoallypp.
3,{.91to-51

p.3,4.945

p.3A.9-45

Environmental
Issue Area

9. Hydrology and
WaterQuality.
Would the hoiecb
f. (previous)

Otherwise
substantially
degrade wats
qulity?

g. (previous) Place

housing within a

l0Gyear flood
haad aa as

mapped on a
fedsal Flood
HaadBomdary
or Flood lrourance
Rate Map or other
flood hmrd
delineation mp?

h. (previous)

Place within a

100-ya flood
haard eea
structurs which
would impede
or redirect flood
flows?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

-5$
May,2O2Q

240



Plior Envil()M$tal
DooIrgt's

Mitigation Measres
Addre$ing Impacts.

MM3A.9-4

None required

None required

None required

Are There Previously
Idqtified Signifi@t

Effects ThaL As A
Result Of Subshtial

New lnformtion
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certifie4 Are Now
Detemined To Ilave

A More Serere
AdrerF lrnpact?

No

No

No

No

Are There Potentially
Signifiat Off-Site

Impacts And
Cuulative Impacts

lvhidr Were Not
Disos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
Ior The Goeral

P1a4 Commity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

No

No

AE Thre Effects

That Were Not
Analy4d As

Signifimt Effects Ar

A Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actiorl

Gmeral Plan Or
ColusityPlm
WithWhichTtE

ProFct Is CoNistert?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peqlia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

MingaEd By
Application Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt

Polici6 Or Standads
That Have Been

Previously Adopd?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pelia To
The Prciect Or The

Pael On Which The

PloFct Would Be

Itcat€d That Have
Not Bem Disdoed

In a Itior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
Geeral Plan, Or
Colmuity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Ploiect is Coreistent?

No

No

No

No

Any New
Inlonation of

Substantial
knportme

Requidng New
Aelysis or

Vsification?

No

No

No

No

Any New
CAdrctaces
Involving New

Signififft Impacb
or Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

No

Do Ploposd
Chates Involve
New Significmt

Lnpacts or
Substantially More

Sevse Inpacts?

No

No

No

No

Where Ihpact W6
Amlyred in Plior
Envircrental
Dodmts.

FPASPDTaft EIR
pp.3,4-.9-l to-51

pp. 3A.941 to 44

Not relevant

Not relevant

Not addressed.
Criterion w6 not

part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was

certified.

Environmental
Issue Area

9. Hydrology and
WatsQuality.
Would lhe Proiect
i. (previous) Expose

psple or strudurs
to a signficant risk
of loss, iniury or
death involving
flmding including
flooding as a result
of the failue of a

leve or dm?
j. (previous)
Inudation by
seiche, tsummi, or

d. (revised) In
flood hard,
tsunami G seiche

zons, risk release

of pollutants due
to Droiect

e. (revised)

Conflict with or
obstruct
implemstation oI
a water quality
control plan or
sustainable
groundwater
runagement
plil?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streanlining Ana.lysis
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Prior Envimmtal
Doo@t's

Mitigaiion Measws
Addressing Inpacts.

Dinssim

following mitigation measures from the FPASP EIR: MM 3A.9-1, MM 3A.9-Z MM 34.9-3 MM 3A.9-4. (Wetlmd Eagle Addendum, pp. 4.5&4.62.)

Mitigation Mecres:
. MM3,{.9-1
r MM3A.9-2
e MM3.{.9-4
. MM3B.9-1a
r MM3B.9-1b
r MM3A.3-1a
r MM3A.3-1b
. MM3B.9-3a
. MM3B.9-3b

Condwion:

and wats quality impacts (Guidelinet $ 15162), nor would it rsult in any new significant impacts that are pmliar to the prciect or its site (Guidelines, S 15183).

Are There PEvi@sly
Idhtified Signifi@t

Effects ThaL As A
Re$lt Of Substantial

New Inforution
Not (1rcM At The
Time The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Detemined To Have

A More Severe

AdveE lrnpact?

Are There Potmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacb

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqsa.l
Plm,Comuity
Pla Or Zoning

Actiq?

Are Thge Effects

That Were Not
Amlyad As

Signififfit Effus Ir
A Piior EIR On The

ning Action,
Gseral Plan Or
ComuityPlm
With Which lhe

P!+ct Is Coreistet?

Are There Effects

That AE Peculia To
The Prcject That WiI
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigated By
AppliotioOf

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt

Policie Or Stadads
That fLve Beq

Previ@sly Adopted?

Are There Effcts
That Are P@lia To
The Prcject Or The

Pa@l On Which The
Project Would Be

Leated That Have
Not Bem Disdosed

In a Prior EIR On The

ning ActiorL
Gmeral Plarl Or
Comuify Plan

With Whidr tlr
Proid is Consi#nt?

Any New
Inforution of

Substatial
Irnportane

R€quiting New
A@lysis ot
Vsfi€tion?

Any New
Ckomtan@s
hvolving New

Significmt tnpacts
or Substiltially More

Severe frpacts?

Do Propmed
Changes hvolve
New Signi6@t

Impacts o!
Substantially More
Sevft knpacts?

Where Impact Was

AMlyzd in Prior
Environrental
DoorrHts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3,q'.91 to -51

Environmmtal
Issue Area

9. Hydmlogy and
WaterQuality.
Would the Proiecb

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Amlysis
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11. LAND USE AND PLANNING

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

Prior Envilomatal
Dodmmt's

Miu8ation Meas@s
Addresint Impacts.

None requfued

None required

Are There Previously
ldenfrfied Signi6@t

Effects That As A
Result Of Substantial

New Infomtion
Not KnoM At The
Time The EIR Wa
Certified, Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Sewre

Advsse Impact?

No

No

Are There Potsrtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

lnpacrs And
Cumulative Itnpacb

Whidr Wqe Not
Disossd !n The

Prior EIR Prepared
For The CoeEl
Plm,ComEity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are Thele Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Significmt Efiects kr
A Plior EIR On The

Zoning Actim,
Gmeral Plm Or
Commity Plan

WithWhidrThe
Prcject Is Coreist@t?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Proiect That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
AppliationOf

Unilormly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Ot Standdds That
Have Ben

PEvi@sly Adopred?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculiar To
The Prcject Or The

Pilel On Which The
Ptoiect Would B€

Lo@ted That Have
Not Be€n DisdoFd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Action,

Gseral Plil, Or
Commmity Plil
With Whidr the

Project is Coreistdrt?

No

No

Any New
lnfomtion of

Substmtial
Importace

Requiring New
Analysis or
Vqifiotion?

No

No

Aay New
Cirdmtanes
rxvolving Ns

Signifimt Impacts
or Substantia.lly More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Do Propord
Chages Involre
New signifi@t

Impacts or
Sub6tantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Where Irnpact Was
Analyzed in Prior
Envirommtal
D@m6ts.

FPASPDNftEIR
pp. 3.d1Gr to -49

p.3A.1G29

pp. 3A.10-34 to 41

Environmental
Issue Area

10. tad Use md
Plming Would
the rroiect:
a. Physically
divide an
established
comunity?

b. (previous)

Conflict with any
applieble land use

plar! policy, or
regulation of an
agency with
jurisdiction over
the proiect
(includin& but not
limited to the
general Pla4
spcific plar; loel
coastal prograr4 or
zoning ordimne)
adopted for the
purpme of
avoiding or
mitigating an
enviromental
effct?

CEQA Exemption and Streanlining Amlysis

-56
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Plior Enviromatal
Doommfs

Mitigation MeasGs
Addressing lrnpacts.

None required

None required

Are Thee Iteviously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New InJomati@
Not IGroM At The

Tire The EIR Wm
Certified Are Now

Detemined To llaw
A More Severe

AdveEe lrnpact?

No

No

No

Are There Polentially
Significmt Off-site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacb

WhidrWftNot
Disossd Lr The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gmeral

Pla4 Commity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

No

Are There Elfects
That Were Not
Analyad As

Signifi@r Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Z@ing Actio&
Gmeral Plan Or
Comuity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Project Is Consistot?

No

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Peolia To
The Prciect That WiU
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Appliotion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmmt Poiicies

Or Standdds That
HareBm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

No

Arc There Effects

That Are Pedliar To
The Project O! The

Pacel On Which The

Project Wonld Be

Localed That llave
Not Bem Disclo*d

ln a I'rior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gqeral Plan, Or
ColMmityPlm
WithWhidrtlE

Proied is Coreistmt?

No

No

No

Any New
Inforotion of

Substiltial
Irnportance

Requiring New
Analysis or

Verifi@ti@?

No

No

No

Any New
Ciromstac
Involving New

Sitnifi@t Impacb
or Substantially More

Sev* Impacts?

No

No

No

Do Itopord
Chagc Involre
New Signifi@t

knpacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyad in Prior
Enviromqtal
Dmmmts.

FPASP DraftEIR
pp. 34.1G1 to -49

pp. 3,4.10-34 to -41

pp. 3A.3-93 to -94

Not relevanu also
see Folsom South

of U.S. Highway 50

Spaific Plan
Proiect's CEQA
Findings of Fact
and Statement of

Oveniding
Coreidcatiore,pp.

361-353

Environmental
Issue Area

10. tmd Um md
Planning Would
the miecL
b. (revised) Cause

a significnt
enviromental
impact due to a
conllict with any
land use plary
policy, or
regulation
adopted for the

PurPe of
avoiding or
mitigating an
enviromental
efftrt?
c. (previous)
ConJlict with any
applicable habitat
coreervation plm
or mtual
comunity
coroervation plm?

d. (previous)

Contribute to
the deay of an
existing uban
center?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis
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Prior EnviroMqtal
Domt's

Mitigatim Measms
AddEsing knpacb.

Disosion:

and mvoidable. The pag6 indicted in the table above contain the relevant analysis of the potential impacts.

impactstoland usewhen conpaed to theFPASP proj*tas analyred inthe2011EIR (Wstland Eagl€ Addmdum, pp.4.63a.6a.)

is a complemmtay dcument to the Folsom Plm Area Spaific Plan and the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Comunity Guidelins.

Raksess at Folsom Ranch projet would not impede the implementation of the South Sacamento HCP.

MitigationMerews:
. MM3B.1Gs

Conclwioru

impacts (Guidelines, S 15162), nor would it r6ult in any new signifimt impacts that ae ptruliar to the proict or its site (Guideline. S 15183).

Are Thse keviously
Identilied Signi.6@t

Effrcts That As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New hforotion
Not I(noM At The

Tim The EIR Ws
Certified, Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A More Severe

Adver* Irnpact?

AE There Pototi,ally
SiSnificat Off-Site

knpacts And
Cumulative Impacts

WhichW@Not
Disossd In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Goeral
Pla,Comuity
Plm Or Zoning

Actiq?

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Signifi@t Effects kr
A Prior EIR On The

ning ActiorL
Gqeral Plan O!
Commity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Coroistmt?

Are There Effects

That Are Peolid To
The Prciect That Will
Not B€ Substantialy

Mititated By
Appli@tion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmst Polici6

Or Standads That
Have Beo

PEviously AdopEd?

Are TheE Effects

That Are Pedliar To
The Prcject Or The

Pacel On Which The
Projecl Would Be

Lo@bed That Hare
Not Beo Disdosd

In a I+ior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmeral Plm, Or
Commuity Plan
With Which OE

Probd is Consisht?

Any New
Info@tion of

Substantial
Importane

Requilint New
Analysis or

Vsifi@tion?

Any New
Ciromtane
Involvint New

Significilt Impacts
or Substantially More

Sere Impacts?

Do Proped
Chmga Involw
New Signi6@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

S€vere tnpacts?

Where Impact Was
Analy4d in Prio!
Envirmmtal
DoMqts.

FPASP Dlaft EIR
pp.3A.lG.l to-49

Environmental
Issue Area

10. lad Um md
Plming Would
theDroiect

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Sheanlining Amlysis
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12. MINERALRESOURCES

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

Prior Enviromtal
Doorot's

Mitigation Measms
Addreing Iapacts.

MM34.7-9

Same as (a) above

Are There PrwioEly
Identi.f ied Signif icilt

Effects That, As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New Infomtion
Not I(noM At The
Time The EIR Was

Certified, Are Now
D€temined To Have

A More Serere

Advem Impact?

No

No

Are Th@ Poi$tially
Signifi@tOff-Site

Inpacts And
Cuulatire Impacts

Which Wse Not
DisG$d In The

Prior EIR Prepared

lor The Greral
Plil,Comuity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are TheE Efftrts
That Were Not
Analyred As

Signifi@t Effeds Ar
A Plior EIR Ox The

Zoning Actidl
C,ereralPlmOr
Commmity Pla
With Which The

Pr+ct Is Consistst?

No

No

Are There Effects

That AE Pecadiil To
The Prciect that Will
Not B€ Sub6tantially

Mitigated By
Appli@tim Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Policies

O! Siandads That
Have Beo

Pwiously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effets
That AE Peorliar To
The Prcject Or The

PrelOnWhichThe
Project Would Be

Located That Hare
Not Bq DisloFd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning ActiolL

Gmsal Plm, Or
Commity Plan
Wift Which tlE

Probd is Consitut?

No

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Importane

RequirinS New
Analysis o!

Vsifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
CiraGtanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts
or Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Do Plopced
Chmges Involve
New SigniIi@t

knpacb or
Substantially More
Se@ Impacts?

No

No

Where Impact W6
Analyad in ltio!
EnviroMstal
Doaf,ots.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp.34.7-1 to40

pp. 3A'.7-36 to -38

Same as (a) above

Environmental
Issue Area

11. IVfinenl
Rmmeg Would
the hoiec!
a. Result in the lcs
of availability
of a knom mineral
resouce that
would be of value
to the region and
the residents of the
state?

b. Rsultinthe
loss of availability
of a lmlly-
important mineral
rsouce rtrovery
site delineated on a

local gereral plarl
spcific plan or
other land use
plm?

-59-
May,2l.20
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Ptior EnvircMotal
Domts

Mitigation Meas@s
Addressing Impacts.

Disrusim:

Mitigation Mecres:
. Nonerequired

Conduion

15162), nor would it result in any new signifi€nt impacts that are peuliar to the prot(t or its site (Guidelines, g 15183).

Are There Previously
Idmfrfied Signifiat

Effucts That, As A
Result Of Substmtial

New Infomtion
Not Knom At The
Time The EIR Was

Certified, Are Now
Detemined To Have

A More Sewre
Advem Irnpact?

Are There Potentialy
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
C@ulative Impacb

Which Were Not
Dis$*d In The

Pdor EIR I,lepared
For The Gmelal
Pla,Comuity
Plan Or Zoning

Actim?

Are theE Effects

That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Signi6@t Efftcts In
A Pdq EIR On The

Zoing Actior,
Crneral Plan Or
ComuityPla
WittWhidrThe

P!+ct Is Consistsrt?

Aie Th@ Effects
That Are Peculia To
The I'loject That WiI
Not Be Substantialy

MitigadBy
Appliation Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmdt Policies

Or Sradilds That
Have Beq

Previ@sly Adopred?

Are There Effecb
That Are Pmliar To
The Prciect O! The

Prel Olr Which The
Pr+ct Would Be

located That Haw
Not Ben Di$loFd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonint Actim,

Gqeral Plan, Ot
ColmmityPlil
Withlv}ddrtlE

Proiect is Coroislmt?

Any New
Irxfo@tim of

Substantial
Irnportane

Requiring New
Ana!6is or
VeriIi@tiq?

Any New
Cir@teces
Involving New

Significmt Itnpacts
or Substmtially MoE

Sevffe Impacb?

Do Propoed
Chages Involve
New SigniJi@t

knpac€ or
Substetially More

Severe Impacts?

Where Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
EnviroMstal
Doamqts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.7-1 to-40

Environmental
Issue Area

lL l'fineral
Resoucee. Would
the hoiect

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streanlining Analysis
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13. NOISE

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

Prior Envircmotal
Doamilt's

Mitigation Meaffis
Addresing Impacts.

MM3A.11-4

MM3A.11-4

Are There I,reviously
Identifed Signifiot

EffectsThat AsA
Rsult Of Substmtial

New Iniomation
Not I(noM At The

Tire The EIR W6
Certifie4 Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More Severe

Advere lrnpact?

No

No

Are There Potentially
Significmt Off-Site

knpacts And
Cuulative Impacts

WhidrWereNot
Disosed In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
Ior The Gmeral

Plan, ColMuity
Pld O! Zoning

Actim?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyad As

Signifi@t Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zonint Acti@,
Gmsal Plan Or
ComuityPlm
WithWhidrThe

Project Is Consistdt?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculi{ To
The Prciect That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mititated By
Appti@tion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Policies

Or Standards ltEt
Have Bffi

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculiil To
The Project Or The

Pdel On Which The
Project Would Be

Iocated That HaE
Not Bm Dislosed

Ia a I,rior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmeal Plan, Or
Co|mmity Plan
With Whidr the

Ploiect is Cosislent?

No

No

Any New
Inforution of

Substmtial
Importanc

Requidnt New
A@lysis or

Veri6@tion?

No

No

Any New
Cirdctanes
lxvolving New

Signifiat lmpacts or
Sub6tantially More

Sevre Impacts?

No

No

Do Ijlopo*d
Chages Involre
New Signifi@t

Inpacts or
Substantially More
Sev* Irnpacts?

No

No

Where Impaci Was

Analyzed in Prior
EnviroMental
Doilrenb.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp. 34.11-1 to -52

pp. 3,4.11-50 to -51

pp. 3A.11-50 to-51

Environmental
Issue Area

12" Nobe. Would
the proiect result in

a. (previous)

Expcure of
persons to or
generation of noise
levels in excess of
standards
established ir the
laal general plan
or noise ordinmce,
or applicable
stmdilds of other
aeencic?

a. (revised)

Generation of a
substantial
temporary or
pemanent
insease in
ambient noise
levels in the
vicinity of the
prcject in exces of
standards
Gtablished in the
Itral general plan
or noise ordinmce,
or applicable
standards of other
agencies?

CEQA Exemption and StreanliningAmlysis
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Prior

Enviromntal
Domfs
Mititati@
Me6ures
Addrcsing
Impacts.

MM3A.11-3

MM3A'.11-4
34.11-s

MM34.11-1
34.11-3

Are There Previously

Identified Signilimt
Eff(ts That, As A

n€slt Of Substantial

New lrfomatim Not
I(noM AtThe Time

The EIR Was Certified,
Are Now Determined

Io Have A More Sewx
Advese Impact?

No

No

No

Are Thde Potmtially
Signifi@tOff-Siie

Impacts And
CMulative Impacts

WhidrWreNot
Disssed In The Prior

EIR Preprcd For The

Ccnsal Plm,
Comuity PlmO!

Zoning Action?

No

No

No

AE There Effects That

Were Not Analyad As

Signifi@tEfksIn A
Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actio4 Gmeral
PlmOrComuity

Plan WithWhidrThe
Project Is Consistot?

No

No

No

Are Thele Effects That

Are Pecnlia To The

Prcject That Will Not
B€ Substantialy

MitigadBy
Application Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmst Policis

Or Standads That
Have Bm Previosly

Adopied?

No

No

No

Are Th€re Effects That

Ar€ Peqlia To The

Proict Or The Parel
On Which The Prcject

WouldBe lpcatedThat
HaE Not Bef,

)isd6ed Ina Prior EIR

OnThe ningActiorL
Gereral Plaru Or

ColMmity Plan With
Whici the Prciect is

Consisht?

No

No

No

Any New Inforctio
of Substiltial

Irnporta@ Requiring

Nfl Analysis or

Verification?

No

No

No

Any New

Cilamstancs
Involving New

Signifi@t Irnpacts or
Substantialy More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

Do Propced Chagc
Involve New

Signifimt Inpacts o!
Substantially More

Sevse Impacts?

No

No

No

Wher€ Impact W6
Analyzed in Prior

Envircnmntal
Doamqts.

FPASPDIaftEIR
pp.3A.11-1 to-52

pp. 3A.11-33 to -35

pp. 3A.11-36 to -48

pp.34.11-27 to-35

Environmental
Issue Area

ULNoie Would
he proiect t€eult ln:

b. Exp€swe€g

Pss€ns+sr
Generation of
excesive
gromdbome
vibration or
growdbome nois
levels?

c. (previous) A
substantial
pement
ins€sinmbient
noise lsels in the
prcjtrt vicinity
above levels
existing without
the proiect?

d. (previous) A
substantial
temporary or
periodic increase in
ambient noi*
levels in the proiect
vicinity above
levels efsting
without the

Prcjet?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemptionmd Streamlining Analysis
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Prior Envilomtal
Doomm(s

Mitigation Medres
Addre$ing Impacts.

None required

None required

Are There Previously
Idmtified 5igni6@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJo@tion
Not I(noM At The
Tirc The EIR Was

Certified a6 1o-
hemined To HaE

A More Severe

Advq* Impact?

No

No

Are Thse Potmtially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulatiw Irnpacts

WhidrWtrNot
Disdssd In The

Pdor EIR Prepded
Fo! The Gderal

Plan, Commity
PIm Or Zonint

Actim?

No

No

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects In
A Plior EIR On The

Zoning Actio&
General Plan Or
Comuity Plan
WiihWhidrThe

Prciect Is Coreistot?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Project That Will
Not B€ Substantially

Mitigated By
Appliotio Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt Policis

Or Stmddds That
Have Bm

Previdsly Adopted?

No

No

AreThereEffd
That Are Pealiar To
The Prcject Or The

Prel On Which The
Propct Would Be

Lo@ted That Hare
Not Bs Disdced

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonin8 Aclion,

Gmsal Plan, Or
CoImmity Plan
With Whichthe

Proiect is Consistsrt?

No

No

Any New
Inforotion of

Substantial
Importmce

Requiring New
Analysis or

Ved6cation?

No

No

Any New
Cii@stanc
lrvolving New

Signifi@t Itnpacts or
Substantially More

Sevse Impacts?

No

No

Do Propced
Chages Involve
New Signifidi

Impacts or
Substmtially More

Severe knpacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was

Analyad in Prior
Envirorcntal
Doomts.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp. 34.11-1 to -52

pp.3A.U-27 md
31r.17-49

Pp.3A.1L-n

Environmental
Issue Area

12 Noim. Would
the Foiect result
1n:

e. (previous) For a

projtrt lo@ted
within an airport
land use plan or
where such a plan
has not ben
adopted, within
two mils of a
public airport or
public use atuport
would the proitrt
exPcePmPle
rsiding or
working in the
prcjtrt dea to
excesive noise

f" (previous) For a
proitrt within the
vicinity of a
private airstdp,
would the pro.ict
exPm PeoPle
rsiding or
working in the
projst area to
excssive noise
lewels?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Analysis

-6&
ll,'{ay,2f,2O
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Prior EnviroMqtal
Dorct's

Mitigadon Measres
Addre$ing Lnpacts.

None required

Are Thae Previously
Identined Significmt

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substartial

New Inlorrotion
Not I<noM At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certided Are Now

Detemined To Haw
A Mole Severe

AdveN Impact?

No

Are Thse Poientially
Significmt Off-Siie

Impacts And
Cmulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disosed h The

Prio! EIR Prepaed
Ior The Goeral

Plan, Commity
Pla O! Zoning

Action?

No

Are There Efftrts
That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Signfi@t Efiects In
A Pnor EIR On The

Zoning Actiort
Genqal Pla O!
CommityPld
WithWhichThe

Project Is Consistat?

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Miiigated By
Appliction Of

Uniforrrly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Or Standards that
HareBm

Prviously Adopted?

No

Are There Effects
That Are Pmlia! To
The Prciect Or The

PrelOnWhidrThe
Proiect Would Be

I-cated That Have
Not B€r Dislosd

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Goeral Plan, Or
Comuity Plan
WithWhidtthe

Ploiect is Cotuistent?

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
Irnportme

Requirin8 New
Analysis o!
Vsifi@tion?

No

Any New
Ciromtanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts ot
Substantially MoE

Sevqe Impacts?

No

Do Itoposed
Chmges Involve
New Signifi@t

Irnpacts or
SubstantiaUy More

Severe Impacts?

No

Where Irnpact Was
Analyad in Prior

Environ'rmtal
Do@Imts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3A.11-1 to -52

pp.34.17-27 and,

3A.lt-49

Environmental
Issue Area

12" Noise. Would
the proiect reeult
1n:

c. (revised) For a
prcject lcated
within the vicinity
of a private
aistrip or an
airport land use

plan or where
such a plan has

not bm adopte4
within two miles
of a public airport
or public use

airport, would the
project expose

psple residing or
working in the
proiect ilea to
excessive noise
levels?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exmption and Streamlining Analysis

44-
May,2Om
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Prior EnvircM&tal
Dodrenfs

Mitigation Me6ws
Addressint Impacts.

Disossim:

the potential impacts.

additioml mitigationmeasuefrom theWesdmd EagleAddendum MM 3A.11-1,MM3A.11-3, MM3,{.114 MM3A.11-t MM4.12-1. (Wstland EagleAddenduapp.4.GG4.74.)

Se Exhibit 3 for dirosion of the Rcksess at Folsom Ranch proiect's consistency with noi* policies in the FPASP that ruy be relflant to noise impacts. (Exh. 3, p. 30.)

Mitigation Memms:
. MM34.11-1
. MM34.11-3
r MM3A.114
. MM3,q'.11-5
. MM 38.11-1a
. MM3B.11-1b
r MM3B.11-1c
r MM3B.11-1d
. MM 38.11-1e
. MM38.11-3
r MM4.12-1

FPASP EIR In other words, the Noie Studv did not find mv new imDacts, anv effets that are D{uliar to the Proitrt or Prcjet site. or any substmtially more severe impacts than the amlyad in the FPASP EIR The Noie Study provide

Are There Previously
Idstified Signifi@t

Effucts That As A
Result Of Substmtial

New lnfol@tion
Not I(noM At The
TimTheEIRWc
Certi6e4 Are Now

Detemined To llare
A More Severe

AdveN Impact?

Are There Potentirally

Significmt Off-Site
Irrpacts And

Cumulative Irnpacts

Whidl Were Not
Disdssd In Th€

Prio! EIR Prepiled
For The Gqeral

Plarr Colmuity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Analyzd As

Signn@t Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zmht Actiq!
Gqeral Plan Or
ComuityPlm
WithWhidrThe

Project Is Consistot?

Are There Effects
That Are Pedlid To
The Prciect That Will
Not Be Substantialy

MitiFtedBy
Applietion Of

Unilornly Applied
Developmdt Policies

O! Standdds That
Have Ben

Previously Adopted?

Are There Effects
That Arc Peculiil To
The Project Or The

Pilel On Which The
Projeci Would Be

Lcated That Haw
Not B@ Disclced

In a &ior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmeral Plan, Or
ComuityPla
With Which the

Proiect is Consisht?

Any New
Inforution of

Substantial
Irnportane

Requiring New
Analysis or

Verifi€tion?

Any New
Cildretan@s
Involvint New

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevae Impacts?

Do Proposed

Chages Involve
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevse knpacts?

Wl€re lmpact Was

Analyzed in Plior
Envirorcntal
Dosmb.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp. 34.11-1 to -52

Environmental
Issue Area

11 Noi€e. Would
the proiect lesult
ic

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemptionand Streanlining Amlysis

4'
May,20?J
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Pdor Envirommtal
Doomt's

Mitigatim Me6res
Addre$ing Impacts.

The following Noise Study rcomendatiore Ior how to implement the FPASP EIR's nitigation measwes will be required as conditioro of approval:

requiring improved STC rated windows.

r The proposed noise buriers along Savmh Parkway and Old Ranch Way shaU be coretructed to a height of 6 ftrt relative to backyard elevations.

r The east-facing window assemblies of Lots 3-14 should provide a minimm STC rating of 32. Figure 2 of Exhibit 4 illustrates the facades requiring improved STC rated windows.

rsult in elevaied noie levels.

Conclreion

impacts (Guidelines, $ 15162), nor would it rsult in any new signifient impacts that de ptruliar to the proifft or its site (Guidelin6, S 15183).

Are There I'reviously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That As A
Result Of Substantial

New Info@tim
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Wd
Certified Are Now

Detmined To llaw
A More Sewre

Adve$e Impact?

AE There Potentially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disssd In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Goeral
Pla,Commity
Pla O! Zoning

Adion?

Are Thele Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Si8nifi@t Efiects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Acti@,
General Plan Or
CoIMEity Plan
WithWhichThe

Prciect Is Consistmt?

Are There Eff€ts
That Are Peculid To
The Proiect That Will
Not B€ Substantialy

MitiSaied By
Apptcati@Of

Unifornly Applied
Developmqt Polici6

Or Standads IlEt
Have B@

Previously Adopted?

Are Th€re Effects

That Are Pe@liar To
The Prcject Or The

Pael On Which The
Project Would Be

LocaH That Hare
Not Bm Disdced

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actiolr

Gssal Plan, Or
Com@ity Ptan

With Which the
Proied is Consi#nt?

Any New
Infomation of

Substmtial
Importance

Requiring New
Analysis or

Velification?

Any New
CiroNtanc
Involvint New

signifi@t knpacts o!
Substantially More

Sevqe Impacts?

Do Propmed
Chages I:rvolve
New Signfi@t

Inpacts o!
Substantially More

Sewre Impacts?

Where Impact Was

Analyad in Itior
Envirmrental
Dool:mts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3A.U-1 to -52

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

12. Noise. Would
the pFoiect result
n

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Sueamlining Analysis

.4G
May,NN
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14. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Rockcress at Folson Ranch

Prior EnvircMotal
Doommt's

Miti8ati@Me6rc
Add6sing lmpacts.

None required

None required

Are There Previously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects ThaL As A
Rsult Of Substantial

New Info@ti@
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Wc
Certifed, Are Now

Detemined To Havp
A More SeveE

Adverr Inpact?

No

No

Are There Pobentially

Signiff@tOff-Site
Impacts And

Cumulative Impacts
Whidr Were Not
Disased In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqsal
PlaryCommity
Plm Or Zoning

Actim?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Anaryzed As

Signiff@t Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

ZoninE Actio&
Genqal Plan Or
Comwity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is CNistot?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculi{ To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigaied By
Appli@Uon Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmqt Policies

O! Standdds That
Have Bs

Previosly Adopied?

No

No

AE There Effects

That Are Peoli,ar To
The Project Or The

Pdcel On Which The
Project Would Be

tocated That Hare
Not Bm DisclGed

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actior;

G€nelal Plan, Or
CotMuityPlm
WitIWhidrOE

hoiect is Cocistmt?

No

No

Any New
Info@tion of

Substantial
knporlane

Requiiin8 New
Analysis or

Ve!ification?

No

No

Any New
Cirorctanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts o!
Substetially More

Sevse Impacts?

No

No

Do Prop6ed
Chages Involre
New Signiliat

Impacts or
Substantally More

Sewe Impacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was
AMlyzed in Prior

Envirommtal
Domts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 34.131 to -16

pp. 3A.13-11 to -15

P.3A.1$.16

Environmental
Issue Area

13. Populatimand
HousingWould
the Proiect

a. Indue
substantial
population growth
in an area, eithq
directly (for
exmple, by
proposing new
homes and
businss) or
indirecdy (for
samplgthrough
qtereion of roads
or oths
infrastuctue)?
b. Displace
substantial
numbere of
edsting peqple

Olhousin&
nessitating the
coretruction of
replacement
housing
elsewhse?

CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis
..67-

May,2O20
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Prior Enviromdtal
Domqfs

MitigatioMearc
Addresing Impacts.

None required

Dirusim

analysis of the potential impacts.

population md housing when compaed to the FPASP proict as amlyzed in the 2011EIR (Westland Eagle Addendln\pp.4.7*4.76.)

Mitigation Mecms:
. Nonerequired

Conclreion

S 15152), nor would it rsult in any new significant impacts that ile ptrulin to the proiect or its site (Guidelines, S 15183).

Arc There Previorcly
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Subshtial

New Injorution
Not I(nom At The
Tire The EIR W6
Certifie4 Are Now

Detemined To Haw
A More Severe

Advetr Impact?

No

Are Thse Potentially
Signifi6t Off-Sile

Impacts And
Cmulative Impacts

Whidr Wse Not
Disasrd ln The

Pnor EIR Prepred
For The Cosal

Plan, Commity
Pld Or ning

Action?

No

Ate There Effcts
That Were Not
Analyzed As

SigniJimt Effects h
A Pdor EIR On The

Zoning Action,
Gereral Plan Or
ColmuityPlil
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Coreistot?

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigated By
Appli€tim OI

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt Polici6

Or Stildads That
Have Bm

Previously Adopled?

No

Are There Effcts
That AE Pmliar To
The Prctect Or The

Pacel On Whidr The
Pr+ct Would B€

I-cated That Hare
Not Ben Di$loFd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning ActiorL

Gmsal Plan, Or
ComuityPlm
With Whidrthe

Ploiect is CoNislent?

No

Any New
lrfomation of

Substantial
Importan@

Requiring New
Analysis or
Veifi€tion?

No

Any New
Cirarctanc
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantialy More

Sevre Impacts?

No

Do Propced
Chmges Involre
New Signifi@t

Impacts o!
Substantially Mo!€

Severe Impacts?

No

Where Impact Was

AMlyad in Prior
Enviro@tal

Doommts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.1&1 to-16

p.3A,.1316'

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

13. Populatim and
HousingWould
the hoiect
c. (previous)

Displace substantial
numbers of people,
necessitating the
coretruction of
replacement
housing elsewhere?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis

-68-
May,?3.20
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15. PUBLIC SERVICES

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis

Prior EnviDMmtal
Domt's

Mitigatio Measrc
Addressing Impacts,

MM3A.14-l

MM3A.1,L2
3A.143

Are Thoe Prwiously
Identified Significmt

Efftcts That, As A
R€sult Of Substantial

New hlorution
Not KnoM At The

Tire The EIR W6
Certined Arc Now

Deteqined To Have
A Mole S€vere

Advere lrnpact?

No

No

Are There Potsrtially
Significmt Off-Sile

knpacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Were Not
Disos*d h The

Prior EIR Prepaed
lor The Goeral
Plil,Colmmity
Pla Or Zming

Action?

No

No

Are There Effus
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects ftr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Action,
Gosal Plan Or
ComuityPla
WithWhidrThe

Project Is Consistqt?

No

No

Are There Elfects
That Are Pealiil To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Mitigated By
Applietion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Policie

O! Stadards That
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

TtEt Are Pmliar To
The Prcject Or The

Prel On Which The
Proiect Would Be

I-@ted That HaE
Not Bm Dislosed

In a Ilior EIR On The
ning Actio,

Gseral Plan, Or
ColMuityPlm
WithWhichthe

Proied is Consisht?

No

No

Any New
Inlormtion of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or

Verifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
CAorutanes
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts
or Substmtially More

Sev@ Irnpacts?

No

No

Do Iloposed
Chmges hvolve
NewSitnifi@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

WheE Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Enviromtal
Dos@ts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
DD. 3.{.1411 to -30

pp. 3A.1tl-12 to -13

pp.3A.1t1-13 to-20

Environmental
Issue Area

14 Public
Seryicea

a. Would the
prciet result in
substantial advse
physicalimpacts

associated with the
provision of new or
physically altered
govermental
facilitiet ned for
new or physically
altered
govermental
facilitis, the
coNtruction of
which could cuse
significant
envirommtal
impacts, in order to
maintain
acceptable service
ratic, resporoe
timc or other
perforrune
objstives for any
the public srvics:

Fire protetion?

-69-
May,2020
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Prior Enviromqtal
Domot's

Mitigation Measres
Ad&e$ing Impacts.

None required

None required

None required

Same as (a) above

Are There Previously
Identified Signilicmt

Effucts That As A
Rcult Of Substartial

New Infomtion
Not KnoM At The

Tire The EIR Wm
Cstified, Are Now

Detmined To Have
A More Severe

Advee Inpact?

No

No

No

No

Are Thse Polentially
Signifimt Off-Site

Impacts And
Cuulative brpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disrurd [r The

Prior EIR Prepded
For The Gqeral

Plarr Commity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That W€re Not
Analyad As

Signfi@t Effeds ll
A Prio! EIR On The

Zoning Actioo
Gosal Plan Or
ColMuityPla
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Cosistqt?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peelia To
The Prciect that Will
Not Be Substantially

MititatedBy
Appt@tion Of

Uniformly Applied
Derelopmqt Polici6

Or Standalds That
Have Bs

PFviously Adopted?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculiar To
The Project Or The

Pdcl On Which The
Project W@ld B€

Io@ted That HaE
Not Bm Disclced

In a Itior EIR On The
Zming Actio,

Gqeral Plan, Or
Comuity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Proiect is Coroisimt?

No

No

No

No

Any New
Info@tion of

Substantial
Irnportane

Requidng New
Analysis or

Veri6€tion?

No

No

No

No

Any New
CAomstanes
lnvolving New

Signifi@t Impacrs
o! Substantially More

Sevc Impacts?

No

No

No

No

Do Proposed

Chages Involw
New Sitnifi@t

lmpacts or
Substantially More

Sewe Impacts?

No

No

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyz€d in Prior
Envirrental
Dodmb.

FPASPDTaftEIR
DD- 3A-14.1 toSO

pp.3l.."1+20 to-23

pp. 34.1+24 to -30

pp.3A.12-14to -17
(in Paks and

Rffieation chapter,
not ihe Publ.ic

Servicc chapter)

Same as (a) above

Environmental
Issue Area

14. Psblic
Swim
Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Otherpublic
facilitis?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exmption and Streamlining Amlysis

-7G
May,23,20

257



Plior EnviroMmtal
Doom6fs

Mitigatim Measres
Addressing Lnpacts.

Dimssim;

MitigationMereres:
. MM34.14-1
r MM3A.1t1-2
r MM34.1+3

Conduioru

suvie impads (Guidelinc, $ 15152), nor wou.ld it result in my new signficant impacts that ile peulia to the projet or its site (Guidelins, S 15183).

AE There Previously
Idotilied Signifi@t

Effects that, As A
Result Of Substantia.l

New lnfomtion
Not l(nom At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certi.ded Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More Sevm

Advere Lnpact?

AE Thete Potentia.lly

Sitniff@tOff-Site
Impacts And

Cuulative Impacts
Whidt Were Not
Disds*d ln The

Plior EIR PEpared
For The Gqsal

Plan, Commity
Plil Or Zoning

Action?

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

SigniJidt Efiects ftr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiort
Gmeral Pla O!
ColMsity Plan
With WhichThe

Prciect Is Cmistot?

Are There Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Project That Will
Not Be Substmtialy

MiugtedBy
Appli@ti@Of

Unifornly Apphed
Developmot Policies

Or Stmdards That
Have Ben

Previously AdopH?

Are There Effcb
That Are Pmliar To
The Prciect O! The

Prel On Which The
ProFct Would Be

lo@ted That Have
Not Ben Dislo*d

In a Prior EIR Orn The
Zming Actior

Gosal Plm, Or
Comuity Plan
With Which the

Proied is Coroislent?

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
Lnportilce

Requiring New
Analysis or

Vsifi@tion?

Any New
CirdmtmG
Invotving New

Signifi@t Impacts
or Sub6tantially More

Sevse Impacts?

Do Proposed

Chages hvolw
New Signifiqt

Impacts o!
Substantially More

S€vere Impads?

Where Impact Was
Analyad in ljrior

Environmtal
Dodhmts.

FPASPDraftEIR
pp. 34.14-1 to €0

Environmental
Issue Area

14. Public
Swice.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Sueanlining Amlysis

-77-
May,202D
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15. RECREATION

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

P.io! Envirmqta-l
Domt's

Mitigati@ Mearcs
Ad&e$ing Impacts.

None required

Sme as (a) above

Are There Previowly
Identified Significilt

Effects That As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New Inforutim
Not I(noM At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certified Are Now

Detmin€d To lfuw
A More SeveE

Adv6e Impact?

No

No

Are Thete Potentially
Signifi@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d [r The

Prior EIR Prepared

For The Gmeral
Plan, ColmEity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

AE There Effds
That Were Not
Analyad As

Signifi@i Effects In
A Prio! EIR On The

Z@ing Actiorr
Gsqa.l Pla Or
Colmuity Plan
WithWhichThe

Prcject Is Consistst?

No

No

Are Thele Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigated By
Appli@tion Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmst Policies

Or Standads That
Have 8€6

PEviosly Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Psuliat To
The Prciect Or The

Pdel On Which The
Proiect Would Be

I-cated That Have
Not Ber Disdosed

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

cm€ral Pla, Or
ComuityPla
With Whidr the

Ploiect is Coreistmt?

No

No

Any New
Inforution of

Substmtial
Ihportance

Requidng New
Amlysis or
Verifi€tion?

No

No

Any New
Caomstan€s
Involving New

Significilt Impacts or
Substmtially More

Sevce Impacts?

No

No

Do Itoposed
Chmges hvolre
New Significat

Lnpacts or
Sub6tantialy More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

l{here Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Enviromotal
Dool:@ts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
oD.3A-12-1to-17

pp.34.12-12to-17

Same as (a) above

Environmental
Issue Area

15. Reoeation

a. Would the
prcist insease the
us of existing
neighborhood and
regional parks or
other reqeational
facilitic such that
substantial
physical
deterioration of the
facility would
cmr or be
accelerated?

b. Doetheprojct
include
reqstioml
facilities or require
the coretruction or
exparoion of
reqeatioml
facfities which
might have an
advereephysiel
eff*t on the
enviroment?

CEQA Exmption and Streamlining Amlysis
-72-

May,202o
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Prior Envirc@tal
Doormt's

Mitigatim Meams
Addrcing Lnpacts.

Diwssim

potential impacts.

reduced impacts to rmreation when compaed to the FPASP proiect as malyzed in the 2011 EIR (Wstland Eagle Addmdwt" p- 4.79-)

Mitigation Merores:
. MM38.12-1

Condreion

rffieation impacts (Guidelins, $ f5152), nor would it result in any new signifiont impacts that are pmliar to the projtrt or its site (Guidelins, $ 15183).

Are There Previously
Identified Si8nifi@t

Effects That As A
Rezult Of Substantial

New InJorutim
Not I(nom At The
Tire The EIR W6
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Haw
AMoreSere

Advere Impact?

Are Thele Potdrtially
Signi6@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cuulative Impacts

WhidrWereNot
Disosed In The

Prior EIR Prepared
For The Gqeral

Plan, Commity
Plm Or Zoning

Actim?

Are There Effects
That Were Not
AElyzed As

Sitnifi@t Eliects h
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiorj
Genqal Plan Or
ColmuityPla
With WhichThe

Prctet Is Coroistot?

Are There Eff6ts
That Are Peculid To
The Prciect that Will
Not Be Substantially

Mitigated By
Appt@ti@Of

Uniformly Applied
Dewlopmqt Policies

Or Stmdads that
Have Bs

Previqsly AdopH?

Are There Effsts
That Are Peolia To
The Prcject Or The

Pael On Which The

Prcject Would Be

Ipcated That Have
Not B@ Disdo*d

In a Prior EIR On The
Zming Actioa

Gmetal Plan, O!
Comuity Plan
With Whidr the

ProFct is Coroistmt?

Any New
hfomation of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or

Ve!i6@tion?

Any New
CirmshG
Involving New

Signifiot Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevae Impacts?

Do Prop6ed
Cheges Involve
New Signifi@t

Impacts o!
Substiltially Mole

Severe Lnpacts?

l{here Impact W4
Arolyad in kior
EnviroMstal
Domb.

FPASPDTaft EIR
Db.3l..12-lto-17

Environmental
Issue Area

15.Recealim

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Sheamlining Analysis May,2020

260



17. TRANSPORTATION/ TRAFFIC

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemptionmd StreamliningAnalysis

Prio! Envirmotal
Domt's

Mititatiq MeasEs
Addressint Lnpacts.

MM3A.1F1a
3A.15-1b
3A.15-1c

3A.15-1f
3A.1t1i
3A.1'1j
3A.1911
3A.1S1o
3A.15-1p
3A.15-1q
3A.1F1r
3A.15-1s

3A.15-1u
3A.15-1v
3A.1F1w
3.{.1F1x
3,{.15-1y
3A-75-72
34.15.1aa
34.15-1dd
3A.1$1e
3A.1S1ff
3A.1s1gg
3A.1r1hh
3A.15-1ii
3,{.15-2a

3A.1t2b

AE There Previously
Identilied Si8nifi@t

Efiects that, As A
Reslt Of Substantial

New Inlomtion
Not I<noM At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certi-6ed, Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More Sewre

AdveE Impact?

No

Are There Potenually
Signifi@t Off-Site

Irnpacts And
Cmulative Inpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d [: The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Cssal

Plan, Colmmity
Plil Or Zoning

Action?

No

Are There Effects

That Wele Not
Analyzed As

Signfiat EfGcts In
A Pdo! EIR On The

Zming Actio4
Gmeral Plan Or
Comuity Plan
With Which The

ftoiect Is CGisrst?

No

Are There Elftrts
That Are Peqlia To
The Prcject That Will
Not B€ Substatially

Mitigated By
ApplietionOf

Uniformly Applied
Developm4t Policies

Or Simd{ds That
Have Bffi

Previously Adopted?

No

Are There Eff(b
That Are Pmlia To
The Prciect Or The

Prel On Which The
Project Would Be

located That Have
Not Ben Disdosd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zqing Acti@,

Gmeral Plan, Or
ComuityPlan
With Which the

Proiect is Consisht?

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or
Verifietion?

No

Any New
Ciromta€s
Involving New

Signifiat Impacts or
Substantially More
Sevff Impacts?

No

Do I'loposed
Chmges Involw
New Signifi@t

Inpacts or
Substantia[y More

S€vere Impacts?

No

Where Impact Was
Analyad in Prior
EnviroMmtal
Doqmqts.

FPASP DraftEIR
pp.3A.1F1 to-157

pp. 3A.15-25 to -
1,57

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

16. Transputatiq/
Traffic. Wouldthe
prciecb

a. (previous) Cause

an insease in
traffic which is
substantial in
relation to the
existing taffic load
and opacity of the
stret system (i.e.,

result in a

substmtial
inses in either
the nmber of
vehicle trips, the
volume to Gpacity
ration on reds, or
congstion at
intusectiore)?

-7+
May,2020
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Prior Envircmqtal
Doommfs

Mitigati@ Measres
Ad&e$int lmpacts.

None required

Same as (a) above

None required

Are Thae Prwiously
Identified Significmt

Effects That As A
Reillt Of Substantial

New Inlomation
Not I(noM At The

Tire The EIR Wa
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Have
A Mole Severe

AdveE Impact?

No

No

No

Are There Poimtially
Signifi@t Off-Sile

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Wse Not
Disos$d In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqeral

Plan, Comffiity
PlmOr ning

Action?

No

No

No

Are There Effucts

That Were Not
Analyzd As

Signifi@t Eftects In
A Prioi EIR On The

Zoning Actim,
G6eml Plan Or
Comuity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Project Is CoNistmt?

No

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pealia To
The Prciect That Will
Not B€ Substantialy

Mitigaled By
Appli€tion Of

UnifoEily Applied
Developm@t Potcies

O! Standads That
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

No

Are Tfiere Elfects

That Are Peculiar To
The Prcject Or The

Pdcel On Which The
Project Would B€

I-cated That HaE
Not B@ Disd6€d

In a Itior EIR On The
ning Acti@,

Goeral Plan, Or
ComuityPlm
WithWhidrtlE

Proied is Consisht?

No

No

No

Any New
Inlorution of

Substantial
Irnportmce

Requling New
AElysis or

Verifi@tion?

No

No

No

Any New
CA@tanes
Involving New

Signifimt Impacts or
Substantially More
Sevtr Impacts?

No

No

No

Do Proposed

Chages Involw
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

No

WheE Irnpact Was
Analyzed in Prior

Envirommtal
Domots.

FPASPDAftEIR
pp. 3A.15-1 !o -157

Not addressed.
Criterion was not

part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was

certified.

Same as (a) above

Not addressed.
Criterion was not

part of Appendix G
when EIffiIS was

certified

Environmental
Issue Area

16. Trarsportatiorv
Traffic. Wouldthe
rmiecb

r. (revised) Conflict
dth a program plarl
rrdironce or policy
)stablishing
rddressing the
irfllation systerl
ncluding tsamit,
:oadway, bicycle and
)edestdan facilitiG?

b. (previous)
Exced, either
individully or
cunulatively, a

level of service
standard
established by the
comty congestion
mnagement
agency for
dcignated roads
or hiqhwavs?

b. (revised)
Conflict or be
incoroistent with
CEQA Guidelines
section 15064.3,

subdivision (b)?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Amlysis
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Prior Enviroumtal
D(ret'sMitigaum
M€src Addrssing

Impacts.

None required

None required

Are Thae Previously

Identified Signifi@t
Eftucts TlEt As A

Rsult Of Substanual

New Inforuti@ Not
KnoM At The Tire

The EIR Was Certified
Are Now Detemined
lo Have A More Sereft

AdverF Impact?

No

No

Are There Pototially
Signifi@t Off-Site

tmpacts And
Cmulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disosed h The Prior
EIR Prepaed For The

Genaal Plarl
Co'muity Plaor

Zoning Actim?

No

No

Are Thre Effus That

WeE Not AnalyEd As

Signifi@t Effects In A
Priq EIROn The

Zmint Actio& Coelal
Plan Or ColMuity
Plan WithWhidrTlE
Prciect Is Coreistmi?

No

No

Are There Elfects That

Are Pedlia To The

ftoiect That Will Not
Be Substantially

Miiigated By

Appli@tionOf
Unilorurly Applied

Developmt Policies

O! Siandads That

Have Bea Previosly
Adop!ed?

No

No

Are Thde Effects That

ArePeculiarTo The

Ploject O! The Prel
On Which The Prcject

Would Be to@led That

Haw Not Bem

)iscloFd In a Plior EIR

On The Zoning Action,

General Plan, Or
Cotmmity Plan With

Whidr the hotect is

Coroistent?

No

No

Any New Infomation
of Substetial

Impoitane Requiring

New Analysis or
Verifi€tion?

No

No

Any New

CirdretanG
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts o!
Substantially More

Serere Lnpacb?

No

No

Do Propced Chages
Involve New

Significmt Impacb oi
Substantially More

Sevw Impacts?

No

No

Whoe Impact Wm
AMlyEd in Prior

Enviionrental
Dootmts.

FPASPDTaftEIRpp.
3A.1'1 to-157

Not relevanq no
changes to air traffic
would rsult from the

Project

No significmt traffic
hazards were

identified in the EIR

Environmental
Issue Area

t6. Transpodation/
traffic. Woulddre
troiect

c. (previous)

Rsult in a
change in air
traffic paftsns,
induding either
an inceas in
traffic levels or a

change in location
that rsults in
substantial safety
risks?

c. (revised)
Substantially
insa*haads
due to a

geometric design
feature (e.9.,

sharp w6 or
dangerous
inter*ctions) or
incompatible usa
(e.g., farm
equipment)?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Amlysis
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Prior EnvircMtal
DooIrmt's

Mitigation Meaffis
Addrcssing Impacts.

MM3A.1tl1

None required

None required

Are Thde Previously
Identified Signifiat

Effects That, As A
Reslt Of Substntial

New Infomatim
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certilied Are Now
Hemined To Have

A More Severe

AdveF Impact?

No

No

No

No

Are There Pot&tially
Si8nitr@t Off-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Irnpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disssed ln The

Prior EIR PEpared
Fo! The Gosal

Plan, Commity
Pla Or ning

Action?

No

No

No

No

Are Thele Effects
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifiqt Effects Er

A Prior EIR On The

ning Actim,
Coeral Plan Or
ColmmityPlil
WithWhichThe

Proiet Is Coroistqt?

No

No

No

No

Are There Elfects
That Are Peculiar To
The Project That Witl
Not B€ Substantially

Mitigated By
Applicatim Of

Uniformiy Applied
Developmat Polici6

Or Stmdads That
Have Bs

Previously Adopd?

No

No

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Peoliar To
The P.oject Or The

Pacel On Which The
Project Would Be

Located That Hare
Not Bm Disdosd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonint Acti@,

Gmsal Plan, Or
CotMuity Plan
With Whidrthe

Proied is Consisht?

No

No

No

No

Any New
hforution of

Substmtial
Inportane

Requiring New
Ana.lysis or

Verifiotion?

No

No

No

No

Any New
Cirdctan@s
Involvint New

Signifi@t Impacts o!
Substatially More

Sevse Lnpacts?

No

No

No

No

Do IJroposed

Chages Involre
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
Substantially More

Sewre Impacts?

No

No

No

No

Where Impact Was

Amlyzd in Itior
Enviromqtal

Doommts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.1.t1 to-157

No signifient
traffic hznds

were identified in
theEIR

3A..1!t-12 to -13
(in Public Servicc

chapte, not
TraNportation

chaDter)

Development will be
required to follow

City paking
standads

34.7U27

Environmental
Issue Area

16. Trffiporlatiotv
Tra!ffc Wouldthe
prciect

d. (previous)
Substantially
inse* hazrds
due to a deign
feature (e.9., shtrp
orues or dangerous
intersections) or
incompatible uses
(e.g., farm
equiDmeno?

e d.Iteult in
imdequate
emergency acess?

f. (previous)

Result in
inadequate
pakins ooacitv?

g. (previous)

Conflict with
adopted polici6,
plare, or program
suPPorting
alterutive
traroportation
(e.9., bus tmouts,
bicyde racks)?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Amlysis
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Prior Envir@ntal
Domq(s

Mitigation Measws
Addrcsing lrnpacts.

Dimssion:

Folsom Boulevad to Prairie City Road regment. (DEI& pp. 34.15-157.) The pages indicated in the table above contain the relevant amlysis of ihe potential impacts.

mitigation measurc: MM4.15-1, MM 4.1G2. (Westland Eagle Addendu4 pp. 4.804.90.)

significant transportation and traffic impacts.

Mitigation Mereres:
MM3A.1tL1
MM 3A.1F1a throughMM 3A.15-1c

MM3A15-1f
MM 3A.15-1i through MM 34.15{i
MM3A.15-11
MM 3A.lF1o throueh MM 3A.15-1s

Are There Previously
Idfltified Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJorution
Not I(noM At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certi.ffed, Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More S€vere

AdveE Impact?

Are There Polmtially
Sitnifi@tOff-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative knpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disqssd bx The

Prior EIR Prepaed
Ior The Gmeral

Plan, Commity
Pla O! Zoning

Action?

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Significmt Effucts In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiorr
Gmeral Pla O!
ComuityPla
WithWhidtThe

Ptoject Is Cosistmt?

AE There Eff(ts
That Are Peelia To
The Project That Wil.t

Not Be Substantia.[y
Mitigated By

Appli@tion Of
Uniforrdy Applied

Developmqt Policies

Or Standads That
Have Bm

Previously Adopted?

Are There Eff(ts
That Are Pdiar To
The Prciect Or The

PrelOnWhichThe
Proiect Would Be

lo€ted That Have
Not Ben Disdosd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actiorg

Cmeral Plan, O!
ColMsityPlm
WithWhidrtlE

Ploiect is Coreist€nt?

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
AnallAis or
Verifietim?

Any New
CirmstmG
lnvolving New

Sitni6@t Impacts or
Substatially More

Sevre Impacts?

Do Prop6ed
Chmges Involve
New Sitnifi@t

Inpacts ot
Substantially More

S€vere Impacts?

Where Impact Was

AelyEd in kior
Enviromtal

Doommts.

FPASP Draft EIR
pp.3A.1F1 to-157

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

16. Trasportatior/
Traffic Wqldthe
miftL

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
CEQA Exenption and Streamlining Analysis
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Prior Envirommtal
Dommfs

Mitigati@ Measres
Ad&e$ing Impacts.

. MM3A.15-1uilroughMM3A.l'12

. MM3A-15.1aa

. MM3A1F1ddthroughMM3A.15-1ii
o MM3A.1F2atlroughMM3A.1F2b
. MM3A.15-3
o MM3A.1S4attuoughMM3A.15-ttd
. MM3A.15-tlf throughMM3A.lS4g
. MM3A.15-4i throughMM3A.lS-4y
r MM3B.15-1a
. MM3B.15-1b
. MM4.1G1
. Ntu14.7G2

Condwion

trmsportatiorvtraffic impacb (GuidelineE S 15162), nor would it r6ult in any new signifimt impacts that ile ptruliar to the proi(t or its site (Guidelines, S 15183).

Are Thqe Iteviously
Identi.fied Signifiat

Effects That As A
Result Of Subsiantial

New Infomtim
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Wd
Certified, Are Now

Detetrrined To Have
A More Serere

AdveE Impact?

AE There Potentially
Sitnificmt Off-Site

knpacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disossd Ir The

P!io! EIR Prepaed
For The Goeral

Plan, ColMEity
Pla Or Zoning

Action?

Are There Efftcts
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Efftcts In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actior!
Gseral Plan Or
CoIMuity Plan
WithWhichThe

Prcject Is Coreistmt?

Are There Effects

That Are Pefllia To
The Proiect That Will
Not B€ Substantially

Mitigated By
Applicatim Of

Unifomrly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Ot Standads That
Have B€s

Previously Adopted?

Are There Effects

That Are Peorliar To
The Project Or The

Pacel On Which The
Project Wdld Be

Ircaled That HaE
Not Bm Disdced

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning ActiorL

Cseral Plm, Or
Comuity Plan
WiArWhidrtlE

Proi€d is Consistml?

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or

Verification?

Any New
Cirorctanes
Involving New

Signifimt lmpacts o!
Sub6tantially More

Sevce Impacts?

Do Propsed
Chages Involre
New Signifiat

Impacts or
Substantially More

Severe Impacb?

Where Impact Was

AMlyz€d in Prior
Envirommtal
Do(ffits.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.1F1to-157

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

16. Traneportatiod
Tnffic. Wouldthe
mie(t

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streanlining Amlysis
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18. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES (New Appendix G Topic)

Prior Envirmabl
Doamqys

Mititatim Meaffis
Addr6sing Impacts.

None required

Are There Previously
Identified SiFiIi@t

Effrcts That As A
Result Of Substantial

New Inforctio
Not Knom At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
hemined To Hare

A More Sevre
Advere Impact?

No

AE Thse Potmtially
SiFificmt Off-Site

Inpacs And
Cmulative Irnpacts

Whidt Were Not
Disdssed ln The

Pdo! EIR Prepaied
For The Gmqal
Plil,Comuity
Plm Or Zoning

Actim?

No

Are Thete Effects

That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Significmt EfGcb kr
A Prior EIR On The

ning Actio&
Genenl Plan Or
CommityPbn
With Which The

Prciect Is Coroistqt?

No

Are There Effds
That Are Peculia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigaled By
Appliotion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmqt Policis

Or Siandads That
Have Ben

Previously Adopted?

No

Are TheE Effets
That Are Peqdia To
The Prcject Or The

Pacel On Which The
Project Would Be

Located That Haw
Not Bs Disdced

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actiorf

Gmelal Pla, Or
Commity Plan
WifI Which tlE

Ptoiect is Consisbent?

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Importane

Requiring New
Analysis or
Velifiction?

No

Any New
Ciromstanc
Involving New

Signifidt tnpacts
or Substantially More

Sev@ Impacts?

No

Do Prcpo*d
Chages hvolw
New Signi6@t

Impacts or
Substatially More

Severe knpacts?

No

WheE Impact Was

AMlyad in Prior
Enviomtal
Dodmsts.

FPASP DraftEIR
pp.3A.F1 to-25

Not addresed.
Criterion was not

part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was

certified

Environmental
Issue Area

17. Tribd Cultulal
Rmuxe, Would
the hoiect:

r. Would the project
rause a substantial
rdverse change in the
ignificance of a tribal
ultual reouce,
tefined in Public
{esoucs Code
trtion 2L074 as

ither a site, fature,
)lac, oltural
andscape that is

isgraphically
ldined in tem of
he size and scope of
he landscape, saced
rlace, or objst with
ultual value to a
lalifomia Native
\mcican tribe, md
hat is:

. Listed or eligible
br listing in the
Salifornia Register of
listorical Reouces,
rr in a lcal register
r{ historiel rcouces
rs defined in Public
lcoucs Code
rction 5020.1ft), or

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption md Streamlining Anaiysis
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Prior
Envir@ot

al
Do@sls
Mititation
Me6rc

Addressing
Irnpacts.

Are Thoe I'rwiously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That As A
Result Of Substantial

New hfo@tion Not
I(noM At The Time

TheEIRWas Csti6e4
Are Now Debemined

Io Have A More Sewre

Advw Impact?

AE Th@ Poientially

Signifiat Off-Site
knpacts And

Cuulative Impacts

Whidr Wse Not
DisGed In The Prior

EIR Prepred For The

Genqal Plarl
Comuity Plmor

Zoning Action?

Are There Efbcts That

Were Not Analy4d As

Signifimt Effects ln A
Prio! EIR On The

Zoning Actioo Goeral
PlaOrComEity
Plm WithWhidrThe
Project Is Coreistot?

Are There Effects That

Are Peolia To The
Prcject That WiU Not

Be Substantially

Mitigated By

Application Of
Uniformly Applied

Developmot Policies

Or Standads That

Have Bes Psiously
Adophd?

AE Thde Eflects That

Are Peolia To The
ProFct Or The Parcl
On Which the Ploiect

Would Be Loated Thal

Haw Not Bef,
Disclced In a Prior EE
OnThe ningActiorL

Gmeral Plaru Or
Commity Plan With

Which the hoject is
Coreistent?

Any New InIorutio
of Substmlul

Importanc Requiring

New Analysis or

Verifiotion?

Any New

CirdNtanes
Involving New

Sitnifi@t Impac1s or

Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

Do Proposed Chages
Involve New

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevqe Irnpacts?

Where hnpact W6
Analyad in Prio!
Envircnrental
Dmmmts.

FPASP DraftEIR
pp. 34.5F1 to -25

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

5. Tribalculturd
Remee. Would
theDmiect

ii. A reource
determined by the
lead agency, in its
dissetion md
suPPortd by
substantial evidencg
to be signifi€nt
puBuant to sitsia
set forth in
subdivision @ of
Public Rsoucs
Code Sction 5024.1.

In applying the
criteria set forth in
subdivision @ of
Public Reouce
Code Section 5024.1,

the lead agency shall
coroider the

signifience of the
resouce to a
Califomia Native
Amsican tdbe.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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PliorEnvi@tal
Dodmmfs

Mitigation Measres
Addre$ing Impacts.

Disrusim:

p. 3A.F25.) The pags indi€ted in the table above contain the relevant amlysis of the potential impacts.

of which have ben updated in the Wstland Eagle Addendum: MM 34.7-10, MM 3.A.F1a MM 3A.F1b, MM 3A.5-2, MM 34.5-3. (Westland Eagle Addendum, pp.437439.)

MitigationMereres:
. MM3A.F1a
r MM3A.F1b
r MM3A.F2
. MM3A.5-3

Concluioru

dtural resources impacts (Guidelines, $ 151 62), nor would it result in my new significmt impacts that ue pmliar to the prcitrt or its site (Guidelinc, $ 15183).

Are Thqe Iteviously
Identified Signifi@t

Effects That As A
Itsult Ct Substantial

New Infomation
Not I(noM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Detemined To Hare

AMoreSe@
Advere Impact?

Are There Potentia.lly

Signifi@tOff-Site
Impacts And

Cumulative lrnpacts
Whici Were Not
Disassd In The

P!io! EIR Prepaed
For The Gmeral

Plan, Comuity
Plm Or Zming

Action?

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects kr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Acti@,
Cf,neral PIan Or
Colmmity Plan
Wiih WhichThe

Prctst Is Crcistot?

Are There Effects

That Are Peculiar To
The Prciect That Will
Not B€ Substantially

Mitigated By
Applicatim Of

Unilormly Applied
Developmot Policies

Ot Standads That
Have B@

Previously Adopled?

Are Thre Efftcts
That Are Pecnliar To
The Prcject Or The

Pdel On Which The
Ploject Would Be

locad That Haw
NotBqDiscled

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Action,

Gmsal Plan, Or
ColMmity Plan
With Whidr tlE

Proiect is CoreGtent?

Any New
Info@tion of

Substantial
Lnpo.tanc

Requiring New
ArElysis or

Verification?

Any New
CiroNtarG
Involving New

Signifi@t Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevse Irnpacts?

Do Ptopsed
Chages Involre
New Signifi@t

Impacts o!
Substmtially More

Severe Inpacb?

Where bnpact Was

Analyzd in I'lior
Envircmstal
Dommts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.$1 to-25

Environmental
Issue Area

5. TlibalCultEal
Reeouces. Would
theproiect
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19. UTILITIES

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

Prior Envi@mtd
Dosmmt's

Mititation Measws
Addre$ing lrpacts.

MM3A.15-1
3A.1G3
3A.164
3A.15-5

Are Thele Previosly
Idotilied Signifiat

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substmtial

New lnfomatim
Not l(nom At Th€
TimThe EIRW6
Certiffe4 Are Now

Deteoired To Have
A More Sevft

AdveM Impact?

No

Are Thqe Potentially
Signifi@tOff-Site

Impacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Dis@sed In The

Prior EIR PEpaed
lor The Gmeral

Plan, Colmmity
Plan Or Zoning

Action?

No

Are There Effects
That Were Not
Analyred As

Signifimt Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiorl
Gqeral Plan Ot
ComuityPlm
With Which The

Prcject Is Consistot?

No

Are There Effecs
That Are Peolid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substantialy

Mitigated By
Appli€tion Of

Unifornly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Or Standalds That
HareBq

Previously Adopted?

No

Are There Effab
That Are P@liar To
The Prcject Or The

Pdel On Which The
Proiect Would Be

I-eted That Have
Not 8€6 Dislosd

In a Itior EIR On The
Zmint Actio&

Gaeral Plan, Or
ColrmmityPlm
WiAr Which ihe

Ploiect is Coreistent?

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
lmportan@

Requiling New
Analysis or
Verifi@ti@?

No

Any New
Cir@stac
Involving New

Significmt Impacts
or Substmtially More

Sevft Impacts?

No

Do Prcpoed
Chages Involve
New Signifiat

Impacts or
Substantially More

S€vere lrnpacts?

No

l{here Impact Was
AMlyad in Prio!
Envirommtal

Doommts,

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp. 3A.161 to -43

pp. 3A.1G13 to-28

Environmental
Issue Area

lE. Utilitiee md
SwiceSyeems.
Would the Eoiect
a. (previous)
Exceed

wastewater
tIeahnent
requirements of
the applieble
Regional Water

Quality Control
Board?

a. (revised) Require
or result in the
relmation or

construction of new
or exPanded water,
wastewater
treatment, or
stormwater
drainage, elmtric
power, mtural gas,

or
telcomuniGtioro
facfitic, the
constiuction or
relaation of which
could cause

signilicant
enviromental
effects?

CEQA Exemption md Streanlining Amlysis
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Prior
Envir@t

al
DoamoYs
Mitigatim
Mereures

Addre$ing
Lnpacts.

MM34.16-1
3A.15-3
34.1,G4

34.1G5

None required

Are There Previouly
Idmtified Signifiat

Effects Thai, As A
Result Of Substantial

New Infomtion Not
I(noM At The Time

The EIR W6 Certified,

Are Now Detemined
fo Have A More Seve(

Advese Impact?

No

No

Are There Potentially

Signifi@t Off-Site
Impacts And

Cumulatiw Impacts

Whidr Were Not
Disrued Il The Prior

EIR Preped lor The

Geneal Pla,
Comqity Plaor

Zoning Actim?

No

No

Are Thqe Efftcts That

Were Not AnalyEd As
Significdi Efftcts In A

Prior EIR On The

Zonint Actior' Gmsal
PlmOrComuity

Plan WithWhidrThe
Project Is Consistqt?

No

No

Are Thse Effects That

Are Pecu.lid To The
Project That WiU Not

Be Substartially

MitigadBy
Appli@tion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmmt Policies

Or Stedads That

Have Beq Previ@sly

Adopted?

No

No

Are Thde Efftrts That

Are Peculia To The
ProjectOrThe Parel
On Which The Prcjec-t

WouldBe t catedThat

Have Not Bem

fisdGed In a Prior EIR

On The Zoning Aciio&
General Plan, Or

Colrmuity Plan With
Whidr the hoject is

Coroistent?

No

No

Any New lrfomatim
of Substmtial

Importane R€quirinE

New Analysis or

Velification?

No

No

Any New

CirdmsthG
hvolving New

Significat Irnpacts or
Subslantially More

Severe Lnpacts?

No

No

Do Ptoposd Chages
Involve New

Signifi@t Impacb or

Substantially More

Sevse Impacts?

No

No

Where Impacl Was
Analfzed in Prid
Envamtal
Doamots.

FPASPDTaITEIR
pp.34.16-1to4l

pp. 34.16-13 to -28

WaterAddmdurl
pp.2-1, to +1.

Se generally
DEIR, pp. 3A.18-7

to -53

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

t8. Utilities drd
i€FiceSyemu
lVouldthe Proiecb

b. (previous)
Require or r€sult in
the construction of
new water or
wastewater
treatment facilities
or expansion of
existing facilitis,
the construction of
which could cause

significmt
enviromental
effus?
b. (revi*d) Have
sufficient water
supplia available
to serve the proiect
and reasonably
forseable future
development
during norml. dry
and multiple dry
years?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
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Prior Enviromotal
Dmmqt's Mitigation
Measres Addrcing

Impacts.

None required

MM3A.15-1
3A.16.3
3A.1G4
3A.16-5

Are Thde Previously

Identified Significmt
Efftrts That, As A

Rsult Of Substatial
New Inforution Not
I(nom At The Time

The EIR Wre Certified,

Are Now Determined

lo Have A More Sevse

Advese knpact?

No

No

Are There Potentially

Signifimt Off-Site
Impacts And

Cumulative Impacts

Whidr Wse Not
Dis@$ed In The Priot
EIR Prepaed Fo! The

Gemal Plm,
Commwity Pla Ot

Zoning Action?

No

No

Are There Effects That

Wee Not Analyzed As
Signifi@t Effects In A

Piio! EIROnThe
Zoring Actim, Gmeral
PlmOrColMuity

Plan WithWhichThe
Prcject !s Consistmt?

No

No

Are Thqe Efiects That
Ae Peculid To The

Ploiect That Will Not
Be Substatialy

Mitigaied By

Application Of
Unilormly Applied

Developmst Policies

Or Standards that
Have Beo Previously

Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects That
Are Peolid To The
Project Or The Parel
On Which The Project

Would Be located thal
Have Not Bem

Disdwd ln a Prior EIX

On The Zonint ActiorL

General Pla, Or
Commity Plan With

Whidr the Project is

Coreistent?

No

No

Any New Inforution
of Substmtial

Importilc Requidrg
New Analysis or

Verili€tid?

No

No

Any New

Cirdmstanes
lxvolving New

sitnfi@t Iapacts or

Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Do Prcpo*d Chagc
Involre New

Signifiqt lrnpacts or

Substantially More

Sevre Impacts?

No

No

Where Inpact Was

AMlyzed in Prior
EnvitoMotal
DoMmb.

FPASPDTaftEIR pp.
34.16.1to-4i

pp. 3A.9-28 to 43

Also se genoally
Backbone

Inlrasfucture
MND

pp. 3.A.16-13 to -28

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

t7. Utilitiemd
3eniceSyetems,
Wouldthebeca
c. (previous)
Require or rcult in
the construction of
new stom water
draimge facilitis
or exparoion of
existing facilities,

the construction of
which could cause

signilicmt
enviromental
effects?

c. (revised) Result
in a determination
by the wastewater
treatment provider
which serves or
may serve the
prcject that it has

adequate Gpacity
to serue the
prciect's proitrted
demand in
addition to the
provide's existing
comitments?
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Plior EnvircMstal
Domo(s

Mitigation Measrs
Addresing Impacts.

None required

None required

Are There Previously
Idstilied Signifi@t

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New Inlorrution
Not I(noM At The
Tire lhe EIRW6
Certi.fied Are Now

Detemined To Haw
A More Severe

Adveae Impact?

No

No

Are There Poimtially
Signifi@tOff-Siie

knpacts And
Cmulative knpacts

Which Were Not
Disds*d In The

Prior EIR Prepared
For The Goeral

PlalL CoIMuity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effeds In
A Prior EIR On The

Zonint Actiort
Gereral Plan Or
Comuity Plan
With WhidrThe

Prcject Is Consist@t?

No

No

Are There Effects

That AE Peolia To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substmtially

Mitigated By
Appli@tion Of

Uniformly Applied
Dewlopmot Policies

Or Standards That
HareBm

Previously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effets
That Are P<aili{ To
The Prcject Or The

Pael On Which The
Prcject Would Be

Incated That Hare
Not 8€6 Dislosd

h a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actiorr

Gmeal Plan, Or
ComuityPlm
WithWhich the

Ploiect is Coreistent?

No

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
Importance

R€quidng New
Analysis or
Vedfi@ti@?

No

No

Any New
Cirahstancs
Involvint New

Significilt Inpacb
or Substmtially More

Sev@ Impacb?

No

No

Do PrcpoFd
Chmges lrvolre
New Significmt

Impacts or
Sub€tantially More

Severe lmpacts?

No

No

Where Inpact Was
Analyad in Prior
Envirometal
Doam6ts.

FPASPDIaftEIR
pp. 3,{.161 to -43

WaterAddendunl
pp.2-1to+7.

Se generally
DEIR, pp. 3,4'.18-7

to -53

Not addressed.
Critsion was not
part of Appendix
G whm EIR/EIS

was certified

Environmental
Issue Area

u. Utiliti€sild
Servioe Sysbms.
Would the hoiec!
d. (previous)

Have sufficient
water supplis
available to serve
the proitrt from
existing
entidements and
rsouc6, or are

new or expanded
entidements
needed?

d. (revised)

Generate slid
waste in excess of
State or lml
standards, or in
excess of the
€pacity of ltral
infrasfucturq or
otherwise impair
the attaiment of
solid waste
reduction goals?
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Prioi Enviromotal
Domsfs

Mitigation Measws
Add6ing Impacts.

iame as (a) above

None required

Non€ required

Are There Previously
Identified sitnfi@t

Effects lhat As A
Result Of Substantial

New InJorrotion
Not IftoM At The
Tim The EIR W6
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Have
A More Severe

Adve6e Impact?

),io

No

No

Are There Potentiauy
Signifi@tOff-sile

Irnpacts And
Cumulative Inpacts

Which Wele Not
Disos*d Il The

Pdor EIR Prepred
For The Gmeral

Plan, Commity
Plm O! Zonint

Action?

!,Io

No

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Amlyzed As

Signiiicilt Eliects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiort
Genelal Pla Or
Comuity Plan
With Which The

Proj*t Is Coreislot?

{o

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Peculia To
The Prcject Thai Will
Not B€ Substiltially

Miugated By
Appli@tiqOf

Uniformly Applied
Derelopmqt Polici6

Or Standilds That
Have Bm

Previously Adopd?

rIo

No

No

Are There Effcts
That Are Pmlia! To
The Prcject O! The

Prel On Which The
Project Would Be

bcated That Hare
Not B€s Dislo*d

In a Prior EIR On The
Zonin8 Actio&

Gmsal Plm, Or
Colmmity Plan
WithWhidrthe

Prokct is CoGistent?

No

No

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Importane

Requfting New
AElysis o!
Velifi@tion?

tlo

No

No

Any New
Ctomstanc
Involving New

Signi6@t Inpacts
or Substantially More

Sevre knpacts?

{o

No

No

Do Prcposd
Chages lnvolre
New Si8nifi@t

Impacts o!
Substantia.[y More

Severe knpacts?

t{o

No

No

Where Inpact Was
AnalyEd in Prio!
Enviromotal
Doomts.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.3A.161 to-43

Same as (a)

above

Not addressed.
Jriterion was not par

of Appendix G when
EIR/EIS was certified

pp. 3A.16-28 to -32

Environmental
Issue Area

17. Utitiiiegmd
SenieSyebms.
Would the hoiect
e. (previous) R€sult
in a determination
by the wastewater
treatsnent provider
which serves or
my serue the
projtrt that it has

adequate capacity
to serve the
prcjcfs projected
demmd in
addition to the
provider's existing
commitments?

e. (revised)

Complywith
federal, state, and
Itralmmgement
and reduction
statutes and
regulatiore related
to solid waste?

f. (previous) Be

served by a landfill
with sufficient
pemifted capacity
to accomodate
the projmf s solid
waste dispmal
needs?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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Prior Envirmmtal
Doommys

Mitigation Measms
Addcsing lrpacts.

None required

Disrusion;

3A.16-39 to -t0); Impact 3A.1&11 (Cable TV, pp. 34.1640 to -41); Impact 3.4.16-12 (Inoe6ed Energy Demd, pp. 3A.1G41 to 4l).

3A15-4, MM 3A.1Gt MM 34.1&1, MM 3.4'.1&24 MM 3A.1&2b. (Westland Eagle Addendu4 pp.4.974.95.)

All of ihe p€rmnenL ofsite water and stom draimge infrastmctue elements ae consistent with and wue included in prrdsting City plans - such as the Backbone Infastrctue ProitL

Mitigation Memms:
. MM3,{.16-1
. MM3A.15-3
. MM3A.1G4
. MM3A.15-5
. MM3B.1G3a
r MM3B.15-3b

Conduion

seryice systsm impacts (Guidelines, S 15162), nor would it rsult in any new signifient impacts that are pffuliar to the prcject or its site (Guidelines, $ 15183).

Are There Iteviously
Idmtified Signifiot

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New lrJoImtion
Not Iftoffi At The
TireThe EIRW6
Certifie4 Ar€ Now

Detemined To Have
A More Sevm

AdveF Impact?

No

Are There Potentially
Signifi6tOff-Site

Inpacts And
Cumulatire Irnpacts

Whidr Were Not
Disos*d In The

Prior EIR Prepred
For The Goqal

Ptan, Comuity
Ple Or Zonint

Action?

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects Er

A Prior EIR On The
ning Actio&

General Plan O!
CommityPlm
With WhidrThe

Ptoject Is Coreist@t?

No

Are There Effects

That AE Peculid To
The Prcject lhat Wi[
Not B€ Substantially

Mitigaled By
Appli@ti@Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmmt PoLicies

Or Simdards That
Have Bm

Previously Adopd?

No

Are There Effets
That Aft Peqliar To
The Prcject Or The

Pa@l On Which The
Proiect Would Be

Located That Haw
NotBsDislGd

In a Prior EIR On The
Zming Action,

Gmeral Plan, Or
ColMmityPlm
WithWhich*E

Ploiect is CoGistsrt?

No

Any New
Infomation of

Substantial
Irnportanc

Requiring New
Analysis o!
VsifiGtion?

No

Any New
Cirmstm6
Involving New

Signifi@t &npacts

or Substantially More
Severe Impacts?

No

Do Proposd
Cheges Involve
New Signifi@t

Impacts or
SubstantiaUy Mole

Severe Impacts?

No

Where Lrpact Was

AnalyEd in Irrior
EnviroM$tal
Dodmb.

FPASPDTaftEIR
pp.34.161 to4l

32

pp.3,{.15-2E to-

Environmental
Issue Area

u. Utilitiesild
SeniceSysbms.
Would the Ploiecb

g. (previous) Comply
with federal, state

rnd lcal statuts and
regulatiom related to
iolid waste?

Rockcress at Folson Ranch
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20. WILDFIRE (New Appendix G Topic)

Prior EnvircM@tal
Do@fs

Mitigation MeMs
Addresing lrpacb.

None required

None required

Are There heviously
Identified Signifimt

Effects that As A
R6ult Of Substantial

NryInfomtiq
Not ICroM At The
Tire The EIRW6
Certifie4 Are Now

Det@dn€dToHaw
A More Severe

Advee lrnpact?

No

No

Are Thtr Potmtialy
Signi66t Off-Siie

Impacts And
Cuulative rnpacts

WhidrW@Not
Disff*dh1he

Prior EIR Prepared
For The Goeral
Plan,Cmuity
Plm Or Zming

Action?

No

No

Are Thffi Effrcts
That Were Not
Analfzed As

Signifi@t Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning ActiorL
Gemal Plan Or
Cotmmity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prciect Is Coroistqt?

No

No

Are Th€re Eff€ts
That Are Peculia To
The hoject That Will
Not Be Substantialy

MitigaiedBy
ApplietionOf

Uniforrrly Applied
Dewlopmqt Policis

Or Standads That
Have Bsr

Previusly Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects
That Are Peculia To
The Project Or The

Prel On Which The
Project W@ld Be

Ircad That Hare
Not Beq Disd6ed

In a Irrior EIR On The
Zming Action,

Gqsal Plm, Or
Comuity Plan
Wirh Whidrthe

Proiect is Coreistdrt?

No

No

AnyNo
Infomtion of

Substantial
Inporlane

Regriring Nw
Analysis or
Verid€tie?

No

No

Any New
Cir@tans
lnvolving Nw

Signi.6@t Impacts or
Sub6tantially More

Sevae Impacls?

No

No

Do Propo*d
Ctleges Involre
New Sitnifi@t

ImIEcts or
Subsontially More

Sevw fnpacts?

No

No

Whtr Irrpact Was
Amlyad in Prio!
Enviqmqtal
Domts.

Not addrssed.
Criterion was not

pdt of Appmdix G
when EIR/EIS was
cstified, md not

applicable

Not addr6sd.
Critsion was not

part of AppmdixG
whm EIR/EIS was
cstified, md not

appli€ble

Environmental
Issue Area

a. substantidly
impair m adopted
emergency
rsPons Plan or
emsgmcy
evaMtion plan?

b. Due to slope,
prwailing winds,
and oths factors,
qacerbate wildfue
risk, md thueby
expose Project
cflPilts to,
pollutant
corcmtratiore from
a wildfire or the

uncontolld spread
of a wildfire?
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Pdor Enviromental
Droot's Mitigation

Mea$res Ad&ssing
Impacts.

None required

None required

Are Thqe Previously

Identified Signifi@t
Efftrts That As A

Result Of Substmtial

New Infomation Not
I(noM At The Time

The EIR Was Certided,
Are Now Determined

fo Have A More Seve(

Advere Impact?

No

No

Are There Polotially
Significmt Off-Site

Impads And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Were Not
Disdsed In The Itior
EIR Prepaed For The

Gensal Plm,
Commmity Pla Or

Zoning Action?

No

No

Are Thqe Effects That

Were Not Analyred As

Signfi@t Effects h A
Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actim, Gaerai
PlmOrCoImuity
Pla WithWhichThe
Project Is Consistst?

No

No

Are There Effects That

Are Pealia To The

Prcject That Will Not
B€ Sub6tantially

Mitigaled By

Application Of
Uniformly Applied

Developmmt Policies

Or Standdds That

Have Ben Previously

Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects That

Are Peolid To The

Proiect Or The Parel
On Which The Prcjst
Would B€ LocaledThal

Have Not Beq
Discl6ed In a Prior EIX

On The Zoning Actiort
General Plan, Or

Commity Plan With
Which the Project is

Coroistent?

No

No

Any New Inforution
of Substetial

Lnportile Requiring

New Analysis or

Verfication?

No

No

Any New

CiroNtances
Involving New

Significet Impacts or

Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Do Prop6ed Chag€s
Involve New

Signifi@t Impacts or

Substmtially More

Severe Impacts?

No

No

Where Irnpact Was

Arolyzed in Itior
Envfuomstal
Doomf,ts.

S€FPASP
DEIR/DJEIi

pp. 34.&18 to -19.

hoje€t is notloeated
in or M state

resPorsilityareas ot

larSsnt+siGed*
VFIFTISZ

Not addressed.
Criterion was not

part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was
certified, and not

applicable

Not addressd.
Cdterion was not

part of Appendix G
when EIR/EIS was
certified, and not

appli€ble

Environmental
Issue Area

19. Witdfite.If
localedinornear

state leeponsibility
are60rledr

d.rsifid as verlr
high file harfid
sev€fity zonee,

wouldOreFroiect

c. Requte the
iretallation or
maintemnce of
associated

inJrastructure (such

as roads, fuel breakq
emergency water
source, power lines
or other utiliiies)
that may exacerbate

ffue risk or that my
rsult in temporary
or ongoing impacts
to the environment?

d. Expose people or
structurs to
significant risks,
including
downslope or
downstream
flmding or
landslides, as a

result of runoff,
post-fire slope
imtability, or
drainase chanpes?

at
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

-9G
May,2O20

277



Prior Envimqtal
Dorct's

Mititation Meas@s
Addre$ing lrnpacts.

None required

Disrusion:

(Se, e.g., Backbone Infrmtructure MND, pp. 12tl-125.) The pags indieted in the table above contain the relwant analysis of the potential impacts.

pp.4.55.)

Mitigation Memres:
None required

Condusioru

Are Thre Prwiously
Identilied Sitnificmt

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

Newhlorutiq
Not l(nou At The
Tire The EIR W6
Certified Are Now

Detemined To Hare
A Mole Severe

Advere Impact?

No

Are Thse Potentially
Signifi@t Off-Sile

Impacb And
Cumulative If,pacts

Whidr Wse Not
Disossd In The

Prior EIR Prepued
For The Gqeral

Plan, Com@ity
Ple Or ning

Action?

No

Are There Eflects
That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects In
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Actiolr
General Plan Or
ColMuityPlil
With Which The

Project Is Consislmt?

No

Are There Effects

That AE Peolia To
The Prcject That Wi[
Not Be SubsiantiaUy

MititaEd By
Appliotion Of

Uniformly Applied
Developmot Policis

Or Standards That
Have Bm

Previously Adopd?

No

Ar There Efftrb
That Are Pmlia! To
The Prcject Or the

PrelOnWhichThe
Pr+ct Wou.td Be

I-@ted That Haw
Not B@ Dislosd

[r a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmsal Plan, Or
ComffiityPla
With Which the

Proiect is CoNislmt?

No

Any New
InJomation of

Substantial
Lnportane

Requiring New
Analysis or

Vedfiction?

No

Any Nry
Cir@stanes
Involvint New

Signi6@t ftnpacts
or Substantially More

S€vre Impacts?

No

Do Prcpord
Chmges lnvolre
New Signifi@t

Lnpacts o!
Substantially More

Severe Impacts?

No

l{here Inpact Was
Analyred in Prio!
Envirommtal
Doomdts.

Not addrssed.
Criterion was not
part of Appendix
G when EIR/EIS
was certified,
and not
applicable

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

19.WirdfiE

d. Expose pmple
or structures to
significant risks,
including
downslope or
domstrem
flooding or
landslides, as a

rcult of runof{,
post-fue slope
irotability, or
draimge changes?
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Prior Enviromqtal
DoaIrBfs

Mitigation MeasEs
Addre$ing Inpacts.

nla

Are There Previously
Identified Signifiht

Effects That, As A
Result Of Substantial

New Inlomation
Not KnoM At The
Tire The EIR Was

Certified, Are Now
Detemined To Haw

A More Severe
Advqse Impact?

No

Are There Pototially
SiSnificant Off-Site

Irnpacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Wqe Not
Disrusd In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqeral
Plm,ColmEity
Plm Or Zoning

Action?

No

Are There Effects

That Were Not
Analyad As

Signifi@r Effects kr
A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Action,
General Plan Or
Colm8ity Plan

WithWhichThe
Prciect Is Coreistdt?

No

Ale There Effects

That An Peolia To
The Prcrect That Will
Not Be SubstanUaily

Mitigated By
Applietion Of

Unilormly Appl.ied
Developmmt Policies

Ot Standads That
Have B€en

Previ@sly Adopred?

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pealia To
The Project Or The

Pacel On Which The

Project Would Be

I-caied That Haw
Not Bm Disdced

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actiorr

Gmeral Pla, Or
Commmity Plan

With which the
Proiect is Consistdrt?

No

Any New
Infomtion of

Substatial
Irnportance

Requning New
Analysis or

Veli.fication?

No

Any New
Cirdmtanes
InvolvinS New

Significat Impacts or
Substiltially More

Sevse knpacts?

No

Do Ploposed
Chmges Involw
New Significmt

Impacts or
Substantially More

Sevele Impacts?

No

Where Impact Was
Amlyzed in Itior
Enviromfltal
Dommb.

See Folsom South
of U.S. Highway 50

SpmificPlan
Project'sCEQA
Findings ofFact
and Statement of

Oveniding
Considsations, pp.

45-316

Environmerrtal
Issue Area

1&Ma!&tory
lindingsof
Siqifam
a. Dos ihe proist
have the potential
to degrade the
quality of the
envLoment,
substmtially
reduce the habitat
of a fish or wildlife
speiet cause a

fish or wildlife
populaiion to drop
below self-
sustaining levels,
thr@ten to
elimimte a plant or
animlcommity,
substantially
reduce the nmber
or rstrict the range
of m endangsed,
rile or threatened
sptris, or
elimimte
importilt
examples of the
mjor periods of
California history
or prehistorv?
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Pdor Envilommtal
Doomofs

Mitigation Measres
Ad&e$ing Irnpacts.

rVa

None required

Are There Prfliously
Identified Signifi6t

Effects Thar, As A
Result Of Substmtial

New Information
Not KnoM At The

Tire The EIR Was

Certified Are Now
Detemined To Hare

A More Severc

Advsse Impact?

No

No

Are There Potfltially
Significmt Off-Site

Irnpacts And
Cumulative Impacts

Which Were Not
DisGsed In The

Prior EIR Prepaed
For The Gqeral
Pla,Comuity
Plan Or Zoning

Action?

No

No

Are Thele Effects

That Were Not
Analyzed As

Signifi@t Effects fl
A Prior EIR On The

Zonint Action,
General Plan Or
ColmmityPla
With Which The

Prcject Is Consistmt?

No

No

Are There Effects

That Are Pealid To
The Prcject That Will
Not Be Substdtially

Mitigated By
Appliotion Of

Unifor$ly Applied
Developmat Policies

Or Standads That
Have Bs

PEviously Adopted?

No

No

Are There Effects

That AE Peculiar To
The Prcject Or The

Pael On Which The
Pioject Would B€

I-cated That Have
Not Bs Disclosed

In a Prior EIR On The
Zoning Actio&

Gmeral Plm, Or
Commuity Plan

With Which tlE
Proiect is CoNistent?

No

No

Any New
Inforrotion of

Substantial
Importme

Requiring New
Analysis or

Verifi@tion?

No

No

Any New
Ciromstanes
Involving New

sitnificilt Impacts or
Substantially More

Sev@ Irnpacts?

No

No

Do Ploposed
Chmges hrvolw
New Signifi@nt

Impacts or
Substatially More

S€vele lrnpacts?

No

No

Where Impact Was
Analyred in Prior
Envi!omstal

Dooments.

Folsom South of
U.S. Highway 50

Spcific Plan
PrciecfsCEQA
Findings of Fact

and Statement of
Overriding

Considsations, pp.

315-345

Folsom South of
U-S. Highway 50

SpaificPlan
Prciecr scEQA
Findings of Fact

and Statement of
Overiding

Considsations, pp.
45-316

Environmental
Issue Area

1&Mandatory
Fin<tingeof
Simtfitrc-
b. Do6 the projet
have impacts that
areindividmlly
limited, but
flmulatively
coreiderable?
("Cumulatively
coreiderable"
means that the
inaemental eff{ts
of a proiect are
considerable when
view in comection
with the effucts of
past pro.,ects, the
effcts of other
cu[ent proitrts,
and the effus of
probable future
prciets)?

c. Does the project
have
enviromental
effets which will
caus substmtial
adverse effects on
humn beings,

either dirtrtly or
indirecdy?

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
CEQA Exemption and Stremlining Amlysis
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Priq Enviromtal
Do@Ys

Mititati@ Meaws
Add6ing Impacts.

Are Thre Rwiously
Identified Signifi@t

Eflects That As A
Rsult Of Substantial

NilInfo@ti@
Not I(noM At The
TireTheEIRWd
Cqtifie4 Are Now
lkniredTollare

AMmSere
AdvreImpact?

Aa Thm Poimtially
Signi6@tOff-Site

Impacts And
CMulatiw Impacts

WhidrW@Not
DisffidhThe

Prior EIR Prepated
For The Gffial

Plar; Commity
Pla Or Zoning

Actim?

Are Thtr Effects

That Were Not
Anaifd As

Signin@t EfGcts kr
A Prior EIR On The

Zming Aclim,
CffidPlanOr
CoMuity Plan
WithWhidrThe

Prcject Is Cmistmt?

Are There Effd
That Are Peculia To
The hoiect that Will
Noi Be SubstantiaUy

MilitaledBy
Appli@timOf

UniturnlyApplied
Developmet Polici6

O! Standads TlEt
Have B€l

PrevidyAdopd?

Ae There Effe*
That AE Peqlia To
The Prot'ect Or The

Pael On Which The
Projecl Wold Be

Iocated That Haw
Not Bm Disd6ed

In a Itior EIR On The
Zoning Actiq!,

Gqenl Pla, Or
ColmmityPla
WithWhidrthe

Proiet is Coruistsnt?

Any New
Infomtion of

Substantial
knportane

Requiring New
Arulysis or
Vdifi@iid?

Any New
Cir@tanc
Involving Nw

Signiliat Inpacts or
Substantially More

Sevae Inpacts?

Do Propo*d
Chages Involre
New Signifirut

Impacts or
Substantialy M@
Sere lmpacts?

Whc Impact Wro
Anatyzed in hic
Envirmotal
Do@ts.Environmerrtal

Issue Area

TheCity finds that:

(b) cumulativeinpactswere analyzed for sch impacttopic tluoughouttheFPASP EI& and

Disrusim:

MitigationMeures:
Se the listed in sectiors 8.1 (Aestheti6) to E.17 (Utiliti6) above.

Rockcresg at Folsom Ranch
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F. Conclusion

As indicated abovg the City finds that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch Project is exempt from
CEQA under Govemment Code section 65457 and Guidelines section 15182, subdivision (c).

Though not required to do so, the City also makes the following additional findings to facilitate
informed decision-making:

Based on the preceding review, the City's FPASP Etr{, Water Addendum, and Westland Eagle
Addendum have adequately addressed the following issues, and no further environmental review
is required purbuant to CEQA Guidelines section 15183: Aesthetics, Agriculture and Forestry
Resources, Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse
Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Mineral
Resources, Population and Housing Public Services, and Recreation.

a

a

a

The following site-specific impacts have been analyzed and determined to be less than significant:
Land Use and Planning Noise, and Transportationfiraffic. Thus, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
section 15183, no further environmental analysis is required.

The following site-specific issues reviewed in this document were within the scope of issues and
impacts analyzed in the FPASP EI& and site-specific analyses did not identify new significant
impacts: Land Use and Planning, Noise, and Transportationffraffic.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 15,2020

Exhibit 1

Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines
(See Affachment 19)
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Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 15,2020

Exhibit 2
ROD for Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50

Specific Plan Project
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Exhibit C

OEPARTIIEHT OF THE ARTTIY
U.S" ARUY ENGIHEEfi DISTRICT, STCRAilIEilTO

CORPS gF EtlGltrlEERS
{3E5 J STREET

SACRAilEI{TO, CAL|FORilIA e501{.tgtr

REGORD OF SECIS,IOI{

ACTIOI'I lD: 3PK-200?-02{ t}
APFLICAI{T: City of Folrom

PFOJECT I*AIilE: Foborn $outh of U.3. Hlgtrway l0 Sprclfic Plan Frojrct - Clty of
Folrom Eacftbonr lnfrartnrturt

I haw raylrur€d and svalustsd, in light of lhr owrallpublic intErpsl, thc documcntr crd frctore
ooncemirg lha pennit aFplication for tha City of Fobom Backbone lnfnebucture Projoct, ae well
ac thE stitEd vi6lr/s of intsrested agrencies and lhe publlc. ln doing so, I have coneider€d the
Foaeibla conscguenaee of lhe popoead actbn in accordancs with regulelbrte prbli*hed in $3
Code of Faderal Raguhdon* {CFR} Partt 320 through 332 and 40 GFR Firt 23{1.

Irn Envircnmentel lmpac{ ReporUEnvironmeatel lmpact $tatsmsnt (ElFlrElSl uns praFamd by
the U.$, Anny Corpe of Engincers, SacrErnento Oistri{:t (Corps} and the City af Fahom {Ci$} for
the Foleom Soulh of U.S. Highway 50 Speclllc Plan Area {SPAI hr csrndlarce udh the Hstbnal
€ndrurmontel Poliey Act tNEPAi snd ths Callfornls Envirorunantel Quality Act {CEAA}. Tha
ElRlElS avalurled the Environmrntsl impadr sf thr pr€pord SPA. er vrsllas 5 on-ritc, {nd 11

Eff*ite ulabr BuFply Eltemetivue" A l''totioc of Avaibbllity of tha Dnft EIFUEI$ urss publieh€d in
thc Federal Ragisiar on July 2, 2{ll{l {Federal Regi*tr, Vol. 15, No" 1?7, 38500}. Esch of the 5
onelte altamativee lncludad the Original Bsckbone lnheslru{*ure liltsrrtsiive ag dcsctlbed ln
$estlon lll.e.Z below. A public notlsc lar Stt Onfi ElRlElS wru ite{rud an July g- 2010. A publlc
mcctirE rcr hrld urith tlu Clb, qf Feirom on Argurt g, eOl0 rt thg Folsom Community CanEr.
During the Drufi EIFUEIS gublic revicrv p€riod, 78 comrnant httara wrrs rccdved.

ln il,lay 2011 the Final EIFUE*S was r*ased by the Corps ard the City, A Notim cil Amilabifity
was pubitshcd tn Sre FadcrelRcglttcran May 26, eOl1 {Fedaral Ragbter, Vol, 76. ne. 102,
3ffi79). A publlc mtlm announairq the Final EIRJEIE wgr lesucd t4ey 20, 2011.

On Arquat 12, ?01't , a Record af Os{$sion (ROO} ffat iseued, ad*eering eseh qf tha I
prupeili,es located wifiln the SFA, ae we$ ee the on-eile and ofi+ite infrastructure. The ROS did
nat indud,e any deci*ion rugarding the bsckbone infrEEtructura. ln emordsnce wlfr Fmdhg B of
Sccilon lX of thr ROQ on Febnrary 1?, 2013, e public natlct wa* isuad on Fcbruary 1t, 9O13,
for lha eiglnally Propoacd Br*bona lnfres&ucture Propcl, which is tha fuqJa of ttit doc$ment,
end thc Garpantcr Rancir and Folcom South ailce, which nrilt be eyahratad in fulurs RO[}t or
supplemontal dscision documenG fur thoeE pntpclt.

Thb docnrmant is e ROD apecifice*y for thc badtbona infrartucturs portion of the SPA aa
dcccribcd in lhc EIR/EIS, and addreraca only tfioaa inpocle aerocigtad wifi tlte mnatsuctlon d
thr orr*slla en'd off.tita infteelructurc within and sdjamnt to the SPA. lrnpack to webcs of the
U,$. wnuH be furthar avoided and rninimiaed as e r€sull of the Amcndsd Propoeed Ba*bone
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Psmil Dacisirn !D: SFK-2fl17{2159

lnfuaatruclura Altemathre (ar deaclbed ln Secthn lll.e.S behrrl, and there h no cubsfantial
chsnga h cnvhonmenlnl irnpecta thstwarmttha praparsthn of a suppl*nnntEl Environmen0Bl
Atacccmcnt or ElS, Scperrta RODr orsupplrrnuntrldlclrlon documcnts tvlll bl eomplabd ln
ths firturc for lha I propartlac proporcd fur dewlopfllant within tht SPA" Tha Originelly
Prcpoced Backbone lnfra*Fucturs Attemrtiv€ inwlwn Sn direfrwge of fll{ metsrhl into 14"$7
acrsa of andF, and offtite wskrs af tfle U"S. As suctr, a Deparlment a{ th* Army parmit und€r
thc Regulaiory Prognm ie raquired.

l. Brcftground: $ee SEctbn I of llrs AuguEt 12, 2011, ROD for a oompbtc background of tfrs
SPr4, including the propoetd Bsdfione lnfrsalrucfure Pmj*ct.

ll. FrcJffil Purpo* rnd i{rrd

r. Purpou: Construct on-ells rnd orfi-sile bsd(bone lnfrs$ruc{uru, conaialing of roeds,
utility linra, snd vrnlar supply infrartruoturu, to rrryt *rc futura ncodr of a hrge-ccela, mired-
usc dcvabpmant on lh* $PA"

b. l{rod: $acremento Counly has bcan undcryoing contlnuout growlh, and lnereced
hourhg nmdr hrw bcpn ldanllfbd *ithin mslam Srcrsfllento Go'r,rnty, ln oddltlan, thc Clty of
Foirom b ncar bulld-out wllhln ltt e$ttlng ilmlb rnd balicwc lhfi rddltlonrl lendr for lh fuhttr
gtottri}t t*ould bs roquirud. ln rcmrdraatwilh tfie plsnnsd gra[,th in routh<lrlem Srcrrnur$o
County, devrlopcrs purcfi*sed propcrty in tha Fohorn Sphcre of lnfluene gros, gnd ttr€ City sf
Foisom signed an MOU wl[l thc $ecramenls LAFGo for futsre devdopment of th€ propoacd
prci€et tita, to mact ldentlfiBd and crpactrd hourlng dcmende. Ba*bom lnfraEtruclun (e.9.
rotdt, Sellt, untrr rnd rttitr infndructuro, rnd rlom drch lnfrrrtructuru| k nardd to
accsmfllodats ths mixqd-ure dawlqpmsnt vslft the SpA"

lll. Altrnrdwr: A reasonable nnge of alternafiva$ tyere eonslderud in lh€ ElRlElS lcr both
lend*rm and unttr-eupply, indudkrg badrbone lnkarlructura" Ths Auguet 12, 2011. ROCI h
tha $PA rwluslcd t}rc practicrbiflty ol tha on-rltr r]lrrnrtlwg lor lht SPA, but did rd rnek; rny
decitbnr rugrrdlng src bcaftbonc lnftselructuru. On Srptcmbs g, 2012, iln epplicrnt
submtttcd Altsmaliwg lnfonnation for 6 backbone inlrartructure rlhmativse, wfiich ould further
refina the Originelly Fropred Eackbone lr$iadnrcture AltemsUva es anelyzed in the EIRGIS
by avo{ding and mlnlmldng u.atrtr dthe U.S" Thc applicaatl Ahpmeilmr lnlormallon abo
stwtt b provida lnfornstlon nactsssry to dstrrmlnr compllencs wlth lhc U.S. Envhonmqtal
RElrrction A4cncfr Scction 4${{bl{1} Guithlinar {Guiddirnr}, Thcr rltmatlws unrs nol
finrluetad ln the ElRlEl$ or ROD for lhe SPA, Any one Ef fte rppfiicsnt'r efEmrtiurr for lhG
backbone infrastructure, ereFt for on6, aFp€sr tc ba praclirxble bated sn cost, loglstlc*, and
existing lrcfinology. Hev*ewr. fow of ths sh afismativse uruuld ru*ult lrt awldane of less than
113 rcru of wetrru of thc U.S. ln ordr to iruxlmlzc thc rvoHancr Ef wrbm of the U.8. rnd to
drtcrmlnc wfr$t cornblrutlon d thur ufhrnttivrt lr pncficrblc, lhc I rltlrnrtivu* trovidad by
the ryp$Hnt h*n barn csmblned lnb 4 albrnat'yer, bercd on locelion and maxirntring
awldancp of walere of ttle U.S. and include; the Arnaldad Propoead Baskbon€ lnfrastsustJre
Alternatlvt {Eeston Vallcy Pa*way {WG6i} snd Scofi Rosd Albmethc}: Easton Valley Fafiwey
(Erct} ard Emplru Rendt ked Aftemeilw: $Sccl'A' rnd Orft Arrcnue Altcrnetir,"; and Ea*lon
Velby Perkway (lffeet), Esilon Vrllay Parkwey (Ea*t), Sco[ Roed, Empirc Rench Ro!d, Strsct
'4" and Osk Awrua Altsrnaliw, The followlng backbono sttrmstivls m being eveluElcd for
csmFlianca with ths GuiddinEg,

.. AllrrnetivsConrldrnd:

Pag ?d20
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P*nnll Declrbn lD: SPlt-300t-031 59

'1. Altrndw 1; Ho Agllon tlbrnrtln: Thia allsmrthne nlould r*ult h no impccb
to r$Elrrs of tho U.S. as e rsult of ths *onebuctkrn sf ondF and off-eite infratFudure. Tlis
allernafive srould be accorn$iehed lhrough the construaton ol *i@er owr sll untars of $e
U.$. hr roads snd tnlls, and dlrudhrul $lll[rg brncsth rli wrbre of tha U.S. for thr inttrlhtion
af utlllty llnar. Brcruec d thc locaffon of thc wrtrn o{ lhc U"S. wlthln thc propcd Eeckborr
lnfrsrlruo*urr sr'!l, t minimum of 30 rddillonal bddga niould nmd to ba oonrbudrd te fuml
thia eltrmrtiw. Thc Corpq har dettrnlnod fret lhk elbmative h rpt Fraeilcrble, &to ts lhe eost
for the coo truc{ion af additbnslbddps and diredbnaldrilling forutility linee.

7. Allrrnffiur 2: Oilglnrl Propomd Brcfbonr lnfilrrntrtltn Alhrnrtlvr: Thlr
cllcmrthic nta rnelyad in lhc ElRlElS rnd wsuld rllow for phetrd inplomonhtlon of thc SPA
to &rvs Sra comprahnrfug nsedr of lhe entire plan ersr in a aagmcnled, plm*ad rnrylner, Tha
prcpooed Backborp lnfnetructure proiecl includrs m€ior rmdr and traite, water and sarryor
inhastr,rctuc, rnd storm dnin infret$ucturc. Becsuta of thc unccrtain$ of edfaornt
dalelopnent, lhis allcrnaUw lnoorporatec thc phaacd implemcntaffon o{ lhe gnrpwcd
beckbons lnfraslructuru. The lmpactr for eech rpecillc phacc would bc ddermlnsd prbr to
lnilhtlon of mnatructlon activitiae in tvetera of tha U.E. Thie rltarnrliw *loUH ruuh ln kngacts to
14.97 Ecrea of wahrr of thc U"S,, in*Jdhg 19"02 ccF6r on"eilc ard 2"3{$ seres off-sita.

Roads: This slhmsliur uouH inolude maJor clrculatlon roads that would a,erue the
rnliru $PAgnd rqion.

Pedoctrian8asyule Tnrile: Thig altcrnstirra wuuld include r nalvrc* of Clara I and ll
biqrcb haile lhat wouH pravidc connectivity to haib in $ecramcnto srd Et &rado Counliar" A
multl-Lrse trell rysEm wquld prsvid€ pedeatdan and bicyde linkage lhroughout tha SFA ar€s"
Tha propoocd hll* rrnuld tl/plcally oonri*l of F ta 12-foat wide pewd traih. Only lhose tralh
ocruning w{lhin oFGn 3p6cr rrule hrw bacn lncorpontrd wilHn tlrr prcporad Beckbonr
lnhrltuctura application. Propoccd brilt loqdhd within ryocific projcet tFms tr.g. th.
Garpenter Rsncfi qr Folcom Ssuth sib) haw bean incsrpnted into thoee appliestione.

$rnltery $crer: Thh albrnatlw indudw main ganilery rarrcr ryilem planncd for thc
SPA, thoa* lsr*rra located in meJor roa*rayx aa well ar srrparete sar€r llnrc rnd ofi.cltr
coqnsctionr undsr High$ray 50.

Orainage ard Flood Control: Thie altiumative includcg dehantbn and wat€r quality
bsrlna hat aenre areas gruatcr lhan tha indivl&sl pnrperti* o'n whldr thcy are locahd,
Indudlng om basln loeslcd off-rlh, Jwt wcrt sf tha $PA, on thr trcrt clda sf thc atlrtlng Frailh
City Road.

Water $upFly: This sltemetivaursuld induda the oonstrrrtlon sf ridt€r lines and a
waiar treatrnent plant, whicfi wculd br loealsd ln tha muftlvast poilion ol lh6 SPA"

Accsrding tq lnfurmaUon sukttlttsd by tha applicant, thls eltsmrthp wsuld rwult in
*onrtn ntisn coate Ef spproxirftrtaly 0 I 5,?81,0O0.

3, Altrmrfivc $: Anrudad Fropord Brckbons lttftrstru€firru l[trnrrtlw
(Errton Vrlhy Prrhmy {ttUrrtt rnd Seff Rnd Albnntlyr}: Ttris altarnatiw ulsLdd
*nmrporrt* the meJoity sf fre futtrrq p{,l,ilsmrtivc 2, but rruH rsrult in sddlUonel rwidrnw
of wetsra of lhe U"S. tftrough ths rutlignmcnt of thr propoead Earton Vallay Frrkwry on the
CErportter Ranch dte on the wsetom elda of thc SPA, ard realignment qf the erlslinE Seatt
Rmd on the Folssm South 8ile. aad worid arcki irnpecte to an addltbnal 1.06 acree d a
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seaaon€luntland loet€d nor& ol the proposed €aalon Valley Parkway. and 0.26 acres of
intcrmlthnt drelnegc on tta Folcom Sudh ritc. Reelignmcnt of Easbn Valley Pe*rrnay lWagtl
ttuould ttrult ln fic lotr of 2.20 sstc of davrlryrhlc hnd pmpord m iltr Crrpantr Rencfr
elle, end rcrlignrncnt of Scoti Rd umdd ruault in tlu b:s of 1.50 ffnB Ef dw&pabb land
ppFoesd on tfua Folapm Ssuth Slte. Thlt elter$stive wwld be rammplkhed $rrough the
consfucllofl of rbpe embwtkmanfuc and ttrc retainlrg walle elong tha pno,posed Eaeton VEllsy
Parkwey {Wert}, and thlftlng tha ctnter{lne of thc ardtllng Soott Roed 80-fwt b &E eEtil so thc
pnopoaad dgc of pemmeirt matdtc thc adaling aQe of pEwmrnt ruplrermrnt of c$*ttrg
urudarslad culvtr€, rnd tht concsus.tlon d r brgc rqtrinino wall. $lmilrr es Altcmaliw 2,
baceuoa of lht uncarFinly of adjrcant dewlopmrnt, thia rtemaffve incorpr*ter lhr phaecd
implamcnHion sf the propoead bgckbone inftaerudurp. The impse fur sa$h specific phaae
urould be determinsd pdor to kritlation of constouriion edivtties in uruhrs of thc U.S, Baeed on
informethn rubmlilcd by tho rpplicant, thic sllarnatlua rru{d ruadt ln addlthnalmnstruction
coate of $1,26i+.0$0 {epproxlmetcty 7.gf6 grlrtu lhrn tfrc Orlglnal Prropoaad Scd6ons
lnfredructurc Fnrject).

4. Alhrndlw {: Errton Vrlhf Frltury {E rt} rnd Enrpln Ranch Rmd
Strrnrtfur: This eltarneilw ntould kroorporats lhr rnajorlty of thc fuaturas of AlhmatFm 2, b{,t
wnuld rarull ln addltiunrl rroldsncr ol wEtaru of ffrc U.S. through tl* rffillgnmrnt of thr
propoccd EsElsn Vtlloy Frrkusy on tha Foleom South 8it€, nnd cellgnrnrnt of thr prspsnsd
Empire Rancft Rmd site, on lhe Folsom Haights Froprrty, on the BFst*Tl nide of tha $PA, end
ttould resudt in thc awidance of an addifionel 0.0"21 ecr€ of ,s€€p, vtrnel pooi, and inbrmlttanl
dralnaga cn lhe roulh sHa of tr€ propoced Eastosr Vallcy Por*uny, and 0"07 scre gf E€asonal
wstlartd to thr teet of ttu ptopocd Emplra Rln*r Rosd. Thir rltrmrdtra wuuH mult h Sre
loar of 0-4& rcnrr of dcwloprbb lerd propor,rd on thc Fokcm South ritn. Rarllgnmrnl of
Esotpn Va$ay Fr*my {East} wsuld ba accompiirhed Stre4gh adlufrng lhc horlpntd rrd
verticslaligrnrnent of Eastq,n Vsllry Farkway, snd oonrhuciing a neteinlng welland alop
embanlmenls near the $EUand fsature. and raal$nmant of the ptsposod Emplre Randr Road
would omurthrough the conabudion of a netrainlng *rll. Baaed on infonnsllcn rubrnltisd by fiw
rppllcant, tlrlr allramrtirc wsuld rusult in addltbnrl conr.truction corta of up to S750,000
{rpprq*nrte$ a.76iC gnait€rlhen thu Originelftopond Bocltbonc lnftrrtnrcturr Roitct}"

5" Alhrmtiw i: $lrsrt *A" ind Oak Awnur Albrnrthrul This eltwnElinre uould
lncorporate the majclty of ths feelurpe of Altcrnstlw g, bd umuld rwult ln additlonal awidancg
of wetcre of tht U.S. firough lhr realignmrnt of tis propoa{rd Strurt *A'on tha northom bordar
of thc propo*rd Sacrerncnb Gountry Dry School rlts, in ttro routft-mrtrm pcrtion cf tra SPA,
*nd real$nment of ths prepemd ffi Awnue klcated ncartha G*shm boundary of fic
proposed Folsom 580 ai[e, i,n fre soutlHrcttum porlion of *re SPA" Th8 allemative would avqid
an rddltionalCI.OT acrr of sGgsonalrctland and inhnnittant dreinegr rou$r of tha propoeed
StstGt ?,'tnd 0.7H rqr cf curonrl wetlend niydcr uert of lhr proporcd Orlt Ararnuc. Thlg
sllematiw wEuld FErrlt in ths her 1.10 rcrra of dcwlogcblc land propotcd on thc Foleorn
Souih and Saqsnante CounFy Day Schoql rib, lnd lhe lsse af 38.7 acrcs sf davdopaHe
lard propotsd onlhe FElsom f60 sfte" Rerlignrmen{ sf Stcet'A'wurld arnid portions of e
saasonal nrstland stitsle snd internitlant dralnagc thmugh lfis cone&ilction I rulain,ing unell,
tthlc& weuld lmpact a Bortion of the lntcminent drelnaga, and rcellgnmant of Oak Awm,rs lo lhe
aast inlrolvG tha mnoFwilon of a brtdgc and rn eddltlonglwebr qurllty datantion bodn., Berrd
on lnforyn*tlon esbmin€d by tha applicard, thie albrnatirn wuld rGuun in rddithrpl enetruction
cosla sf $5.830,000 {apprnxlrnatep 36"9% gruahr thsn th,a Ariginsl Propoaed B*okbone
lrfraelructlre P@ct).
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G. Atrirm*ivr 6: Erlon Vrllry Frrlrrry fillhrtl, Scott Rotd, Errfton Vrlhy
Prrkwry {Erut}, Emplrr Rrncft Rold, Strr t {Al rnd Orh Arrnur Alimnrtiw; Thh
rlternatlw ir a wnbination of gll of the altamsliw degcrFsd in lll{a[3] * (S] abow. aad vrrould
evold an additional 2.45 acrae of trvEteru af src U.S. orrcr the Or$inal Froposed Bectcbo,ne
lrrfrsslrudure A,ftemstivr lhruugh rcellgnrncnt o{ dx cxlsilng and pmpoaad m{ft thnoughout thc
SPA. Thlr Elbmttfilc would rurult h thc lo*c of 4l"B *crrr gf davobpmrnt proporud on thr
Folrom South, Crrpon&r Fhnch, Sacrumanle Counff Day Sdpql, and Folcom 5,60 dtqr, Thlc
elt{native twuH ttst*t in additbnglcsndnrctisn metr of apFr$dmstety t7,E34,0&'
iapproximately 49.Str6 grcater than the Odglnal Propoaed Bsckbone lnfrsstructurs Frtie€f).

b. Drhrmlnrtlon of Prr-tlcrble Altrrnrtlvu: Thc Corp* has dalcrmlnrd lhst
Altarnrtlwa 1, 5, ttd I ara not prsctlcrbd; dua b tha torte rrc€€lat€d udth lhc co*rtrucJbn of
addtionel br$dgnr, dlrectional drilling cf ulility lines. and tfie snelruction sf an additiqnel storm
water quality detEntion basin. ln addition,lhe Corps hee detcrmined ihat altsmstivs 2, 3, end 4
maet &e purpoto and need of lhe propo*d adlon, and are practleble b€$€d on costs,
logirllcc, rnd sxhtng lccfrnology.

c, Environmrntrlly Frrfurrd Altrrnrtiw: Ths anvlronmcnhlly prafenud
elbmatiw k Albmativs 3. the Arnanftd Backbona lnfraslructurc Alttmatlw. luhich conrists of
the original prupoEed prci€ct with tha inoorporalion of arnidanae of unEtars of thG U.S. included
ln lhs Easton Vellay Par*way {Wcrt} Alttmeliw and the Smtt Rd Altcautw. This
slbrnatlw vrmuld rasull ln farrar lmpaclc to rquatic fltlourc'rr thrn prrdicable allcrrrrtivu I and
4, lmptctt to urstsrs of the U.g. frun Fu anvircnmcnlelly prufccrd altamEtivr wquld br se
folhvus:

WollrndrlWatrrr OrFSih Wthrs
b$l

Off-Sitc
Wrtss {ecl

Iqbl Webra
{lg}

Vamel Fool
SearonrlWelrand

0.424 0.316 0.9{0
1.231 0"00r 1.292

$qs!ortllU@!U_UF_
Seep
fulareh
GrrCh/Channal

4.930 4.9E5
o.€17 r.000 0,817
o.0r? ..140 1.457
t.181 0.4s 1.807

lntonnltbnt DrrlnnEo t.494 0.044 r.539
D{tdr 0.358 0.363
Fond 0"85A 0.982

Total; 11.302 2.349 't9.651

lV. Comrmntr oa tlr Frbnnry 1I, 201t, Psblk t{etlcc tor thr Fropored Brdrbonr
lnfrrrtruclun, Grprntrr firnch, rnd Fobom Ssutlt Prqpcnr rnd Gorp Rrtponr

t. Putlic Hothr Commntr

1. U.$, En*ronn*tfil Frdrcrio* lgrncy {fP*}; On Mera{ 11,2013. EPA
proddrd the commtnts vle cmcl on thc Februry 12, ?$13, publlc nolioc for lhr plopqsad
Erchbona lrufnstruchra. Cupcnltr Ftanclt, end Folaom Soulh ProJatta, EPA'r commcnb
rclatcd to dtwlopment d erch of tha 3 ptuiccts in tha publlc notim, end the enlirE SPA, but
w€ra not rslaled to epacificelly the proFosed BEckbcnp lnfraetructurE Pruled bctrXg euaft.nbd in
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tt& ROD. EPA expressed concemr rbout *rE 'Ehallenget fis apglicentr fEoe in findbq
approFrista klrdr rnd guintltlec d mthnd hibltlt to o{lrat th: rurrly 30 ecrrt d lmpec{.. EPA
ah&d thrt thay brllcvs thrt tharr ia a lecft of rulleble comprnrehry mlUgrllon ayrlbblc for
irtpactc in tfr $PA. EFA elso *xpramcd @nerm thrt thrru ir 'inrdrqurtr inluntory lof rqur{c
rorruro*l in exiating brnlc to mcrt thc dsmrndr' of rll of the pntlr{s cunsntty proposd
withln mrtsrn Samamento Colrtty {e.9" SunGrcelq Gordqve HiSs. lt ather Specifrc Ftan}. ln
Eddi0on, EPA exprcsscd thcir bdlrf $nt a mifigalion rafro d 1:1 ln Crllfornh it inadqurtc. snd
eftcr ap$ying hc Gorps mlfuetlon rulio uillng chrdrllgt" th;y bahw thrt thr rufo wuuH bc
nttcll ovcr 1:1.' EFA alao rtrtcd thrt il ir unecaptrbla b ofird lhc hts of fie typc* of watrru
on thr SPA rita with 'dittinc{ircly diffrrunf, wrtsrr typec such ae lhore fourd at Sra Coeurnnx
River Millgation 3ank" EPA? commente further sbtsd thet while it'miglrt bc rceronlbl* to
o{Isct somtr of thc prolact lmpectr {c.g, mma of the 'rivalnt rrc$m&"}, thu rerosree et the
Cocumnce Rlrur mltlgathn ha* rrc fun#onrlly rnd afucturally difiurert from tha lorn gradlant
gccrland hrbltrtr ollhc Folcom rrar.*

ln sdditbn, EPA Fttach€d theircammentg on the Final ElRlElS forttre SFA, rtthldt
oontained tha bllmtring commsnE:

(el EPA atrprtercd ooncrm thai thc appllcent* rnd lhc City d Faleom hevo nnt
thown a nard for Srt propoccd prdrct in lhfrt of chrngct ln rrglonal houclrq marftstr, rnd
rccommendod lhrl tl* Coryr molu ftoroughly errmine the bsie fiorlhs City uf Folrom'r
prudictions regedmg popdation growltr and davsbpmenl noeds.

(bl EPA erpresrad lhoir bellaf ttlat thc Nq USACE Pcrmlt Altarmtiw end thr
Ragoilr* lmprct Mlnlmiratbn AlErnrtlw rvsluabd in thc ElfrEl$ provida algnl$crntly rudued
Edverus anvirpnrncnhlinpec'lr snd rscommrndsd that thrr€ lws alterna&we be refinsd lo
rneet lhe SacrsnEnto Araa Cosncil of Gorrammenta {SACOC} deneity and srnart groudr goels,
and thsi wl0t thcsc dacign modficaihn, thc lerg damagilrg altarnrtiwc may pova lo ba
prac*lcabla.

{c} €PA ststd thal prc{cct-fsvelelbrmtiwr may be ineon€idet}t y{ilh fte
prcgrenunalis nEture of fte EIFVEIS in that'moru avold-no€ and minimize$on may be
necsserry at lhe prujec{ lsrnl h mekc a findlng th6t thc pmpoocd proJcct tc the LEDPA.' ln
eddlthn, EPA rxpna*ad con*fi thltoon*a tho largar awdsnca rnd mlnfonlation depr have
bcan lakrn hrough tha NEPA piocsii, thr rcopc ef changc that odd o6cur et frr pro{rct lrwl
rnay be lkribd.' EPA glrc contnucd to €rFr€ls Src objcstim tfiey rabed in thc Drafi ElfUElS.
*trting ttnt the cart criteria uEd witrrfui lhe Oreft EIFUEIS to elimlnEte sorne altenntfuee lor the
Carpentcr Ranch site rruerc ,nappropnate.

(d) EPA stsbd that, given ltu lnformatlon pruvidrd ln lhc FlnalElR/ElS, thd it
hee rui ltrt bcan damor*rtrrtcd lhet eddltionelawHrnca rnd illnimLa$on l* Fnpractlcabla, and
unUl he d&rrninetiac of the LEDPA la mlde, die$ulsion of oompencabry m$lisfftbn is
premetur€. EPA further mmrrpnH hst the Flnal EIR/EIS wsg ddchni in lhat it did nol contrin
E dlscussion af thc compating nccda on mitigafion benk crcdlb ln lha rcglon. EPA crprarscd
lha hilH thrt tha $outh Secrrmrnto County Hebltel Consarmllon Phn {SSHCP} rnnuH rrqutru
ar nrny, lf nqt mora, of frr crudllr fnt rrs rwlhbla at lhc appraned mitigation bsnhu in thc
area, EFA ertcrted *rst the strterner{ wiihin ills Finnl EIR EIS thet emple crrdta ere evsilsble
to oonrpenaata forthe impecte of fre gropoaad praioct, *,ihout lafting lr& account eddltlonal
future dcmcnd ie not adequatc. ln addlthn. EPA mmmanld tftat the propoced mltlgntion raUo
of 1:1 la lnadequelo, clfing rtudlar thel haw fosnd that srara rlt frw mitlgslion prolrcts wittr
conr,hrctad vpmsl poole ihet oonrFlrtl hvorably b nslurel planl communitcc" Thcru{ors, EPA
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gbtc{t that e compensabry mldgallon nth of grlrkr thrn 1;1 lr ncodod b rccliclicrlly ilccl
lotsaa ard mrst tha rp-net-lose qf lunctionr threrhqld. EPA abs srsrttd thct ra\Gml dthc
lieted mitlatirn banka ar" locatsd far lrorn tha propd arca and out of the lmrnediate watsrshed,
gnd rnenyof tbc avaihblc cmdiF seout+f*ind.

Corul Rtroqrr: WiSr rugrrdr ta EPA'I *ommrnb rrgi.dlrg ruitrblc compcffi{rbry
mifurtlon for impark ruoc*rtad with thl po,pocad projad, thc appticant hrt o{frnd to
compansata for impads b wabra of tha U.S. through ths purclsre s{ ffrdib from tha
C.oaumnes River Floodplain Miligetion Benk for impecte to sessDnal rcfitendr, ;eaeooal wEiland
$inics, s€ep6, matshes, crapks, lntermltFnt dralnegos, dilcfrss, and pcnds, and ttnough the
purcha* of crsdltE fiurn lhs Tmd Hlll Rrnch mltlgatlon brnh for lmprc& to wrnnl pools. Both
Cocumncs River Floodpletn MiliggCIon Brnk snd Tord Hil Ranch ronlrh tho proporad projtct
on slts end offaitr inFassucturs wilhin thair *ervie rrss. ln ordert0 dshrnd'ns the applppriats
amount d compensatory rnitigalion rcquirad, tha Corys hes utilizsd tfrs South Pacffic Olvislon
Mll$atton Ratlo Setllry Checkllat for eadr type of wabr proposcd to be impacted. which ls
located ln Appendir A.

Vlle concur with thc EPA'I comrnant thrt in *orne c.r.r oompGnrshry mltigetion wpuld bc
out-of-kind, padicuftnrty br irnpaobd sGF, dllchar, rnd psndr- ln rmordarrea with 33 GFR
332.3{bX8}, the Corpe hag detenninad thaton-aite. in{tird mltigntion ia nqt practlcable or k
unlikoly lo oompansate for the pmposed impecb. The purchrru of flood$aln moseic credlte ts
componmtc for lmFads to Jurlrdldhnnl dltdrm ald pondr wor$d rulrdt ln oonwnion frorn s
rebliwly common wclsr Upc to e ffircr rrnbr typc* and la tharsbrr approplhta. ln rddltlon,
becgusc rerps csnnot bc replamd throqgh Formitbi rerponeibb mnaFuction or mitigrtion
bank pttrchaoe, lhe Corpe hae debrnined that lt ls spprupriale to allmv out-of-kind
compenratory ml$galhn through the purchare of tbodplaln mocalc crsdlls at an lncmased ratlo-
Thc Corpc lut daltnnlncd liet ln*lnd oqnptwbry rnlUgation can &cur fur raaronal
watlande, rgsconsl urotllnd tmfee, rnaffifiw, cr6ck, end inlcrmitlcnt drrinegc impactr with ths
purchare of ftoodp{ain nroeeic snd llood$ain riparien credltr at hc Cocumnce Floodphin
Mitlgation Bfin*, and forwrnalpools et the Toad Hlll Ranch Miligatlon Bank. Becauee the
propo*ed orrsite and offrlte Backbons lnfraclrurllrrc would occurwithln tqm diflersnt
HLlC *atsrhEd. diffarant mitigatlxr retlog ur€re detarmired for lhe water* of thc U.S"
arch of tlrsc rmtcrcludr.

Sdigit
withln

The Corps has detennined lhd the follouing mmpensatory mltigetlon ie requfird ln order
to compen*ate tor impacts to waterg sf thG U-S. as e luEUII of thc propoaed bacftbaoe
infreafuduc pmmlt:

3. To compcnaate fsr lhe losa of juricdiotional ditelue, pond*, and mmhcr, lhc spplicant
twuld be roquirad to plrcheee ffoodplEin rnoesic ru-establishment credlte frsn the Cs€umn€r
Ftoodplaln lilitlgafnn Bank at a nttio of 1:1.

b" Cruel*#chsnnals and krtrrnrlttcnt dralnagaa:

1" Ta oompensats for the loes of ctgok*rchennek end intsrmittent drainageE looatEd
in lhe Lomr Amerhan Rftter 8{,tglt hydrdogic unit code {FiUC} naterchad {0180U0111}, the
appllcantunuld bc raquirud trolpurchesc fioodphtn ripriran re*Etrbllrhmsnl ilsdlts firm tha
Co'gumnaa Floodplain h{iligetion Bank at a rstic of 2:1.

7, To mnnpanrEtc fqr the brr of crstkc/charrrsl* rnd lntcrrniltant drainegcu heatad
in he Upper Co*umnac River &digit HUe waGrstpd {18040013}, the apptfuan{ *uuld he

Pagn 7 of20

292



Pernit Dccitirln lO: SPK-!00?-0I1SO

raqdred lo Fu:chme floodplain riparhn r+.e$llehrnant sudlb hm tha Cosurnnea Fhodplain
Mitlgetlon Earrft at s ratlc of 1:l

F. Soncsnrluctlandc rnd rcuonalunthnd rrydr*:

1. To compeassis fbr he toen of eaasonal wctlands end rasoncltrvotland arnaler
locatsd in tho Lorcr *rnarlcan Rhrur B-d[it t{UC nrgbruhed, he applicent wqrld be roqulrud b
purchorc froodpldn monlc ru+rhbltshmont arditr liom *ra Corumncr Fldphin Mlfigrtbn
Brnk rt s irllo of 1.3;t

2. To cornpeneate fur lhe lgFE sf saaaonal rrntlendr end rasonsl urstlend nrveles
locabd in the Upper CoEurnncs Rlwr SdUft HUC tnataruhed, the appllcant urould be requted ta
prrcfitru lloodplaln moealc res*aMahmpnt sudttc fiom frs Go*urnner Fbodplaln Ml$gaffon
Bank at e ralio of 1:l

d. $eopa

1. To ampensatE for thc bas d *eepe locetrd ln Uls Lorrur Amoricgn Rtwr Sdlgit
HUC wabnhrd, tilc rpfllcent wmld bt raqulrad b purchm floodphln mocdc ru-
eslabll*hrpnt mdlb Fom tht Columnlt Floodphln Mi$grllon Brnk st r retlo of {:1

l. To oorrpeneata fnr he losr of lsep locehd in ilre Upper Co*umrnc Rlwr E"d[it
HUC walar*hd, fte appllcant w.ouH be rcqulrud h purcfrasa floodplaln rnosah re-
aslsbll*mcnt crudlts frorn thE Cooumnag Floodptaln Mttlgatlon Barrt rtr rutlo of 3:1

a. To companrah forths loe* of vpmrl pooh, tho applicanl rrrlouH bc lequir€d purchase
vemel pool crsatiofi cr€dits l?sn tha Tsed Hill Mifteliwr Be,nt et a ratio of 1:1

Eand on lhc abow mlilgntlon ra0o6, lha spp{icent would ba raqulnd trc purcfia* ftc
follnring ccdhL to compcnrde for irnpr*{e arroc'bbd wlth thc propomd Bacl&ona
lntrestrucluru ftuiae{:

IVeliandslV{alers

Fool

lmqadad
AntotE!

-.Jrgl-0.S/m

Faoufupd
&€dilr

-

0"gtlo

Crsdit Tvoe

Flodplain h4malc

Floodplain Riparlan

Mqmb

Banh

Gosumnes

Coeum'nee

Corunnaa
Coaunner

1.292 1.86t
$rnronel Woilend
SilslE
F?eE-- "
Marah
effinct
lntcrmlllrnt
Dnlnror

4.985
--T3T? -"

1-+qI
1.,919*

r.538

6"319

-Eril1.464_ry_
2.971

0.383
0.85t

$"363
ond 0.452

Tstal: 13.664 20.107
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BaE€d qfi an April 24, 201{, rsvisw of lhs Raguhtory ln-Ueu Fse and Sank Informetion
Traddng Sy:tem {FlilTS}, the Costmnes Floodplain MiUgaffan Bar* tns 113.98 swllablc
ffmdplah mosslc qedltc. and 19.{85 arrilablc flmdpldn rlpe,rian cradlh, and thc Toad Hlll
Ranch M*tlgnlio{r Benk hsa t,0? pvrfleble tcmsl pool *faHhhmsnt crudltr. Thsrcfor!, tic
Csrpe her determined hat thc impach o{tfr6 proporod Badrbona llftrrtructurr permil cen br
appmgrbtdy rnitigntad lhrough the purchrao of milfintion bonk credils es dcscribsd sbwe, gnd
thal both lhr Goeumnae Riwr Floodplein Mlllgetion Benk end lhe Toad Hill REncfr Mitlgation
Brnk haw sufficient cred e s\lallsbh to compeneate k these trnFac&.

ln rasponse to EPA'* commrnt (El on the Flnel ElR ElS, be$d on futura groH#i
proiadions, tha Ci$ sf fulrom snd tfia rpplicent hnw dderminad that firerr is e naad fur
horolng atd commercialdsvelopmant wlthh eouh-erabm $ecremrnto County. ln eddition, on
Janutry 18, 2011, the Locei Agency Formation Commiaslorr {LAFCo}, approwd fre apFllEation
by thn Cfry of Foleom to snn6x tha propooed SPA arra lnto lhc Clty of Fo{ram. ln addfition, thc
cctt{llcathn of the EIR srd sppmral of ths Specifc Pbn and e$ing anlilltmanle by lh; Cig of
Folrom hdicgtf, a futurt nctd fsr raaidrntiel erd comrnudal urar ln thr 8PA. EPA hrc not
provlded lnfurmatlon to indieab that fitrr le not r futuru nied furdenrulopmanl ln routheaetern
SacrarnsntE Caunly.Tharefore, baeEd on awilable information, sto Corpc hs* datsrmingd that
tfwru b s need for rasidentiel and commen*alderelopmant vuilhln southe$t€in Sscnarnento
Co{rnty ln ordar to raoct futryc gr&vlh proJecttonr.

ln rrrponm to EFA? commant {b} on thl Finel ElFlIElS, th* prufcct undor conridcretion is
nd ttra rpsldpntial and emmerpbl dovelopment gvaluahd in the EIR/EIS, but lc lhe Fropomd
baskbona infraelructure iio aupForl thEse propoeed daraeloprnetts. Tha bEckbone infiafiruEture
we* lncludEd er pertof aac* sl thc dcwloprnrnt*lhm*thrcs evelu.esd ln tfta EIFUEI$. As
steted sbow, the Corpe hr* dctermlnad that the No Actlon Altqrnallw lor he badcbonr
infratlructura, which ie ths rama ec lhg No U$AC€ furmit Albmrtiw evEluebd in trs EIR/EIS,
ie nol p,recticable, due io lhc rn*nber of bridgec thet would be requirud, and iha dirtotionel
drflltng rqulred for the inctellqtbn of ulillV liner. Mth regads to ths Rssurca lmpac-t
Mhimlzation Altcmaffw ariElusied ln tha EIH/EIS, lhc berJ&sna lnfraetructuru assoclahd ulth
tf& ctbmrtivr *nuld rmult ln thr rrnrt lrnpacta b wrt*rr of tlrc U.$" m lhc Ortglnelly
Propocad Esckbone lnfra*tuctun Allarnrlivt. Thc cumn*y propoud Bacttbonc lnfrtbucturs
ProJect muH rccutl in hrrgr impacte tro wstlrs sf lhc U.S, lfran ths bsctrbo$€ inffirgFudsre
wwld for the Fhrouroe lrnpact Minimiartlon Altemsfrru svduclsd in tho EIRJEIS, ar the
Reeourcc lmpnct idlnirnlzatlon Albmatlw includd the sarfi€ imFacta ta walera d tha U.$. for
backlone lnfrastructunt as tho Otiginelly Froposad Bachbone lnfrrgtsucfir.lrs Altarnetivr.

Wlfi rcgads to EPA'I comrRrnt (c) on lhr Finel E|FUEIS, thc epplicant hra incorponhd
addltional evoldanoe of watera ae r meuft sf addilional cvaluation of rltsrnrti$ec. The Corpe haa
detarmined ltrsl u&lle these addlfionslalternatives rmre nd avahntad in the E|RJE|S, they *till
fa$ within the raatoneble range o{ alLmatJws cvsluatsd ln the EIR/EIS, and dE not rcprcsant
an inctsage in cnvlronrncnlel lmpmb bcyond thms addrtrrcd ln h6 EIR/EIS. Thcrefure. a
*ugphmr,nhl dac*lon documcnt b not roqulrud b rmlfee lhsm sfilcb. EPA'r commcnt
rogerdlng the propo*€d Carpenlar Rsnch sib is ncbd, and will ba addrssq€d wihin thc ROE or
cuFpl€m€ntal dEckion documsnt for lhet projcot.

Wlh regads to EPA'r commcr{ td} on th6 Ftnsl E}RlElS. wa csncur wllh EFAr atrateme&t
lhrt at th. timf lha Flna*ElR/ElS wre prHfilhrd, trr rpplicanfr fiorthr SPA had nqi
dEmonstsaled lhet addi$qnrlrvoidrnca end minimizalion b imprrclicsbb, and thcr*ru
discussionE of compcnmlory nltfathn $nrt prcnature. The Fcbmry 12, efi3, Publk ltlotle
for lhe proposed $a*bone lnfrssfudure proJee't hduded alternattuee information prepared by
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the app,llcant for revhw ard aFprcval by EPA. EPA dad not provide any specifrc commerds
regardlng tlfa altarnelivus irformstlon. With ragerdr lo EFA'a oommant thet tha Flnel EIFUEIS
tg dcfioisnt ln thrt ft did rpt dlrcusr cornpating naedr on mitlgrtion brnk crudlb ln !h* reglon, ea
*tetrd tbo\t6, rufficlrnt componrelory miligrrtlon €rditr rrs:wlirbla al tha Coerytncr Rlwr
Mlfigellon Ernk rnd Toad HSI Rench Ml$g$ion ban* to mmperurb for impa* of lh€ p.rlpoe€d
pnofeet on unatqt of lhe U.$" We acknowtedga that if allpropored adircns in the rogkrn ere
appmved, them ase rnt srffchntcrudlb aralhble atlhc e$sfng nlUgathn banks" Hcunwr, lt
is not our rutrponslb}lity b cnltrc thct sufildcnt crtdftr aru rvdl*bla far rll proJccG that are
cwruntly proporud, nor h lt fc*qlblo for uc b makc thir detrrmlnrtlo*, rt therE may br
gddlthnal mlllgatlon banks apFrond ln thE future. rnd wr dq not yat knor whsthtr ell propoaad
ptuisste utould be approwd orwhat the requlrad compenaetory mitiggtion would be for thoee
Eojects. lf tharc ere not sufficisnt crudits anEllrble lorfutrlre pn{ect* that are permlttad wlfiln
tk rcglon, thc appllcant br ttoae pruJecte crould need lp citrcr Froposa ard hevr approv,ad
p*tmlttec-r*ponglbh comptnrabry ml$grilsn, or would not bc eblc to comm.ns oonatruclion
untilsufficl*nt crudits aru rvsllebla.

2. trt,lfurrl Smith, PrrrHrnt, K.A. Smllh Coneultlng.lnc;8rndy, Uhh: On
Fetnrary 13. 2013, trls" $mith commentad lhat "($llling Elmst 30 emr of salhnd* in thc per
2t)13 it ebrurd rtgrrdlr* of horrrgood r comprn*rhry ml$grtloa phn b,'ln rddltlon, Mr.
Smlth rtdad lhet'rlmplc Bur*hruc d mttlgdion cndlttr fronr vrrtbnd mtigrfion brnkr b onty
rna*ing mitlgaton brnk dqwlsFers rnd naelde*tfaUindusfial davelopolr ddr while ttm wiHlife
continues to lca criticel hlbitit ntoetrily to aufieln lhcir cor#nlsd rurvlvrl.'ldls" $mih deo
prcvldad har belldthot only s cmall percenhga of w:tfand mlftation praJeok arc euoc.ssft.rl kr
tha long-ttrm, espcchlly blbwlng tha 51plr mor{torlng progrem rrqulnd et pad of r ,t04
parmit. Flndly, Mr. SEtrlst mmmsntrd thlt'vwnd pool rcndtlvs rnd rndrng:red rpccic rnd
mignrtory b,trds nord thsk nttunl hebitat ln lhrlr orlglnal rrcar qf hirbric ffyweys and othcr
ara.s to be pre*ervrd for thair continued survival.'

Coroc Rmaonrr Mr" $mllh'r ommont olfac'tlng to tha phccmcrd of frll metarirl ffio *dmott

30 acrer of wctlendr,' ir nd€d. ln raeordenor with tha Sedior* 404{b}(t} Guidcllnpc, no prrmlt
u,m bt irtucd ficr e pr{act snlffe it iD tho,an to br thc lsrtenvironruntdlf damlglrry
practhsble altemstive, Wifh rsAads to Ma. Sraith'r comm€nt reg*rding uctland mitigefun
proJaatt, bdh the Coaqmnas Floodplain Midgation Bank and ths To&d l'illl tulitlgntion Bank have
gonc thmugh tho mlfig*tbn bank rtr{sw Frrocacs tuqulrud rndar 33 CFR hrt 332, uhldr
incftnlsd axtrrxlvr raryfmr by tc lnlcngcncy Rcvicw Tl€m, raquirrmentr for rhort trn* and
lmg-torm monitoring, ard requb€rnsnts fpr ffnrnciel msurrnoac b rnrurs tucor3s. Thrruhre,
lhe Cprpe hag debrminad thet thare b E likallhroad thet the rstebliskd end r*esbbllEhgd
habltel on lhss6 eltas wlll be *ucceoaful, snd that *la use of theae banks b appropr*ate for
cornpamatory mlffgalhn for the propoecd Bed6one lnfrpslruciluru proj6ct.

V. Conrldrrrllon sf lppliceblr l,.rwr ud Policin

a. l{rlionrl Envimnmrntrl Folira fct {HEP }; The ElRlEl$ wes mrnpletad to ewluate
a rearombh rarqc of hn6'uae {includlng backbone hfrestucfirrc}end wrter-eupp}y
eltsmqtiwc cnd thr cumulallw lmpacts aacocbtad with nlna grojmtr in thc SPA. Eech of ttrs
land usc slhrnaliuas includrd lhe Orfilnnlly Propoeed Eae*,bonE lnfartructu,ra Altrmatlre, ae
deacdbed ln Seclion lll.s.2 ebovs. Tha Sorps follsrad the NEPA pr@Esr, ino{uding noticirry
and timcline rsquirsrnEnb, to produce e documant ftrt dle.6-loscs to he publlcthc probebla
irnpaett of the Frugoced Actlon, hrltirg lnto account mltlgalbn. The EIR/EI$ uras usad ln the
prcparation of thle ROD br lhs on-rils ard off*lte Bachbona ln&artrructuru projrct.
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b. $rc{lon {0t of lftr Glmn ffitrr Act $rctlon {0t of thr ClilA A Scction 401 Wattr
Quellty Cartificstion (WOCI wes iEeuod by ths Ccnlral Vdlsy Ragional Wstrr Quality Contml
Basrd sn Octobar 18, 2013, for lhe proposad Backbona lr*astruoturc proicst,The WQC will be
a oondition of ho permit.

a Endu6rnd Sprdm Acl o{ tSlS: On DecambsrS, 2010, wa hltlated mnaulbtlon
s/im ths United Stales Fi*h and Wlldllfa $arrice {U$FWS} for potcntlel irnprctr of frc Froposcd
proieci sn the Fadareffy-lietad wrnrl pool faiy ahrimp {Ererrltinec{a lyndrl, vcrnel pool tedpolc
shrirnp (Lepkfurus gadrardi), conreftrancy falry shrimp {fimnchfrrocta csnsefinfih}. Valtey
elderberry longhom beetle {De*mocarus cslrfon lflrc dmoryfue], $ecramento Orcutt grars
{OmufitE uiscdr}, and Sbn&r Orcutt gra* {Orcufffe lenui*}. USRffS dstrnnlnad h tha Aprtl 2,
?014, ElobghalOpinion {BQ, Fila l,lumbcr 81420-20t0-F-0620-1} lhal bsUbl br conraruancy
friry r.hrimp, Srcrernento Orsutt g[?r$t, end Slandcr Orcutt grars doec nol oocur in the err-sita or
off€ita infiEafucturs arer, and aufiorirEd ths take of 0.294 acras of habitat for vEmal pool fairy
shrimp and tremal pool tadpole shdmp. and *ix alderbeny strubs. A apecialmnditlnn will be
added to the permit, raqu{rlng compllence with ?he issu€d EO.

d" Flrh rnd Wtldllfir Goordinrtlon fict; The Csrpq haa rrvofisd wilh lhc USFIffS on lhe
proposed prsisct, induding meotinge la obtain input, Ouring EIFUEIS preparalio*, tre Coryr
requastad USFWS be e coopemtlng agency, Alfrough it dedined, ths U$FWS rev$ewed the
dreft of th6 EIR/EIS end provlded cornnentB"

o. ilbgnuron-Ehvrar fLhrry Conrrrvrtion rnd trngrmrnt Act (kgnwon-
$irvut Actl: Thr proped prcjsct is in cornplianca with the Magnuron€tanone Aet Ths
proposed profect and other hn6uaa and wEler-supply alternatiwe wuuld not rssuft in any
impacts to essenthlfi$ habiEt"

f" Sretlon tOG of thl Hrtiond Hlrtodc Pnrwrtlon let: Thr Coryr hae conaultcd
with the Stat€ Hbtoric Preservallon ffics {SHFO} ard fl're Advisory Cor.*nsil on Historic
Prsserualion {ACHP}. Thrtottgh con*utlafio'n w$th the SHFO, a Pragrammatic Agreement {PA}
betwEen lhe CorF* arrd tha Califomig Office of Hidoric ftssenati'on uva* prepared and rres
cxaeuted an July 6" 2011. ln eddltion, sn Oc-lobcr 3, 4913, en rmcndcd PA wee cxpoulcd by the
Corys end SHPQ" A rpacirlcofldition will bl rddd to tht pormft, ruquidng co,mplienca with the
PA.

E" Soetlon tl0{Glof thc Ghan Air Act {C A} Garrorrl Gonformlty Ruh Rrvtrry: The
proposod action has bcen analyzad for aonfurmity sppllcebi$ty pusuant lo ruguhlhnr
implamontlng Sacffon 176(c) of lhe Clean Alr Aqt. Thc Corpa has dBtarmined thit direcl
emhdone Fom ha propssad activi{ieg that require E BA permil will not excead da minimis
lawls of a critlds polMrnt or ib pracureore and ar* exemptcd by 40 CFR 93,153" Any laler
indirec{ emissloq$ arB ge{reretly nd withln the Corps'continuinE prsgrem responsibility and
genarally cannol be prac{icably controlled by the Gorps. For lhoee reacorxr, a conbrmlly
delarmlnrtlq ls not rrquired for thi* ecllon.

h. Exrcutiw Ordrr !l8gt {Floodplaln lfirnagrmrnt}: The araa rlong Aldar Oreek
rrhich flovrs through the $FA has been idenf{ied by ttre California Departrnent o{ Water
Rsourcas as lying wl{hfn a t$&yeer ftodplaln. Whlle tha propooed mhad-usa davelopment
would svuld lhe 1O0-year floodplaln of Aldcr Crack, tlurc ls romc backbonc lnkcatruclurc that
would nccd to br locate<l withln lhc floodplain, particularly rsadr and bridgee. A,c cxpbincd tn
Scdion 3A.8 of lhe Draft EIR/EIS, lhe* irnpack rputd be Fdussd tc ls-the*signlficant,
pruvided Ml@alioa Meaaura gA.g*2 is lmplernanted" Th6 propocd Sacftbone lnfrastrusture
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prolact wsuld r€Full in mlnlmal fmpaets to &c ftoodpleln of Alder Creek, and hee becn appmrnd
by ttla Ctty of Folrom.

i, Ererfirn Ordrr ttt78 {Comulhffon rylth lndhn Trlbc, Alcrlr l{rtlwl, rld
Nrtlvr Hrwrlbnrf ; Oudng thc dcvalopmont of thc PA, end thl *nmdcd PA, thc Corpe hea
contulted sfrth lhs trw fibes that may haw en inbrpst in Ure arso, Sre $hlngle Sprirlgr Bsnd of
lUlititolt lndlana, ard the Unit€d Alsrrn lndian Cunmunig. Bo& Fibss an cancilrrkrg partles on
tht PA, lnd, pcrthc PA, trrrllt bG mnnrltrd during lhc dar*pnrrnl of rny fulamorrnde of
Agrumtnt {MOA$I nquird for indlvldual compl*onoa wtth Scdbn 106 of hr NHPA.

t" Emdpnmrnbl Jqr0cr {Tllh Vl of tlrr Glvll Rlghb Act rnd Errcutlw Ordtr
l2[t]: No lmt-inoome or minori$ populations arrE ldantifed within or adjaoent b the SFA or
within or adiaccnt io any of thc pupo€cd untrr-supply sltamelivm. Tha pmposcd adisn le ns{
sxpostld b nagrltvdy lmpect cny community, rnd Urorulonr lr not cxpcctrd to cturc
dhpmportioneltly hQh and ldverue $rnpacb b minority or lq*inaoma mmmunltlae"

Vl. Coneldrntlon qf lll$grtlon lirrturu for thr &rrrd5d Properd 8*ckbqrr
lnfrrrtructrru PmJrct:

Tltc EIR/EIS includtd t numbor of mlttgrtion mc.lurt3 to ruducc or ofrcrl impoctr thet fell
outEide cf the CqrFc racpon*lblllty qnd gernrelly eannot bo pnctbabty controllrd bythc Corpr,
lika lrcffic, airquality, End mke. Many ol the mitignlien mmruras are mquiremEnG of the locil
land uat eg€ney t0lty of Fol*onr! and vrrcrc rddressd h sra EIR EI$ fr moplhnw wi& CEOA
End wotdd be app*owd through gltdng snd conrlrr.rstlon pcnnltr by the C[y of Falmm" Ar
*uch. anhrcamenl of thc*a miligelion mcNrurtt ir thl ruaponaibiffty of lhr City Ef Folsom and
nd Fte Corpr.

Thc Corp* requ{rcs misgetion meaaunar lo redue or oilTsat irnpacts ta wnlerg of the U.S.
ae rpacial condlUom of aach DA parmlt lssucd- Thara rpcctd condltonr am ldcnllillod in
Scction Vlll, end trltrlnto aEFurS mitlgatlon msasuru 3A.&ts, SAg-'!b, 38"3-1s, 88.3-tb and
38.3-1c, er dacrfrrd in Chrptcrr 3A.3 end 38.S of the Dnft EIR/EIS, and slgo in*rda
addtianal enditlone lhat evoid, minlmla and conrp:neatc fsr inpede b walerp of ilre U.$, ond
tlto€s that eniure conrpliane $drl Secthn 7 of the Endangerad 5@66 Act and $ectlon !08 of
thl Nailnnal Hlrtodc Preecruafion AcL

Vll: Gomflhnar wl$ll0{b}{l} Guidrllnr lsr thr Amrndrd Fropomd Brcltlone
ldrrrtrudrrr Pmirct;

Baged on ha dlacuaEion ln Swtlon lll, are lhara avallablE. pracficable ailernatlvo* luving lesc
gdwrct lmpac't on tln quatlc cmeptcrn end wilhout othar elgniliceni rdvamc rnvlrunmcntal
cltlllqienclr thrl do not itlolva dirchrrpc into 'rwtrru sf ttlr U.S.' or rt othar locationr
within thamuntarr?Yc* lt'la X
lf lhe poiact le in a spedel aquatic site rnd le not weter dependent, hae the appffcant deerly
dernonstratsd that there Ena no practicsblo albrnaliw riter avallabls? Ycs .X No _
Will tlrs dbcfirrga:

\rldate shte water q€lity ctandarde? Yee _ No _X_

Vldalt loric dluant etandatda undcr Secil'on 307 of fia Clmn WaierAd? Yee lto X
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Jaopardla cndangarad or lhrurbn d aprclcc or thcir crltical hebltel? Yrr _ Nol_

Violatc rtandarde sst by the Departmant of Gommarce tc prutoct rnarinc esnottleriel?
Yas _ I'lo. X

Evduatlon dthr lnfonmEtion ht lhc EIR/EIS hdhrtre thrt th6 prop€ord dirdlargc matcrhl
mrate tcrtirq ercluslon crilcria hr the follow*ng rrason{r}:

(X) heed on he absve informatiun, the mstrriql is ilota canier d aontsminsnts.

( ) tha lBv€fs of oonhmhsnts rrc subrhn$ally fiml{er ct th€ extraofon rnd dlrpocrl ritrs
rnd thc dicdrargr ie not likafy to rucult ln dagrrdaUon of the dlcpolal rlte and polluhnts rytll not
be lrencported io laa; contrminatod srtar.

{ } acceptable eonsbaints are avellable and u*ll be frnplernenbd lo reduce contamlnatlon to
acepiaHr levols wltl{n he dlsporal $ts and prewnt mnlaminente fun betng tranaprtsd
b*pnd lhe boundrrias of the dbpoeal rita.

Wil lha diacharye cor*ributs to *igaificrr* dqrad*tion sf nnnt*a af thi U.$." thr,ough adversE
impack to;

I'tuman tlaslth or wulflrG* throqh folluton ol munlcipql wabr *upplhe ,lleh, ehallfich,
wildllfr and/or rpeclalaqualic ilter? Yas _ No X

Life stagns of aquatic llfe and/or wiltltrlfe? Yes _ No L
Dlvcrsl$, prqductivlty, rnd rtablllty qf thc rquallc llfc ats olhcr udldllh? Or wtldlifa lubilat

or bss of thc cagaci$ of wcllendr b ruimilrtc outricnh, purlfy wrter sr mcluqe wew cn*rgy?
Yar_ No X

Recreational, aecthetic and economic mluee? Yes _ Nq_X

Wlll afi cpproprlata and pndiceblc rtcpr br takan h minimEr rdvurec lmfrcb of the dlmhergc
En ths rquatic rooryatsrn? Docg tho prupoeel induda eatirfectorycompcnurlory rnltinatidn for
lossss of aqr.ratic racsur*s? Yee _X, lls _
Vlll. Sprchl Candltlonr

Tha folloring epactal conditlon* willbE hcludad in fia permit lo aneura lha prciact ia not
eontrary lo thc public inteleet and complbs with the {t}4 tbxl} Guidcllncc gnd oficr applieabie
laws:

1. Prior to thc lnltirtion of conatrudion actlvlfice ln waFr6 of the U.5. aradatsd with
aedt phesa of conrlructlon ol tha ba*bonc infrestrudtlru, Fu rhall submit ttr fte Corps* for
rcvislf, nnd apprornt, e plan+imr drewing of thc uork pmpomd trr be sonductsd within ffrrt
phaae, and soes-ecc{ion view dreuingr of all croesings of una$rs of fte U.S., as umll a* Fre-
construction color phdographe of the upatream and dtilrrns8eem aree of csc+r crocelng. Thc
comp6r$ anglc snd locrtion of sach photograph ahallbs identified on lhe plan-viaw drewing. ln
addftlon, ysu rhsll induds E dcecriptlsn of eny drvielircnr {lncluding cfiarEtt in phaaing
aaqu€nea or bqundarirs of pherarl fmm lht aldhsriard work, lncludlng Sre arnount end iype of
wetere that urould be impected, and the amount and type of compenratwy mitigation ihat rwuid

Prge 13 ol 20

298



Fcrmll Dsclslon lO; SFK-2OO?-{!2'|Sg

ba raquired. You ehall cneurs that thc descrlption pmvided incttdae infonnetlon mgerding any
temporery {mpacit towrhn cf thr U.S"

ftd$nr&j fifc oondf,Jon lo nceauory lo snrwe aqrs#snc? r+dffr flc p*rnf snd
qpFtfoElf€ eondf{bnr erd tc .n*urs ffial no changna iaw ocsrrad f.o lh! prqposedprqpd pmr
tu emfipfiaoe." (33 USC 1&44(a),33 USc 40t at. ceg., 33 GFe 320"1{rlft}, 33 CFR
tl6.{f4f9r; 33 GFF 316J.

2. Prisr b fta lniiiatbn af coh phse ddqrcbprnant, tuu rhrll mmpamttt for tlp loes
of wntars eil tht U.$, wihin thal phare through the purcfrree of milig*tion srdiln trotn ths
Corimntr Floodplain Mitigntion Bsnt Endlor tre ToEd Hlll Mitigelion Benft et ths follouring
compenaathn to lmpacl rafoa hr aquatc rssottroa$ Herdlfied on Sra F&urF 2A. Curnnl
Eaclr&ona tmfrct Plan (3flfll) drewing, pr€psred by ECORP Conaulllrg, lnc.:

a. Ta companscb fff he har of jurirdictionrl ditchor. pondr, lnd murhrt, yon
ehatrl purtfiace flo@in mooaie rg{flrb}iihrn*ts crdtr firom the Goeumar Fioodplaln
Miligatlon Bant at a retic ol1:1;

b. Grarhrlchennob snd lntrrmlttcnt dnlnrgqr:

{1} Tc oomprneete fmtha loag of ffir*s/channclr and inl*mitFnt dni*ryrer
located in the i-otnsr Arnodcrn Riwr tdfuit hydrologtc rmlt oode (HUC] wrbrehed (0180?01 1 1],
yo*r rhelf purche* floodplain dperian rassiEbllshm€nt crod*ts fmm fir Goeumn* Floodphln
Mltlgntlon BrnL at a reUo of 2:1,

{2} To compenraic fqrth€ loes sf crculalchennels srd intarmittrnt drainrgae
locahd in the t$perCcsmncs Rircrgdbit HUCuotcrshd {18040013}. fuu shellpur*harc
floodFhln rlpadan te+ssab$ahment crsdlb frun he Gocumna FloodplEfn MiHgs$on Bank at a
rallo of !:l

c, Ssf,conslus&nde gnd rsesonel upthnd gv$al€s:

{1} Ta compcnmic forlho lotc of s€eoomlwethrrdr and taesonal wstland
emls bcated ln thc kns Amcdcsn R*wr Edlg*l HUC unGrrhrd, lrou rhall purehru
lloodpleh motsic ra-actcbllrhmanl crcditr fum thc Cocumntc Floodplilrt Mf&afion B*nh rl e
rEUo qf 1,3:1

{2i To cornpensate for the ioss qf s,oasonal wellande and esesonal wstland
surtlct locetad ln lhc Uppcr Cogt*nme Rlrcr &diglt HUC webrrhcd. yuu rhrll purclrrm
floodpleln moralc rucahbllrhmcnl crcdilr from h; Corumnc* Fhodphin lfftlgatlsn Brnk at e
ratio of t;1

d" SoS

ttl To oompcruatr for tha ioqr of rlrpf loestd ln tltr l-srrtls Amricen Rfurr S
digit HUC uatemhtd, ypu ahsll puroha* floodplain moleio rc-Gabblbhmant ctlditr $om lh;
humnre Floodplein Mitigirlion 8enft ct e ratb qt {:1

t2l To cornponrate for the lqse of s€€ps lacetad ln th* t lpper Coaunrrar Rirrsr &
diglt HUC rwtarshcd, pu ahril purchrm flmdpl*h moraic ru+siabfikhmml crudltr *orrr tht
CoaumnGa Fleodplrln Ml0gntlon Eent ct r ntlo of 3:l
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c, To cornpcnrab for ths loes of vemelpmle, yul rhull purchate vcmel poeil

crastion uedile fronr ths Tosd Hlll Mitfiatbn Bank at s nB{iD CIf 1:1

Rr&firfu; ThIe speclat condilJon ls nece*ea4p lo ansure oompanseforymitigetion fur &a
utrgvutda0rt locsac of unafcrs of lhe U"$, d.ru to lfir srflEfirdJofl of lhe pqposcd pmJrct. l3g
CFR 320.4(rlfth eS GFF 3e5.{fdfs; 33 CFF 3ittj.

3. You ehall €nsure ftat lmpects atsociEtad wi$r ell cmsslngs d AHer Cleek sre
trmprary ln nalurc and do rut result ln the pennananl lma of wstsre in AHer Grark. You shrll
dcstgn road croqtlngr of Aldar Craak to rnaintaln lhc prc-oon*tnrclbn bEnkfull wtdth of ttt€
cruek* aa wdl rs accornmodatg reeewrebly forcsacablc wlldlifr pcisrgt and cxprctrd high
florrya. Thig shES h ecconrplished by {1} amploying bddgc doalgne thal egan Alder Craak; t?}
utilizirg pier or pilc supported structurer; {3} ultilzing large hottornlasE cufuerts tfiat do nol
irnpac{ the natural stream bed; andlor (4} uffilzing e large box culvert *hich rpsn$ thE width of
Alder Crgek, and ls ineta$ed bencath lhe natural bsd of Alder Clttk. For thc lnstdlstion of any
prcpoged box sdwrtr in Aldar Cruk, you rhall rciloru fia natrel ctnaambcd to ana.aa lhat
subshatc rnd rtpeEmlbw conditionr appruximate orlglnal ehannalcondll*rnr, in acosdanco
wi& $pechl Condition 3. Allcroeeinry of unters of the U"S., irrcluding Alder CrrEk, ghellba
reviewed and appmuad by the Gorpe prior to inltiaffon of construction actviffas ln wabrs of the
U.$., as Usntlfiad kr SpactalCondhn 1,

frt|onrlu lfiis rpocrd cundlbn /c necersary fu Enswl minfrnira0sn af knpcl* lo Atrdpr
Crse& 6nd fo eflslru ftof th6 fuitc{bn* of ffic aquaffc cnyftrflruflf all pralaoled, ln addiitcrt,
tftis rondilicn arissrre$ tftaf tlre Corys isFrovdad speo?ic inlormatirrn ragardh?g croeoings of alf
uralerr of lfie U.S. prffi f{o lhe inilialirn of conslruc'lbn adr'vrlias." fSi CFR 32Q,4(r}(tJ; 33 CFR
93$.,t{eJf$; 39 CFR 33g,4QCFR 2s0}.

4" Wifiin 30 dayrr fullowing comphlion of ea,ah crowing of Alder Creeilr, you rhsll rarlore
aress of lhe creek ten*porarily impacted, *s $Jell as all dielurbed adlacenl up*and af€as, to fle-
pmjtt* oontours and condltlone" ln oder to onsurc compllence with this condltion, you shall:

e. Pdor to lhc initiation of rny conrfus$on of orosslnge af Aldar Crceh, rubmit lo the
Corp*, for ravlaw *nd eppronal. a ghn for tha reabrstion sf bmpqnrry impad arses, Yau shall
indude the fullctring infonration in thb @n:

{1} A dascrlptlon of and dnawings *houdng tha extathg contosru (elevalion} and
rxirtirg vrgctatbn of cadr croarlrg of A,Hsr Craek and tltc adlaocnt upland srGEr. Thle
informntion chdlrlso induds eib pholographs lahen upelrum snd dow{rstnam af cach
ternporary impact arae,

(21 The mathods u*rd to rpstore AHer Cruak erd the a-dJaca*rt uplend st t{dt
caoesing ts ftc orlglnol conlotr and con4llon, es uncller s phn for thc ra-vc'gcte$on ol *ra rltc
lollowing canslrue{ion activitFr, if appliceble.

tgl The prcpoeed Echedule hr thE restoration actMlies. and;

{4} A rnqnitoring plan, to bc approw{ hy the Corpc, for rcrloration of thc
l.mForrry lmpect erra to ffrruna rusccr of the rcabretlon- Mor{torlng chsll bs conductad lqr a
rnin{rnum qf lhrw grmving s€aion* afisr completion ol rsatorelion adiviliae. The plan ahall be
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prcsenisd ln the forrnat sf tht Sg€ramento Dktrict's He&ifat iddftufion and iisritsring Propoeal
Guldalfnas, daEd llsoembar 30,30CI4, or epprogrkb updrtar.

b" Wlhin 30 dayn bllowlng complation of rarlorstlon sctivlticr, aubmli to lhe Corpr r
report dascribing the Edaralion ectMtisc inclrdlrry mlor phobgnFh- dtrc lwtorud errt" Th€
mmFers drqh trd pot*tiwr of ell photographr sltsll be slmiler ta Ste pm.mnrkwtion
photognphe rqulrad ln SpcclalCondlffm 1.

s. Submit to thl Cq?s a Monllorirq Rcport by Ocbbar I of aacft yrar of the rcquirrd
monitoring period" Thir ruport shrll be ruhnified in lhe formet rhstim on thr cndorrd Oorfen{c
of ftionfiurirrg Reports. Reporb may be submltbd ln herd copy or elecbonically.

f,rlfonrh"' Thb spacral mnditivr fs necrssry fo cnsure succcsoful rusbr*fon of ell
lemporaqp &4prclr eulfiorlard f3.t CFiR 5e0.4tr]{*,33 CFR 3?5.{feJ{3J, Sg CFFI 332, 40 CFR
?30J.

5. You shall ensure that lrxrching aclfuitiex in webrs of tha U.$. associated wfth tht
lnetalletbn sf ullltty ilnct docs nol rmult Fr thc draintng cf my watrr af fts U.S., lnciudfng
wullandr" Thlr mey br rccompll$ad through he um of clay bbdc, befionlta, or other rultabla
rnatcrisl(sr approvd by h. CErprl ls gcelth. fancfi, For ut$ity $nr trun*rra during
cofiebuc'lion, you thet rGrnsw end dadrpila- saparetely, thc bg S - 12 indur of toproll.
Follordrn lnetall*tion of he utlllty line{e}, }str ehall replace &e stookpilad bpeoilon bp and
aecd llrc e*ra wlth nsti\,s vcge*ation. All u$fity llrus ln waiErs d *F U.S. ahall ba rcylcvrd and
apprwad by fia Gorpr prlor tc lnl{ation of comtructhn aefivlllcr In wrtcrr of tu U.5.. aa
ldsnUltsd ln SpclelCondl$cn 1,

Rrffonrh: Illis spacb/ cortdftirn fs nececcary fo ansuremfrrirfreatbn of firgacle drra fa
lrancfting ,hrtf€ fnsfdlafion of ul{ffyliheg and b €nsurg rc.rfrrelron of fres6 Ersss {33 CFR
esa.at]{il; 53 CFR s25.4(alE; 3it CFR 3s2, 4fr CFn 7'3ol.

E, Fdor b lni$stiqn rny phua Ef mnetruotion activitieE wlthin watsr* sf tha U.S", yor.r

shalil *mploy oonetructisr bart managemcnt practicrc (BMPrlwithin 5&fsct of aS srrsit€ and
ofFtEs walarr of the U.S. to be avoided. ilethodc lhall lnchde the ure of appropriam
mas!ilrua to lntorocpt and capturu s.dlmcnt prior to anhrlng nebrs of t.la U"$., at w* ar
eru*ion mnlrol mGraurs rlong tha frafundlr of sll sort ryl* to p ncnt lhr dlryl*camrnt of
fifi metcr*el. All BMPt shell ba ln pleca prior ta initietion qf rny qpnrtruc{ion rc{fuitior tor prlor b
the initlallon of eacft Fhree of ha prc{ed} and rhellremain untilpnslructbn ectivitis ara
cornplabd. You shallrnainbln aroaion conhrot methodt untilall or*sila tolls anr EtaHtized" You
rhall eubmlt a dcs,crlpllm of and photndocumcntstlon d ynur EfitPa to our cfice witt
informatlon ruqulrud *n Sppcld Cond*tisn 1.

frffonrlr: Ihh oondilpn is nwcseery fo rn*Tr,mfEe advarat firlpac{s lo wafarguallfy, lbrrt
mns&usffofl e'cttuffe$, to the meximwn cxfantprecttoebF {33 SFR 320.3{a}, 3il CFF }ilO"ir{d},
33 c.FF g$.$a|{lil.

T. You thell lmplemsnl the altrchrd Fmgnmmetic tgrramcnt (PA], cntlhd FFef
*4mandrdFfo6rernrnaticlgnrrmcnlEe{rycrnthe U,S- ArmyCotpsof Engficarc andllre
Caribt?ia Olfca d Hietulc fireEanrtrmn Feg*dfrg ffte Fofsom P[an Ama Specflh Plsn
Saorantrnb Cour*y, Ca&bnia, ard signcd bythea entitlrt, in ib xltlnty" Thc Corpt hae bcan
dcelg,ndad thr lttd bdarul agGncy rwponslblc br lmpiancnlFrg rrd cnfomlrq thl PA rc
eigncd. lf you fall lo smply wilh fitr implanrcntatlon and rsroclebd cnfora;mrnt of thr PA tin
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Cocpr rnry datcrmlnc lhat ytr.l arG sul of conplhncr nlth thr condttlona of thr Dcprtmmt al
lhr Amy pcmit aod ruepcnd the pannll Su:pcncton may rarult in modiffca{ion or rcwcltion ol
lhs aulhmirsd uro*"

ftrilonrle. l"frre nondfttun rs necesoaryfo eo,surc ournSlenoe tvilfi $ectfon t06 of flie
ijdfonsl H,slbre Pra**mfion Ad {18 USC 410, .t3 CFR 320gfg}; 33 CFR 326.2(r}t3};33 CFR
3?A /Epp€ndft C;3f GFF 8O0J.

I. This Corps p*nnit daes not Euthorize you to hke an endengered spccics, in pariicular
vemal pool klry slvirnp {Sranchhecte fynsh{, vrmal pool tadpole shrimp (lapffurus pa6k€'ndl},
and valley ekterberry lcnghorn bestle {Davnocarue callfomieue dlmorptrus}. ln oder tc lagelly
lgkc a llrtad apeclss, tru muat have reparsle aulhorlzatlon under thc Erdrngcrad Spedcr Act
(a.9", an Endargerad $pecier Act Seclion 10 pcrmit, or r Bkdogical Spinhn undrr Erdangerod
Spacie* Act $cction 7, wtth 'incidentsl take' prwie&rns with which you must comply). Thc
enclosed Fish and WiHlih Servioe Biolog$cal Oplnion {Nurnber 314t0-2010-F-0030-1- datsd
Aptll 2. 2014), contalns mandatcry tnrm$ and mnditlone to implemanf lhs rueconsble and
prudent rn€Esunas thEl ars Ettocislad with .incidcntal take" lhet is elao tptcilied in the
Biobgicel Opinbn" Your authoriralion wdcr thh Corpt pcrmlt b mnditionrl upon your
complhnco *ith ell of tre mrndetory tsrme rnd csndltionc acsoclrtrd wlth krcldantnl takeo of
lhe attgched BiobgicalOpinbn, rvfiich tErms and aonditions are incorporated by ruierenoe in
lhl* parmit. Fsilure to comply with the trerms and conditlons assochtad urith in#sntal take of
lho BlologtcalOplnion, whrrt a tahe of the lletrd tpedst o6curt, urculd constllub an
unrulftorlzsd telrs, std lt would alra constlhJb no,rroomplisnor wilh yaur Corpr pccrnil. Thc U.
5. Fteh and Wildlife Sarvice b thr approprirb authorig to drterminc complitno with thc tfftn$
and oonditlons of itrithelr Biological Oplnion, ard with the Endangared Sfecles A6. You muet
comply with all corditionE of this Biological Opinion, includlng those ascribd to the Corps.

frrffonrh: Ifiic condffron lc neoaecaqy fo gneura wrnf,lmce wflfi Sadlon 7 of ttte
€ndangerad SpecfesAgt ftf USC t$lf af eeg;50 CFfr 402;iil CFn 320.465f4;33 CFR
325. ztb| {5},' 33 cFR 325"aft}(1 fi "

g. You shall notity the CorFa of thc Etart and complction datae for eadr phaes of tha
rulhorircd work wffirln 10 calcndar dlyt prior to ihc lr{tlrtton of csnchucilbn sc.llvitiu withln
watara dlhr U,S,, end 1t) crlsndrr drye following oom$atlon qf qondructlon octlvitles"

Felionels: I[is condffion rs neoessary to asssl lfe Corps ln soheduling wrrplienee
irrysctions lo Bnst"rt aomplfarrce wltA fhe pamlf and arplltcaNc oondfliono {39 CfR 328"4: 33
cFa 3s6J.

'10. Yeu ar€ reeponEibls for allwprk guthorired hsrcin and enturing thrt Ell oontrac*srs
and vrorkerr are made aursre and adhere to lhs terms ard conditions of thie pomit
authoriratlon, You sluil ensure that a hed oopy of tha p€rmlt auhortzatlon and asaocftebd
drarln6 rrs evallabh fa qulck rderuncc at thc projact slte untll all corutrucllon ectlvitlar arc
coroplrted"

ftrlbnrin: TTris csndfibn is neoesearylo ensure that dt fior*eff cn s#e #e twffe of ftle
fems ard oonddlons of flrc pennfi in ardr lo ofi,swa comp#ance witfi fhe permfl and qp$iceAtre
contiltbns f33 CFR 326.4; 33 GFR 326),

11, You ehall clertly idantfy lhe limile sf rll conaiructlon 6rBNs loeatsd within 100 fast sf
ewidd waterr of the U.5, with highly visible marksra {E.9. eonstrucllon fendng, flegging, silt
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barrbrE, ata! pior to cornrnencsmEnt of e*h phaae of mnstrucfon actfultke in unters of lho
U.S. You shsllmelnhin guch ldentlfioafon propcdy untl conrbudlon aruar sr* Ballr haw been
rteblleed, You ars prhlbltad fnrm r.ndertaklrg rny mfivlty {c.9. equtpmanl urepa or matrrialr
slongtl thrt lmpect; ffitGrr of lhr U.S. ouhide af {r€ pcrunit linqlts,

f;r{$ondr: ftts condllbn ic recuc.cary tu ensr.s? lie consfflsllon ee{fr.ifb$ do nof o6uur
orrfs*tt of lfts prqfecl araa ryhfcfi codd q€use adusru€ fnpaclc {o the aqusilic eoocyde*n {33
c,FR 315.{{aJfiJJ-

11" You rhall uea only chan ard non-loxb fill msFrid for thh goiact, Ths fill matcrlrl
sltsllbp free frorn iteme auch e: trash, dcbrir, autorrptirre Fr*, mphrlt, aontFudlon nrrFsiak,
coocrrcte wllh axpoeod relnfuraenrsnt barr, arrd soile contaminabd with sny toxic subetanoB, in
toris snrountg ln scffidsnm wlth $ection 30? ol lhc Cltsn ltvatcr Act,

frl$onrlr: Ihlo cmdffoa r* aeoaecary lo uuwr finl corfrminrled rnq$rfai in not plroad
wfrhin rwlr* sf ftr6 U,S, Fffi CFR 325"{{aJF);44 CFR t301.

f 3. All mssingr sf ctrchs, saNronal wefiand iwala$, lntermlttcnl or aphomeral dralnage,
udpru thc upaharm or downrtruem gsftions d tha brturc an lntcndrd io bt svoid€d, thallbe
mn*.rcbd t&cn ths Froild arca h nefurally dswrtcrud, or is dtffibrtd in rcaordcnoa with e
Corpa *pprorrud dowataring pbn. No lwrk alrsll bc ordudad in ffu*ing mb;*.

Rrdonrb: Ihfs cofldfrhn Js neses$aryfu mrrrirniru dornslreem frpacts & tfie aqu{ffo
envfronmcnl fiurn suryandad srdfnmto andftrfiHffylo lfia mext&rrum arlcnf practlcobb. f33
6FR 33o.sfir, 33 CFR 3l0.4fdJ; 33 GFR 3?6.1(al{3); 40 CFR ?wL

lll Pnbllc lnbnrt Rwirw

.. Tlr nlrllw rrtrnt of lhr publlc rnd prl*rtr mrd lor thr prcpqrrd rysft hrr
bern cmrld*rd: Thc propo*d Backbans lnfraetruolura ProJrct b inEndrd to mect e privetr
nacd for lflFasfufiurt qrruclebd wlth mixcd-uce dewlopmant.

b. Thr prac{lnhlllty of urlng rrronrbh dtrmaltur locatlom rnillor mrlhode to
acconrplbh thf, oblrc{tru of tlrr ptop.d rtnrctun or *orfr hrr brn rvrlurtrd: Tht
Gorpt hr: datu,nnfoied that lhcru ert na praeticabh sltamrtt bcrtiont ttlat wnold accomplbh
thl purpoot of thr propcrd rr*ork. Thr Gorpr hru rlco dctsnlFrcd thrt lhore ir rn gndlcrbh
altcrn6tit6 mcthod to accomplhh 0r€ purpora of fra popoced umdq that wquld haw fswer dir€ni
or indirect impacte than lhe proFossd projec't. The spplhsnt'e Amandad Fmpoeed Bsckbon*
lnfraatnrctwt pluFct rapra*nts thc LEDPA, sc dcscrlbGd h $ecfion ll(al.

c" lhr rrtrnt rnd prrrrrn ncr of lhr brnrftclrl rrrdlor drflm.nill rthc.tr ttrt thr
ptcpocrd r$retrtrl pr *srt rry herr on thr puHlc rnd priwb um whictr th *u b
erdH hrr brn rrvirnrd: The Arnended Ftopossd Bacltbooe lnhdruc*nre alternqliwwo*l{d
rasult ln lhc phccnrent dfill matt:la* lnto, ald the pamanent lorc of 13.85 ecme of welaru of
the U.5., Inchdlng fvatlands, for tll conslructlon qf e backbone infruatructure ln Ura $PA. Thc
lote of 13,66 ecrac of rffitars of Sro U.S would stu3r a parmamnt dclrimcntalefhcl Thc hes
of wetcra dthl U.S ar r raault of the propoead Brckbone lnfrsrtrudurt wEuld bc ofiaet by the
requirud mitigrlion. The proporcd kkbone infraslrucfule, conelrtlng ol roade, ulillty lirne, and
traila would pnrvlde a perman*nt benafrial efrFct b rasidants ln snd neer trc propoaed prolcct
eile.
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& Flndiqt

a- The dstsrminatbnE rnade within th,b ROO are consistenl wttlr thsea mads in the
Aqgusl 12, ?011, ROD furthc SPA

b. The ilrrlEefion af thc p@osad acfion and rlttmrlives wur donc ln rocordrncr wllh
allepp,liceblq hwr,arsqrtivr ordere, rnd rcaulatlonr" Th ElRlElS end rupportng documsnts
are adequale and contain Esfficient informetion to rnaka e r6asdrn6d pernit dedrion.

c. Thc rslactad elttmativr ir tltr rpplicmt'r Amandcd Proporad Bsckbonc lnfrr$rudurc
Albrnaliw, witt eFproprbtc rnd p*ndicablo mitigntion mcsurur b mlnitnlp cnvironmantsl
hrrrn rnd polentirl advGnc impacta sf fte dlacfiargrc on tha aqurllc emyctam srld ths humgn
enviroamsnt, ae identiiliEd in Seation VIll" Ttu sgplicent'g Arnended Propoaad flschbone
lnfaelrudurn Altemefve, es mitigatod hy theee canditiom, is mnsidaed the cnvinonmonlaily
prufencd altsrnatlvc wrdcr NEFA,

d, Thc dbchaqc complior wfth th6 Srclbn 4Oa(bxl! guid*linm end ir onridsrd thc
lssct anvironrnanFlly dernegirq practicabb eltrrnstiin, wifi *rc inclurion of rpprryriets rnd
precficeble gnneral and speeial condlt&rns in the permit !o minlmin pollutloo or advar$e effecb
to the affssbd ecoaystem.

G" lesurnco of r Dcp*rtment oi thr Army ponnit I* not osntnry to thc public lntrrurL wi$r
lhe inclualon of tha epedalcondil-ronr idanlified in $ecitlan Vlll.

f- The comBensatory mll$atlon idonfiflad in the epechl condltlons, was dctermlntd wlng
the $outfi frcfllc DlvfcJon MlUgalbn Ratin Srltftg Cftaclflst and ls at^tfildrnt to lnaurr no.nst
lom of aquallc nrsouroil func'tione and aarvioce for impsctr to 13.0S .crcc of untcrt ol thr U.S.
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PREFARED EY;
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 15,2020

Exhibit 3

Applicant' s FPASP Consistency Analysis
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The street system is based on an

efficient grid system that connects the
project with nearby park, school, and
open space land uses with roadways

and sidewalks.

The project is part of a residential
neighborhood, and connects to
schools, trails, and parks via the
roadway and sidewalk network.
The project is not directly adjacent to
open space. Access to nearby open

space is provided via the roadway and

sidewalk network.
The project contains housing types
within the allowable density range of
the MLD zoning, which is the zoning

for the small lot vesting tentative
subdivision map sought.

The project does not propose MHD

residential uses.

Yes

Yes

n/a

Yes

n/a

Create pedestrian-oriented neighborhoods through the use of a grid system of streets
where feasible, sidewalks, bike paths and trails. Residential neighborhoods shall be
linked, where appropriate, to encourage pedestrian and bicycle travel.

Residential neighborhoods shall include neighborhood focal points such as schools,
parks, and trails. Neighborhood parks shall be centrally located and easily accessible,
where appropriate.

Residential neighborhoods that are directly adjacent to open space shall provide at
least two defined points of pedestrian access into the open space area.

Provide a variety of housing opportunities for residents to participate in the home-

ownership market.

All multi-family high density residential sites shall provide on-site recreational
amenities for its residents, unless directly adjacent to a park site.

Use

4.t

4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project does not exceed the total
number of dwelling units for the Plan

Area and does not inlcude commercial
uses.

The project is not located at the
intersection of East Bidwell Street and

Alder Creek Parkway.

The proposed transfer of 35 MLD

development units from FPASP Parcel

79b to FPASP Parcels 63 (+7du), 73
(+14du), and 155 (+14du)will not
exceed the maximum density
permitted within those land use

categories, nor will the overall FPASP

dwelling unit maximum be exceeded.

The project has a heircharial street
layout to provide an efficient
circulation system consistent with the
Specific Plan.

Yes

n/a

Yes

Yes

As established by the FPASP, the total number of dwelling units for the Plan Area is

t1,46t and the total commercial square footage is 2,788,844L The number of units
within individual residential land use parcels may vary, so long as the number of
dwelling units falls within the allowable density range for a particular land use

designation. For purposes of CEQA compliance for discretionary projects, the
combination of the total maximum number of residential units and commercial square
footage analyzed in the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Environmental
Report/Environmental lmpact Statement (SCH#200092051) shall not be exceeded
without requiring further CEQA compliance.

A maximum of 937 low, medium and high density residential dwelling units are

allowed only in the three General Commercial (SP-GC) parcels and the Regional

Commercial (SP-RC) parcel located at the intersection of East Bidwell Street and Alder
Creek Parkway. No more and no less than 377 high density residential dwelling units
on a minimum of 15.7 acres shall be provided on these parcels. Other than the SP-RC

and three SP-GC parcels specifically identified herein, this policy 4.6A shall not apply to
any other Plan Area SP-RC or SP-GC parcels.

Transfer of dwelling units is permitted between residential parcels, or the residential
component of SP-RC and SP-GC parcels, as long as 1) the maximum density within
each land use designation is not exceeded, unless the land use designation is revised

by a specific plan amendment, and 2) the total number of Plan Area dwelling units
does not exceed tl,46t.

Each new residential development shall be designed with a system of local streets,
collector streets, and access to an arterial road that protects the residents from
through traffic.

4.6

4.6A

4.7

4.8

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3

2April,2020
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project includes 118 dwelling

units. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

The Project does not propose any

mixed-use development. Therefore the
poliry does not apply to the project.

The Project does not propose any

mixed-use development. Therefore the
policy does not apply to the project.

The Project does not propose any

commercial development. Therefore
the poliry does not apply to the
project.

The Project does not propose any

com mercial development. Therefore

the policy does not apply to the
project.

The Project does not propose any

commerical development. Therefore

the policy does not apply to the
project.

n/a

nla

nla

nla

nla

n/a

Subdivisions of 200 dwellings units or more not immediately adjacent to a

neighborhood or community park are encouraged to develop one or more local parks

as needed to provide convenient resident access to children's plan areas, picnic areas

and unprogrammed open turf area. lf provided, these local parks shall be maintained
by a landscape and lighting district or homeowner's association and shall not receive

or provide substitute park land dedication credit for parks required by the FPASP.

The mixed-use town center should contain unique retail, entertainment and service-

based establishments, as well as public gathering spaces.

The mixed-use neighborhood center should contain retail and service-based

establishments that are intended to serve the immediate area in which it is located.

Commercial and office areas should be accessible via public transit routes, where
feasible.

The Plan Area land use plan should include commercial, light industrial/office park and

public/quasipublic land uses in order to create employment.

The transfer of commercial intensity is permitted as provided in Section 13.3 -
Administrative Procedures.

Commerciol Policies

4.13

4.t4

Open Spoce Policies

4.9

4.10

4.tt

4.12

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

April,2O2O
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

lrfre prolect will not reduce the amount

lof 
Rreserved natural open space.

Yes

project does not include open

space land uses. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.
n/a

I

lThirtV 
percent (30%) of the Plan Area shall be preserved and maintained as natural

lopen space, consistent with Article 7.08.C of the Folsom City Charter.
I

4.15

I

lThe open space land use designation shall provide for the permanent protection of

loreserveA 

wetlands.
4.16

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot L0) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

No park sites are proposed, and no
proposed park sites will be altered by

the project. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The project does not reduce the land

to be dedicated for parks.

Adjacent parks will be accessible by all

residents in the project via sidewalks.

The project does not propose school or
park uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

nla

Yes

Yes

n/a

Land shall be reserved for parks as shown in Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use

Designations and Table 4.2 - Land Use Summary. On future tentative subdivision maps

or planned development applications, park sites shall be within 1/8 of a mile of the
locations shown in Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use Designations. Park sites adjacent
to school sites should remain adjacent to schools to provide for joint use

opportunities with the Folsom-Cordova Unified School District. Park sites adjacent to
open space shall remain adjacent to open space to provide staging areas and access

points to the open space for the public.

Sufficient land shall be dedicated for parks to meet the City of Folsom requirement
(General Plan Policy 35.8) of S-acres of parks for every 1,000 residents.

Parks shall be located throughout the Plan Area and linked to residential
neighborhoods via sidewalks, bike paths and trails, where appropriate. During the

review of tentative maps or planned development applications, the city shall verify
that parks are provided in the appropriate locations and that they are accessible to
resident via sidewalks, bike paths and trails.

Elementary school sites shall be co-located with parks to encourage joint-use of parks

where feasible.

Parks Policies

4.t7

4.t8

4.19

4.20

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The infrastructure needed to serve the
Project area is consistent with the
adopted Specific Plan and the updated
infrastructure plans.

The project would not alter the
location of proposed school sites.

The project does not propose school or
park uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The project would not alter the
location of proposed public/quasi-

public sites.

Yes

Yes

nla

Yes

Land shall be reserved for public services and facilities, as required by the City ol
Folsom. Public services and facilities sites shall be in the general locations as shown in

Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use Designations.

Land shall be reserved for schools as required by the City of Folsom and the Folsom

Cordova Unified School District in accordance with state law. School sites shall be in

the general locations shown in Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use Designations and
have comparable acreages as established in Table 4.2 - Land Use Summary.

Elementary school sites shall be co-located with parks to encourage joint-use of parks.

All Public/Quasi-Public sites shown in Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use Designations

may be relocated or abandoned as a minor administrative modification of the FPASP.

The land use designation of the vacated site or sites will revert to the lowest density
adjacent residential land use. ln no event shall the maximum number of Plan Area

dwelling units exceed Ll,46t and the total commercial building area exceed 2,788,884

square feet2. For purposes of CEQA compliance for discretionary projects, the
combination of the total maximum number of residential units and commercial square

footage analyzed in the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Environmental lmpact
Report/Environmental lmpact Statement (SCH#200809205) shall not be exceeded

without requiring further CEQA compliance.

P u bl ic/Qua si-P u blic Po licies

4.2t

4,22

4.23

4.24

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The project proposes

residential land uses that comply with
the existing zoning and land use

designation at the project site.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes. The project proposes

residential land uses that comply with
the existing zoning and land use

designation at the project site.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes. The project proposes a

density of 9.18 units per acre, which is

within the applicable range of 7-12

units per acre.

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The project site is zoned

MLD.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes. The project will comply with
all mitigation measures in the FPASP

EIR and Addendums. See MMRP.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

nla

Section

The city shall ensure that sufficient land is designated and zoned in a range of
residential densities to accommodate the city's regional share of housing.

The city shall endeavor to designate future sites for higher density housing near transit
stops, commercial services, and schools where appropriate and feasible.

The city shall encourage home builders to develop their projects on multi-family
designated land at the high end of the applicable density range.

The City shall support and facilitate the development of second units on single-family
designated and zoned parcels.

The city shall ensure that new development pays its fair share in financing public

facilities and services and pursues financial assistance techniques to reduce the cost

impact on the production of affordable housing.

City of Folsom Generol Plan Housing Element Policies lncorporated in the FPASP

H-1.1

H-1.2

H-1.3

H-1.4

H-1.6

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applica nt's FPASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes.
This policy directs the City in its decision-
making and planning processes. The

Project proposes residential development
within the overall mix of household
incomes.

This policy directs the City in its decision-
making and planning processes. The

Project proposes residentia I development.

This policy directs the City in its decision-
making and planning processes. The

Project does not seek a density bonus.

This poliry directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes. The Project is subject to the
Amended and Revised Development

Agreement.
This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The Project is subject to the
Amended and Restated Development
Agreement.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes. The project does not
propose housing for seniors or persons

with disabilities.

n/a

nla

nla

nla

nla

n/a

nla

The city shall strive to create additional opportunities for mixed-use and transit
oriented development.

The city shall encourage residential projects affordable to a mix of household incomes

and disperse affordable housing projects throughout the city to achieve a balance of
housing in all neighborhoods and communities.

The city shall continue to use federal and state subsidies, as well as inclusionary
housing in-lieu fees, affordable housing impact fees on non-residential development,
and other fees collected into the Housing Trust Fund in a cost-efficient manner to
meet the needs of lower-income households, including extremely low-income
households.

The city shall continue to make density bonuses available to affordable and senior
housing projects, consistent with State law and Chapter t7.IO2 of the Folsom

MunicipalCode.

Where appropriate, the city shall use development agreements to assist housing

developers in complying with city affordable housing goals.

The city shall make incentives available to property owners with existing development
agreements to encourage the development of affordable housing.

The city shall encourage housing for seniors and persons with disabilities to be located
near public transportation, shopping, medical, and other essential services and

facilities.

H-l.8

H-3.1

H-3.2

H-3.3

H-3.4

H-3.5

H-5.2

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The Project complies with
the Folsom Ranch, Central District
Design Guidelines and City standards
for residential neigborhoods.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes.

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The Project does not
propose non-residential uses.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning

processes.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning

processes.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes.

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes.

nla

n/a

n/a

n/a

nla

n/a

n/a

n/a

The city shall encourage private efforts to remove physical barriers and improve
accessibility for housing units and residential neighborhoods to meet the needs of
person with disabilities.

The city shall continue to provide zoning to accommodate future need for facilities to
serve city residents in need of emergency shelter.

The city shall encourage developers to include spaces in proposed buildings or sites on

which child care facilities could be developed or leased by a child care operator.

The city shall assist in the enforcement of fair housing laws by providing information
and referrals to organizations that can receive and investigate fair housing allegations,
monitor compliance with fair housing laws, and refer possible violations to enforcing

agencies.

The city shall continue to implement state energy-efficient standards to new
residential development.

The city shall include energy conservation guidelines as part of the development
standards for the specific plan area.

The city shall reduce residential cooling needs associated with the urban heat island

effect.

The city shall promote an increase in the energy efficiency of new and existing housing

beyond minimum state requirements.

H-5.4

H-5.7

H-5.10

H-6-2

H-7.1

H-7-2

H-7.3

H-7.4

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:

Applica nt's F PASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

The Project does not effect the Plan

Area's permanent membership in the

50 Corridor TMA.

The applicable Level of Service under

the General Plan is 'D.'The streets are

designed to meet traffic requirements

and are consistent with the Specific

Plan.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes.

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning

processes. East Bidwell Street is part of
the FPASP transit corridor.

Grid layout is provided connecting the
future residents of the project to
adjacent school, park, open space, and

commercial uses. East Bidwell Street is
part of the FPASP transit corridor.

The Project complies with the Folsom

Ranch, Central District Design

Guidelines and City standards for
residential neigborhoods.

n/a

nla

n/a

n/a

Yes

Yes

The roadway network in the Plan Area shall be organized in a grid-like pattern ol
streets and blocks, except where topography and natural features make it infeasible,

for the majority of the Plan Area in order to create neighborhoods that encourage

walking, biking, public transit and other alternative modes of transportation.

Circulation within the Plan Area shall be ADA accessible and minimize barriers to
access by pedestrians, the disabled, seniors and bicyclists. Physical barriers such as

walls, berms, and landscaping that separate residential and nonresidential uses and

impede bicycle or pedestrian access or circulation shall be minimized.

The Plan Area shall apply for permanent membership in the 50 Corridor TMA. Funding

to be provided by a Community Facilities District or other non-revocable funding

mechanism.

Submit a General Plan Amendment to the city to modify General Plan Policy 17.17

regarding Traffic Level of Service 'C'. This level of service may not be achieved

throughout the entire Plan Area at buildout.

The city shall encourage the increased use of renewable energy

The city shall encourage "smart growth" that accommodates higher density residential

uses near transit, bicycle and pedestrian friendly areas of the city that encourage and

facilitate the conservation of resources by reducing the need for automobile use.

SectianT -Circulation
Circulation Policies

7.L

7.2

7.3

7.4

Policies

H-7.5

H-7.6

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy Description Remarks
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

Project street layout is consistent with
the Specific Plan. East Bidwell Street is
part of the FPASP transit corridor.

East Bidwell Street, Old Ranch Way

and Savannah Parkway have separated

sidewalks from the street to enhance
pedestrian design.

The street system has been designed

to discourage traffic through the
neighborhood.

The streets are designed to meet
traffic requirements and are consistent
with the Specific Plan.

The project is not located at the
intersection of East Bidwell Street and

Alder Creek Parkway. Therefore the
policy does not apply to the project.

n/a

Yes

Yes

Yes

nla

A framework of arterial and collector roadways shall be developed that accommodate
Plan Area traffic while accommodating through-traffic demands to adjoining city
area5.

Major and minor arterials, collectors, and minor collectors shall be provided with
sidewalks that safely separate pedestrians from vehicular traffic and class ll bicycle
lanes that encourage transportation choices within the Plan Area.

Traffic calming measures shall be utilized, where appropriate, to minimize
neighborhood cut-through traffic and excessive speeds in residential neighborhoods.
Roundabouts and traffic circles shall be considered on low volume neighborhood
streets as an alternative to four-way stops or where traffic signals will be required at
project build-out. Traffic calming features included in the City of Folsom's

Neighborhood Traffic Management Program Guidelines (NTMP) may also be utilized in

the Plan Area.

Roadway improvements shall be constructed to coincide with the demands of new
development, as required to satisfy city minimum level of service standards.

Concurrent with development of the SP-RC and SP-GC parcels located at the
intersection of East Bidwell Street and Alder Creek Parkway, the following roadway
improvements will be constructed:

. Alder Creek Parkway from Prairie City Road to East Bidwell Street.
r East Bidwell Street from White Rock Road to U.S. Highway 50.
o Rowberry Road (including the over-crossing of U.S. Highway 50).

The timing, extent of improvements and interim improvements shall be predicated on
the extent and type of development proposed for the above referenced parcels

7.5

7.5

7.7

7.8

P ublic Transit Policies

7.8A

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project is consistent with the
adopted Specific Plan, which addresses
pu blic transportation opportu nities.

The project is consistent with the
adopted Specific Plan, which addresses
public transportation opportunities.

The project is consistent with the
adopted Specific Plan, which addresses
pu blic transportation opportu nities.

The project is consistent with the
adopted Specific Plan, which addresses

public transportation opportunities.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning
processes. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

This policy directs the City in its
decision-making and planning

processes. Therefore the policy does

not applv to the proiect.

The guideline was used in the preparation

of the Specific Plan. The project is

consistent with the Specific Plan.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

n/a

nla

Yes

Public transportation opportunities to, from, and within the Plan Area shall be

coordinated with the City Public Works Transit Division and the Sacramento Regional

Transit District (RT). Regional and local fixed and circulator bus routes through the
Plan Area shall be an integral part of the overall circulation network to guarantee
public transportation service to major destinations for employment, shopping, public
institutions, multi-family housing and other land uses likely to attract public transit
use.

Consistent with the most recent update of the RT master plan and the Plan Area

Master Transit Plan, a transit corridor shall be provided through the Plan Area for
future regional 'Hi-Bus' service (refer to Figure 7.29 and the FPASP Transit Master
Plan). Sufficient right-of-way shall be dedicated for the transit corridor as described in
Section 7.3 and Figures 7.2,7.3,7.!4 &7.15.

Future transit bus stops and associated amenities shall be placed at key locations in

the Plan Area according to the recommendation of the FPASP Transit Master Plan.

Provide interim park-and-ride facilities for public transit use as shown in the FPASP

Transit Master Plan.

The City of Folsom shall participate with the El Dorado County Transportation
Commission in an update of the "Folsom El Dorado Corridor Transit Strategy Final

Report dated December 2005. The update shall include the Plan Area and Sacramento

County.

The City of Folsom shall participate with the Sacramento Area Council of Government
in a revision of the City of Folsom Short-Range Transit Plan Update Final Report, dated
September 2005. The update shall include the Plan Area.

The Sacramento Regional Transit District (RT) "A Guide to Transit Oriented
Development (TOD)" shall be used as a design guideline for subsequent project level

approvals for all projects along the Plan Area transit corridor.

7,9

7.to

7.tt

7.t2

7,13

7.t4

7.ts

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project includes sidewalks that are

consistent with the adopted Specific
Plan and City standards.

Access to nearby open space areas is

provided via roadway and sidewalks.

East Bidwell Street, Old Ranch Way,

and Savannah Parkway have separated

sidewalks from the street to enhance
pedestrian design.

Alder Creek is not located in this
phase. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the proiect.

The proposed project connects to the
separated sidewalk along Old Ranch

Way and Savannah Parkway, which
serves as Safe Routes to School.

Signage shall be identified in the
improvements plans.

Yes

Yes

Yes

n/a

Yes

A system of sidewalks, trails, and bikeways shall internally link all land uses and
connect to all existing or planned external street and trail facilities contiguous with the
Plan Area to provide safe routes of travel for pedestrians and bicyclists as depicted in
Figure 7.32 and as indicated on the applicable roadway sections. Pedestrian and
bicycle facilities shall be designed in accordance with City design standards, including
the latest version of the Bikeway Master Plan, the FPASP and the FPASP Community
Design Guidelines.

Public accessibility to open space and scenic areas within the Plan Area shall be

provided via roadway, sidewalks, trail and bikeway connections, where appropriate.

Traffic calming measures and signage shall be used to enhance the safety of sidewalk,
trail and bikeway crossings of arterial and collector streets.

Class I bike path and trail crossings of Alder Creek and intermittent drainages channels

shall be minimized and located and designed to cause the least amount of disturbance
to the creek environment.

Per state and federal programs, safe routes to schools shall be identified and signed.

Trails ond Policies

7.L6

7.t7

7.t8

7.t9

7.20

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2,Lot 10) Small Lot VestingTentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project is adjacent to East Bidwell

Street, Old Ranch Way, and Savannah

Parkway, which will be developed with
class ll bike lanes as part of the
planned Bicycle network.

The Project complies with the Folsom

Ranch, Central District Design

Guidelines and City standards for
residential neighborhoods. Design

Review approval is not being sought at
this time.

The project proposes detached single-

family residential uses. The units
include driveways and two-car
garages, which provide adequate
bicycle parking for the use type.

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the proiect.

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the proiect.
The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does
not annlv to thc nrnip.t

Yes

n/a

n/a

nla

nla

n/a

All Plan Area land uses shall be located within approximately tl2mile of a Class I bike
path or a Class ll bike lane.

Site design and building placement shall minimize barriers to pedestrian access and
interconnectivity. Physical barriers such as walls, berms, landscaping and slopes
between residential and non-residential land uses that unnecessarily impede bicycle or
pedestrian circulation shall be minimized. Clearly marked shaded paths shall be
provided through commercial and mixed use parking lots.

Adequate short and long term bicycle parking shall be provided for all Plan Area land

uses (except for single-family and single-family high density residential uses) as

specified in Table A.14.

Open Space areas shall be created throughout the entirety ofthe Plan Area.

Create a preserve open space zone that will include all of the preserved wetlands and

required buffers that are under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corp of Engineers
(usAcE).
Lreate a passrve open space zone tnat may contaln ttmtteo recreatton uses and

facilities, storm water quality detention basins, water quality structures, wetland and

tree mitigation areas and limited public utilities.

7.2t

7.22

7.2?

Sedlon 8 - Open Spoce

8.1

8.2

8.3

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project does not include school or
park uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

n/a

n/a

Where feasible, locate schools and parks adjacent or near to open space.

Open space areas shall incorporate sensitive Plan Area natural resources, including oak

woodlands, Alder Creek and its tributaries, hillside areas, cultural resources, and

tributaries of Carson, Buffalo and Coyote Creeks within the boundaries of the Plan

Area.

8.4

8.5

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Applica nt's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the proiect.

No natural parkways are proposed in
the project area. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does
not apply to the project.

No cultural resources identified to be
preserved, oak woodlands/trees, or
hillsides are present in the project.

The project has been designed to
avoid the wetland areas to the extent
feasible.

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not applv to the project.

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not applv to the project.

Alder Creek is not located in this
phase. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the proiect.

n/a

n/a

n/a

Yes

nla

n/a

n/a

Open space improvements shall comply with City of Folsom General Plan Policy 27.1

and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.

Natural parkways, thirty-feet (30') in width or larger, shall be considered part of the
required thirty percent (30%) Plan Area natural open space provided the following
minimum criteria is met:

8.7a: They include a paved path or trail.
8.7.b: They have the ability to be utilized for tree mitigation plantings or other

appropriate mitigation measures and;

8.7.c: They are planted primarily with California central valley and foothills native
plants as described in the most current edition of River-Friendly Landscape Guidelines.

Locate Class I bicycle paths and paved and unpaved trails throughout the open space.

Carefully site infrastructure, including roads, wastewater and water facilities,
trailheads, equestrian trails and the like to minimize impact to the oak woodlands,
Alder Creek and its tributaries, hillside areas, cultural resources and intermittent
tributaries of Carson, Buffalo and Coyote Creeks within the boundaries of the Plan

Area.

Provide the opportunity for educational programs that highlight the value of the
various natural features ofthe Plan Area.

All open space improvements, including erosion control planting and landscaping,

within the 200-year flood plain shall be designed to withstand inundation during a 200-

year flood event.
All open space improvements, including erosion control planting and landscaping

adjacent to Alder Creek and its tributaries shall be consistent with Section L0.2.6 -

Alder Creek & Floodplain Protection.

8.6

8.7

8.8

8.9

8.10

8.11

8.12

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2,Lot 10) Small Lot VestingTentative Subdivision Map:
Appl ica nt's FPASP Po licy Consistency Ana lysis

The project does not propose open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The document submitted to the City

contains this information. Therefore
the policy does not apply to the
project.

The project does not reduce the
amount of open space in the Plan

Area.

The project's sidewalks are consistent
with the connected pedestrian

network in the Specific Plan.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the proiect.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
applv to the proiect.

n/a

nla

Yes

Yes

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

The FASP Open Space Management Plan shall describe the ownership, funding, and

maintenance of open space areas.
8.13

lffre 
f ense Community Design Guidelines shall include recommendations for the

ldesien 
of natural parkways and other passive open space recreation facilities, storm

lwater 
quality detention basins, water quality structures, wetland and tree mitigation

lareas, and public utilities.

8.L4

lAll 
entitlements within the FPASP shall be reviewed to ensure that thirty percent (30%)

lof 
the Plan Area is maintained as natural open space to preserve oak woodlands and

lsensitive habitat areas.

8.15

l:
promote walking and cycling, community and neighborhood parks shall be

nnected to the pedestrian and bicycle network.
9.1

lPark 
desisns shall accommodate a variety of active and passive recreational facilities

land 
activities that meet the needs of Plan Area residents of all ages, abilities and

lspecial interest groups, includine the disabled.

9.2

lrueiShborhood 
parks shall feature active recreational uses as a priority and provide

lfield lighting for nighttime sports uses and other activities as deemed appropriate by

Ithe City of Folsom Parks and Recreation Department.

9.3

lfhe sRorts facilities listed in Table 9.1 are suggested facilities for inclusion in

lcommunity, 
neighborhood and local parks. The City may amend Table 9.1 as City

Ineeds change without amending the FPASP.

9.4

I

lAll nark master plans shall include a lighting plan and all park lighting fixtures shall be

lshielded 
and energy efficient.

9.5

Section 9- Porfrs

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3

L7April, 2020
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

The proje Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.ct does not
propose park uses.

Celltowers are not proposed with this
application. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

This policy affects the City and does

not apply to individual developers.

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

nla

n/a

nla

n/a

nla

n/a

nla

nla

Parks shall be designed and landscaped to provide shade, easy maintenance, water
efficiency, and to accommodate a variety of recreational uses. Park improvements will
comply with Folsom Municipal Code Chapter t3.26 Water Conservation and all

applicable mitigations measures set forth in the FPASP EIR/EIS.

Park furniture and structures shall be selected based on durability, vandal resistance

and long term maintenance, as approved by the City.

Public art is encouraged in parks where appropriate and feasible in compliance with
the City's Arts and Culture Master Plan.

Easements and designated open space shall not be credited as parkland acreage.
These areas may be used for park activities, but not to satisfy Quimby park land

dedication requirements.

Placement of stand alone cell towers or antennae in parks in strongly discouraged.

Cell towers or antennae are permitted to be located on sports field lighting poles with
a use permit.

All parks shall be sited and designed with special attention to safety and visibility. Park

designs shall follow the use restrictions as outlined in the Folsom Municipal Code
Chapter 9.68r Use of Park Facilities. The Parks and Recreation Commission shall
review all park master development plans and make recommendations to the City
Council for approval.

A Parks Master Plan shall be prepared for the Plan Area.

lf the existing slope of a park site shown on Figure 9.1 exceeds five percent, the site
shall be rough graded by owner/developer/builder dedicating the park land in
accordance with grading plans approved by the City of Folsom Parks and Recreation

Department. The cost to grade sites may be credited against park impact fees subject
to city approval.

9.5

9.7

9.8

9.9

9.10

9.11

9.L2

9.13

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

Wetland permit has been issued for
the proiect.

Park land dedications are net areas in acres and exclude easements, wetlands,
rights-of-way and steep slopes or structures.

eubricl n/a

Delineated wetlands shall be preserved to the greatest extent possible within ope
space areas and corridors, or otherwise provided for in protected areas.

Yes

'l
Where preservation is not feasible, mitigation measures shall be carried out a

specified in the FPASP EIR/EIS.
Yes

9.t4

*(f,ton 79. Resour(€ ManagenBmt & $tstofu,o/ble Design
Wetlond Policies

10.1

to.2

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
April,2O2O 19
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

A water quality certification was

issued.

Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Water quality certification based on Section 401 of the Clean Water Act shall be

obtained before issuance of the Section 404 permit.

Construction, maintenance, and monitoring of compensation wetlands shall be in
accordance with requirements of the USACE, pursuant to the issuance of a Section 404
permit. Compensation wetlands may consist of one of the following:

10.4a: Constructed wetlands within designated open space areas or corridors in the
Plan Area;

10.4b: Wetland credits purchased from a mitigation bank; and /or;
10.4c: The purchase of land at an off-site location to preserve or construct mitigation
wetlands.

To ensure successful compensation wetlands, wetland feasibility studies shall be

carried out in conjunction with request for permits from regulatory agencies prior to
any construction.

As part of the Section 404 permitting process, the project applicants shall prepare a

wetland mitigation and monitoring plan (MMP). The plan shall include detailed
information on the habitats present within the preservation and mitigation areas, the
long-term management and monitoring of these habitats, legal protection for the
preservation and mitigation areas (e.g., conservation easement, declaration of
restrictions), and funding mechanism information (e.g., endowment). The plan shall

identify participation within mitigation banks.

Maintenance and monitoring of all compensation wetlands, whether constructed or
purchased, shall be carried out by an approved monitoring agency or organization, and

shall be in accordance with all federal, state, and local regulations. Monitoring shall

continue for a minimum of 5 years from completion of mitigation or until performance

standards have been met, whichever is longer

10.3

10.4

10.5

10.5

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

No special status species were
identified in the project area and any

impacts to offsite areas are covered by

the Biological Opinion.

The Project will comply with mitigation
measures in the FPASP EIR and

Westland/Eagle SPA Addendu m,

including conducting preconstruction

surveys. See MMRP.

It is the applicant's understanding that
the City will soon approve a Swainson's

Hawk Mitigation Plan. The project will
comply with all relevant mitigation
measures in this plan.

The Project will comply with mitigation
measures in the FPASP EIR and

Westland/Eagle SPA Addendum. See

MMRP. No Valley Elderberry Longhorn

Beetle (VELB)were identified on the
proposed project site.

The Project will comply with mitigation
measures in the FPASP EIR and

Westland/Eagle SPA Addendu m,

including conducting preconstruction

surveys. See MMRP.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Special status vernal pool invertebrates shall be protected as required by State and
federal regulatory agencies. Where protection is not feasible, vernal pool
invertebrates shall be mitigated per the wetland mitigation and monitoring plan.

Tricolored blackbird nesting colony habitat, if any, shall be protected as required by

State and federal regulatory agencies.

A Swainson's Hawk mitigation plan shall be prepared to avoid loss of nesting areas if
applicable.

An incidental take permit shall be obtained to avoid impacts on the Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle (VELB), unless delisting has occurred.

Special-status bat roosts shall be protected as required by State and federal regulatory
agencies.

to.7

Wildlife Policies

10.8

10.9

10.10

10.11

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

This policy applies to the Sacramento-Yolo
Mosquito and Vector Control Distrct.
Therefore the policy does not apply to the
oroiect.

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not have
any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy

to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

nla

n/a

nla

The Sacramento-Yolo Mosquito and Vector Control District will provide year-round
mosquito and vector control in accordance with state regulations and its Mosquito
Management Plan.

Preserve and protect in perpetuity approximately 399-acres of existing oak woodlands.

The details of ownership, long term maintenance and monitoring of the preserved and
mitigated oak woodlands and isolated oak tree canopy shall be specified in the FPASP

Open Space Management Plan approved concurrently with the FPASP.

to.t2

Oak Woodlands & lsolated OakTree Policies

10.13

to.t4

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2,Lot 10) Small Lot VestingTentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

n/a

n/a

Oak trees included in residential and non-residential development parcel impacted
oak woodlands are encouraged to be preserved wherever practical, provided
preservation does not:

a) Cause a reduction in the number of lots or a significant reduction in the size of
residential lots.

b) Require mass grading that eliminates level pads or requires specialized

foundations.

c) Require the use of retaining wall or extended earthen slopes greater than 4 feet in
height, as measured from the bottom of the footing to the top of the retaining wall.

d) Require the preservation of any trees certified by an arborist to be dead or in poor

or hazardous or non-correctable condition or trees the pose a safety risk to the public.

e) Cost more to preserve the tree than to mitigate for its loss, based on the lsolated
Oak Tree Mitieation requirements listed below.
lsolated oak trees in residential and non-residential development parcels shall be

rated according to the following national rating system developed by the American
Society of Consulting Arborists (ASCA):

T*rLe 10.1
ASCATREE RemNe Svsmr"t

RnrrNc f)EscRrprroNr
No problcnr(s)

No apparcnt problem{s)

Minor prohlem(s)

Mnior problcm(s)

L-xrrcnrc problcrn(s)

l)cad

Rn'rrNc Ncl.
5

4

3

2

I

0

R rrlNC
Llxccllerrt

Cood
Frir
Poor

Hlzartlous or non-corrcctrble
Dcad

10.15

10.15

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3

23April,2O2O

329



Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

The proposed small lot tentative
subdivision does not contain oak trees.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the project.

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

As part of any small lot tentative subdivision map application submittal, prepare and
submit a site map, a tree preservation program and arborist's report and both a

canopy survey of oak trees in the development parcel as well as a survey of individual
free standing oak trees. The surveys will show trees to be preserved and trees to be
removed consistent with the requirements of FMC Chapter 12.16.

For small lot tentative subdivision parcels that contain oak trees, a pre-application and
conceptual project review is required to ensure that every reasonable and practical
effort has been made by the applicant to preserve oak trees. At a minimum, the
submittal shall consist of a completed application form, the site map, the tree
preservation program, the_arborist's report, an aerial photograph of the project site,
the oak tree suryeys, and a conceptual site plan and grading plan showing road and lot
layouts and oak trees to be preserved or removed.

Minor administrative modifications to the FPASP development standards, including
but not limited to reduced parking requirements, reduced landscape requirement,
reduced front and rear yard building setbacks, modified drainage requirements,
increased building heights; and variations in lot area, width, depth and site coverage

are permitted as part of the Design Review approval process in order to preserve

additional oak trees within development parcels.

When oak trees are proposed for preservation in a development parcel, ensure their
protection during and after construction as outlined in FMC Chapter 12.16 - Tree
Preservation. Once an individual residence or commercial building has received an

occupancy permit, preserved trees on the property are subject to the requirements of
FMC Chapter 12.16 -Tree Preservation.

to.L7

10.18

10.19

10.20

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The proposed project has completed
the archaeological surveys and reports
described here and they have been

submitted to the California Historical

Resource lnformation System (CHRIS).

The project does not propose open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The project does not propose publicly

accessible trials or facilities. Therefore
the policy does not apply to the
project.

There are no cultural resources that
require displays on the project site.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the proiect.

The proposed project is consistent
with the drainage master plan,

including the preservation measures

for the referenced drainage features

and waterways.

The project does not propose trials.
Therefore the poliry does not apply to
the proiect.

Yes

n/a

n/a

n/a

Yes

n/a

The following shall be prepared prior to extensive grading or excavation:
LO.2la: Existing archeological reports relevant to the Plan Area shall be reviewed by a
qualified archaeologist.
10.21b: Areas found to contain or likely to contain archaeological resources shall be

to.2\c: An Archaeological Resources Report shall be prepared, as appropriate

tO.2Ld: Copies of all records shall be submitted to the appropriate information center
in the California Historical Resource lnformation System (CHRIS).

Publicly accessible trails and facilities in open space areas shall be located so as to
ensure the integrity and preservation of historical and cultural resources as specified in
the FPASP Community Design Guidelines and the Open Space Management Plan.

Views toward cultural resources from publicly accessible trails and facilities shall be
protected, where appropriate.

lnterpretive displays near cultural resources shall be unobtrusive and compatible with
the visual form ofthe resources.

Natural drainage courses within the Plan Area along Alder, Carson, Coyote, and Buffalo
Creeks and their tributaries shall be preserved as required by state and federal
regulatory agencies and incorporated into the overall storm water drainage system.

Trails located within open space corridors and areas shall be designed to include soil

erosion control measures to minimize sedimentation of nearby creeks and maintain
the natural state of drainage courses.

Cu ltu ro I Reso u rce s Po licie s

to.2t

1o.22

1o.23

t.o.24

Woter Quoliv Policies

10.25

to.26

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project does not propose open

space uses. Therefore the policy does
not apply to the project.

The described BMPs will be

incorporated in the notes section for
the final improvement plans for the
proposed project.

Mitigation Measures will be

implemented.

Project will include measures in

improvement plans.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the poliry does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

nla

Yes

Yes

Yes

n/a

n/a

n/a

Public recreational facilities (e.9., picnic areas and trails) located within open space
corridors or areas shall be subject to urban storm water best management practices,

as defined in Section 10.3 - Sustainable Design.

Best management practices shall be incorporated into construction practices to
minimize the transfer of water borne particulates and pollutants into the storm water
drainage system in conformance with FMC Chapters 8.70 - Stormwater Management
& Discharge Control and L4.29 - Grading as well as current NPDES permit
requirements and State Water Resources Control Board's Construction General Permit

uirements.

All mitigation specified in the FPASP EIR/Ets shall be implemented

Preference shall be given to biotechnical or non-structural alternatives, over
alternatives involving revetments, bank regrading or installation of stream training
structures.

Alder Creek shall be preserved in its natural state, to the extent feasible, to maintain
the riparian and wetland habitat adjacent to the creek.

All improvements and maintenance activity, including creek bank stabilization,
adjacent to Alder Creek shall comply with the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits and

the Central Valley Flood Protection Act of 2008 (SB 5).

Bank stabilization and other erosion control measure shall have a natural appearance,

wherever feasible. The use of biotechnical stabilization methods is required within
Alder Creek where it is technically suitable can be used instead of mechanical

stabilization.

to.27

to.28

to.29

10.30

Alder Creek & Floodplain Protection Policies

10.31

10.32

10.33

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the projed.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the poliry does

not apply to the project.

nla

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

New drainage outfalls within or near Alder Creek, or improvements to existing outfalls,
shall be designed and constructed utilizing low impact development (LlD) practices in

conformance with the most current National Pollutant Discharge Elimination (NPDE)

regulations. Consistent with these practices, storm water collection shall be

decentralized, its quality improved and its peak flow contained in detention facilities
that will slowly release it back into the creek drainage outfalls and improvements shall

be unobtrusive and natural in appearance (refer to Section 12.6 - Stormwater).

All Plan Area development projects shall avoid encroaching on the Alder Creek 200-
year flood plain to ensure that no adverse alterations to the creek or the floodplain
occur where practical. However, in the event encroachment is unavoidable,
construction shall comply with the FPASP EIR/EIS mitigation measures, and all relevant
provisions of the Central Valley Flood Protection Plan and FMC Chapter 14.23 - Flood

Damage Prevention.

Plan Area streets that cross Alder Creek may be grade-separated from the creek to
allow uninterrupted passage of wildlife and trail users. Adequate vertical clearance

shall be provided under all such street crossings to allow safe, visible bicycle,
pedestrian and equestrian travel. Any streets that cross Alder Creek and are grade-

separated shall follow the standards established in FMC chapter 10.28 - Bridges.

Emergency vehicle access along Alder Creek may be provided on Class I bike paths

and/or separately designated emergency access roads (refer to Figure 7.29).

All lighting adjacent to Alder Creek shall be limited to bridges, underpasses, trailheads,
public facilities and for other public safety purposes. Lighting fixtures shall be fully
shielded and energy efficient.

10.34

10.35

10.36

to.37

10.38

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
April,2020 27

333



Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applica nt's FPASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

The proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

The proposed project does not impact
Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does
not apply to the project.

The proposed project will comply with
all applicable air quality mitigation

measures.

The proposed project will comply with
all applicable air quality mitigation
measures.

Proposed residential land uses are

more than 500-feet from U.S. Highway

50.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Yes

Yes

Yes

Class I bike paths and other paved and unpaved trails may be constructed near Alder
Creek in the SP-OS2 passive open space zone consistent with the FPASP Community
Design Guidelines.

Public access points shall be located in areas where they have the least impact to the
Alder Creek environment and designed to avoid sensitive plant wildlife habitat areas.

Re-vegetation and new planting along Alder Creek shall use California central valley
and foothills native plants as described in the most current edition of River-Friendly

Landscape Guidelines.

Adhere to the recommendations and policies of the Alder Creek Watershed
Management Action Plan where feasible.

An Operational Air Quality Mitigation Plan has been prepared and approved by the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District based on the District's
CEQA guidelines dated July 2004. As required by LAFCO Resolution 1195 (dated 6 June

2001) the plan achieves a 35% reduction in potential emissions than could occur
without a mitigation program.

The approved Operational Air Quality Mitigation measures shall be included as policies

in the relevant sections ofthe FPASP.

Based on advisory recommendations included in Table 1-1 of the California Air
Resources Board document entitled Air Quality and Land Use Handbook, avoid
locating residential land uses within 500-feet of U.S. Highway 50.

10.39

10.40

LO.41.

t0.42

Air Quality Policies

10.43

1o.44

10.45

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

Consistent with the Specific Plan and
the Air Quality Management Plan,

Wood burning fireplaces are not
included in the project.

Consistent with Specific Plan and Air

Quality Management Plan, an electric
lawnmower will be provided with each

home.

Yes

Yes

Prohibit wood burning fireplaces in all residential construction

Provide complimentary electric lawnmowers to each residential buyer in the SF, SFHD

and the MLD land uses.

10.45

1:o.47

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2,Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The Project will comply with mitigation
measures in the FPASP EIR and
Westland/Eagle SPA Addendum,
including noise reduction measures.

See MMRP.

The project will not be impacted by

the Aerojet facilities. Therefore the
policy does not apply to the project.

Avigation easements have been

recorded on the property and

disclosures will be provided in CC&R's.

Avigation easements have been

recorded on the property.

Yes

nla

Yes

Yes

Residential developments must be designed andlor located to reduce outdoor noise
levels generated by traffic to less than 60 dB.

Noise from Aerojet propulsion system and routine component testing facilities
affecting sensitive receptor areas shall be mitigated based on recommendations in the
acoustical study.

The Conditions, Covenants and Restrictions in the Department of Real Estate Public
Report shall disclose that the Plan Area is within the Mather Airport flight path and
that over flight noise may be present at various times.

Landowner shall, prior to Tier 2 Development Agreement, record an easement over
the property relating to noise caused by aircraft arriving or departing from Mather
Airport.

Noise Policies

10.48

10.49

10.50

10.51

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Low Policies

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

Site specific development projects shall incorporate LID design strategies that include:

10.52a: Minimizing and reducing the impervious surface of site development by
reducing the paved area of roadways, sidewalks, driveways, parking areas, and roof
tops;

10.2b: Breaking up large areas of impervious surface area and directing stormwater
away from these areas to stabilized vegetated areas;

10.52

LO.52c: Minimizing the impact of development on sensitive site features such as

streams, floodplains, wetlands, woodlands, and significant on-site vegetation;

10.52d: Maintaining natural drainage courses; and

10.52e: Provide runoff storage dispersed uniformly throughout the site, using a

of LID detention, retention, and runoff techniques that may include:

Bioretention facilities and swales (shallow vegetated depressions engineered to
llect, store, and infiltrate runoff); and

Yes

The project is consistent with the City's

Backbone lnfrastructure Master Plan,

which includes stormwater
requirements. The portion of the
proposed project that includes site-
specific development has incorporated
LID design strategies as described in
section 10.52 of the EIR for the FPASP.

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2,Lot 10) Small Lot VestingTentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project is designed to be
consistent with the applicable design
guidelines.

The project does not include any

slopes greater lhan 25%. Therefore the
policy does not apply to the project.

The FPASP Open Space Management
Plan provides for fuel modification
measures.

The project does not include any
parking lots. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

Yes

nla

Yes

n/a

. Landscape buffers, parkways, parking medians, filter strips, vegetated curb
extensions, and planter boxes (containing grass or other close-growing vegetation
planted between polluting sources (such as a roadway or site development) and

downstream receiving water bodies).

The Plan Area landscape palette shall consist of California Central Valley and foothills
native plant species as described in the most current edition of River-Friendly
Landscape Guidelines and drought tolerant adaptive plant species except at
neighborhood entry gateways and similar high visibility locations where ornamental
plant species may be preferred.

The use of turf is not allowed on slopes greater than 25% where the toe of the slope is

adjacent to an impermeable hardscape. Consistent with CALGreen Tier 2 voluntary
recommendations, all development projects within the Plan Area shall be encouraged

to limit the use of turf to 25% of the total landscaped area.

Open space areas adjacent to buildings and development parcels shall maintain a fuel
modification and vegetation management area in order to provide the minimum fuel
modification fire break as required by State and local laws and ordinances.

Additionally, development parcels adjacent to open space areas may be required to
provide emergency access through the property to the open space by means of gates,

access roads or other means approved by the City of Folsom Fire Department.
Ownership and maintenance of open space areas, including fuel modification
requirements and fire hazard reduction measures are outlined in the FPASP Open

Space Management Plan.

Trees shall be interspersed throughout parking lots so that in fifteen (15) years, forty
(40) percent of the parking lot will be in shade at high noon. At planting, trees shall be

equivalent to a #15 container or larger.

Landscoping Policies

10.53

10.54

10.55

10.56

Energy Efficiency Policies

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applica nt's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The proposed project will employ
energy conservation standards for site
and building development. Each home
will include solar, tankless water
heaters, 2x6 exterior walls providing

high-efficient insulation, radiant
barrier and independent third-party
testing.

Design Review approval is not being

sought at this time. Each home will
include solar, tankless water heaters,

2x6 exterior walls providing high-
efficient insulation, radiant barrier and

independent third-party testing.

Design Review approval is not being
sought at this time. Each home will
include solar, tankless water heaters,

2x6 exterior walls providing high-

efficient insulation, radiant barrier and

independent third-party testing.

The project proposes detached single-

family residential units. Where site
conditions permit, however, units will
be oriented toward sothern exposure.

Yes

n/a

nla

n/a

Conservation of energy resources will be encouraged through site and building
development standards.

Buildings shall incorporate site design measures that reduce heating and cooling needs

by orienting buildings on the site to reduce heat loss and gain depending on the time
of day and season ofthe year.

Solar access to homes shall be considered in the design of residential neighborhoods
to optimize the opportunity for passive and active solar energy strategies.

Multi-family and attached residential units shall be oriented toward southern
exposures, where site conditions permit.

1o.57

10.58

10.59

10.60

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot L0) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review
approval is not being sought at this
time, the required features will be
verified during the building plan check
process.

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review
approval is not being sought at this
time, the required features will be

verified during the building plan check
process.

The project does not include office
uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the proiect.

The project does not include
commerical or public buildings.
Therefore the poliry does not apply to
the proiect.

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review

approval is not being sought at this
time, the required features will be
verified during the building plan check
process.

nla

n/a

nla

n/a

n/a

Buildings shall be designed to incorporate the use of high quality, energy efficient
glazing to reduce heat loss and gain.

Energy efficient appliances, windows, insulation, and other available technologies to
reduce energy demands will be encouraged.

Office park uses shall install automatic lighting and thermostat features.

Commercial and public buildings shall use energy efficient lighting with automatic
controls to minimize energy use.

Energy Star certified equipment and appliances shall be installed, to include: 10.65a -

Residential appliances; heating and cooling systems; and roofing; and

10.65b - Nonresidential appliances and office equipment; heating, cooling, and lighting
control systems; and roofing

10.51

1o.62

10.63

10.64

10.65

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applica nt's F PASP Policy Consistency Analysis

Design Review approval is not being

sought at this time. Each home will
include solar, tankless water heaters,

2x6 exterior walls providing high-

efficient insulation, radiant barrier and

independent third-party testing.

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review

approval is not being sought at this
time, any required features will be

verified during the building plan check
process.

n/a

n/a

Commercial, residential, and public projects shall be designed to allow for the possible

installation of alternative energy technologies including active solar, wind, or other
emerging technologies, and shall comply with the following standards: 10.66a -

lnstallation of solar technology on buildings such as rooftop photovoltaic cell arrays

shall be installed in accordance with the State Fire Marshal safety regulations and
guidelines.

10.66b - Standard rooftop mechanical equipment shall be located in such a manner so

as not to preclude the installation of solar panels.

10.65c - Alternative energy mechanical equipment and accessories installed on the
roof of a building, they shall be integrated with roofing materials andlor blend with
the structure's architectural form.

Radiant solar heating or similar types of energy efficient technologies, shall be

installed in all swimming pools.

10.66

to.67

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consistent

RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review
approval is not being sought at this
time, the required features will be

verified during the building plan check
process.

The project does not propose any
publicly owned buildings. Therefore
the policy does not apply to the
project.

This is a City requirement, not a

project-specific requirement. The City

of Folsom has plans in place to
undertake the described cost-effective
operational and efficiency measures

and consider the installation of onsite
renewable energy technologies within
appropriate portions of the Plan Area,

including parks, landscape corridors
and open space areas.

n/a

n/a

n/a

Electrical outlets shall be provided along the front and rear exterior walls of all single
family homes to allow for the use of electric landscape maintenance tools.

The city will strive to ensure that all new publicly owned buildings within the Plan Area

will be designed, constructed and certified at LEED-NC certification levels.

The City of Folsom shall undertake all cost-effective operational and efficiency
measures and consider the installation of onsite renewable energy technologies within
appropriate portions of the Plan Area, including parks, landscape corridors and open

space areas.

10.68

10.59

1o.70

Water Efficiency Policies

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review
approval is not being sought at this
time, the required features will be

verified during the building plan check
process.

Purple pipe has been incorporated into
the Specific Plan for major collector
roadway landscaping and funding is

provided in the PFFP. Purple pipe

infrastructure is not the applicant's
responsibility.

The project is designed to comply wit
the applicable Design Guidelines.

Water efficient irrigation systems will
be employed for use in project-area

landscaping.

n/a

n/a

Yes

All office, commercial, and residential land uses shall be required to install water
conservation devices that are generally accepted and used in the building industry at
the time of development, including low-flow plumbing fixtures and low-water-use
appliances.

A backbone "purple pipe" non-potable water system shall be designed and installed
where feasible and practical to supply non-potable water to park sites, landscape

corridors, natural parkways and other public landscaped spaces within the Plan Area.

Water efficient irrigation systems, consistent with the requirements of the latest

edition of the California Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, or similar
ordinance adopted by the City of Folsom, shall be mandatory for all public agency
projects and all private development projects with a landscape area equal to or
greater than 2,500 square feet requiring a building or landscape permit, plan check or
design review.

LO.7L

to.72

to.73

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

Builders in the proposed project will
be required to use "Green" certified
construction products whenever
feasible. The project will comply with
all relevant requirements in the City

Code and State Building Code.

Prior to construction, a construction
waste management plan will be
prepared for individual construction
projects within the proposed proiect.

The plan described in Section 10.75

will provide for a minimumn of 50% of
the non-hazardous construction waste
generated at a construction site to be

recycled or salvaged for reuse.

Topsoil displaced during grading and

construction of the proposed project

shall be stockpiled for reuse in the Plan

Area.

California outlawed the use of HFCs in

2018. The project is designed to
comply with California law.

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Use "Green" certified construction products whenever feasible.

Prepare a construction waste management plan for individual construction projects.

A minimum of 5OYo of the non-hazardous construction waste generated at a
construction site shall be recycled or salvaged for reuse.

Topsoil displaced during grading and construction shall be stockpiled for reuse in the
Plan Area.

All HVAC and refrigeration equipment shall not contain chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs)

Mdteriol Conservotian & Resource Policies

to.74

10.75

LO.75

LO.77

E nvi ro n me nta I Qual iU Po licies

10.78

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Applica nt's F PASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

The project is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review
approval is not being sought at this
time, the required features will be

verified during the building plan check
process.

Same remark as in Section 10.79

Same remark as in Section 10.79

No public facilities are being proposed

with this project. Therefore the poliry
does not apply to the project.

No public facilities are being proposed

with this project. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the proiect.

Yes

Yes

Yes

n/a

n/a

All fire suppression systems and equipment shall not contain halons

Provide accessible screened areas that are identified for the depositing, storage and
collection of non-hazardous materials for recycling for commercial, industrial/office
park, mixed-use, public-use and multi-family residential projects.

Particleboard, medium density fiberboard (MDF) and hardwood plywood shall comply
with low formaldehyde emission standards.

Public schools will be constructed in the Plan Area in accordance with the City Charter

and state law.

same remark as in Section 10.79.Yes

n/att.t

Limit the use of volatile organic compounds (VOC) in all construction materials.10.82

apply to the

77 - Publh Sewices and Facilities

There are no public schools or public

service facilities in the proposed

project. Therefore the policy does not

All public service facilities shall participate in the City's recycling program.

Energy efficient technologies shall be incorporated in all Public Service buildings

1o.79

10.80

10.81

tL.2

11.3

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

No public facilities are being proposed

with this project. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the proiect.

No public facilities are being proposed

with this project.

No public facilities are being proposed

with this project. Therefore the policy
does not apply to the project.

There are no public schools or public

service facilities in the proposed

project. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

Project will comply with school district
and charter requirements with respect

to Measure W.

This is a City requirement, not a

project-specific requ i rement. The
project is consistent with the FPASP

and complies with the City's water
supply agreement.

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Yes

Yes

Passive solar design and/or use of other types of solar technology shall be
incorporated in all public service buildings.

The city shall strive to ensure that all public service buildings shall be built to silver
LEED NC standards.

Utilize Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) principles in the
design of all public service buildings.

lf the existing slope of a public facilities site shown on Figure 11.1 exceeds five
percent, the site shall be rough graded by the owner/developer/builder dedicating the
public facilities site in accordance with grading plans approved by the City of Folsom,

subject to a credit and/or reimbursement agreement.

Plan Area landowners shall, prior to approval of the annexation by LAFCo and prior to
any Tier 2 Development Agreement, whichever comes first, comply with the schools
provision in Measure W (Folsom Charter Provision Section 7.08D) and incorporate
feasible school impact mitigation requirements as provided in LAFCo Resolution No.

1196, Section 13.

Consistent with the provisions of City Charter Article 7.08 (A), the FPASP shall "identify
and secure the source of water supply(is) to serve the Plan Area. This new water
supply shall not cause a reduction in the water supplies designated to serve existing
water users north of Highway 50 and the new water supply shall not be paid for by

Folsom residents north of Highway 50.

tt.4

11.5

11.6

tt.t

11.8

Sedian 72.Wifities

t2.t

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Applica nt's FPASP Po licy Consistency Analysis

The policy affects the City and does

not apply to individual developers.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the project.

Land is being reserved for public

utilities as described where needed.

BMPs will be utilized where feasible
and appropriate.

Project complies with permit
requirements.

The project is consistent with the
Specific Plan requirements and the City

requirements as they are updated
from time to time.

Project is consistent with Public

Facilities Financing Plan.

This is a City requirement. Therefore

the policy does not apply to the
project.

nla

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

n/a

Design and construct the necessary potable water, non-potable water for irrigation,
wastewater and stormwater infrastructure require to serve the Plan Area. All
infrastructure improvements shall follow the requirements established in the Water
Master Plan, Wastewater Master Plan and the Storm Drainage Master Plan.

lmprovements will be based on phasing of development.

Land shall be reserved for the construction of public utility facilities that are not
planned within road rights-of-way, as required by the City of Folsom.

Utilize Best Management Practices (BMPs) where feasible and appropriate.

Urban runoff will be treated prior to discharging to a water of the state (i.e. creek,
wetland) in accordance with the City's most current Municipal Stormwater Permit
requirements for new development.

Employ Low lmpact Development (LlD) practices, as required by the City of Folsom, in
conformance with the City's stormwater quality development standards.

Secffon /3-

Yes13.1
costs and the full costs for primary and secondary backbone infrastructure.

Plan Area shall fund its proportional share of regional backbone infrastructure Project is consistent with Public

Facilities Financing Plan.

The Plan Area shall fund the its proportional share of the costs for Plan Area public
facilities including the municipal center, police and fire department stations, the city
corp yard and community, neighborhood and local parks.

The City of Folsom shall apply for Sacramento Countywide Transportation Mitigation
fee funding to help fund all eligible regional road backbone infrastructure.

12.2

t2.3

t2.4

t2.5

t2.6

t3.2

13.3

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The policy affects the City and does

not apply to individual developers.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the project.

The policy affects the City and does
not apply to individual developers.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the project.

The policy affects the City and does
not apply to individual developers.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the project.

n/a

nla

n/a

A Plan Area fee will be created to fund backbone infrastructure and a proportional
cost allocation system will be established for each of the plan Area property owners.

city of Folsom impact and capital improvement fees shall be used to fund plan Area
backbone infrastructure and public facilities where allowed by law.

One or more Community Facilities Districts shall be created in the Plan Area to help
finance backbone infrastructure and public facilities costs and other eligible
improvements a nd/or fees.

13.4

13.5

13.6

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Exhibit 3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

The policy affects the City and does
not apply to individual developers.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the project.

A Community Facilities District will be

formed to implement poliry.

n/a

Yes

submit a conceptual backbone infrastructure phasing plan for the appropriate
development area with the first tentative map or building permit submittal. Updating
of the conceptual backbone infrastructure phasing plan shall be a requirement of
subsequent tentative map or building permit applications for each development area.

Create one or more Landscaping and Lighting Districts in the plan Area for the
maintenance and operation of public improvements and facilities and open space.

Policies

13.7

Maintenance Policies

13.8

FPASP Policy

No.
Map

Consistent
RemarksFPASP Policy Description
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation I mpact Studv

Folsom,
California

EXECUTIVE SU M MARY
This transportation impact study identifies impacts of the proposed Mangini Ranch Phase 2 (the
project) on the motorized and unmotorized transportation systems in Folsom, California. This

study has been prepared for the City of Folsom; Carpenter East, LLC; and Folsom Real Estate

South, LLC. This introductory section provides a detailed project description followed by a

discussion of the assumed absorption of other Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) land uses

over the next five years, and anticipated changes in the road network.

Proiect Description

The project includes 545 dwelling units (DUs), situated within the FPASP, and the Westland/Eagle

Specific Plan Amendment (WE SPA), for which tentative map approval is sought. There are an

additional 355 multi-family DUs that are not part of the tentative map application, but are
included in the site plan as part of a large lot tentative map. While not considered part of the
project, construction of these units is foreseeable and they were included as part of the future
land use assumptions without the project. Project access will be via Scott Road and portions of
Alder Creek Parkway, Street "L", Savannah Parkway, and Westwood Drive. Note that Westwood
Drive is not assumed to connect to, or through, Placerville Road; rather it terminates at the
driveway access to "Village 5". The project, and affiliated large lot tentative map, affect 15 FPASP

parcels located between Scott Road and existing Placerville Road, south of Alder Creek Road and
north of the Alder Creek tributary. A preliminary site plan is provided as Figure ES-l below.

Analvsi s Scope

The analysis considers the traffic operations at intersections in the FPASP and Folsom that could
potentially be impacted by project traffic. Study intersections and segments are listed in

Table ES-1 through Table ES-3. This transportation impact study considers Existing Conditions
with and without the Project, and Existing Plus Planned and Approved Projects (EPPAP) Conditions
with and without the project. Cumulative traffic impacts were evaluated in the FPASP

Environmental lmpact Statement (ElR)1and WE SPA amendment2 per CEQA section 151823

However, a cumulative analysis of the ultimate lane and geometry requirements at intersections
internal and adjacent to the project was conducted to identify and document where additional
right-of-way dedications may be necessary to accommodate right and left turn pockets and/or
tapers in the future. This internal analysis is included as Appendix D of this report.

1 Public Draft EIR/EIS: Folsom South of U.S. 50 Specific Plan Project, June 2010, and CEQA Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations, May 2011, SCH #2008092051.
2 F Westland/Eagle Specific Plan Amendment: Addendum and Environmental Checklist, June 2015.
3 14 CCR L5L82.
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Folsom,

CaliforniaTransportation lmpact Study

Table ES-1. Study lntersections

Table ES-2. Arterial Study Segments

5l IKEAR n' v:w.'ikcitr-i l c,co nr

Study lntersectlon

Existing
20L6

Conditions

Existing
2016 with

Project
Conditions

EPPAP

Conditions

EPPAP

with
Project

Condltions
1. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell St. Signal Signal Signal Signal

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd Signal Signal Signal Signal

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd Signal Signal Signal Signal

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd Signal Signal Signal Signal

5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

6. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

9. East Bidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal Signal Signal Signal

10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.S. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal Signal Signal Signal

1L. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. (Folsom) AWSC AWSC AWSC AWSC

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. TWSC TWSC TWSC TWSC

L3. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy AWSC AWSC AWSC

14.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy AWSC AWSC AWSC

1.5. East Bidwell St./Street "1" TWSC TWSC TWSC

L6. Westwood Dr./Street "1" TWSC TWSC TWSC

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy TWSC TWSC TWSC

lS.Westwood Dr./Savannah Pkwy AWSC AWSC AWSC

19. East Bidwell St./Mangini Pkwy TWSC TWSC

20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy AWSC AWSC

21. Placerville Rd./Mangini Pkwy TWSC- TWSC

Segment Location

1. East Bidwell St. North of White Rock Rd

2. White Rock Rd West of East Bidwell St.

3. White Rock Rd East of East Bidwell St.

iii
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Table ES-3. US 50 Study Segments

Eastbound US 5() Existing and EPPAP Scenarlos
Analysis

Type

1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge

2. EB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic

3. EB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge

4. EB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp Merge

Westbound US 50 Exlsting and EPPAP Scenarios
Analysis

Type

5. WB East Bidwell slip off-ramp Diverge

5. WB between E. Bidwell St. ramps Basic

7. WB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge

8. WB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp ll Merge

Findings

The 545 dwelling units in the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 project are anticipated to generate

approximately 4,800 daily trips, 385 AM peak-hour trips, and 503 PM peak-hour trips. With the
proposed recommendations, the project does not create any new significant impacts under
Existing with Project Conditions.

All arterial and freeway study segments were found to operate at acceptable levels-of-service

both with and without the project under all study scenarios.

Five deficient study intersections were identified under the Existing with Project Condition, and
recommendations are provided to reduce those deficiencies to a less-than-significant level at four
of those locations. The remaining location (lntersection 5 East Bidwellstreet/lron Point Road)is
addressed through FPASP mitigation 3A.14-4d and WE SPA mitigation 4.15.1, both of which
require eight-lane roadways and were deemed infeasible with the adoption of a Statement of
Overriding Considerations. Table ES-4 summarizes improvements that should be incorporated
into the conditions of approval.
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Table ES-4. Recommended lmprovements

Section 7 of this report detailed additional recommendations developed for the Existing Condition
and EPPAP Condition without the project to address intersections that fail to maintain adequate
level-of-service, prior to the addition of project traffic. Recommendations are also provided for
intersections where deficiencies are worsened by the addition of project traffic and traffic from
the other 2,031 homes that are assumed to be constructed in The Enclave, Mangini Ranch Phase

1, Russell Ranch, Broadstone Estates, Folsom Heights, White Rock Springs Ranch. The project

should pay an appropriate share toward those improvements

Additionally, the project should be conditioned to abide by the transportation mitigations
identified in the FPASP and WE SPA. These include:

. Applicable FPASP mitigation: 3A.L4.L,34.15-1a, 3A.15-1b, 3A.15-1c, 34.15-1f, 3A.15-1i,

3A.15-1j,3A.15-11,34.15-1o,3A.15-1p,3A.15-1q,3A.15-1r,3A.15-1s,34.15-1u,34.15-1v,

34.15-1w, 3A.15-1x, 3A.15-1y, 34.15-12, 34.15-1aa, 3A.15-1dd, 3A.15-1ee, 34.15-1ff,
3A.15- 1gg,3A.15-1hh,3A.15-1ii,3A.L5-2a,3A.15-2b, 34.15-2c,3A.15-3,34.15-4a, 3A.15-

4b, 3A.15-4c, 3A.15-4d, 3A.15-4f, 3A.15-49, 3A.15-4i, 3A.15-4j, 3A.15-4k,3A.15-41, 3A.15-

4m, 34.15-4n, 34.15-4o, 3A.15-4p, 34.15-4q, 34.15-4r, 3A.15-4s, 3A.15-4t, 3A.15-4u,

34.15-4v, 3A.15-4w, 3A.15-4x, and 34.15-4y.
r Applicable W/E SPA mitigation: 4.16.1, and 4.L6.2

o Additional FPASP mitigation listed in the WE SPA that was not included in the FPASP

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations: 3A.15-1e, 3A.15-1h,

and 3A.15-4e.

These mitigations, discussed in Section 7 of this report, primarily require payment of applicable

fees. With implementation of the identified mitigation, project impacts are less-than-significant.

Figure ES-2 below identifies where the potentially significant project deficiencies identified and

the associated improvements and recommendations associated with each.

SlIKEAR V

location Description
Section 7.3

Recommendation
5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. Pay Fees 4

11. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. Signalize with free right turns 5

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd.

Convert southbound approach into
channelized right turn to westbound White
Rock Road

6

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek
Pkwv

Signalize and expand East Bidwell to a four-
lane arterial north of Alder Creek Parkway.

7

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy.
Signalize and add a westbound left turn
pocket 8
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Recommended Conditions of Approval

Findings for each of the four study intersections are reported below, organized by the number of
dwelling units that trigger the improvements to be conditioned. Figure ES4 provides an overview
of the East BidwellStreet corridor lane configuration between the US 50 eastbound ramps and

the southern edge of the tentative map.

Zero Dwelling Units

Condition 1: East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkwav (Figure ES-4)

Prior to issuance of the first occupancy permit, the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for
configuring the East Bidwell Street/Savanah Parkway intersection as follows:

o Southbound approach: one thru lane, and one left-turn lane with a 100' long left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

o Northbound approach: one shared thru-right turn lane.

r Westbound approach: one shared left-right turn lane, and a striped out 60' left turn
pocket

o Control: Two-way-stop-control (TWSC), with full access.

Between "Street 1" and the southern boundary of the Tentative Map, East Bidwell Street shall be

constructed as a two-lane arterial on the eastern "half segment" of its ultimate configuration. This

two-lane segment shall have a striped 2' wide striped median south of "Street 1", consistent with
the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devicesa (MUTCD) Figure 3A-107 (CA), or similar
standard. The southbound left turn pocket shall be developed in accordance with the Highway

Design Manuals (HDM) figure 405.2A, or similar standard. Savanah Parkway shall have a L2' raised

median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

a Caltrans (2014) California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices -2OL4 Edition (Revision 2),

California Department of Transportation, April 7,20L7.
s Caltrans (2012) Highway Design Manual - Chapter 400, California Department of Transportation,
May7,2OL2.
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Figure ES-4. East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkway TWSC
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236 Dwellins Units

Condition 2: East Bidwell Street/Alder Creek Parkwav (Figure ES-5)

Prior to the 236th occupancy permit, the owner Applicant shall be responsible for expanding and

signalizing the East Bidwell Street/Alder Creek Parkway intersection:

Southbound approach: one thru lane, and two left-turn lanes, with a 300' long single-lane

left turn pocket for one of the left turning lanes.

Northbound approach: one thru lane and one shared thru-right lane with a 500' long right
turn pocket for the shared thru-right lane.

Westbound approach: one right-turn lane and one left-turn lane, with a 2OO' left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

Eastbound departure: two receiving lanes shall be provided. the second receiving lane

can be dropped after 300'

Control: Signalize with a protected southbound left-turn, westbound split phasing, and

westbound right-turn overlap. Prohibit U-turns.

East Bidwell Street shall be constructed as a four-lane divided arterial between Alder Creek

Parkway and the US 50 interchange, with a 38' raised median at Alder Creek Parkway that tapers
back to match the existing four-lane arterial segment at the eastbound US 50 slip onramp. East

Bidwell Street shall be constructed as a two-lane divided arterial between Alder Creek Parkway

and Street "1", with a 38' raised median at Alder Creek Parkway that tapers back to match the
two-lane half segment described in Condition 1 above. Alder Creek Parkway between East Bidwell
Street and Westwood Drive shall be constructed as a two-lane divided roadway with a 38' raised

median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

a

a

a

a
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28l Dwelling Units

Condition 3: East Bidwell St/White Rock Rd (Figure ES-6 and Figure ES-7)

Prior to issuance of the 281't occupancy permit the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for
either (A)or (B) below:

(A) lf the proposed JPA project at this location is fully funded and construction is

underway by the time the 281st occupancy permit is issued, the project shall pay its

fair-share, consisting of the Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee,

toward the JPA project.

(B) Signalize the existing East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection with Mangini
Ranch Phase f. improvements: lf the JPA project to relocate and signalize the East

Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection is not fully funded and under
construction prior to issuances of the 281't occupancy permit, the Owner/Applicant
shall be responsible to signalize the existing intersection with improvements
described in condition 127 of the Mangini Ranch Phase 1 conditions of approvals.

Mangini Ranch Phase 1 improvements at this location consist of "Southbound on Scott
Road construct o free southbound right turn lane consisting of 315 feet of decelerotion
length plus 50 feet storage length, excluding oppropriate tapers and a 300 foot
receiving /acceleration lone, excluding tdpers along westbound White Rock Road.

Westbound on White Rock Road, construct a free right-turn lane consisting of 315 feet
of deceleration length plus 50 feet of storage length, excluding appropriate tdpers,

ond a 300 foot receiving lane excluding appropriate tapers along northbound Scott

Road." Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

The JPA currently has more than seven million dollars programmed toward relocation and

signalization of the East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection, is planning to begin

acquiring right-of-way during the Winter of 2O18, and will begin construction during the Summer
of 2019.7 The projected absorption Schedule for the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 project estimates

that the 281 dwelling units will not be constructed until sometime in the second quarter oI2O2O8.

6 City of Folsom (2015) Resolution no 9588 - Exhibit A, City Council Meeting 06/23/2015, Agenda ltem No
8a.
7 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Miguel Ramirez, October 27,2OL7,
8 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Larry lto, November LO,2OL7.
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Figure ES-7. East Bidwell Street/Alder Creek Parkway (ltem B: Signalize at Existing Location)
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496 Dwelline Units

Condition 4: White Rock Road/Old Placerville Road (Figure ES-8)

Prior to the 496th occupancy permit the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for prohibiting
southbound left turns from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road by construction
of a raised median on Old Placerville Road to channelize all southbound traffic onto westbound
White Rock Road. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

Condition 5: East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkwav (Figure ES-9)

Prior to the 495th occupancy permit and concurrent with implementation of Condition 4 above,
the Owner/Applicant shall signalize the East Bidwell Street/Savanah Parkway intersection as

follows:

o Southbound approach: one thru lane, and one left-turn lane with a 100' long left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

o Northbound approach: one shared thru-right turn lane.

o Westbound approach: on right-turn lane, and one left-turn lane with a 50' left-turn pocket

forthe left-turn lane.

e Control: Signal controlwith split phasing.

Between "Street 1" and the southern boundary of the Tentative Map, East Bidwell Street shall be

constructed as a two-lane arterial on the eastern "half segment" of its ultimate configuration. This

two-lane segment shall have a striped 2' wide median south of "street L", consistent with the
California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devicese (MUTCD) Figure 3A-107 (CA), or similar
standard. The southbound left-turn pocket shall be developed in accordance with the Highway
Design Manuall0 (HDM) figure 405.2A, or similar standard. Savanah Parkway shall have a 12'
raised median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

e Caltrans (2014) California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices -2OL4 Edition (Revision 2),

California Department of Transportation, April 7,2OL7.
10 Caltrans (2012) Highway Design Manual - Chapter 400, California Department of Transportation,
May7,20t2.
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1. INTRODUCTION
This transportation impact study identifies impacts of the proposed Mangini Ranch Phase 2 (the
project), on the motorized and unmotorized transportation systems in Folsom, California. This

study has been prepared for the City of Folsom; Carpenter East, LLC; and Folsom Real Estate

South, LLC. This introductory section provides a detailed project description followed by a

discussion of the assumed absorption of other Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) land uses

over the next five years, and anticipated changes in the road network.

1.1 Project Description
Figure 1 provides a project vicinity map. The project includes 545 dwelling units (DUs), situated
within the FPASP, and the Westland/Eagle Specific Plan Amendment (W/E SPA), for which
Tentative Map approval is sought. There are an additional 355 multi-family DUs that are not part

of the tentative map application, but are included in the site plan as part of a large lot tentative
map. While not considered part of the project, construction of these units is foreseeable and they
were included as part of the future land use assumptions without the project. This report refers

to those 356 multi-family DUs as Mangini Ranch Phase 311, though that name is not official. Project

access will be via Scott Road and portions of Alder Creek Parkway, Street "1", Savannah Parkway,

and Westwood Drive.

The project, and affiliated large lot Tentative Map, affect 15 FPASP parcels located between Scott

Road and existing Placerville Road, south of Alder Creek Road and north of the Alder Creek

tributary. The project land use is summarized in Table l and Figure 2 below. The area is designated

as single high density l4-7 du/acl, multi-family low density (7-t2 du/acl, multi-family high density
(20-30 du/ac), parks, open space, and public/quasi-public uses including an elementary school

site, police department, and fire stations.

1.2 Absorption of Approved and Anticipated FPASP Projects
ln this transportation impact study, absorption of approved and foreseeable projects within the
Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) was estimated rather than assuminglooo/o of the planned

and approved units would be built by the time that the project was constructed. Typically, when
a Tentative Map is approved, there is a finite amount of time for the project to be built before the
Tentative Map expires. lt is reasonable to assume that the Tentative Map will be constructed
within the five-year window considered for near-term land use changes by transportation impact

studies. However, that assumption is not appropriate here, as there are more new homes

approved than historic absorption rates suggest will be built and occupied over the next five years.

11 "Mangini Ranch Phase 3" consists of the multi-family zoned parcels included as a large lot tentative map
within the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 site plan (FPASP parcel numbers79B,829-2, and 151).
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Table 1. Tentative Map and Large Lot Tentative Map Land Use

3

W/E SPA Parcel FPASP Parcel
Manglni Ranch

Phase 2
Village

FPASP and
w/ESPA
land Use

Tentative Map Dus
(this projecl

Prelimlnary
Estimate of large

LotTM DUs

37 1948 Not lncluded os 0

38 154 2 SFHD 74

39 153 7 MLD 69

40 798 "Lot A" MLD 153

45 84 5 SFHD 108

45 84 6 SFHD 45

45 151 "Lot C" MHD 145

47 828 (828-1) 8 MLD 36

47 828 (828-2) "Lot B" MLD 58

48 82A 4 SFHD 72

49 92 Not lncluded os 0

50 83 3 SFHD 53

51 81 Not lncluded Elem. School 0

52 80 Not lncluded Park 0

53 150 1 SFHD 88

54 1958 Not lncluded os 0

56 L49 Not lncluded Park 0

Total DUs 545 3s6
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Currently, there are 3,019 approved and anticipated dwelling units (DUs) within the FPASP:

r Russell Ranch,875 approved DUs;

o Mangini Ranch Phase 1,800 approved DUs;

o Folsom Heights, 401 approved DUs;

r White Rock Springs Ranch, approved 395 DUs;

o Mangini Ranch Phase 3, 355 anticipated DUs;

o Broadstone Estates,8l approved DUs; and
o The Enclave, LL1. approved DUs.

The city of Folsom's historic absorption rate for new housing is in the order of 500 DUs per year12,

so absorption for each of these projects within five years was estimated such that the total
number of dwelling units in 2023 within the FPASP would be slightly above 2,500. Note that
additional Folsom dwelling units are anticipated to be constructed north of US 50. These

absorption estimates strive to balance the need for conservatively high traffic forecasts that
identify all potential project impacts, with the desire to not overbuild infrastructure and incur
unnecessary maintenance costs. See Section 2.5 Study Scenarios: EPPAP Condition and EPPAP

with Project Condition for specific assumptions.

1".3 Roadway Network Assumptions
New construction within the FPASP is anticipated to implement several of the planned roadways
identified by the FPASP Specific Plan, and WE SPA. Assumptions for each of the four study
scenarios are listed below. The Existing without Project Condition analysis is based on the
roadway system as it was in 2016 when the study was initiated and traffic counts were performed.

1l Existing without Project Conditions are based on the roadway network in 2016 at the
time this study was initiated.

2l Existing with Project Conditions assume that several project area roadways are
constructed, including: (1) Alder Creek Parkway from East Bidwell Street to the western
edge of the Russell Ranch project, (2) Savannah Parkway from East Bidwell Street to
Placerville Road, (3) Westwood Drive from Alder Creek Parkway to the Village 1 and
Village 2 access, (4) a second portion of Westwood Drive between the access to Village 5

and Alder Creek Parkway, and (5) Street "1" east of East Bidwell Street. Note that
Westwood Drive is not assumed to connect to. or through. Placerville Road; rather it
terminates at the driveway access to "Village 5". Alder Creek Parkway from East Bidwell
Street to existing Old Placerville Road is already under construction as a two-lane arterial.
The portion of existing Old Placerville Road between Savannah Parkway and Alder Creek

Parkway is assumed to be abandoned with the project.

12 Personal communication with Larry lto (Ardor Consulting) and Mark Rackovan (City of Folsom).
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3) Existing Plus Planned and Approved Projects (EPPAPI without Project Conditions starts
with the same roadway as Existing with Project Conditions, then adds a handful of offsite
improvements that are conditions of approval of the assumed EPPAP projects. lt is

assumed that The Enclave and the multi-family "Mangini Ranch Phase 3" are to be

constructed along with portions of the other five approved FPASP projects: (1) Mangini
Ranch Phase 1, (2) Russell Ranch, (3) White Rock Springs Ranch, (4) Broadstone Estates,

and (5) Folsom Heights.

4l EPPAP with Project Conditions are analyzed assuming the same roadway network as

EPPAP without Project Conditions.

1-.4 Report Organization
The following sections are discussed after lntroduction and Setting and Study Area: key roadways

and intersections, the regulatory setting, and analysis scenarios. This is followed by a

Methodology section detailing the analysis procedures. Two sections, one for each analysis year,

then describe the transportation system with and without the project. The final section identifies
project impacts, mitigations, and suggested conditions of approval.

6SlfKEAR wwwrkearinc.conr
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2. SETTING AND STUDY AREA
The transportation impact study area generally consists of the region within one to two miles on

either side of US 50 within the City of Folsom, located in eastern Sacramento County, California.

It includes portions of the FPASP and WE SPA on the south side of US 50; portions of East Bidwell
Street and lron Point Road to the north of US 50, and several segments of US 50. Key roadways

within the study area, study intersections, and study segments are shown in Figure 3.

2.1 Project Area Roadways
US 50 is an east-west highway that passes through Folsom, California as it connects the
Sacramento region to Lake Tahoe and points beyond. Within the study area, US 50 west of East

Bidwell Street, is a six-lane freeway with two regular flow lanes and one high-occupancy vehicle
(HOV) lane in each direction. East of East Bidwell Street, US 50 has three westbound lanes (two
mainline lanes, one HOV lane) and four eastbound lanes (three mainline lanes, one HOV lane).

The speed limit on US 50 through Folsom is 65 miles per hour (mph).

East Bidwell Street runs through the City of Folsom from US 50 to Riley Street. East Bidwell Street
becomes Scott Road south of US 50. Near the project area, East Bidwell Street is a six lane arterial
roadway with turn pockets provided at intersections. The speed limit on East Bidwell Street north
of US 50 is 45 mph. South of the US 50 westbound ramps East BidwellStreet has four lanes, and

south of the US 50 eastbound ramps East Bidwell Street transitions into Scott Road.

Scott Road/East Bidwell Street is a two-lane north-south roadway running through the project

site, and extends from the US SO/East Bidwell Street/Scott Road interchange south to White Rock

Road. Scott Road is being renamed to East BidwellStreet. The separate discontinuous segment of
Scott Road, which is located approximately 1.5 miles to the west and extends southward from
White Rock Road into unincorporated Sacramento County, is not within the study area.

Placerville Road is a two-lane north-south road (at the eastern edge of the study area)that begins

at East Bidwell Street just north of US 50, and continues beneath US 50 via an undercrossing. The

roadway extends south to White Rock Road, where it transitions into Payen Road.

White Rock Road is a two-lane east-west road with a posted speed limit of 55 mph. White Rock

Road continues east into El Dorado County where it transitions into Silva Valley Parkway, and west
into the City of Rancho Cordova.

lron Point Road is an east-west arterial roadway with a raised median that runs from Folsom

Boulevard to the eastern city limit along the north side of US 50. Within the vicinity of the project,

lron Point Road has six lanes and posted speed limit of 45 mph.

Broadstone Parkway is an arterial roadway that runs from lron Point Road to Empire Ranch Road

on the north side of US 50. The roadwayfeatures four-to-six travel lanes, a raised median, and a

posted speed limit of 45 mph.
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Oak Avenue Parkway is a north-south arterial that extends from Willow Creek Drive to lron Point

Road. lt is a four-lane urban arterial road between Willow Creek Drive and Blue Ravine Road. lt is
a six-lane urban arterial road between Blue Ravine Road and Riley Street. lt is a four-lane urban
arterial road between Riley Street and lron Point Road.

Rowberry Drive is a north-south two-lane local road that runs northward from the Kaiser

Permanente Folsom Medical Offices into neighborhoods to the north of lron Point Road.

Cavitt Drive is a north-south two-lane collectorthat runs northward from Costcoto Folsom Lake

College.

Serpa Way is a north-south two-lane local road that runs northward from Costco to Folsom Lake

Broadstone Parkway.

2.2 Study lntersections and Segments
There are 21 study intersections, three arterial study segments, and eight study segments on US

50 (Table 2, Table 3, and Table 4, respectively).

Table 2. Study Intersections and Control

Study lntersection

Existing
2016

Conditions

Existing
2016 with

Proiect
Conditions

EPPAP

Conditions

EPPAP

with
Project

Conditions
L. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell St. Signal Signal Signal Signal

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd. Signal Signal Signal Signal

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd Signal Signal Signal Signal

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd Signal Signal Signal Signal

5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

5. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

9. East Bidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal Signal Signal Signal

10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.S. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal Signal Signal Signal

11. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. (Folsom) AWSC AWSC AWSC AWSC

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. TWSC TWSC TWSC TWSC

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy TWSC TWSC TWSC

l4.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy. AWSC AWSC AWSC

15. East Bidwell St./Street "1" TWSC TWSC TWSC

16. Westwood Dr./Street "1" TWSC TWSC TWSC

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy TWSC TWSC TWSC

18.Westwood Dr./Savannah Pkwy AWSC AWSC AWSC

19. East Bidwell St./Mangini Pkwy Signal Signal

20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy AWSC AWSC

21. Placerville Rd./Mangini Pkwy TWSC- TWSC

5l IKEAR "#V/w.'rkcari f r[:.co r,'l 9
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Segment Location

1. East Bidwell St. North of White Rock Rd

2. White Rock Rd. West of East Bidwell St.

3. White Rock Rd. East of East Bidwell St.

Table 3. Arterial Study Segments

Table 4. US 50 Study Segments

Eastbound US 50 Existlng and EPPAP Scenarios
Analysis

Type

1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge

2. EB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic

3. EB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge

4. EB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp Merge

Westbound US 50 Existing and EPPAP Scenarios
Analysis

Type

5. WB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge

6. WB between E. Bidwell St. ramps Basic

7. WB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge

8. WB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp ll Merge

2.3 Transit
City of Folsom's public transportation includes bus and dial-a-ride service provided by the City
through "Folsom Stage Lines" and light rail service provided by Sacramento Regional Transit (RT).

El Dorado County Transit (EDC Transit) also provides limited bus connections to El Dorado County.

Folsom Stage Lines and Dial-A-Ride

The Folsom Stage Line buses run Monday through Friday. There is no weekend service available.
There are currently ten buses running on three routes. They are routes tO,20 and 30. Routes 10

and 20 intersect at Folsom Lake College. There is no charge to transfer from one Folsom Stage

Line route to the other.

Route 10 - Serves Historic Folsom, E. Bidwell St., the Broadstone Market Place,

Broadstone Plaza, Folsom Aquatics Center, Folsom Lake College, lntel, Kaiser Permanente,
Folsom Premium Outlets, Mercy Hospital, Palladio Mall and Century Theatres. lt connects
to light rail and with the RT bus service Line 24. Service with a one-hour headway starts

at 5:25 AM with the last pickup at 7:25 PM.

Route 20 - Services Empire Ranch Road, East Natoma Street, Vista del Lago High School,

Folsom Lake College and transfers to Route 10. There is one morning bus and two
afternoon buses on Route 20.

Route 30 - Services Folsom State Prison, City Hall, and Woodmere Dr. with four AM peak-

period buses and five PM peak-period buses.

a

a

a
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Dial-A-Ride is a curb-to-curb transportation service that operates with the Folsom city limits. lt
provides transportation to residents who have a physical, developmental, or mental disability.
Senior citizens who are 55 years of age or older also qualify for this program.

Sacramento RT

RT light rail provides service via the Gold Line connecting the Historic Folsom, Glenn, and lron
Point light rail stations to downtown Sacramento and points in between. Service is provided from
5 AM to 7 PM on a 3O-minute headway. There is also a connection to RT bus route 24 from Folsom

Stage Lines route 10 at the Madison/Main stop. RT route 24 provides service to Sunrise Mall on a

(roughly) hourly headway from 6 AM to 7 PM.

El Dorado County Transit
The EDC Transit route 50X (the 50 Express) operates every hour from 6 AM until 7 PM Monday
through Friday, with service from Missouri Flat Transfer Center in El Dorado County to the Folsom
lron Point light rail station, Folsom Lake College, and back.

2.4 Bicycle Facilities
The City of Folsom is one of the most bike friendly settings in California, with an existing
comprehensive bikeway system that is extensive and connects to a vast number of historical and
recreational attractions. Existing and planned bicycle facilities within the project area are
described in the 2007 Folsom Bikeway Master Plan 13 and its 2011 appendix for the FPASPIa which
provide a framework for the design of a bikeway system that meets the California Street and
Highway Code Section 890-894.2 - Bicycle Transportation Act and improves safety and
convenience for all users.

Planning and design of the system takes into consideration a wide spectrum of needs, based on
the various types of users and the critical destinations within Folsom and the FPASP. A convenient,
safe, aesthetic, and highly interconnected bikeway system that seamlessly blends into Folsom's

other transportation systems is emphasized.

Factors given major consideration during the planning and design of the FPASP bikeway system
include:

Regional Connections: The system links to both existing and proposed bikeways and trail
systems for maximum external connectivity and the creation of long uninterrupted rides

through Folsom and into the greater Sacramento region.

Destinations: The system connects to valuable Plan Area destinations and provides bicycle
parking consistent with the approved FPASP

13 Folsom (2007) Bikeway Master Plan,

www.folsom.ca.us/citv hall/depts/parks/parks n trails/trails/bikewav master plan.asp.
1a Folsom (2011) Appendix to the City of Folsom Bikeway Master Plan to lncorperate the Folsom Plan Area
Specific Plan

a

a
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Bicyclists: The system carefully considers the needs of all bicyclists, from beginner to
advanced, and balances those needs in a comprehensive plan that provides something
for everyone.

Aesthetics: The system provides permeable linkages to expanses of rolling grasslands, oak
groves, creeks and ponds, where a meandering trail system takes advantage of key view-
sheds.

Topography: The system works with the existing terrain, blending into the rolling
landform to create a higher value experience not only for the rider, but also for those
viewing the trail system from afar.

Site Resources: The system avoids impacts to cultural and historic resources, considers

oak grove locations and reduces creek crossings in order to lessen impacts to waterways.

lnternal Access: The system provides connections to residential, schools, parks,

commercial, industrial/office, and open space, as well as several transit facilities.

Similar to the design of the vehicular circulation, the FPASP bikeway system follows an

interconnected grid-like pattern. There are three types of bicycle facilities (Class 1, 2, 3) used in

Folsom. lt is emphasized that the designation of bikeways classes should not be construed as a

hierarchy of bikeways; that one is better than the other. Each class of bikeway has its appropriate
application.

The Class 1 system consists of a L2'wide paved surface with stabilized shoulders of decomposed
granite on both sides (4' on one side and 2' on the other); see Figure 4.

Figure 4. Class 1 Path
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The Class l system is separated from Plan Area streets and the majority can be found following
creeks and weaving through oak groves within open space areas. These pathways are wide
enough to comfortably accommodate both bicyclists and pedestrians. This system has three
primary north/south routes; the powerline corridor, the Alder Creek corridor, and along the
Sacramento Placerville Rail Road (SPRR). The Class l system includes east/west connections along
Highway 50, between the residential neighborhoods west of the Town Center, and along the
major tributaries to Alder Creek.

Class 2 lanes within the Plan Area consist of a minimum 5' wide striped lane. Moving across the
site from east to west, the Class 2 system can be found in each of the major arterial streets; Empire
Ranch Road, East Bidwell Street, Oak Avenue, and Prairie City Road. North/south Class 2

connections also occur in the realigned Placerville Road section (Savannah Parkway), Rowberry
Drive, as well as the streets east and west of the Town Center. The Class 2 system provides

east/west connections within Savannah Parkway, Easton Valley Parkway, Mangini Parkway, and

the minor collectors between the two.

Class 3 routes will appear on many of the internal streets and are intended to provide additional
linkages to the larger system. These will be designated on high demand roadways with important
connections to the Class 1 and Class 2 systems. Class 3 routes will play an important role in the
Town Center, which is anticipated to become an important destination for bicyclists. Class 3

routes in other portions of the FPASP will essentially fill any major gaps in the grid.

This bicycle system is summarized in Figure 5 below.

2.5 Study Scenarios
Four scenarios were identified for inclusion in this Transportation lmpact Study through
consultation with City of Folsom staff. The study determines the weekday AM peak-hour and PM

peak-hour level-of-service at study intersections and on study segments under the following
scenarios:

o Existing Condition;
o Existing with Project Condition;
o Existing plus Planned and Approved Projects (EPPAP)without Project Condition; and

o EPPAP with Project Condition.

Existing Condition and Existing with Project Condition
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires an analysis of the existing condition,
which reflects the traffic volumes and roadway geometry at the time the study began. This

scenario will be analyzed both with and without project traffic to identify any project related

traffic impacts. Not that implementation of the project includes abandonment of a portion of
Placerville Road and construction of portions of Savannah Parkway and Westwood Drive, existing

traffic will re-route across these project area roadways.
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Flgure 5. WE SPA Planned Bicycle network
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EPPAP Condition and EPPAP with Project Condition
EPPAP scenarios, with and without the project, analyze conditions with the addition of traffic from
approved projects and reasonably foreseeable planned projects that affect study intersections
and segments. These scenarios are intended to reflect anticipated traffic approximately five years

into the future, when the project could reasonably be anticipated to be constructed. This "phasing
analvsis" is intended to assist the Citv of Folsom phasing of improvements at studv intersections
which bv be necessary to accommodate traffic from all approved and anticipated tentative maps

over the next five Vears in the FPASP.

Projects considered include those within the FPASP discussed previously in Section 7.2 Absorption
of Approved and Anticipated FPASP Projects, as wellas projects north of US 50. Table 5 details
projects identified as contributing traffic to the study area. Note that these assumptions include
2,031 FPASP dwelling units without the project (or 2,576 FPASP dwelling units with the project).

ln total, there are 3,687 dwelling units considered without the project, and 4,232 dwelling units
considered with the project. Relative to Folsom's historic absorption rates, land use assumptions
for the EPPAP Condition and EPPAP with Project Condition are conservatively high.

Table 5. Projects Assumed to Contribute EPPAP Traffic to Study lntersections and Segments

Proiect
Approved
land Use

Assumed
Absorption

Assumed
land Use

for EPPAP Location

Russell Ranch 875 DU 55% 481 DU FPASP

Mangini Ranch Phase 1 8OO DU 7S% 600 DU FPASP

Folsom Heights 401 DU 55% 22LDU FPASP

White Rock Springs Ranch 395 DU 55% 2L7 DU FPASP

Mangini Ranch Phase 3 376 DU L00% 356 DU FPASP

Broadstone Estates 81 DU 55% 45 DU FPASP

The Enclave 111 DU LOO% 111 DU FPASP

CountryHouse at Broadstone 45 DU L0Oo/o 45
West of lron Point Road,

east of Oak Ave. Parkway

Cresleigh Ravine, and
Campus at lron Point

276DU L00% 276
Willard Drive at lron
Point Road

Pique at lron Point
Apartments

327 DU roo% 327
West of lron Point Road,

east of Serpa Way

Cumulative Analysis

For California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) purposes, cumulative traffic impacts were
evaluated in the FPASP Environmental lmpact Statement (ElR)ls and WE SPA amendmentlo.
Where a public agency has prepared an Environmental lmpact Report (ElR) on a specific plan after

1s Public Draft EIR/EIS: Folsom South of U.S. 50 Specific Plan Project, June 2010, and CEQA Findings of Fact
and Statement of Overriding Considerations, May 2011, SCH #2008092051.
15 F Westland/Eagle Specific Plan Amendment: Addendum and Environmental Checklist, June 2015.
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January 1, 1980, there is a CEQA exemption under Section t5L8277, and no EIR or negative

declaration need be prepared for a residential project undertaken pursuant to and in conformity
to that specific.

A cumulative analysis of the ultimate lane and geometry requirements at intersections internal
and adjacent to the project was conducted to document where additional right-of-way
dedications may be necessary to accommodate left and right turn pockets and/or tapers in the
future. Roadway cross-sections in the WE SPA do not include right-of-way for right turn pockets

or tapers. Where such pockets or tapers are required, the right-of-way will need to be taken from
the adjacent parcels. This internal analysis is included as Appendix D of this report.

17 14 CCR 15182
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3. METHODOLOGY
This section provides a process overview, describes traffic forecasting, and discusses the
methods/criteria used to evaluate level-of-service. A discussion of the significance criteria is also
included.

3.1- Process Overview
The overall analysis process was structured to identify potential adverse transportation effects
related to the proposed project.

o Traffic volumes and turning movements for the Existing 2016 Condition were determined
from observed traffic counts. Existing US 50 peak-hour traffic volumes were determined
from Caltrans' PeMS18 data at count stations east of the Prairie City lnterchange.

o EPPAP volumes were based on absorption of approved and planned projects. The

assumed growth in land use is in excess of Folsom's historic absorption rate for new
homes.

o Study intersection and segment traffic operations were analyzed both with and without
the proposed project to identify potential significant project impacts.

o Significance criteria were based on the City of Folsom General Plan and FPASP policies.

3.2 Level-of-Service Methodology
Level-of-service (LOS) is a qualitative indication of the level of delay and congestion experienced
by motorists using an intersection. Levels-of-service are designated by the letters A through F,

with A being the best conditions and F being the worst (high delay and congestion). Calculation
methodologies, measures of performance, and thresholds for each letter grade differ for road
segments, signalized intersections, and unsignalized intersections.

Based on guidance from City of Folsom staff, the following procedures described below for
intersection and segment traffic operations analysis were selected for this study.

I ntersection Traffic Operations Analysis

Signalized Intersections

The methodology from HCM 20101e Chapter L8, and HCM 2000 Chapter !72o, are used to analyze

signalized intersections. Level-of-service can be characterized for the entire intersection, each

approach, or by lane group. Control delay alone (the weighted average delay for all vehicles
entering the intersection) is used to characterize level-of-service for the entire intersection or an

approach. Control delay and volume to capacity ratio are used to characterize level-of-service for
lane groups. The average delay criteria used to determine the level-of-service at signalized

18 Caltrans Freeway Performance Measurement (PeMS) System, http://pems.dot.ca.gov/
le Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington, D.C.
20 Transportation Research Board (2000) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington, D.C.
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intersections is presented in Table 6. The HCM 2010 methodology is used as the primary method.
HCM 2000 methods are only utilized where the signal phasing is incompatible with HCM 2010

methods.

Table 5. Level-of-Service Criteria for Sisnalized lntersections
level -of-
Service Description

Average Delayl
(Sec. /Vehicle.)

A Very Low Delay: This level-of-service occurs when progression is extremely
favorable and most vehicles arrive during a green phase. Most vehicles do
not stop at all.

< 10.0

B Minimal Delays: This level-of-service generally occurs with good progression,

short cycle lengths, or both. More vehicles stop than at LOS A, causing higher
levels of average delay.

10.1-20.0

C Acceptable Delay: Delay increases due to only fair progression, longer cycle

lengths, or both. lndividual cycle failures lto service all waiting vehiclesl may
begin to appear at this level of service. The number of vehicles stopping is

significant, though many still pass through the intersection without stopping.

20.1-35.0

D Approaching Unstablefiolerable Delays: The influence of congestion
becomes more noticeable. Longer delays may result from some combination
of unfavorable progression, long cycle lengths, or high v/c ratios. Many
vehicles stop, and the proportion of vehicles not stopping declines. lndividual

cycle failures are noticeable.

35.1-55.0

E Unstable Operation/Significant Delays: This is considered by many agencies

the upper limit of acceptable delays, These high delay values generally

indicate poor progression, long cycle lengths, and high v/c ratios. lndividual
cycle failures are frequent occurrences.

55.1-80.0

Excessive Delays: This level, considered to be unacceptable to most drivers,
often occurs with oversaturation (i.e., when arrival flow rates exceed the
capacity of the intersection). lt may also occur at high v/c ratios below 1.00

with many individual cycle failures. Poor progression and long cycle lengths
may also contribute to such delay levels,

Note 1: Weighted average of delay on all approaches. This is the measure used by the Highway Capacity

Manual to determine level-of-service. Any movement with a volume-to-capacity ratio (v/c)
greater than 1.0 is considered to be level-of-service F.

Source; Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington D.C., Chapter 18;

and Transportation Research Board (2000) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington D.C.,

Chapter 16

Unsignalized lntersections

The methodology from HCM 2010 is used for the analysis of unsignalized intersections. At an

unsignalized intersection, most of the main street traffic is un-delayed, and by definition have

acceptable conditions. The main street left-turn movements and the minor street movements are

all susceptible to delay of varying degrees. Generally, the higher the main street traffic volumes,

F > 80.0

or v/c >1.0

Slfnfnn www,rkearinc,co'r'1 18
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the higher the delay for the minor movements. Separate methods are utilized for Two-Way Stop-

Contro lled (TWSC) intersections a n d All-Way Stop-Controlled (AWSC) intersections.

a

a

TWSC: The methodology for analysis of two-way stop-controlled intersections calculates

an average total delay per vehicle for each minor street movement and for the major

street left-turn movements, based on the availability of adequate gaps in the main street
through traffic. A level-of-service designation is assigned to individual movements or to
combinations of movements (in the case of shared lanes) based upon delay, it is not

defined for the intersection as a whole. Unsignalized intersection level-of-service
reported herein is for each movement (or group of movements) based upon the
respective average delay per vehicle. Table 7 presents the average delay criteria used to
determine the level-of-service at TWSC and at AWSC intersections.

AWSC: At all-way stop-controlled intersections, the level-of-service is determined by the
weighted average delay for all vehicles entering the intersection. The methodologies for
these types of intersections calculate a single weighted average delay and level-of-service
for the intersection as a whole. The average delay criteria used to determine the level-of-

service at all-way stop intersections is the same as that presented in Table 7. Level-of-

service for specific movements can also be determined based on the TWSC methodology.

It is not unusual for some of the minor street movements at unsignalized intersections to have

level-of-service D, E, or F conditions while the major street movements have level-of-service A, B,

or C conditions. ln such a case, the minor street traffic experiences delays that can be substantial
for individual minor street vehicles, but the majority of vehicles using the intersection have very
little delay. Usually in such cases, the minor street traffic volumes are relatively low. lf the minor
street volume is large enough, improvements to reduce the minor street delay may be justified,

such as channelization, widening, or signalization.

Table 7. level-of-Service Criteria for Unsignalized Intersections

Level of Description
Service
(ros)

TWSCl
Average Delay
by Movement

(seconds / vehicle)

AWSC,
lntersection Wide

Average Delay
(seconds / vehicle)

A Little or no delay <10 <10
B Short traffic delay >10and<15 >10and<15
C Average traffic delays >15and<25 >15and<25
D Long traffic delays >25and<35 >25and<35
E Very long traffic delays >35and<50 >35and<50
F Extreme delays potentially affecting other

traffic movements in the intersection
> 50 (or, v/c >1.0) >50

Note 1: Two-Way Stop-Control (TWSC) level-of-service is calculated separately for each minor street
movement (or shared movement) as well as major street left turns using these criteria. Any
movement with a volume to capacity ratio (v/c) greater than 1.0 is considered to be level-of-
service F.

Note 2: All-Way Stop-Control (AWSC) assessment of level-of-service at the approach and intersection
levels is based solely on control delay.

6 IKEAR ur'vrw.tkearinc.conl 19
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Source: Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington D.C., Chapter 19
(TWSC)and Chapter 20 (AWSC).

Arteria I Segment Ana lysis

The Sacramento County Traffic lmpact Analysis Guidelines methodology is used to evaluate
segments of East Bidwell Street and White Rock Road that were under County jurisdiction prior
to the City's annexation of the Folsom Plan Area. Level-of-service for roadway segments is based
on daily traffic volume. These thresholds make use of facility classifications that are based on the
facility type, number of lanes, intersection spacing, and access control. The classifications system
and volume thresholds are show in Table 8. This method is consistent with methods used in the
FPASP and WE SPA analyses.

Table 8. level-of-Service Criteria for ents

Notes: Rural roadways, which are not highways, should be analyzed using methods presented inthe Highwoy Copocity Monuol,
Speciol Report 209, Transportation Research Board, 1994.

Facilitv Tvpe

Arterial, low access control
Arterial, moderate access control
Arterial, high access control

Stoos/Mile Drivewavs

Freq uent
Limited

None

Soeed

25-35 MPH

35-45 MPH

45-55 MPH

4+

2-4
1-2

Source: Socromento County Generol Plan Updote, Technicol Appendix, DKS Associates, February L992, and Sacramento

County Traffic lmpact Guidelines, June 2004.

Maximum Volume for Given Service LevelFacility Type # of Lanes

A B c D E

Rural, 2-lane highway 2 2,400 4,800 7,900 13,500 22,9OO

Arterial, low access control 2

4

6

9,000

1&000

27,OOO

10,500

21,000

31,500

12,000

24,OOO

36,000

13,500

2t,ooo

40,500

15,000

30,000

45,000

Arterial, moderate access control 2

4

5

10,800

21,600

32,400

12,600

2s,200

37,800

74,400

28,800

43,200

16,200

32,400

48,600

18,000

36,000

s4000

Arterial, high access control 2

4

6

12,ooo

24,OOO

36,000

14,000

28,000

42,OOO

16,000

32,000

48,000

18,000

36,000

s4000

20,000

40,000

60,000

Freeway 2

4

6

8

14000

28,000

42,OOO

56,000

21,600

43,200

64800

86,400

30,800

61,600

92,400

723,200

37,200

74,400

111,600

148,800

40,000

80,000

120,000

160,000

A rKEAR www.tkearinc.conr 20
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Freeway Segments Analysis

Freeway merge/diverge segments and basic segments were analyzed utilizing the methodologies
outlined in Chapters 12 and 13 of the Highway Capacity Manual, 2010 (HCM 2010)21.

Basic SeEments

Basic freeway segments operations and level-of-service is defined by density (passenger cars per

mile per lane) which depends upon traffic volumes, and segment, characteristics. These

characteristics include the geometry, grade, free flow speeds, and heavy vehicles. Table 10 shows

the relationship of level-of-service to freeway density for merge, diverge, and weaving segments.

Table 9. Level-of-Service Criteria - Basic Freeway Segments

Level of Service

Maximum Density
(passenger vehicles per mile per lane)

A <11

18

26

35

45
> 45, or Demand exceeds capacity

Source: Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual,
Chapter 11, Washington, D,C.

Merge and Diverge Segments

Freeway merge and diverge segments operations and level-of-service is defined by density
(passenger cars per mile per lane) which depends upon traffic volumes and the ramp

characteristics. These characteristics include the length and type of acceleration/deceleration
lanes, free-flow speeds, number of lanes, grade, heavy vehicles, and types of facilities. Table 10

shows the relationship of level-of-service to freeway density for merge, diverge, and weaving

segments.

21 Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington, D.C.

c
D

E

F
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Table 10. Level-of-Service Criteria - Freeway Ramp Merge/Diverge Areas

Maximum Density
Level of Service (passenger vehicles per mile per lane)

A <10

20

28

35

>35
Demand exceeds capacity

sou rce : 
:l.'il'[: i3: ilff'""til; 

Board (20 10) H ig hwav ca pa citv M a n u a l'

3.3 Standards of Significance
Level-of-service impacts of the proposed project were determined based on the methods
described above and identified as either "significant" or "less-than-significant" in the following
thresholds:

City of Folsom

Policy t7 .77 of the City of Folsom General Plan specifies that the City will strive to achieve at least

a level-of-service C throughout the City. This policy acknowledges that during build-out,
temporarily worse level-of-service may occur where roadway improvements have not been

adequately phased as City-wide development proceeds. The FPASP environmental
documentation22 creates a specific standard for FPASP roadways and intersections. Forfacilities
located south of US 50, level-of-service D conditions can be considered acceptable if
improvements required to meet level-of-service C exceed the city's "normally accepted maximum

improvements". For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if
implementation of the project would result in any of the following:

Cause an intersection in Folsom (outside of the FPASP) that currently operates (or is

projected to operate) at level-of-service C or better to degrade to level-of-service D or
worse;

Cause an intersection within the FPASP that currently operates (or is projected to
operate) at level-of-service D or better to degrade to level-of-service E or worse;

lncrease the average delay by five seconds or more at an intersection in Folsom (outside

of the FPASP)that currently operates (or is projected to operate) at an unacceptable level-

of-service D, E, or F;

lncrease the average delay by five seconds or more at an intersection in the FPASP area

that currently operates (or is projected to operate) at an unacceptable level-of-service E

or F.

This method is consistent with methods used in the FPASP and W/E SPA analyses.

22 Page 3A.15-8, Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan DEIR/DEIS, City of Folsom and USACE

c

E

F

a

a

a

a
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Freeway Facilities

An impact is considered significant on freeway facilities if the project causes the facility to change
from an acceptable to unacceptable level-of-service. For facilities that are or will be operating at
unacceptable level-of-service without the project, an impact is considered significant if:

o The existing level-of-service cannot be maintained with the addition of project traffic;

o The project traffic increases vehicle density on a freeway mainline segment or freeway
ramp junction by 0.1 passenger cars per lane per mile;

o The project increases the number of peak-hour vehicles on a freeway mainline segment
or freeway ramp junction by more than 1 percent.

Per the Caltrans' Guide for the Preparation of Traffic lmpact Studies, Caltrans strives to maintain
a target level of service at the transition between level-of-service C and level-of-service D on state
highway facilities. For consistency with other traffic impact studies performed in the City of
Folsom that considered US 50, level-of-service E was selected as the minimum standard for all
study freeway facilities.

This method is consistent with methods used in the FpASp and WE spA analyses.

Bicycle/Pedestria n/Tra nsit Facilities
An impact is considered significant if implementation of the project would:

r lnhibit the use of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facilities;

o Eliminate existing bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facilities;

o Prevent the implementation of planned bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facilities.

This method is consistent with methods used in the FPASp and w/E SpA analyses.

3.6 Analysis Tools

Macroscopic I ntersection Analysis
Control delay and level-of-service for study intersections were calculated using
Synchro/SimTraffic23 analysis software (Version 10). Synchro/SimTraffic is a complete software
package for modeling and optimizing traffic signal timings, and Version 10.0 implements the
methodologies of the 2000 (4th Ed.), 2010 (5th Ed.), and 6th Ed. of the HCM for signalized and
unsignalized intersections. Synchro requires data on road characteristics (geometric), traffic
counts, and the signal timing data for each analysis intersection. ln general, default parameters
were used, except for locations where specific field data were available (e.g., peak-hour factors).
Heavy vehicle percentages ol 2% were assumed during the peak-hour.

Controldelay and level-of-service for study intersections were calculated using SimTraffic (Version
10) micro-simulation, where Synchro indicated potential project impacts. SimTraffic allows better

23 Trafficware (2017) Synchro plus SimTraffic, Sugar Land TX.
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testing of coordination between signals where some movements are at or near capacity. Because

micro-simulation utilizes distributions of vehicle, driver, and activity data to represent the
stochastic characteristics of traffic operations, a minimum of 10 model runs were averaged

wherever SimTraffic results are reported. Stopped delay was used as a surrogate for control delay

to determine level-of-service.

Macroscopic Freeway Analysis

Basic freeway segments, merge, and diverge segments were analyzed using HCS 201024 software
to implement HCM z1t12s methods for estimating vehicle density and level-of-service.

2a McTrans (2017) Highway Capacity Software (HCS), University of Florida, Gainesville FL.
2s Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual, Washington, D.C.

Slrxrnn www.tkearinc.com 24
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4. EXISTING 201-6 CONDITION WITH AND WITHOUT PROJECT
This section presents the Existing Condition and Existing with Project Condition, and an evaluation
of the project trip generation and distribution. For purposes of this study, Existing Conditions

represent typical midweek, non-holiday, traffic volumes in 2016.

4.1 Existing Condition

Data Sources

The analysis tools require a variety of data to generate the evaluation criteria. The following
sections describe data collection procedures for Existing Conditions. There were three primary

data elements (roadway characteristics, intersection turning movement counts, and traffic
control data); and two supplementary elements (other recent studies, and field data) that
comprised the data collection program for this traffic analysis.

Roadwav Geometrv and Usage Characteristics

The geometry and usage data for the analysis were collected through aerial photographs, field
visits, and prior studies. Current intersection geometry was field validated. Table 11 shows the
key items included in the geometric data and the source for each item.

Table 11. Key ltems and Sources for Geometry and Usage Data

Item Source

Lane configurations and width
Lane utilization
lntersection spacing
Length of storage bays

Transit stops and routes
Turn prohibitions or allowance

Aerial photographs and field visits
Prior studies, aerial photographs, and field visits
Aerial photographs and field visits
Aerial photographs and field visits
Transit schedules, aerial photographs, and field visits
Aerial photographs and field visits

Lane configurations and width - These data specify the number of lanes and the width of the
roadway in each direction, and the directionalturns that are allowed from each lane.

Lane utilization - These data specify how lanes are used by drivers, such as traffic distribution
between lanes on a multi-lane roadway.

lntersection spacing - These data refer to the distance (in feet) between intersections.

Length of storage bays - These data refer to the length (in feet) of available storage for left-
turning or right-turning vehicles where exclusive turn lanes are available. lt is collected for right-
turn lanes when the parking lane is used as a right-turn lane.

Transit stops and routes - A transit stop is an area where passengers await, board, alight, and

transfer between transit vehicles. A transit route is the roadway that transit vehicles operate on.

Turn prohibitions or allowance - These data specify if right turns on red (RTOR) are allowed on

the roadway.

S f KEAR www.rkearinc,csrvr 25

400



Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,
California

lntersection Turning Movement Counts

Existing morning and evening peak-period vehicle and pedestrian turning movement counts were
collected at study intersections in May 2015. Additional counts from neighboring studies in 2Ot4
were utilized at intersections 1, 4, 11, and 12. New counts performed for this study were collected
in 15-minute (or smaller) intervals on a Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday when schools were in

session. The older counts were scaled and balanced based on the counts collected for this study.
Traffic count data sheets are provided in AppendixA of this report.

Peak-hour traffic counts were used to conduct the intersection level-of-service analysis. Turning
movement counts at consecutive intersections were balanced and adjusted where appropriate to
better reflect existing traffic flows. Observed intersection peak-hour factors (PHF) were applied.
Figure 6 provides a summary of the intersection lane geometry and peak period turning
movements under Existing Conditions.

US 50 Peak-Hour Traffic Volume

Traffic volume for the US 50 mixed flow lanes is based on Caltrans PeMS25 data. The analysis

considered mean, non-holiday, midweek, volumes from May L,2076 through May 31st,2015.
Wednesday May 18th volumes were selected for use in the analysis as they displayed the highest
peak-hour flows, and correspond to the May 18th turning movement counts taken at the East

Bidwell St interchange. Copies of the PeMS count data are included in Appendix A. Merge and

diverge volumes were estimated based on ramp flows observed at the East Bidwell St interchange.

26 Caltrans Freeway Performance Measurement (PeMS) System, http://pems.dot.ca.govl.
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Existi ng Cond itio n I ntersection a nd Arte ria I Segment Level-of-Service
Table 12 through Table 14 present a summary of level-of-service results for the study
intersections and segments under Existing Conditions. (Note that for TWSC intersections, these
tables and others in this TIS report the worst movement delav and level-of-service.) The results
indicate that six intersections exceed the relevant level-of-service standard prior to the addition
of project traffic. These locations are shown in a bold font. All study segments operate acceptably.
Calculation sheets for intersection delay and level-of-service as well as freeway density and level-
of-service are provided in Appendix B.

Table 12. Existing lntersection Delay and Level-of-service

Study lntersectlon

Existing 2016
wlthout
Prdect

Condition
Control

Level-Of-
Service

Standard

Exlsting 2016
without
Proiect

Conditlon AM
Delay (tOSl

Exlsting 2016
without
Project

Condition PM
Delay (LOSI

L. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell St. Signal c 20.0 (B) 23.1 (C)

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd Signal c 15.5 B 11.2 (B)

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 13.4 (B) 15.2 (B)

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd Signal c 11.0 (B) 14.8 (c)

5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. Signal c 44.7lDl 1s7.9 (F)

6. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 11.6 (B) 21.7 (C)

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. Signal c 1e.4 (B) 17.1 (B)

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. Signal c 11.s (B) 12.e (B)

9. East Bidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps Signal c 38.6 (Dl 46.3 (Dl
10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.S. 50 ramps Signal c 1e.7 (B) 4e.1(Dl
L1. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. AWSC D 46.4 (E) 4s.4 (E)

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd TWSC D 20.8 (C)SB s0.4 (E) sB

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy. D n/a n/a
14.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy. D n/a n/a
L5. East Bidwell St./Street 1 D n/a n/a
15. Westwood Dr./Street 1 D nla nla
17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy D n/a n/a
l8.Westwood Dr./Savannah Pkwy D nla n/a
19. East Bidwell St./Mangini Pkwy D n/a n/a
20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy D nla n/a
21. Placerville Rd./Mangini Pkwy D n/a nla

Notes:

For TWSC intersections the worst approach (or movement for multi-lane approaches) is reported
Bold values denote level-of-service deficiencies.
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Seement llocationl AnalvsisTvoe

level-of-
Service

Standard

Existing 2016
without
Projecr

condition
Volume (LOSI

1. East Bidwell St. (North of White Rock Rd.) Moderate
Access Control

D 8,860 (A)

2. White Rock Rd.(West of East Bidwell St.)
High Access

Control
D 10,930 (A)

3. White Rock Rd. (East of East Bidwell St.)
High Access

Control
s,980 (A)

Table 13. Existing Arterial Segment Volume Level-of-Service

Table 14. Existing US 50 Density and Level-of-Service

SeEment Analysis Type

Level-of-
Service

Standard

Existing 2016
wlthout
Proiect

condltion AM
DenslW {tOSl

Existing 2016
without
Proiect

Condltion PM
DenslW {tOSl

Eastbound

1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge E t2.2(B) 22.2rcI
2. EB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic E s.4 (A) 14.3 (B)

3. EB East Bidwell 5t. loop on-ramp Merge E 1s.2 (B) 20.7 (Cl

4. EB East Bidwell 5t. slip on-ramp Merge E 16.4 (B) 23.6 (C)

Westbound
5. WB East Bidwell slip off-ramp Diverge E 20.s (c) 14.s (B)

5. WB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic E 13.6 (B) 7.3 (A)

7. WB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge E 1s.s (B) s.3 (A)

8. WB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp ll Merge E 23.0 (C) r"4.8 (B)

Note: Results based on PeMS data for US 50 mixed flow lanes.

4.2 Assessment of Proposed Project

Trip Generation
Traffic generated by the proposed project was based on lnstitute of Transportation Engineers (lTE)

Trip Generation Manual, gth Edition (20721, and is provided in Table 15 below. Trip generation is

for both the project, consisting of the 545 single-fami[ and multi-family dwelling units in the
Tentative Map application, and for Mangini Ranch Phase 3, consisting of the 355 multi-family
dwelling units in the accompanying Large Lot Map.
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Table 15. Generation
FPASP

Parcel
Vlllage

land
Use

Quantlty
ITE

tU Dally
AM

TdPs
AM

(Enterlnsl
AM

(E (ltlnsl
PM

Trlps
PM

(Enterlnsl
PM

tExftlngl

150 Village I SF 88 DU 2to
Rate

Trips

9.52

838

0.77

68

2604

18

74%

50

t.o2

90

640/0

57

36%

32

154 Village 2 SF 74 DU 210
Rate

Trips

9.52

7M
0.77

57

26%

15

74%

42

r.o2

75

6404

48

36%

27

83 Village 3 SF 53 DU 2to
Rate

Trips

9.52

505

0.77

47

26%

II
740/6

30

r.o2

54

&oa

35

36%

19

82A Village 4 SF 72DU 2ro
Rate

Trips

9.52

585

0.77

55

26%

t4
74%

41

t.o2

73

64%

47

36%

26

84
Village 5
Village 6

SF 153 DU zLO
Rate

Trips

9.52

L,457

o.77

118

2604

31

74o/o

87

t.02

156

64%

100

36%

56

153 Village 7 MLD 69 DU 230
Rate

Trips

5.81

40r
o.M
30

tgo/o

5

8t%
25

0.52

35

64%

23

36o/o

13

828-1 Village 8 MLD 35 DU 230
Rate

Trips

5.81

209

o.M
16

t9%

3

8t%

13

0.52

19

64%

t2
36%

7

ManElnl Ranch Phase 2Tentatlve MaD Proiect TrlDs 4,7lR 38s ct 288 903 322 181

151 Lot A MHD 145 DU 22L
Rate

Trips

7.79

1,130

0.55

79

20%

15

8004

53

0.59

100

640/6

64

36%

36

a2B-2 Lot B MLD 58 DU 230
Rate

Trips

5.81

337

o.44

26

L9%

5

8t%

2I
0.s2

30

&"/"
79

3604

L\

798 Lot C MLD 153 DU 230
Rate

Trips

5.81

889

o.44

67

19%

13

8r%
55

o.52

80

6404

51

3604

29

Manrini Ranch Phase 3 Laree Lot Trios 2,356 172 33 138 2ro 135 76

Proiect Plus Large Lot Mao TriDs 7,L55 5s7 130 427 7L4 457 257

5| f XEnn www.tkearinc.corrl 31

406



Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,
California

Trip Distribution
Trip distribution was based on observed traffic counts and select zone analysis within the SACSIM

travel demand model. New project trips were distributed as follows:

o 35% tofrom the west via US 50;
o l5%to/from the east via US 50;
t 7Yo tofrom the west via lron Point Road;

o 7% tofrom the east via lron Point Road;

t 77o/o tofrom the north via East Bidwellstreet;
o 5%o tofrom the west via White Rock Road;

o 7Yo tofrom the east via White Rock Road; and
o 7Yo tofrom the commercial land uses at East Bidwell Street/lron Point Road

Trip distribution is seen visually in Figure 7.

lnternal Driveway Loading

The proposed tentative map consists of 545 dwelling units in 8 villages that are anticipated to
generate 385 AM peak period trips and 503 PM peak period trips. Trips were assigned to the
driveways for each neighborhood based on the number of trips that each village is anticipated to
generate, the internal configuration of each village, trip distribution, and engineering judgement.

Figure 8 below shows assignment of project trips at each study intersection.
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4.3 Existing with Project Conditions
Existing trips were reassigned to project area roadways to account for the planned abandonment
of Placerville Road, north of Savannah Parkway. The reassigned traffic is detailed in Appendix D.

Peak-hour traffic associated with the project was added. Delay and level-of-service were
determined at the study intersections and arterial segments. Figure 9 summarizes the turning
movements and lane configurations for the Existing with Project Condition. Table 16 through
Table 18 presents a summary of the level-of-service results for the study intersections and

segments. lntersection and roadway geometry within the study area was based on assumptions

from the WE SPA, neighboring studies2T, and an evaluation the likely cumulative geometry of
project area roadway (Appendix D). The results indicate that eight study intersections exceed the
relevant level-of-service threshold, and five of those locations are called out as having a

potentially significant impact. lntersections that do not achieve level-of-service thresholds are

shown in a bold font, and those that have potentialsignificant impacts are shown in a white on

black style. Calculation sheets for intersection delay and level-of-service as wellas freeway density
and level-of-service are provided in Appendix B.

Note that during the AM peak period the addition of project traffic decreases the average delay
at three intersections:

# 8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd

# 9. East Bidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps

#10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.S. 50 ramps

Though counter-intuitive, small improvements in average delay occasionally result when the
volume increases on the intersection movements with relatively low movement specific delay.

Project traffic, as well as redirected traffic from abandonment of Placerville Road, adds
predominantly to the northbound and southbound approaches at these intersections. Those

northbound and southbound approaches on East Bidwell Street have less delay than the freeway
ramps or side streets, which in turn reduces the average delay for each of these locations.

2i lncluding: Mangini Ranch Phase 1, White Rock Ranch, and Russel Ranch. (The Enclave, Broadstone
Estates, and Folsom Heights were also considered.)
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Table 16. Existing lntersection Delay and Level-of-Service, with and without the Project

Notes:

For TWSC intersections the worst approach (or movement for multi-lane approaches) is reported"
Bold values denote level-of-seruice deficiencies.

Values shown in revers text (white on black) denote potentially significant impacts.
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Study lnters€cdon

Edstlng 2016
wlth ProJest

Condltlon
Cmltol

l€Y€l-of-
SeMce

Standard

Erdstlng 2016
wlthout
ProJect

Condltlon AM
Delav llo5l

E dsdng 2016
wlthout
P.oJect

Condlfon PM
O€laY (LOSI

€rdrtlnS 2016
wlth ProJect

Cordltlon AM
Dclav ltosl

ExlrtlnS 2016
wlth ProJect

condlrbn PM
Delav (tosl

1. Broadstone Pkwv./East Bidwell St. Sisnal c 20.0 (B) 23.1 (c) 20.2 (c) 23.2 (c)

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd. Signal c 15.5 B 11.2 (B) 16.8 (B) 11.3 (B)

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 13.4 (Bl 15.2 (B) 13.4 (B) 15.4 (B)

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd. Signal c 11.0 (B) 14.8 (c) 11.0 (B) 14.e (B)

5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. signal c u.7 (Dl 1s7.9 (Fl

6. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 11.6 (B) 21.7 (cl 11.5 (B) 2'-.7 (ct

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. Signal c 1e.4 (B) 17.1 (B) 19.4 (B) 17.1 (B)

8. East Eidwell St./Placeruille Rd. Signal c 11.s (B) 12.e (B) 11.1 (B) 13.1 (B)

9. East BidwellSI./WB U.S.50 ramps Signal c 38.5 (Dl 45.3 (Dl 3s.7 {o) 44.s (D)

10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.S.50 ramps Signal c le.7 (B) 49.1 (Dl 15.s (B) 38.3 (D)

11. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. AWSC D 45.4 (C) 45.4 (E)

12. White Rock Rd./Placeruille Rd. TWSC D 20.8 (c) sB s0.4 (F) sB 21.e (c) sB

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy. TWSC D nla nla
14.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy. AWSC D nla nla e.0 (A) 11.2 (B)

15. East Bidwell St./street I TWSC D nla n/a 11.4 (B) wB 1s.8 (C) wB
15. Westwood Dr./Street 1 TWSC D n/a nla 11.2 (B) WBr 12.4 (B)WBT

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy TWSC D nla nla 24.1 (C)WBL

lS.Westwood Dr./Savannah Pkwy AWSC D nla nla e.4 (A) e.e (A)

19. East Bidwell st./Mangini Pkwy D nla nla n/a n/a

20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy D nla nla nla nla

21. Placeruille Rd./Mangini Pkwy D nla nla nla nla

s7.9 (F) WBL

s4.s (F)s3.7 (F)

54.1 (F) WBr

1s9.0 (F)52.4 (D)

s7.6 (F) SB

1ss.4 (F) wBa
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s€gment {Locatlonl Analvsls TYDe

Level-of-
Se'vlce

Standard

Edstlnt 2016
wfthout koJect

Condldon
Volume {l-osl

Exlstlng 2015
wlth P.oJect

Condltlon
Volume ILOSI

1. East Bidwell St. (North of White Rock Rd.)
Moderate

Access Control
D 8,860 (A) 9,400 (A)

2. White Rock Rd. (West of East Bidwell 5t.)
High Access

Control
D 10,930 (A) 11,130 (A)

3. White Rock Rd. (East of East Bidwell St.)
High Access

Control
D s,980 (A) 6,220 lAl

Table 17. Existing Arterial Segment Volume and Level-of-Service, with and without the Project

Table 18, Existing US 50 Density and Level-of-Service, with and without the project

Note: Results based on PeMS data for US 50 mixed flow lanes.
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Serment Analsls Tvoe

Level-of-
Servlce

Standard

Exlstlnt 2016
wlthout
Prolect

Condltlon AM
Densltv tlosl

Exlstlng 2016

wlthout
ProJect

Condltlon PM

Denslw l[OSl

Erlstlnt 2016
wlth Prorect

Condltlon AM
D€nstty (tOSl

Eis$ng 2016
wlth Project

Condluon PM

D€nsltv llosl
Eastbound

1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge E t2.2 (Bl 22.2lcl 12.5 (B) 23.3 (C)

2. EB between East Bidwell 5t. ramps Basic E e.4 (A) 14.3 (B) e.4 (A) 14.3 (B)

3. EB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge E 1s.2 (B) 20.7 (c) 15.2 (B) 2s.4 (C)

4. EB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp Merge E 16.4 (B) 23.5 (C) 16.7 (S) 28.8 (D)

Westbound

5. WB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverse E 2o.s (c) 14.s (B) 21.0 (c) 1s.0 (8)

6. WB between East BidwellSt. ramps Basic E 13.5 (B) 7.3 (A) 13.6 (B) 7.3 (A)

7. WB East BidwellSt. loop on-ramp Merge E ls.s (B) e.3 (A) 16.3 (B) s.8 (A)

8. WB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp ll Merge E 23.0 (c) 14.8 (B) 23.e (c) 1s.3 (B)
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5. EXISTING PLUS PLANNED AND APPROVED PROJECTS (EPPAP)

CONDITION WITH AND WITHOUT PROIECT
This section presents Existing Condition traffic plus traffic from planned and approved projects

that are expected to be constructed by the time the project is constructed, roughly corresponding
to five years' worth of growth. This "phasing analvsis" is intended to assist the Citv of Folsom in
phasing of improvements at studv intersections which bv be necessarv to accommodate traffic
from all approved and anticipated tentative maps over the next five vears in the FPASP. EPPAP

Conditions are presented with and without the project. A list of planned and approved projects,

with their assumed absorption, was provided in Table 5 above. Assignment of the incremental
traffic generated by the EPPAP projects through the study intersections is detailed in Appendix D.

5.1 EPPAP Conditions
EPPAP Conditions analysis utilizes lane configurations and signal timing plans from the Existing

Conditions.

Project area roadways (Alder Creek Parkway, Savannah Parkway, Westwood Drive, and

Street 1 are assumed to be constructed with the 356 multi-family units in Mangini Phase

3, and the 111 multifamily units in The Enclave. Placerville Road, north of Savannah

Parkway, is assumed to be abandoned with construction of Savannah Parkway and

Westwood Drive.

a

The East BidwellStreet/Mangini Parkway intersection is assumed to be constructed and

signalized by the Mangini Ranch Phase 1 project. Mangini Ranch Phase 1 is conditioned
to signalize the intersection before the five hundredth unit.

The Mangini Parkway/Westwood Drive intersection is assumed to be constructed by the
Mangini Ranch Phase 1 project

o The Savannah Parkway/Mangini Parkway intersection is assumed to be constructed as a

T-intersection servicing White Rock Springs Ranch by the White Rock Springs Ranch

project.

Figure 10 summarizes the turning movements and lane configurations for the EPPAP Conditions
scenario. Note that Mangini Parkway is not envisioned to connect between East Bidwell Street
and Savannah Parkway in the near term. Table 19 through Table 21 present a summary of level-
of-service results for the study intersections and segments under EPPAP Conditions. The results

indicate that nine intersections exceed the relevant level-of-service standard prior to the addition
of project traffic, these locations are show in a bold font. All study segments operate acceptably.

Calculation sheets for intersection delay and level-of-service as well as freeway density and level-
of-service are provided in Appendix C.

a
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Table 19. EPPAP lntersection Delay and Level-of-Service

Notes: For TWSC intersections the worst approach (or movement for multi-lane approaches) is reported.
Bold values denote level-of-service deficiencies.

Study Inte6ectlon

EPPAP

without
Project

Condition
control

Level-of-
Service

Standard

EPPAP

without
Proiect

Conditlon AM
Delay {tOS}

EPPAP

without
Proiect

Conditlon PM
Delav [OS]

1. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell St. Signal c 20.7lcl 23.8 (C)

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd Signal c L7.7 (Bl 12.0 (B)

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd Signal c 13.5 (B) 17.4 (B)

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd Signal c 10.s (B) 1-s.4 (B)

5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd Signal c 5s.s (E) 194.3 (F)

5. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 11.9 (B) 21.e (C)

7.Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. Signal c 20.1(C) 77.7 (B)

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. Signal c 1s.6 (B) 13.5 (B)

9. East Bidwell St.nAlB U.S.50 ramps Signal c 3s.6 (D) 46.7 (D)

10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.S. 50 ramps Signal c 15.1 (B) 40.7 (D)

11. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. AWSC D s6.3 (F) e3.2 (F)

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. TWSC D 51.3 (Fl SB >300 (Fl sB

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy. AWSC D >300 (F) wBr >300 (F) wBL
l4.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy AWSC D 1s.1(C) 27.7 (Dl

15. East Bidwell St./Street 1 TWSC D 1s.3 (C)WB 21.2 (C)WB

15. Westwood Dr./Street 1 TWSC D 12.8 (B)WBT 1s.4 {C) EBL

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy TWSC D 43.4 (E) WBL 87.7 (F) WBL

l8.Westwood Dr./Savanna h Pkwy AWSC D s.s (A) 10.8 (B)

L9. East Bidwell St./Mangini Pkwy Signal D 11.4 (B) 43.2 (Dl

20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy AWSC D s.4 (A) 10.1 (B)

21. Placerville Rd./Mangini Pkwy TWSC D LL.7 (B)WBL 14.9 (B) WBL
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Segment (Locationl AnalvsisTwe

Level-of-
Service

Standard

EPPAP

without
Proiect

Condition
Volume ([OSl

1. East Bidwell St. (North of White Rock Rd.)
Moderate

Access

Control
D 72,730(Cl

2. White Rock Rd. (West of East Bidwell St.) High Access

Control
D r"2,330 (B)

3. White Rock Rd. (East of East Bidwell St.)
High Access

Control
8,410 (A)

Table 20. EPPAP Arterial Segment Volume and Level-of-service

Table 21. EPPAP US 50 Density and Level-of-Service

Sesment Analvsis Tvoe

Level-of-
Service

Standa.d

EPPAP

wlthout
Project

Condition AM
Densitv ([OSl

EPPAP

without
Proiect

Condition PM
DensiW (LOSI

Eastbound
1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge c 13.7 (B) 26.0 (C)

2. EB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic c s.4 (A) 14.3 (B)

3. EB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge c 1s.4 (B) 2s.6 (C)

4. EB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp Merge c 1e.0 (B) 2e.e (D)

Westbound
5. WB East Bidwell slip off-ramp Diverge c 2t.4 (Cl 1s.e (B)

5. WB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic c 13.5 (B) 7.3 (A)

7. WB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge c 17.s (B) 10.s (B)

8. WB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp ll Merge c 2s.s (c) 15.1 (B)

Note: Results based on PeMS data for US 50 mixed flow lanes.

5.2 EPPAP with Project Condition
Peak-hour traffic associated with the project was added to the EPPAP Conditions scenario traffic,
then anticipated delay and level-of-service were estimated at the study intersections and US 50
study segments. Figure 11 summarizes the turning movements and lane configurations for the
EPPAP with Project Condition.

Table 22 through Table 24 presents a summary of the level-of-service results for the study
intersections and segments under EPPAP with Project Conditions. The results indicate that ten
study intersections exceed the relevant level-of-service threshold, and seven of those locations
are called out as having a potentially significant impact. lntersections that do not achieve level-

of-service thresholds are shown in a bold font, and those that have potential significant impacts

are shown in a white on black style. Calculation sheets for intersection delay and level-of-service
as well as freeway density and level-of-service are provided in Appendix C.
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Note that during the AM peak period the addition of project traffic decreases the average delay
at two intersections:

# 8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd.

# 9. East Bidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps

As mentioned previously, small improvements in average delay occasionally result when the
volume increases on the intersection movements with relatively low movement specific delay.
Project traffic, as well as redirected traffic from abandonment of Placerville Road, adds
predominantly to the northbound and southbound approaches at these intersections. Those

northbound and southbound approaches on East Bidwell Street have less delay than the freeway
ramps or side streets, which in turn reduces the average delay for each of these locations.
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Table 22. EPPAP lntersection Delay and level-of-Service, with and without the Project

Notes:

For TWSC intersections the worst approach (or movement for multi-lane approaches) is reported.
Bold values denote level-of-service defi ciencies.

Values shown in revers text (white on blackl denote potentially significant impacts.
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Studv lntersectlon

EPPAPwlth
Prolect

Condltlon
Control

LeYel-of-

S€rulce
Stenderd

EPPAP

wlthout
Prolect

f.ondltlonAM
D€lev ILOSI

EPPAP

srfthout
Prole€t

Condltlon PM
D€lav [OSl

EPPAP wlth
ProJect

CondluonAM
Delev ILOSI

EPPAPwIth
PtoJect

condltlon PM
OelfllLOSl

1. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell St. Signal c 2o.7 lcl 23.8 (c) 20.s (c) 23.s (c)

2. OakAve./lron Point Rd. Sicnal c L7.7 (Sl 12.0 (B) L2.2(Bl17.8 (B)

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 13.5 (B) 17.4 (B) 13.6 (B) 17.6 (B)

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd. Signal c lo.e (B) ls.4 (B) 10.e (B) 1s.s (B)

5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. Signal c 6s.s (El 194.3 (Fl

6. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c 11.e (B) 21.e (c) 11.9 (B) 22.0 (c)

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. Signal c 20.1 (c) t7.7 (sl 20.1 (C) 17.8 (B)

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. Signal c 15.6 (B) 13.6 (B) 11.s (B) 13.7 (B)

9. East BidwellSI./WB U.S.50 ramps Signal c 35.6 (Dl 46.7 (Dl 3s.2 (D) 48.0 (Dl

10. East Bidwell SI./EB U.s.50 ramps Signal c 15.1 (B) 40.7 (D) 15.2 (B)

11. East Bidwellst./White Rock Rd. AWSC D s6.3 (F) 93.2 (Fl 61.1 {Fl
12. White Rock Rd./Placeruille Rd. TWSC D 61.3 (Fl 5B >300 (Fl sB

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy. TWSC D >30o (Fl wBt >300 (Fl wBt
l4.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy. AWSC D 15.1 (c) 27.7 (Dl 20.3 (c)

15. East Bidwell st./Street 1 TWSC D 15.3 (C) WB 21.2 (CIWB le.3 (clwB 2s.8 (D)wB

16. Westwood Dr./Street 1 TWSC D 12.8 (B)wBr 1s.4 (C) EBL 13.s (B) WBT 17.1 (C) EBr

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy TWSC D 43.4 (El wBr 87.7 (Fl WBr
l8.Westwood Or./Savannah Pkwy AWSC D e.s (A) 10.8 (B) 10.4 (B) 11.8 (B)

19. East Bidwell St./Mangini Pkwy Signal D 11.4 (B) 43.2 (D) 11.5 (B) 48.6 (D)

20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy AWSC D e.4 (A) 10.1 (B) s.4 (Al 10.1 (B)

21. Placeruille Rd./Mangini Pkwy TWSC D 11.7 (B)wBL 14.s (B) wBL 11.7 (B)wBL 14.s (B)wBL

68.3 (F) SB

':ooirt wei I

>300 (F) wBL82.0 (F) wBr

66.1 (F)

272.4 lrl72.6 lEl

>300 (F) sB

>3oo aF) wBl

41.1 lD)

ros.s (r)
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Table 23. EPPAP Arterial Segment Volume and level-of-Service, with and without the Project

Table 24, EPPAP US 50 Density and Level-of-Service, with and without the Project

Note: Results based on PeMS data for US 50 mixed flow lanes.

A f Xfnn vvwrvtrea..ccor' 50

Segment (locatlonl
Analysls

TYDe

Level-of-
S€rvlce

Standard

EPPAP WIthOUt

ProJect

Condltton
Volume ILOSI

CPPAP wlth
ProJect

Condltlon
volume {LOSI

1. East Bidwell St. (North of White Rock Rd.)

Moderate
Access

Control
D 72,73o lcl 73,270 (cl

2. White Rock Rd. (West of East Bidwell St.)

Hish

Access

Control
D 12,330 (B) 12,s20 (B)

3. White Rock Rd. (East of East Bidwell St.)
High

Access

Control
D 8,410 (A) 8,6s0 (A)

Seemeni Analvsls Twe

tevel-o{-
Se.vlce

Standard

EPPAP

wlthout
ProJect

Condltion AM
Derslty ltosl

EPPAP

wlthout
Prorect

Condltlon PM
Densltv ltOS)

EPPAP wlth
ProJect

Condltlon AM
Irensltv ltOSl

EPPAP wltIr
Project

Condldon PM
Denslw ltosl

Eastbound

1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge E 13.7 (B) 25.0 (C) 14.3 (B) 27.L(Cl

2. EB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic E s.4 (A) 14.3 (B) s.4 (A) 14.3 (B)

3. EB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge E 1s.4 (Bl 2s.6 (C) 1s.4 (S) 2s.6 (C)

4. EB East Bidwell 5t. slip on-ramp Merge E 19.0 (S) 29.9 (D) 1s.4 (8) 30.1 (D)

westbound

5. WB East BidwellSt. slip off-ramp Diverge E 2r.4lcl 1s.s (8) 21.5 (c) 15.4 (B)

6. WB between East BidwellSt. ramps Basic E 13.6 (B) 7.3 (A) 13.6 (8) 7.3 (A)

7. WB East BidwellSt. loop on-ramp Merge E 17.s (B) 10.s (B) 18.3 (B) 11.0 (B)

8. WB East Bidwellst. slip on-ramp ll Merge E 2s.s (c) 16.1 (B) 25.3 (C) 16.6 (B)
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6. OTH ER CONSIDERATIONS

6.1 lnternal Circulation and Site Plan Review
A review of internal circulation, focused on the ultimate geometry of intersections and

approaches, was conducted (Appendix D).

The analysis found that the level-of-service D performance standard can be achieved for allfuture
traffic without the need for right turn pockets and/or tapers. However, there are six locations

where a 60' taper or a 2IO' pocket (inclusive of taper) may be required at the discretion of the
City Engineer, per Folsom's Roadway and Street Design Standards and Site Access Standards.

o #15 East Bidwell St/Street 1: NB right turn taper cutting into parcel Lot A.

o #15 Westwood Dr/Street 1: NB right turn taper cutting into Lot F (neighborhood park site).
c #77 East Bidwell St/Savannah Parkway: NB right turn taper cutting into Village 7.

o #18 Westwood Dr /Savannah Parkway: NB right turn taper cutting into Village 1.

o #18 Westwood Dr /Savannah Parkway: SB right turn taper cutting into Lot A.

r #18 Westwood Dr/Savannah Parkway: WB right turn pocket (150' deceleration
plus 50' taper) cutting into Lot F (neighborhood park site).

6.2 Bicycle/Pedestria n/Transit Faci lities
The project does not inhibit the use of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facilities; eliminate existing

bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facilities; or prevent the implementation of planned bicycle,
pedestrian, or transit facilities.

Within the immediate vicinity of the project, the 2011 appendix to the 2007 Folsom Bikeway

Master Plan and WE SPA include Class l trails and Class 2 bike lanes:

o Class l trails are specified along the existing alignment of Placerville Road, and along the
Alder Creek tributary open space corridor (located on the south side of villages 1,2, and

7 within the project);

a Class 2 bike lanes will be included along East Bidwell Street, Alder Creek Parkway,

Savannah Parkway, and Westwood Drive.

With the planned abandonment of Placerville Road, north of Savannah Parkway, the Class l trail
in that alignment should be constructed. The project accommodates the proposed Class 1 trail
along the Alder Creek tributary and internal roadways will accommodate proposed Class 2 bike

lanes.

The FPASP and W/E SPA included planned Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service along portions of Alder
Creek Parkway, Westwood Drive, and Savannah Parkway. The project right-of-way dedication of
these roads includes medians wide enough to accommodate the construction of guideway and

transit stops within the median in the future.
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7 . DEFICI ENCI ES AN D RECOM M EN DATIONS
This section reviews applicable mitigation from the FPASP and WE SPA, and provides

recommendations to address deficiencies under this study's four scenarios.

o Under the Existing Condition, recommendations are provided for locations that both
operate deficiently, and have an impact under Existing with Project Conditions. (See

Section 7.2 Existing Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations.)

r Mitigations are provided for locations that have a project impact under Existing with
Project Conditions. The project is likely to be responsible for these mitigations. (See

Section 7.3 Existing with Project Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations .)

Recommendations are provided for the EPPAP Conditions locations that operate
deficiently both with and without the project. (See Section 7.4 EPPAP without Project

Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations.)

Mitigations are provided for the EPPAP with Project Condition at all locations that are
impacted by traffic from the project and other planned and permitted projects. The
project is likely to be responsible for a proportionate share of these mitigations. (See

Section 7.5 EPPAP with Project Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations.)

ln total, there are 2L recommendations from this study across 7 intersections and all four
scenarios. Figure 12 on the next page provides an overview of which intersections were found to
have deficiencies, and the location referred to by each of the 21 recommendations detailed in the
subsections 7.2-7.5.

a
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7.1 FPASP and WE SPA lmpacts and Mitigations
The project is a residential project undertaken pursuant to, and in conformity with the FPASP and

WE SPA per CEQA section 1518228. The project is subject to all mitigations and findings adopted
with the FPASP and WE SPA. Relevant mitigation measures are herein incorporated by reference.

These include:

. Applicable FPASP mitigation: 3A.14.1, 3A.15-1, 3A.15-1a, 3A.15-1b, 3A.15-1c, 34.15-11
3A.15-1i,34.15-1j,3A.15-11,3A.15-1o,3A.15-1p,3A.15-1q,3A.15-1r,3A.15-1s,3A.15-1u,
3A.15-1v, 3A.15-1w, 34.15-1x, 34.15-1y, 34.15-12, 34.15-1aa, 34.15-1dd, 3A.15-1ee,

3A.15-1ff, 3A.15- 1gg, 3A.15-1hh, 3A.15-1ii ,3A.15-2a,3A.15-2b, 3A.15-2c, 3A.15-3, 3A.15-

4a, 34. 15-4b, 3A.15-4c, 3A.15-4d, 3A. 15-4f, 34.15-49, 3A. 15-4i, 3A.15-4j, 3A. 15-4k, 3A.15-

41, 3A.15-4m, 3A.15-4n, 3A.15-4o, 3A.15-4p, 34.15-4q, 3A.15-4r, 3A.15-4s, 3A.15-4t,

34.15-4u, 3A.15-4v, 3A.15-4w, 3A.15-4x, and 3A.15-4y.
. Applicable WE SPA mitigation: 4.15.1, and 4.15.2.
o Additional FPASP mitigation listed in the WE SPA that was not included in the FPASP

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations: 34.15-1e, 3A.15-1h,

and 3A.15-4e.

Table 25 summarizes the requirements of each of these measures. ln all but a few cases,

mitigation for these measures consists of payment of fees or the project's proportional share

towards required improvements.

Table 25. Applicable FPASP and W/E SPA Mitigations

28 14 CCR 15182

Table 25. Applicable FPASP and W/E SPA Mitieations

Mitigation
Required Action, and Sienificance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-1:
Within project boundaries, the Applicant shall construct allfeasible physical

improvements necessary and available to reduce the severity of the
project's significa nt tra nsportation-related i mpacts. Outside project
boundaries, the Applicant shall be responsible for the project's fair share of
feasible physical improvements necessary and available to reduce the
severity of the project's significa nt tra nsportation-related impacts.
Successful implementation of some of the proposed improvements will
require the cooperation of third party agencies (Sacramento and ElDorado
Counties, the city of Rancho Cordova, and Caltrans), over which the City of
Folsom has no control. Therefore, the DEIR found this impact significant
and unavoidable.

Payment

5l fnfnn wwwrkearinccsm 55

430



Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,

California

Table 25. Applicable FPASP and W/E SPA Mitications

Mitigation
Required Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1a:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the Folsom Boulevard/ Blue Ravine Road intersection
(FPASP intersection 1). With mitisation impact is less-than-significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1b:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements at the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road intersection (FPASP

intersection 2). With mitigation impact is less-than-significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-1c:
The Applicant shall fund and construct improvements to the East Bidwell
Street (West)/ White Rock Road intersection (FPASP intersection 28). With
mitigation impact is less-than-significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-1e:
Fund and construct improvements to the Hillside Drive/Easton Valley
Pa rkwav intersection (FPASP intersection 41).

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1f:
Fund and construct improvements to the Oak Avenue Parkway/Middle
Road intersection (FPASP intersection 44). With mitigation impact is less-

than-significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1h:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce lmpacts to the
Hazel Aven ue/Folsom Bou leva rd i ntersection (FPASP Sacra me nto Cou nty
intersection 2).

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34. L5-1i:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
Grant Line Road/White Rock Road intersection and to White Rock Road

widening between the Rancho Cordova City limit to Prairie City Road
(FPASP Sacramento County intersection 3). lmpact remains significant and
unavoidable because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1j:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
HazelAvenue between Madison Avenue and Curragh Downs Drive (FPASP

Sacramento County roadway segment 10). lmpact remains significant and
unavoidable because it is outside of the City's iurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-11:

Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
White Rock Road/Windfield Way intersection (FPASP El Dorado County
intersection 3). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the City's iurisdiction.

Payment
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Table 25. Applicable FPASP and WE SPA Mitications

Mitigation
Required Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1o:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
Eastbound U.S. 50 as an alternative to improvements at the Folsom
Boulevard/U.S. 50 eastbound ramps intersection (FPASP Caltrans
intersection 4). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1p:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
Grant Line Road/State Route 16 intersection (FPASP Caltrans
intersection 12). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1q:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard (FPASP

freeway segment 1). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because
it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1r:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between HazelAvenue and Folsom Boulevard (FPASP

freeway segment 3). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because
it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1s:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road (FPASP

freeway segment 4). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because
it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1u:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
westbound U.S. 50 between Prairie City Road and Folsom Boulevard
(FPASP freeway segment 16). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable
because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-lv:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
westbound U.S. 50 between HazelAvenue and Sunrise Boulevard (FPASP

freeway segment 18). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because
it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1w:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 eastbound/ Folsom Boulevard ramp merge (FPASP freeway merge 4).
lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the
City's jurisdiction.

Payment
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Table 25. Applicable FPASP and WE SPA Mitications

Mitigatlon
Requlred Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch
Phase 2

Requirement
FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-1x:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 eastbound/ Prairie City Road diverge (FPASP freeway diverge 5). lmpact
remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the City's
jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1y:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S

50 eastbound/ Prairie City Road direct merge (FPASP freeway merge 6).
lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the
City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-12:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 eastbound/ Prairie City Road flyover on-ramp to Oak Avenue Parkway
off-ramp weave (FPASP freeway weave 8). lmpact remains significant and
unavoidable because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1aa:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 eastbound/ OakAvenue Parkway loop merge (FPASP freeway merge 9).
lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the
City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1dd:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 Westbound/ Empire Ranch Road loop ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 23). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is
outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-Lee:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 westbound/ Oak Avenue Parkway loop ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 29). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1ff:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 westbound/ Prairie City Road loop ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 32). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the city's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1gg:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S

50 westbound/ Prairie City Road direct ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 33). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the city's jurisdiction.

Payment
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Table 25. Applicable FPASP and WE SPA Mitigations

Mitigation
Required Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1hh:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 eastbound/ Folsom Boulevard diverge (FPASP freeway diverge 34).
lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the
City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1ii:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S

50 westbound/ HazelAvenue direct ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 38). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is
outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-2a:
Addresses impact 3A.15-2: increased demand for single-occupancy
automobile travel in the project area. Develop commercial support services
and mixed-use development concurrent with housing development, and
develop and provide options for alternative transportation modes. lmpact
3A.15-2 remains significant and unavoidable because single occupancy
vehicle use in the project area is anticipated to increase, despite the
mitigation.

Payment, and
consideration of

alternative
modes, and

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-2b:
Addresses impact 3A.15-2: increased demand for single-occupancy
automobile travel in the project area. Participate in the city's
Transportation System Management Fee Program. lmpact 3A.15-2 remains
significant and unavoidable because single occupancy vehicle use in the
project area is anticipated to increase, despite the mitigation.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-2c:
Addresses impact 34.15-2: increased demand for single-occupancy
automobile travel in the project area. Participate with the U.S. 50 corridor
transportation management association (TMA). lmpact 3A.15-2 remains
significant and unavoidable because single occupancy vehicles use in the
project area is anticipated to increase, despite the mitigation.

Participate in
TMA

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-3:
Pay full cost of identified improvements that are not funded by the city's
fee program. lmpact 3A.15-2 remains significant and unavoidable. lf the
City can fully fund the fee program through fair share contributions or
external funding sources, the impact would be significant in the short term
and less-than-significant level in the long term.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4a:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road intersection (FPASP

Folsom intersection 2). With mitigation impact is less-than-significant.

Payment
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Table 25. Appllcable FPASP and WE SPA Mitisations

Mitigation
Requlred Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4b:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the Oak Avenue Parkway/East Bidwell Street lntersection
(Folsom intersection 6). Mitigation is infeasible, lmpact remains significant
and unavoidable.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4c:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the East Bidwell Street/Nesmith Court intersection
(FPASP Folsom intersection 7). With mitigation impact is less-than-
significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4d:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the East Bidwell Street/lron Point Road intersection
(FPASP Folsom intersection 21). Mitigation is infeasible, lmpact remains
signifi cant and unavoidable.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-4e:
The Applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the Serpa Way/ lron Point Road intersection (FPASP

Folsom intersection 23).

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-4f:
The applicant shall pay a fair share to fund the construction of
improvements to the Empire Ranch Road/ lron Point Road intersection
(FPASP Folsom intersection 24). With mitigation impact is less-than-
significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-49:
The Applicant shallfund and construct improvements to the Oak Avenue
Parkway/ Easton Valley Parkway intersection (FPASP Folsom intersection
33). With mitigation, the impact at this future intersection is less-than-
significant.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4i:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
Grant Line Road/White Rock Road intersection (FPASP Sacramento County
intersection 3). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is
outside of the city's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4j:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
Grant Line Road between White Rock Road and Kiefer Boulevard (FPASP

Sacramento County roadway segments 5-7). lmpact remains significant
and unavoidable because it is outside of the City's iurisdiction.

Payment
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Table 25. Applicable FPASP and W/E SPA Mitisations

Mitigation
Required Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-4k:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
Grant Line Road between Kiefer Boulevard and Jackson Highway (FPASP

Sacramento County roadway segment 8). lmpact remains significant and
unavoidable because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-41:

Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce lmpacts on
HazelAvenue between Curragh Downs Drive and U.S. 50 westbound ramps
(FPASP Sacramento County roadway segments 1 2-13). lmpact remains
significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4m:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
White Rock Road between Grant Line Road and Prairie City Road (FPASP

Sacramento County roadway segment 22). lmpact remains significant and
unavoidable because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-4n:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
White Rock Road between Empire Ranch Road and Carson Crossing Road
(FPASP Sacramento County roadway segment 28). lmpact remains
significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4o:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
White Rock Road/ Carson Crossing Road intersection (FPASP El Dorado
County intersection 1). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable
because it is outside of the Citv's iurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4p:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
HazelAvenue/U.S. 50 Westbound Ramps intersection (FPASP Caltrans
intersection 1). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4q:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard (FPASP

freeway segment 1). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because
it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4r:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between Rancho Cordova Parkway and Hazel Avenue
(FPASP freeway segment 3). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable
because it is outside of the City's iurisdiction.

Payment
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Table 25. Applicable FPASP and W/E SPA Mitications

Mitigation
Required Action, and Significance of lmpact

Manginl Ranch

Phase 2
Requirement

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4s:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road (FPASP

freeway segment 5). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because
it is outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 34.15-4t:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on
eastbound U.S. 50 between Prairie City Road and Oak Avenue Parkway
(FPASP freeway segment 5). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable
because it is outside of the City's iurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4u:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
U.S. 50 eastbound/ Prairie City Road slip ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 6). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside
of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4v:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on the
U.S. 50 eastbound/ Prairie City Road flyover on ramp to Oak Avenue
Parkway off ramp weave (FPASP freeway weave 7). lmpact remains
significant and unavoidable because it is outside of the Citv's iurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4w:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 eastbound/ Oak Avenue Parkway loop ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 8). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is outside
of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4x:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 westbound/ Empire Ranch Road loop ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 27). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is
outside of the Citv's iurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4y:
Participate in fair share funding of improvements to reduce impacts on U.S.

50 westbound/ Prairie City Road loop ramp merge (FPASP freeway
merge 35). lmpact remains significant and unavoidable because it is

outside of the City's jurisdiction.

Payment

FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.14.1:
Prepare and lmplement a Construction Traffic Control Plan. With mitigation
impact is less-than-significant.

Condition
required for

improvement
plans
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Table 25. Applicable FPASP and WE SPA Mitigations

Mitigation
Required Action, and Significance of lmpact

Mangini Ranch
Phase 2

Requirement

WE SPA Mitigation Measure 4.L6.L
The project Applicant shall pay a fair share fee towards modifying the lron
Point Road/East Bidwell Street intersection. Mitigation is infeasible, lmpact
remains significant and unavoidable.
(See Also FPASP Mitigation Measure 3A.15-4d.)

Payment

WE SPA Mitigation Measure 4.76.2
Project Applicant shall pay a fair share fee towards improvements to the
Scott Road/Easton Valley Parkway intersection. With mitigation impact is

less-than-signif icant.

Payment

There are three specific mitigations from the above list that are notable, given the anticipated
delay and level-of-service identified in Section 4 and Section 5 above.

FPASP mitigation measure 3A.15-1 states that within project boundaries, the Applicant
shall construct all feasible physical improvements necessary and available to reduce the
severity of the project's significant transportation-related impacts. Outside project
boundaries, the Applicant shall be responsible for the project's fair share of feasible
physical improvements necessary and available to reduce the severity of the project's

significant transportation-related impacts. Successful implementation of some of the
proposed improvements will require the cooperation of third party agencies (Sacramento

and El Dorado Counties, the city of Rancho Cordova, and Caltrans), over which the City of
Folsom has no control. Therefore, the DEIR found this impact significant and
unavoidable.

a

a

a

FPASP mitigation measure 3A.15-4d found the impact at East Bidwell Street/lron Point
Road to be significant and unavoidable, and states "The Applicant shall pay a fair share

to fund construction of improvements to the East Bidwell Street/lron Point Road

intersection."

WE SPA mitigation measure 4.76.L states that the Applicant shall pay a fair share fee

towards modifying the westbound approach to include three left-turn lanes, two thru-
lanes, and one right-turn lane at the East Bidwell Street/lron Point Road intersection. This

mitigation would be physically possible but may conflict with the City's policies on
intersection design, therefore the impact remains significant and unavoidable and is

addressed through payment of fees.

Note that "the Applicant" in the above mitigations refers to any tentative map Applicant within
the WE SPA and/or the FPASP area.
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7.2 Existing Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations
Five intersections were found to operate at a deficient level-of-service (Table 12 above), three of
which have a potentially significant impact when project traffic is added. Recommendations for
those three intersections are presented below. All arterial and freeway study segments operate
acceptably. Table 26, in Section 7.5, details level-of-service with and without recommendations
and mitigations. Calculation sheets documenting the mitigated analysis are included in

Appendix F.

lntersection #5
Deficiency East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour

1- Operates at level-of-service D in the morning and F in the afternoon.

Recommendation 1:

Both the FPASP and WE SPA identified mitigations to address level-of-service
deficiencies at this location. However, those improvements all require four
through lanes, and the resulting eight-lane arterials are not consistent with the
City's policies. For FPASP projects, deficiencies at this location are addressed by
payment of fees.

Note:

Deficiency L is not a new impact. lmpacts at this location were identified in in the
environmental analysis for the FPASP and WE SPA. See for example FPASP:

mitigation 3A.15-4d, and WE SPA: mitigation 4.15.1.

lntersection #11

Deficiency East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour
.'
' Op"rates at level-of-service E during the morning and afternoon.

Recommendation 2:

lmplement either (A) or (B) below:

(A) The JPA has programmed to relocate and signalize the East Bidwell
Street/White Rock Road intersection as shown in the October 2017
geometric conceptual drawing2e, or equivalent improvements (i.e., three
southbound approach lanes, four eastbound approach lanes, and three
westbound approach lanes). The JPA currently has more than seven
million dollars programmed toward relocation and signalization of the
East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection, and is planning to begin
acquiring right-of-way during the winter of 2018, and begin construction
duringthe summerof 2018.30. With implementation of this improvement,
the level-of-service improves to B in the morning and afternoon. The

2e Personal communication between Tom Kear and Miguel Ramirez, October 27,2OL7
30 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Miguel Ramirez, October 27 ,2Ot7 .
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Applicant's payment of the Sacramento County Transportation
Development Fee satisfies Deficiency 2.

(B) Signalize the existing East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection
with Mangini Ranch Phase 1 improvements: lf the JPA project to relocate
and signalize the East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection is not
anticipated to be constructed prior to a specific level-of-service or delay
trigger requiring improvements, signalize the existing intersection with
improvements described in condition t27 of the Mangini Ranch Phase 1

conditions of approval3l. Mangini Ranch Phase 1 improvements at this
location consist of "Southbound on Scott Road construct a free
southbound right turn lane consisting of jL5 feet of deceleration length
plus 50 feet storage length, excluding oppropriate tapers and o 300 foot
receiving /accelerotion lone, excluding topers along westbound White
Rock Road. Westbound on White Rock Road, construct a free right-turn
lane consisting of 315 feet of deceleration length plus 50 feet of storage
length, excluding oppropriate topers, and a 300 foot receiving lane
excluding oppropriate tapers along northbound Scott Road." Final

improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer. With
implementation of this improvement, the level-of-service improves to B

in the morning and C in the afternoon.

Note:

This is not a new impact, but rather a previously identified improvement whose
triggered need for implementation has been identified by this transportation
impact analysis. Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1 from the FPASP DElR32 identified
impacts outside of the City's jurisdiction where improvements rely on fee sharing
agreements as significant and unavoidable. The FPASP DEIR and environmental
analysis for the WE SPA assumed that this intersection would be signalized and
reconstructed with buildout of the FPASP. However, estimates of how much
commercial or residential development could occur before additional lanes or
signalization would be needed was left for future analysis. Sacramento County
approved a pla n and certified EIR for the Capital Southeast Connector that includes
improvements to White Rock Road along the southern edge of the FPASP 33.

Reconstruction of this intersection is part of the Capital Southeast Connector
Project. The FPASP Public Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)34 and Development

31 City of Folsom (2015) Resolution no 9588 - Exhibit A, City Council Meeting O5/23/2OI5, Agenda
Item No 8a.
32 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
33 Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State

Clearinghouse #2010012056),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/118335Q278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
34 EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January L8,2014.
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Agreements3s set aside S1S.Z million to be paid through the Sacramento County
Transportation Development Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital
Southeast Connector Project (including reconstruction and signalization of this
intersection). The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans,

environmental analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

lntersection #12

Deficiency
3

White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. PM Peak-Hour

Operates at level-of-service F during the afternoon.

Recommended 3:

Reconfigure the intersection so that Placerville Road prohibiting southbound left
turns from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road by construction of
a raised median on Old Placerville Road to channelize all southbound traffic onto
westbound White Rock Road. With implementation of this improvement, the
level-of-service improves to B in the morning and afternoon.

Note:

As with the deficiencies listed above, Deficiency 3 is not a new impact, but rather
a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation
has been identified by this transportation impact analysis. Mitigation Measure
3A.15-1from the FPASP DElR36 identified impacts outside of the City's jurisdiction
where improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as significant and
unavoidable. The FPASP DE|R37 and environmental analysis for the WE SPA

assumed that this intersection would be improved with buildout of the FPASP.

However, estimates of how much commercial or residential development could
occur before construction of improvements would be needed was left for future
analysis. Sacramento County approved a plan and certified EIR for the Capital
southeast Connector that includes improvements to White Rock Road along the
southern edge of the FPASP 38. Reconstruction of this intersection as a right-
in/right-out intersection is part of the Capital Southeast Connector Project. The

3s See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 20L4 by the City of Folsom.
36 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
37 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 3A.15-G1
38 Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State

Clearinghouse #2010012066),
www.con nectorioa. net/rrnloads/8
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FPASP Public Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)3e and Development Agreementsao set
aside 515.2 million to be paid through the Sacramento County Transportation
Development Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital Southeast Connector
Project (including reconstruction this intersection). Both part A and B of this
recommendation are consistent with the adopted plans and agreements
referenced in this paragraph.

7.3 Existing with Project Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations
Five intersections were found to have project related deficiencies (Table 16 above). Three of these
locations had existing deficiencies and the mitigation at those locations consists of implementing
the recommendations from the Section 7.2 above. New mitigation is proposed for the remaining
two intersections. All arterial and freeway study segments operate acceptably. Table 25, in
Section 7.5, details level-of-service with and without recommendations and mitigations.
Calculation sheets documenting the mitigated analysis are included in Appendix F.

lntersection #5

Deficiency East BidwellSt./lron Point Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour
A.' Anticipated to operate at level-of-service D in the morning and F in the afternoon.

Project traffic is anticipated to increase delay by more than 5 seconds. This
deficiency is potentially significant.

Recommendation 4:

lmplement Recommendation 1 above, consisting of payment of fees. The FPASP

and W/E SPA found impacts at this location significant and unavoidable. Project
related contribution to deficiencies at this location are addressed by payment of
fees.

Note:

As with deficiency above, deficiency 4 is not a new impact. lmpacts at this
location were identified in in the environmental analysis for the FPASP and WE
SPA. See for example FPASP: mitigation 3A.15-4d, and ffE SPA: mitigation
4.76.L.

Intersection #11

3e EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January L8,2OL4.
@ See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC, and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4 by the City of Folsom.
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Deficiency
5

East BidwellSt./White Rock Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour

Operates at level-of-service E in the morning and afternoon. project traffic is
anticipated to worsen level-of-service to F and increase delay by more than 5

seconds. This deficiency is potentially significant.

Recommendation 5:

Recommendation 5 is related to recommendation 2 above. lmplement either (A)

or (B) below:

(A) The CapitalSoutheast ConnectorJoint Powers Authority (JPA) project has

programmed to relocate and signalize the East BidwellStreet/White Rock

Road intersection as shown in the October 20Ll geometric conceptual
drawingal, or equivalent improvements (i.e., three southbound approach
lanes, four eastbound approach lanes, and three westbound approach
lanes). For this With Project scenario, fair share is defined as the Mangini
Ranch Phase 2 project's responsibility to the Sacramento County
Transportation Development Fee. The Applicant is required to pay the
Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee. With
implementation of this improvement, the level-of-service improves to B

in the morning and afternoon. The deficiency is reduced to less-than-
significant.

(B) Signalize the existing East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection
with Mangini Ranch Phase L improvements: lf the JPA project to relocate
and signalize the East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection is not
anticipated to be constructed prior to a specific level-of-service or delay
trigger requiring improvements, signalize the existing intersection with
improvements described in condition L27 of the Mangini Ranch Phase 1
conditions of approvala2. Mangini Ranch Phase 1 improvements at this
location consist of "Southbound on Scott Rood construct a free
southbound right turn lane consisting of 315 feet of deceleration length
plus 50 feet storage length, excluding appropriate tdpers and a 300 foot
receiving /acceleration lane, excluding tapers along westbound White
Rock Road. Westbound on White Rock Road, construct a free right-turn
lane consisting of 3L5 feet of deceleration length plus 50 feet of storage
length, excluding appropriate tqpers, and a 300 foot receiving lane
excluding appropriate topers along northbound Scott Rood." Final

improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer. With
implementation of this improvement, the level-of-service improves to B

in the morning and C in the afternoon. The deficiency is reduced to less-

than-significant.

a1 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Miguel Ramirez, October 27 ,20L7
42 City of Folsom (2015) Resolution no 9588 - Exhibit A, City Council Meeting 06/23/2OL5, Agenda ltem No
8a.
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Note:

As deficiency 2 above, deficiency 5 is not a new impact, but rather a previously
identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation has been
identified by this transportation impact analysis. Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1
from the FPASP DElR43 identified impacts outside of the City's jurisdiction where
improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as significant and unavoidable.
The FPASP DElR44 and environmental analysis for the W/E SPA assumed that this
intersection would be signalized and reconstructed with buildout of the FPASP.

However, estimates of how much commercial or residential development could
occur before additional lanes or signalization would be needed was left for future
analysis. Sacramento County approved a plan and certified EIR for the Capital
southeast Connector that includes improvements to White Rock Road along the
southern edge of the FPASP as. Reconstruction of this intersection is part of the
Capital Southeast Connector Project. The FPASP Public Facilities Financing Plan
(PFFP)46 and Development AgreementsaT set aside StS.Z million to be paid
through the Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee as the FPASP

fair share toward the Capital Southeast Connector Project (including
reconstruction and signalization of this intersection). The above recommendation
is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental analysis, and agreements
referenced in this paragraph.

lntersection #12

Deficiency White Rock Rd./Placervi lle Rd. PM Peak-Hour
5

Operates at level-of-service F, project traffic is anticipated to increase delay by
more than 5 seconds. This deficiency is potentially significant.

Recommendation 6:

lmplement Recommendation 3 above, consisting of prohibiting southbound left
turns from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road by construction of
a raised median on Old Placerville Road to channelize all southbound traffic onto
westbound White Rock Road. With implementation of this improvement, the

43 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 34.15-61
4 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 3A.15-G1
4s Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State

Clearinghouse #2010012066),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/5/83350278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
46 EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,

lnc, January 18,20L4.
a7 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4 bV the City of Folsom.
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level-of-service improves to B in the morning and afternoon. The deficiency is

reduced to less-than-significant.

Note:

As with deficiency 3 above, deficiency 5 is not a new impact, but rather a

previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation has

been identified by this transportation impact analysis. Mitigation Measure 3A.15-
lfrom the FPASP DElR48 identified impacts outside of the City's jurisdiction where
improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as significant and unavoidable.
The FPASP DElR e and environmental analysis for the WE SPA assumed that this
intersection would be improved with buildout of the FPASP. However, estimates
of how much commercial or residential development could occur before
construction of improvements would be needed was left for future analysis.
Sacramento County approved a plan and certified EIR for the Capital southeast
Connector that includes improvements to White Rock Road along the southern
edge of the FPASPSo. Reconstruction of this intersection as a right-in/right-out
intersection is part of the Capitalsoutheast Connector project. The FPASP Public
Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)s1 and Development Agreementss2 set aside S15.2
million to be paid through the Sacramento County Transportation Development
Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital Southeast Connector Project
(including reconstruction and signalization of this intersection). Both part A and B

of this recommendation are consistent with the adopted plans and agreements
referenced in this paragraph.

lntersection #13

Deficiency East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwv. AM and PM Peak-Hour
7 lnthe near term, this new TWSC intersection is assumed to be SB:1 thru, 1 left

turn pocket; NB: L thru, 1 right turn pocket; and WB: 1 right, 1 left turn pocket. lt
is anticipated to operate at level-of-service F during the AM and PM peak-hour.
Note that the ultimate configuration for this intersection would be a four-way 5x4
intersection expanded to include left and right turn pockets. The intersection is

not anticipated to satisfy the peak-hour signal warrant during the AM peak-hour

48 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 3A.15-G1
4s FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
s0 Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State

Clearinghouse #2010012056),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/5/83350278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
51 EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January L8,2OL4.
s2 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2Ol4by the City of Folsom.
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but is anticipated to satisfy that warrant during the PM peak-hour). This deficiency
is potentially significant.

Recommendation 7:

Signalize with the following configuration:

Reconstruct East Bidwell as a four-lane arterial between US 50 and Alder Creek
Parkway.

SB Approach: 1 thru, 2 lefts with two southbound lanes. Two lanes on East

Bidwell Street between the US 50 EB off ramp and Alder Creek
Parkway, and a 300'SB leftturn pocket expandingthe intersection
to facilitate the second left turn lane.

NB Approach: 1 thru, 1 shared thru-right in a 500'turn pocket.

WB Approach: 1 left in a 200'turn pocket, 1 right.

Provide a protected phase for the SB left and split phase for the WB left. Optimize
timing with an actuated-uncoordinated timing plan. With implementation of this
recommendation the level-of-service improves to B during both the AM and PM
peak-hours, and the deficiency is reduced to less-than-significant.

Note:

As with the deficiencies listed above, Deficiency 7 is not a new impact, but rather
a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation
has been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new
intersection identified in both the FPASP DElRs3 and environmental analysis for the
WE SPA. However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or
residential development that could occur before construction of improvements
would be needed. This intersection is part of the FPASP "backbone infrastructure"
and both the Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF)sa and related Development
Agreementsss include 52,326,000.00 for the improvements at this intersection.
The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental
analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

s3 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 34.15-61
s4 EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS#L42O78.
s5 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real
Estate South, LLC' and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2Ol4 by the City of Folsom.
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lntersection #17

Deficiency
8

East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwv PM Peak-Hour

This new TWSC intersection is planned as SB: 1thru, 1 left turn pocket; NB: l thru-
right: and WB: 1 shared left-right. lt is anticipated to operate at level-of-service F

during the PM peak-hour. The peak-hour signal warrant is satisfied. This deficiency
is potentially significant.

Recommendation 8:

Signalize the East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkway intersection as follows: SB

approach: one thru lane, and one left-turn lane with a 100' long left-turn pocket
for the left-turn lane; NB approach: one shared thru-right turn lane; WB approach:
on right-turn lane, and one left-turn lane with a 60' left-turn pocket for the left-
turn lane. With implementation of this improvement, the level-of-service
improves to A in the morning and afternoon. The deficiency is reduced to less-
than-significant.

Note:

As with the deficiencies listed above, Deficiency 8 is not a new impact, but rather
a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation
has been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new
intersection identified in both the FPASP DElRss and environmental analysis for the
WE SPA. However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or
residential development that could occur before construction of improvements
would be needed. This intersection is part of the FPASP "backbone infrastructure"
and both the Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF)s7 and related Development
Agreementss8 include S1,635,000.00 for the improvements at this intersection.
The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental
analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

7.4 EPPAP without Project Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations
Seven intersections were found to operate at a deficient level-of-service (Table 19 above), six of
which have a potentially significant deficiency when project traffic is added. Recommendations for
those six intersections are presented below. All arterial and freeway study segments operate
acceptably. Table 26, in Section 7.6, details level-of-service with and without recommendations

s6 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 34.15-61
s? EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS#142078.
s8 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4by the City of Folsom.
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and mitigations. Calculation sheets documenting the mitigated analysis are included in
Appendix F.

Intersection #5

Deficiency East BidwellSt./lron Point Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour
9 Operates at level-of-service E in the morning and F in the afternoon.

Recommendation 9:

lmplement Recommendation 1 above, consisting of payment of fees. The FPASP

and WE SPA found impacts at this location to be significant and unavoidable.

Note:

As with deficiencies 1 and 4 above, deficiency 9 is not a new impact. lmpacts at
this location were identified in in the environmental analysis for the FPASP and

WE SPA. See for example FPASP: mitigation 3A.15-4d, and WE SPA: mitigation
4.76.1.

lntersection #10

Deficiency East Bidwell SI./EB US 50 ramps. PM Peak-Hour
10 Anticipated to operate at level-of-service D.

Recommendation 10:

Optimize signal timing plan using an actuated-uncoordinated 90 second cycle
length. With implementation of this recommendation the level-of-service
improves to B in the morning and C in the afternoon.

Note:

The FPASP DElRse and environmental analysis for the WE SPA assumed that this
intersection would be expanded with the FPASP. Modifications to this
intersection with traffic from multiple tentative maps is consistent with findings
of prior environmental studies.

lntersection #11

Deficiency East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour
17 Anticipated to operate at level-of-service F during the morning and afternoon.

Recommendation 11:

lmplement Recommendation 2 above, consisting of either the Applicant's
Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee payment toward the
planned JPA project to relocate and signalize the intersection, or signalizing the
existing intersection with the addition of the Mangini Ranch Phase 1

improvement conditions. With implementation of this improvement, the level-
of-service improves to B in the morning and C in the afternoon, or better.

Note:

se FPASP DEtR Exhibit 34.15-61
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As previously discussed under deficiencies 2 and 5, this is not a new impact, but
rather a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for
implementation has been identified by this transportation impact analysis.

Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1from the FPASP DElR50 identified impacts outside of
the City's jurisdiction where improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as

significant and unavoidable. The FPASP DElR61 and environmental analysis for
the WE SPA assumed that this intersection would be signalized and
reconstructed with buildout of the FPASP. However, estimates of how much
commercial or residential development could occur before additional lanes or
signalization would be needed was left for future analysis. Sacramento County
approved a plan and certified EIR for the Capital Southeast Connector that
includes improvementsto White Rock Road alongthe southern edge of the f eRSe
52. Reconstruction of this intersection is part of the Capital Southeast Connector
Project. The FPASP Public Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)63 and Development
Agreementssa set aside StS.Z million to be paid through the Sacramento County
Transportation Development Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital
Southeast Connector Project (including reconstruction and signalization of this
intersection). The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans,

environmental analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

Intersection #12

Deficiency White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. PM Peak-Hour
t2 Operates at level-of-service F during the morning and afternoon.

Recommended 12:

lmplement Recommendation 3 above, consisting of prohibiting southbound left
turns from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road by construction
of a raised median on Old Placerville Road to channelize all southbound traffic
onto westbound White Rock Road. With implementation of this improvement,
the level-of-service improves to C in the morning and afternoon.

Note:

50 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
61 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 3A.15-61
52 Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State

Clearinghouse #2010012066),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/5/83350278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
63 EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January L8,20L4.
5a See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2014 by the City of Folsom.
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As with deficiencies 3 and 5 above, deficiency L2 is not a new impact, but rather
a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation
has been identified by this transportation impact analysis. Mitigation Measure
34.15-1 from the FPASP DElRss identified impacts outside of the City's
jurisdiction where improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as significant
and unavoidable. The FPASP DElR56 and environmental analysis for the WE SPA

assumed that this intersection would be improved with buildout of the FPASP.

However, estimates of how much commercial or residential development could
occur before construction of improvements would be needed was left for future
analysis. Sacramento County approved a plan and certified EIR for the Capital
Southeast Connector that includes improvements to White Rock Road along the
southern edge of the FPASP 57. Reconstruction of this intersection as a right-
in/right-out intersection is part of the Capital Southeast Connector project. The
FPASP Public Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)58 and Development Agreements6s
set aside StS.Z million to be paid through the Sacramento County Transportation
Development Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital Southeast
Connector Project (including reconstruction and signalization of this
intersection). Both part A and B of this recommendation are consistent with the
adopted plans and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

Intersection #13

Deficiency East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwv. AM and PM Peak-Hour
13 Operates at level-of-service F during the morning and afternoon.

Recommendation 13:

lmplement recommendation 7 above, consisting of signalization of the
intersection and reconstruction of East Bidwell as a four-lane arterial between US

50 and Alder Creek Parkway. With this recommendation, the intersection is

expected to operate at level-of-service B in the morning and C in the afternoon.

Note:

As with deficiency 7 above, deficiency 13 is not a new impact, but rather a

previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation has

been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new intersection

6s FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
66 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 34.15-G1
67 Capital Southeast Connector JPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State

Clearinghouse #2010012066),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/5/83350278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
68 EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January 18,2014.
5s See for example; "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2014by the City of Folsom.
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identified in both the FPASP DElR70 and environmental analysis for the WE SPA.

However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or residential
development that could occur before construction of improvements would be
needed. This intersection is considered to be part of the FPASP "backbone
infrastructure" and both the Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF) 71 and related
Development AgreementsT2 include 52,325,000.00 for the improvements at this
intersection. The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans,
environmental analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

Intersection #17

Deficiency East BidwellSt./Savannah PkwvAM and PM Peak-Hour
74 Operates at level-of-service E in the morning and F in the afternoon.

Recommendation 14:

lmplement recommendation 8 above, consisting of signalizing the intersection
and adding a 60' WB left turn pocket. With implementation of this
recommendation the level-of-service improves to A in the morning and afternoon.

Note:

As with deficiency 8 above, deficiency 14 is not a new impact, but rather a

previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation has

been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new intersection
identified in both the FPASP DE|R73 and environmental analysis for the W/E SPA.

However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or residential
development could occur before construction of improvements would be needed.
This intersection is part of the FPASP "backbone infrastructure" and both the
Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF)7a and related Development AgreementsTs
include S1,635,000.00 for the improvements at this intersection. The above
recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental analysis,
and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

70 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 34.15-61
?1 EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS #142078.
72 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real
Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 20L4by the City of Folsom.
73 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 3A.15-01
?4 EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS #142078.
7s See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4 by the City of Folsom.
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7.5 EPPAP with Project Condition - Deficiencies and Recommendations
Seven intersections were found to have project related impacts (Table 22 above). Six of which had

deficiencies without the project traffic, and mitigation at those locations consists of implementing
the recommendations from the Section 7.4 above. New mitigation is proposed for the remaining
intersection. All arterial and freeway study segments operate acceptably. Table 25, in Section 7.5,
details level-of-service with and without recommendations and mitigations. Calculation sheets
documenting the mitigated analysis are included in Appendix F.

lntersection #5

Deficiency East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour
15 Anticipated to operate at level-of-service E in the morning and F in the afternoon,

project traffic is anticipated to increase delay by more than 5 seconds. This
deficiency is potentially significant.

Recommendation 15:

lmplement recommendation L above, consisting of payment of fees. The FPASP

and WE SPA found this impact to be significant and unavoidable. Project related
contribution to deficiencies at this location are addressed by payment of fees.

Note:

As with the deficiencies 1, 4, and 9 above. Deficiency 15 is not a new impact.
lmpacts at this location were identified in in the environmental analysis for the
FPASP and WE SPA. See for example FPASP: mitigation 3A.15-4d, and WE SPA:

mitigation 4.16.L.

Intersection #10

Deficiency East Bidwell SI./EB US 50 ramps, PM Peak-Hour
16 Anticipated to operate at level-of-service F during the afternoon, project traffic is

anticipated to increase the afternoon delay by more than 5 seconds. This
deficiency is potentially significant.

Recommendation 16:

lmplement recommendation 10 above, consisting of optimizing signal timing. With
implementation of this mitigation the level-of-service improves to B in the
morning and C in the afternoon, and the deficiency is reduced to less-than-
significant.

Note:

As with deficiencies 10 above, deficiency 15 is not a new impact. The FPASP DElR76

and environmental analysis for the W/E SPA assumed that this intersection would
be expanded with the FPASP. Modifications to this intersection with traffic from
multiple tentative maps is consistent with findings of prior environmental studies.

76 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 34.15-61
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lntersection #11
Deficiency East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. PM Peak-Hour

t7 Anticipated to operate at level-of-service F during both the morning and
afternoon, project traffic is anticipated to increase the afternoon delay by more
than 5 seconds. This deficiency is potentially significant.

Recommendation 17:

lmplement recommendation 2, 5 above, consisting of either consisting of either
the Applicant's Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee payment
toward the planned JPA project to relocate and signalize the intersection, or
signalizing the existing intersection with the addition of the Mangini Ranch Phase 1

improvement conditions. For this with project scenario, fair share toward the JPA

project is defined as the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 projects responsibility to the
Sacramento County Transportation Development Fee. With implementation of
this mitigation the level-of-service improves to B in the morning and D in the
afternoon or better, and the deficiency is reduced to less-than-significant.

Note:

As with deficiencies 2, 5, and LL above, deficiency 17 is not a new impact, but
rather a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for
implementation has been identified by this transportation impact analysis.
Mitigation Measure 34.15-1from the FPASP DElR77 identified impacts outside of
the City's jurisdiction where improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as

significant and unavoidable. The FPASP DElR78 and environmental analysis forthe
W/E SPA assumed that this intersection would be signalized and reconstructed
with buildout of the FPASP. However, estimates of how much commercial or
residential development could occur before additional lanes or signalization would
be needed was left for future analysis. Sacramento County approved a plan and
certified EIR for the Capital southeast Connector that includes improvements to
White Rock Road along the southern edge of the FPASP 7s. Reconstruction of this
intersection is part of the Capital Southeast Connector project. The FPASP Public
Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)80 and Development Agreementssl set aside S15.2
million to be paid through the Sacramento County Transportation Development

77 FPASP DE|R Exhibit 3A.15-61
78 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
7e Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State
Clearinghouse #2010012066),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/5/83350278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
80 EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January t8,2OL4.
81 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4by the City of Folsom.
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Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital Southeast Connector Project
(including reconstruction and signalization of this intersection). The above
recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental analysis,
and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

lntersection #12
Deficiency White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. AM and PM Peak-Hour

18 Operates at level-of-service F during the morning and afternoon, project traffic is

anticipated to increase delay by more than 5 seconds. This deficiency is potentially
significant.

Recommendation 18:

lmplement Recommendation 3 above, consisting of prohibiting southbound left
turns from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road by construction of
a raised median on Old Placerville Road to channelize all southbound traffic onto
westbound White Rock Road. With implementation of this mitigation the level-of-
service improves to C in the morning and afternoon, and the deficiency is reduced
to less-than-significant.

Note:

As with deficiencies 3, 6, and 12 above, deficiency 18 is not a new impact, but
rather a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for
implementation has been identified by this transportation impact analysis.
Mitigation Measure 3A.15-1from the FPASP DElR82 identified impacts outside of
the City's jurisdiction where improvements rely on fee sharing agreements as

significant and unavoidable. The FPASP DElR83 and environmental analysis for the
WE SPA assumed that this intersection would be improved with buildout of the
FPASP. However, estimates of how much commercial or residential development
could occur before construction of improvements would be needed was left for
future analysis. Sacramento County approved a plan and certified EIR for the
Capital southeast Connector that includes improvements to White Rock Road

along the southern edge of the FPASP e. Reconstruction of this intersection as a

right-in/right-out intersection is part of the Capital Southeast Connector project.
The FPASP Public Facilities Financing Plan (PFFP)8s and Development Agreementss6

82 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
83 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-51
84 Capital Southeast ConnectorJPA (2012) Final Program Environmental lmpact Report (State
Clearinghouse #2010012056),
www.connectoripa.net/uploads/8/3/3/5/83350278/capital sec v2 final peir revised draft.pdf
8s EPS (2014) Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan Public Facilities Financing Plan, Economic & Planning Systems,
lnc, January L8,2OI4.
85 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real
Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the

5l fKEAR www,rkearinc.conr 79

454



Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Studv

Folsom,
California

set aside StS.Z million to be paid through the Sacramento County Transportation
Development Fee as the FPASP fair share toward the Capital Southeast Connector
Project (including reconstruction and signalization of this intersection). Both part
A and B of this recommendation are consistent with the adopted plans and
agreements referenced in this paragraph.

Intersection #13

Deficiency East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwv. AM and Peak-Hour
19 Operates at level-of-service F during the morning and afternoon, and project

traffic is anticipated to increase delay by more than 5 seconds. This deficiency is

potentially significant.

Recommendation 19:

lmplement recommendation 7 above. With implementation of this mitigation the
level-of-service improves to C during both the AM and PM peak-hours, and the
deficiency is reduced to less-than-significant.

Note:

As with the deficiency 7 above, Deficiency 19 is not a new impact, but rather a

previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation has
been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new intersection
identified in both the FPASP DE|R87 and environmental analysis for the WE SPA.

However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or residential
development could occur before construction of improvements would be needed.
This intersection is part of the FPASP "backbone infrastructure" and both the
Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF) 88 and related Development Agreementsse
include 52,325,000.00 for the improvements at this intersection. The above
recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental analysis,
and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

lntersection #14
Deficiency Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwv PM Peak-Hour

20 ln the near term, this new intersection is assumed to be have a shared thru-right
with left turn pocket on each approach, with all-way-stop-control. lt is anticipated
to operates at level-of-service F during the afternoon, and project traffic is

First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4 by the City of Folsom.
87 FPASP DEtR Exhibit 3A.15-61
88 EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS #142078.
8e See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real

Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 20L4 by the City of Folsom.
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anticipated to increase delay by more than 5 seconds. This deficiency is potentially
significant.

Recommendation 20:

Construct an EB right turn lane within the ultimate footprint of Alder Creek
Parkway. The EB approach would have 1 left, L thru, and 1 right (using 200' or
longer turn pockets). With implementation of this mitigation, the level-of-service
improves to C during both the AM and PM peak-hours, and the deficiency is

reduced to less-than-significant.

Note:

As with the deficiencies listed above, Deficiency 20 is not a new impact, but rather
a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation
has been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new
intersection identified in both the FPASP DElReo and environmental analysis for the
WE SPA. However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or
residential development could occur before construction of improvements would
be needed. This intersection is part of the FPASP "backbone infrastructure" and
both the Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF) e1 and related Development
Agreementse2 include S1,955,000.00 for the improvements at this intersection.
The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental
analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

Intersection #17

Deficiency East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwv AM Peak-Hour
27 Operates at level-of-service F during the morning and afternoon, and project

traffic is anticipated to increase delay by more than 5 seconds. This deficiency is

potentially significant.

Recommendation 21

lmplement recommendation 8 above, consisting of signalizing the intersection
and adding a 100' westbound left turn pocket. With implementation of this
mitigation the level-of-service improves to A during the AM peak-hour and level-
of-service B during PM peak-hour. The deficiency is reduced to less-than-
significant.

Note:

eo FPASP DEtR Exhibit 34.15-61
e1 EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS #142078.
e2 See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real
Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2Ot4 by the City of Folsom.
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As with the deficiency 8 listed above, Deficiency 21 is not a new impact, but rather
a previously identified improvement whose triggered need for implementation
has been identified by this transportation impact analysis. This is a new
intersection identified in both the FPASP DElRs3 and environmental analysis for the
WE SPA. However, prior studies did not identify the amount of commercial or
residential development could occur before construction of improvements would
be needed. This intersection is part of the FPASP "backbone infrastructure" and
both the Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee (SPIF) ea and related Development
Agreementses include S1,536,000.00 for the improvements at this intersection.
The above recommendation is consistent with the adopted plans, environmental
analysis, and agreements referenced in this paragraph.

7.6 Level-of-Service Summary with Recommended lmprovements
Table 26 below details mitigated level of service for both Existing and EPPAP conditions

s3 FPASP DEIR Exhibit 3A.15-61
s4 EPS (2015) Folsom Plan Are Specific Plan lnfrastructure Fee Nexus Study, Economic and Planning
Systems, Aug 28, 2015, report EPS #L42O7 8.
es See for example: "City of Folsom (2014) Ordinance No. 1201 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of
Folsom Approving the First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Folsom Real
Estate South, LLC" and Ordinance No. 1205 - An Uncodified Ordinance of the City of Folsom Approving the
First Amended and Restated Tier 1 Development Agreement with Carpenter East, LLC, adopted
June 10, 2OL4 by the City of Folsom.
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Table 26, Delay and Level-of-Service, with and without the Project and Recommended lmprovements

Notes:

For TWSC intersections the worst approach (or movement for multFlane approaches) is reported.
Bold values denote level-of-seruice defi ciencies.

Values shown in revers text (white on black) denote potentially significant impacts.
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wftn PrcFctPM
Delfl nOSl Recommndrtlorr

ExistinE sirnal 44.t lDl 157.5, East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd.
(Level-of-Seruice ihreshold: C) Existint with Recommendations Sirnal No in

I (Pay Fe€s)
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Existinr AWSC 46.4 lEl 45.4 (El
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lntersection
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cdldhlo
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9 (lmplement 1)
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10 (Optimize slgnal)
15 (lmDlement 10)
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11. Eait Bidwell St./White Rock Rd.
(Level-of-S€dice threshold: D)

Existinr w/ Recommendation B sirnal 15.8 (B) 30.7

11 (lmplement 2)
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EPPAP AWSC 1s.1 (C) 27.7|D\ 20.3 lc)14,We5twood Dr./Alde. Creek Pkwy.
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20 (Eg riSht pocket)

EPPAP TWSC 4l_4lEl wBt 47.7 wBt17, East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy.
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wBL 155.4

66.7 (F)

47.7 lD)

s2.4 (D) 1s9.0 (F)

54.L WBI-

458



Mangini Ranch Phase 2

Transportation lmpact Studv
Folsom,

California

(This page intentionally left blank)

SlIKEAR www.tkearinc.com 84

459



Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Folsom,

CaliforniaTra nsportation lmpact Study

B. CONCLUSIONS & RECOMMENDED CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL

Co n clu sions
The 545 dwelling units in the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 project are anticipated to generate

approximately 4,800 daily trips, 385 AM peak-hour trips, and 503 PM peak-hour trips. With the
proposed improvements, the project does not create any new significant deficiencies under
Existing with Project Conditions or EPPAP with Project Conditions.

All arterial and freeway study segments were found to operate at acceptable levels-of-service

both with and without the project under all study scenarios.

Five deficient study intersections were identified under the Existing with Project Condition, and

recommendations are provided to reduce those deficiencies to a less-than-significant level at four
of those locations. The remaining location (lntersection 5 East Bidwellstreet/lron Point Road)is

addressed through FPASP mitigation 3A.14-4d and WE SPA mitigation 4.15.1, both of which

require eight lane roadways and were deemed infeasible with the adoption of a Statement of
Overriding Considerations. Table 27 summarizes improvements that should be incorporated into
the conditions of approval.

Table 27. Recommended lmprovements

Section 7 of this report detailed additional recommendations developed for the Existing Condition

and EPPAP Condition without the project to address intersections that fail to maintain adequate
level-of-service, prior to the addition of project traffic. Recommendations are also provided for
intersections where deficiencies are worsened by the addition of project traffic and traffic from
the other 2,031 homes that are assumed to be constructed in The Enclave, Mangini Ranch Phase

L, Russell Ranch, Broadstone Estates, Folsom Heights, White Rock Springs Ranch. The project
should pay an appropriate share toward those improvements

Additionally, the project should be conditioned to abide by the transportation mitigations
identified in the FPASP and WE SPA. These include:

o Applicable FPASP mitigation: 3A.14.1, 3A.15-1a, 3A.15-1b, 3A.15-1c, 3A.15-1f, 3A.15-1i,

3A.15-1j,3A.15-11,3A.15-1o,3A.15-1p,34.15-1q,34.15-1r,34.15-1s,34.15-1u,3A.15-lv,

Location Description
Section 7.3

Recommendation
5. East Bidwell St./lron Point Rd Pay Fees 4

11. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd Signalize with free right turns 5

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd

Convert southbound approach into
channelized right turn to westbound White
Rock Road

6

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek
Pkwy

Signalize and expand East Bidwell to a four-
lane arterial north of Alder Creek Parkway.

7

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah
Pkwv.

Signalize and add a westbound left turn
pocket 8
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3A.15-1w, 34.15-1x, 3A.15-1y, 3A.15-12, 3A.15-1aa, 3A.15-1dd, 34.15-1ee, 3A.15-1ff,

3A.15- 1gg,3A.15-1hh,3A.15-1ii,3A.15-2a,3A.15-2b,3A.15-2c,3A.15-3,3A.15-4a,3A.15-
4b, 34. 15-4c, 3A. 15-4d, 3A. 15-41 3A. 15-49, 3A.15-4i, 3A. 15-4j, 3A. 15-4k, 3A. 15-41, 3A.15-

4m, 3A.15-4n, 3A.15-4o, 3A.15-4p, 3A.15-4q, 3A.15-4r, 3A.15-4s, 3A.15-4t, 3A.15-4u,

34.15-4v, 34.15-4w, 3A.15-4x, and 3A.15-4y.
. Applicable W/E SPA mitigation:4.L6.7, and 4.15.2
o Additional FPASP mitigation listed in the WE SPA that was not included in the FPASP

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations: 3A.15-1e, 3A.15-1h,

and 34.15-4e.

These mitigations, discussed in Section 7 of this report, primarily require payment of applicable
fees. With implementation of the identified mitigation, project impacts are less-than-significant.

Triggers for Off-Site Road lmprovements
This section identifies triggers for Mangini Ranch Phase 2 (project) off-site intersection
improvements, and provides recommended language for conditions of approval. Diagrams for
each improvement are provided as attachments. Off-site improvements were identified in section
7 of this report. Apart from payment of fees, there are four intersections for which off-site
improvements need to be incorporated into the project conditions of approval:

#L1. East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road (implementation of the Capital southeast
Connector project to relocate and signalize, or signalization of improvements included in
the Mangini Phase 1 conditions of approval);
#12. White Rock Road/Old Placerville Road (Prohibit left turn from southbound Old

Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road);

#13. East Bidwell Street/Alder Creek Parkway (signalization with additional approach
lanes);

#17. East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkway (signalize intersection).

After detailing development phasing assumptions used to identify improvement triggers,
recommended conditions of approval are provided. Level-of-service results and technical
calculations are provided in Appendix G.

Network and Trip Assignment Assumptions.
The project was represented as being built in three phases. Assumptions for the without project

condition and allthree project phases are detailed below.

Without Project

Without the project, the following infrastructure was assumed

o East BidwellStreet as a two-lane un-divided arterial between US 50 and White Rock Road.

o Old Placerville Road as a two-lane un-divided roadway between East Bidwell Street and
White Rock Road.

a

a

a

a
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Alder Creek Parkway as a divided two-lane collector with a 38' raised median between
East Bidwell Street and the future Westwood Drive.

Alder Creek Parkway as a divided two-lane collector with a L6' raised median between
the future Westwood Drive and Old Placerville Road.

The project was represented as being built in three phases.

Project Phase 1

Phase 1 ns (see Figure 13)

o 237 dwelling units (DUs) in villages 7,2, and 7 of the project.
o Savannah Parkway between East Bidwell Street and Westwood Drive, constructed as a

two-lane divided road with a 12' raised median.
o Savannah Parkway, east of Westwood Drive to the proposed bridge over Alder Creek

(approximately 700'), constructed as a two-lane divided road with a 38' raised median.
. Westwood Drive from Savannah Parkway to the village 1 and 2 access, constructed as a

two-lane divided roadway with a 12' raised median.
. Westwood Drive, from the village 1 and 2 access to the southern edge of the Tentative

Map, constructed as an undivided two-lane roadway.
. Westwood Drive between Alder Creek Parkway and Street "1", constructed as two-lane

divided road with 38'raised median.
. Street "1" between East Bidwell Street and Westwood Drive, constructed as two-lane

undivided roadway.

Phase l Trip Generation and Distribution

Trip generation and distribution assumptions for Phase 1 are shown in Table 1 below

Table 28. Phase 1 tri ration and distribution

To/From the west on White Rock Road

TolFrom the east on White Rock Road

TolFrom the north on East Bidwell Street

a

s%

7%

aa%

5

8

103

97

135

7LO

2

3

34

8

11

1361.

6

9

113

10

14

777

4

5

64

FPASP

PeEel J
Slrc rTlLU Dally AM

AM
lEntetlnd

AM
lErftlnel

PM
PM

lEnlerlnd
PM

lElltlnd

150 VillaSe 1 SF 88 DU 270
Rate

Trips

9.52

838

o.77

58

26*

18

74%

50

7.O2

90

64%

57

36Pt

32

154 Village 2 SF 74 DU 2to
Rate

TriDs

9.52

7M

o.77

57

26X

15

74%

42 75

1.O2 64%

4A

3691

27

153 Village 7 MLD 69 DU 230
Rate

Trips

5.81

401

o.44

30

79X

5

ar%

2S

0.52

36

64%

23

369l.

13

Total Proiect Trios 7,943 155 38 777 20r 129 72
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Phase l Trip Assignment

Outbound to Folsom and US 50 routed west on Savannah Parkway to northbound East

Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the east on White Rock Road routed west on Savannah Parkway to
southbound East Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the west on White Rock Road routed west on Savannah Parkway to
southbound East Bidwell Street.

lnbound from Folsom and US 50 routed south on East Bidwell Street to eastbound
Savannah Parkway.

lnbound From the east on White Rock Road routed north on East Bidwell Street to
eastbound Savannah Pa rkway.

lnbound From the west on White Rock Road routed north on East Bidwell Street to
eastbound Savannah Parkway.

Project Phase 2

Phase 2 Assumptions (see Figure 13)

a

a

a

a

a

a

o 276 dwelling units (DUs) in villages 4,5, and 8 of the project.
o Street "AA" between Savannah Parkway and Street "1", constructed as a two-lane divided

road with a 38' raised median.
. Street "1" between Westwood Drive and Street "AA" (north of the elementary school

site), constructed as a two-lane undivided roadway.
o Street "AA" between Alder Creek Parkway and Street "1", constructed as a two-lane

undivided roadway.

Phase 2 Trip Generation and Distribution

Trip generation and distribution assumptions for Phase 2 are shown in Table 2 below

Table 29. Phase 2 and distribution

To/From the west on White Rock Road

TolFrom the east on White Rock Road

To/From the north on East Bidwell Street

5%958
7% 135 rL

88o/o 7,692 136

10

L4

178

5

8

702

2

3

34

6

9

IT4

4

5

64

;PASP

Parcel I She ITE LU Dally AM
AM

lEnt rlnd
AM

lErldnd
DM
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lEnt.rlnel

FM
lEidnd

82A Villag€ 4 SF 72DU 2lo
Rate

Trips

9.52

685

o.77
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26%

74

74%

47

7.O2

73

64%

47

369i

26

84 Village 5 SF 108 DU 270
Rate

Trips

9.52

1,028

o.77

83

26%

22

74%

62

7.O2

110

64%

77

36fl

40

828.L Village 8 MLD 35 DU 230
Rate

Trips

5.81

209

o.44

15

79%

3

87%

13 19

0.52 64%

72

36'1

7

Total Proiect Trips r,923 154 39 115 202 729 73
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Phase 2 Trip Assignment

Outbound to Folsom and US 50 routed west on Alder Creek Parkway to northbound East

Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the east on White Rock Road routed west on Alder Creek Parkway to
Southbound East Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the west on White Rock Road routed west on Alder Creek Parkway to
southbound East Bidwell Street.

lnbound from Folsom and US 50 routed south on East Bidwell Street to eastbound Alder
Creek Parkway.

lnbound from the east on White Rock Road routed northwest on Old Placerville Road to
westbound Alder Creek Parkway.

lnbound from the west on White Rock Road routed north on East Bidwell Street to
eastbound Alder Creek Parkway.

Project Phase 3

Phase 3 Assumptions (see Figure 13)

o 98 dwelling units (DUs) in villages 3 and 5 of the project.
o Savannah Parkway, from the proposed bridge over Alder Creek to Old Placerville Road,

constructed as a two-lane divided road with a 38' raised median.
r The eastern "half segment" of Westwood Drive between Alder Creek Parkway and the

village 6 access constructed as a two-lane undivided roadway.
o The "full segment" of Westwood Drive between the village 5 access and Old Placerville

Road, constructed as a two-lane undivided roadway.

Note that Old Placerville Road is assumed to be closed to through traffic between Westwood Drive

and Savannah Parkway once the Phase 3 road connections above are completed. This segment of
Old Placerville Road, between Westwood Drive and Savannah Parkway, may serve as temporary
access during construction of village 3.

Phase 3, Village 3, Trip Generation and Distribution

Trip generation and distribution assumptions for Phase 3 are shown in Table 3 below

Table 30. Phase and disilibution assu ons

TolFrom the west on White rock Road

To/From the east on White rock Road

TolFrom the north on East Bidwell Street

a

a

a

a

a

a

25

35

M4

5%

7%

8A%

2

3

36

7

1

9

2

2

30

2

2

27

3

4
48

1

I
17

rPASP

P.rcelt She ITE I-U oafy Allil
AM

lEnhdrtl
AM

lErldnd
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PM
lEhle.lnd

PM
lE{tlnd

83 Village 3 SF 53 DU 210
Rate

Trips

9.52

505

o.77

41

26%

11

74%

30

7.O2
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64%

35

35%

19

Total Project Trips 505 4t 11 30 54 35 19
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Phase 3, Villase 3, Trip Assignment

Outbound to Folsom and US 50 routed west on Savannah Parkway to northbound East

Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the east on White Rock Road routed west on Savannah Parkway to
southbound East Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the west on White Rock Road routed west on Savannah Parkway to
southbound East Bidwell Street.

lnbound from Folsom and US 50 routed south on East Bidwell Street to eastbound
Savannah Parkway.

lnbound From the east on White Rock Road routed northwest on Old Placerville Road to
westbound Savannah Parkway.

lnbound From the west on White Rock Road routed north on East Bidwell Street to
eastbound Savannah Parkway.

Phase 3, Villase 5, Trip Generation and Distribution

Trip generation and distribution assumptions for phase 3 are shown in Table 4 below

Table 31. Phase Vi tri and distribution assum

fo/From the west on White rock Road

To/From the east on White rock Road

To/From the north on East Bidwell Street

Phase 3, Villase 6, Trip Assignment

Outbound to Folsom and US 50 routed west on Alder Creek Parkway to northbound East

Bidwell Street.

Outbound to the east on White Rock Road routed south on Westwood Drive to
westbound Savannah Parkway.

Outbound to the west on White Rock Road routed west on Alder Creek Parkway to
southbound East Bidwell Street.

lnbound from Folsom and US 50 routed south on East Bidwell Street to eastbound Alder
Creek Parkway.

lnbound From the east on White Rock Road routed northwest on Old Placerville Road to
westbound Savannah Parkway and northbound Westwood Drive.

lnbound From the west on White Rock Road routed north on East Bidwell Street to
eastbound Alder Creek Parkway.

a

a

o

a

o

a

5%

7%

88%

27

30

377

2

2

30

1

1

15

1

2

26

2

3

40

1

z

23

1

8

o

a

a

a

a

SlIKEAR

fPASP

PaEel* 5he ITE tU Dany AM
AM

lCntednd
AM

lExldn.l
PM

PM

{Ent€dnd
PM

lExltlnrl

u village 6 SF 45 DU 270
Rate

Irips

9.52

42A

o.77

35

26%

9

7496

26

7.O2

46

64%

29

35%

!7

Total Proiect Trips 428 35 9 26 46 29 77

www.lkearinc.com 91

466



ManginiRanch Phase 2

Transportation lmpact Study
Folsom,

California

Phase 3 Reassignment of Existing Trips. Phase 1 Proiect Trips, and Phase 2 Proiect Trips
Phase 2 and 3 inbound trips from the east on White Rock Road were reassigned from northbound
East Bidwell Street to northwest on Old Placerville Road and west on Savannah Parkway. When
the southbound left turn from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road is prohibited,

existing southbound left turns are reassigned to westbound Alder Creek Parkway and southbound
East Bidwell Street.

Recommended Conditions of Approval
Calculation sheets and tables summarizing the level-of-service and signal warrant analysis results

located in Appendix G. Findings for each of the four study intersections are reported below,
organized by the number of dwelling units that trigger the improvements to be conditioned.
Figure 14 provides an overview of the East Bidwell Street corridor lane configuration between the
US 50 eastbound ramps and the southern edge ofthe tentative map.

Zero Dwelling Units

Condition 1: East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkwav (Figure 15)

Prior to issuance of the first occupancy permit, the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for
configuring the East Bidwell Street/Savanah Parkway intersection as follows:

Southbound approach: one thru lane, and one left-turn lane with a 100' long left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

Northbound approach: one shared thru-right turn lane.

Westbound approach: one shared left-right turn lane, and a striped out 60' left turn
pocket

o Control:Two-way-stop-control (TWSC), with full access.

Between "Street L" and the southern boundary of the Tentative Map, East Bidwell Street shall be

constructed as a two-lane arterialon the eastern "half segment" of its ultimate configuration. This

two-lane segment shall have a striped 2'wide striped median south of "street 1", consistent with
the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devicese6 (MUTCD) Figure 34-107 (CA), or similar
standard. The southbound left turn pocket shall be developed in accordance with the Highway

Design ManualeT (HDM) figure 405.24, or similar standard. Savanah Parkway shall have a 12'

raised median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

e5 Caltrans (2014) California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices -2OL4 Edition (Revision 2),

California Department of Transportation, April 7,2Ot7.
s7 Caltrans (2012) Highway Design Manual - Chapter 400, California Department of Transportation,
May 7,2OL2.

a
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Folsom,

California

Figure 14. East Bidwell Street Corridor Lane Geometry

East Bidwell Street

Carrldor Lone Geometry

l
ot
&
3

Full A6rar*
Scc Flgu:r 3

AHrrCr..l

Full Ac€og
SenmhPhrt

$. Rgs'rr I rnd t

R|ROOnly
7

J
;

r
lv.t lth*

N TKEAR

S f nfnn www.tkearinc.com 93

468



Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,
California
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Figure 15. East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkway TWSC
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,
California

236 Dwelling Units

Condition 2: East Bidwell Street/Alder Creek Parkwav (Figure 15)

Prior to the 236th occupancy permit the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for expanding and

signalizing the East Bidwell Street/Alder Creek Parkway intersection:

o Southbound approach: one thru lane, and two left-turn lanes, with a 300' long single-lane

left turn pocket for one of the left turning lanes.

Northbound approach: one thru lane and one shared thru-right lane with a 500' long right

turn pocket for the shared thru-right lane.

Westbound approach: one right-turn lane and one left-turn lane, with a 200' left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

Eastbound departure: two receiving lanes shall be provided. the second receiving lane

can be dropped after 300'

Control: Signalize with a protected southbound left-turn, westbound split phasing, and

westbound right-turn overlap. Prohibit U-turns.

East Bidwell Street shall be constructed as a four-lane divided arterial between Alder Creek

Parkway and the US 50 interchange, with a 38' raised median at Alder Creek Parkway that tapers
back to match the existing four-lane arterial segment at the eastbound US 50 slip onramp. East

Bidwell Street shall be constructed as a two-lane divided arterial between Alder Creek Parkway

and Street "1", with a 38' raised median at Alder Creek Parkway that tapers back to match the
two-lane half segment described in Condition 1 above. Alder Creek Parkway between East Bidwell

Street and Westwood Drive shall be constructed as a two-lane divided roadway with a 38' raised

median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

a

a

a
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2

Tra nsportation lmpact Study
Folsom,

California
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2

Transportation lmpact Study
Folsom,

California

28L Dwelling Units

Condition 3: East Bidwell St/White Rock Rd (Figure 17 and Figure 18)

Prior to issuance of the 281't occupancy permit the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for
either (A)or (B) below:

(C) The Capital Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority (JPA) project proposes to
relocate and signalize the East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection: lf the
proposed JPA project at this location is fully funded and construction is underway by

the time the 281't occupancy permit is issued, the project shall pay the Sacramento

County Transportation Development Fees, toward the JPA project.

(D) Signalize the existing East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection with Mangini
Ranch Phase 1 improvements: lf the JPA project to relocate and signalize the East

Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection is not fully funded and under
construction prior to issuances of the 281't occupancy permit, the Owner/Applicant
shall be responsible to signalize the existing intersection with improvements

described in condition 127 of the Mangini Ranch Phase l conditions of approvales.

Mangini Ranch Phase 1 improvements at this location consist of "Southbound on Scott

Road constuct a free southbound right turn lone consisting of 315 feet of deceleration
length plus 50 feet storage length, excluding appropriote tapers and a 300 foot
receiving /acceleration lone, excluding topers along westbound White Rock Rood.

Westbound on White Rock Road, construct a free right-turn lane consisting of 3L5 feet
of decelerotion length plus 50leet of storage length, excluding appropriate topers,

and a j00 foot receiving lane excluding appropriate tapers along northbound Scott

Rood." Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

The JPA currently has more than seven million dollars programed toward relocation and

signalization of the East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection, and is planning to begin

acquiring right-of-way during the winter of 2OL8, and begin construction during the summer of
2019.es The projected absorption Schedule for the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 project estimates that
the 281 dwelling units will not be constructed until sometime in the second quarter of 2020100.

Item A above is the preferred improvement, Option B would be a throwaway improvement.

s8 City of Folsom (2015) Resolution no 9588 - Exhibit A, City Council Meeting O6/2312Ot5, Agenda ltem No
8a.
ee Personal communication between Tom Kear and Miguel Ramirez, October 27 ,2017 .

100 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Larry lto, November tO,2017.
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2

Transportation lmpact Study
Folsom,

California

496 Dwelling Units

Condition 4: White Rock Road/Old Placerville Road (Figure 19)

Prior to the 496th occupancy permit the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for prohibiting

southbound left turns from Old Placerville Road to eastbound White Rock Road by construction
of a raised median on Old Placerville Road to channelize all southbound traffic onto westbound
White Rock Road. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

Condition 5: East Bidwell Street/Savannah Parkwav (Figure 20)

Prior to the 496th occupancy permit and concurrent with implementation of Condition 4 above,

the Owner/Applicant shall signalize the East Bidwell Street/Savanah Parkway intersection as

follows:

Southbound approach: one thru lane, and one left-turn lane with a 100' long left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

Northbound approach: one shared thru-right turn lane.

Westbound approach:on right-turn lane, and one left-turn lane with a 50'left-turn pocket

for the left-turn lane.

o Control: Signal controlwith split phasing.

Between "Street 1" and the southern boundary of the Tentative Map, East BidwellStreet shall be

constructed as a two-lane arterial on the eastern "half segment" of its ultimate configuration. This

two-lane segment shall have a striped 2' wide median south of "Street 1", consistent with the
California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Deviceslol (MUTCD) Figure 3A-107 (CA), or similar
standard. The southbound left-turn pocket shall be developed in accordance with the Highway

Design Manual102 (HDM) figure 405.2A, or similar standard. Savanah Parkway shall have a 12'

raised median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

101 Caltrans (2014) California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices -20L4 Edition (Revision 2),
California Department of Transportation, April 7,20L7.
102 Caltrans (2012) Highway Design Manual - Chapter 400, California Department of Transportation,
May7,2Ot2.
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,202O

Attachment 13

Access and Girculation Analysis
Dated May 12,2020
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KimleyDHorn
Memorandum

To:

From:

Re:

Rick Jordan

Matt Weir, P.E., T.E., PTOE

Access Evaluation
Mangini Ranch (MR) Phase 2 - Lot 1"0 (Rockcress)

May 12,2O2ODate

Peryour request, we have prepared this access evaluation specificto Lot 10 (Rockcress) ofthe above
referenced project. The assumptions upon which this evaluation was prepared were identified by the City
of Folsomi and the project team2. The following is a summary of these assumptions:

l. Land Usefl-rip Generation
o 118.s n8;J;$i::[;:::ilin",,

75-trips lN (PM)

67-trips oUT (AM)

ll. Access Conditions. *"--,."fiJ##ffi"fi: 
:ffi ::rncrave, 

without Virage 7

- Right-ln/Right-Out, Left-ln at East Bidwell St

- Full Access at Manning Way
Savannah Pkwy:

- Full Access (Side-Street Stop Control) at East Bidwell St.
o Construct E Bidwell St median along Project frontage to provide

southbound left-turn into Savannah Pkwy
- Full Access at Harris Way
- Temporary U-Turn at Shale Rock Way

o t'"T''o;; 
ffI:t ;; 

.,"}"J;,T'[;r' 
"e' 

with Vi I I aee 7

. Old Ranch Way: some os interim

. Savannah Pkwy:

- Full Access (Side-street Stop Control) at East Bidwell St.
o E Bidwell St southbound left-turn into Sovannoh Pkwy completed

by others (Villaqe 7)

- Full Access at Harris Way
- Construct eastern extension of Savannah Pkwy from Village 7 boundary to

eastern project boundary (including Share Rock Way intersection)
- 

Traffic signal not warranted untilfinal maps for-500 Phase 2 single-family units are submitted. The addition of this
project (Lot 10, Rockcress) brings the current total to only -300 units. Until such time that a traffic signal is triggered, a

southbound median acceleration lane is required to assist in facilitating a two-stage outbound left-turn from Savannah
Pkwy onto southbound E Bidwell 5t.

l Teleconferences with Steve Krahn, City of Folsom, April 16 and May 5,2020.
2 Teleconference with Rick Jordan and Jennifer Lane, April 22,2020.
3 Trip Generotion Manual, 70th Edition,lnstitute of Transportation Engineers (lTE).

kimley-horn.com 555 Capitol Mall, Suite 300, Sacramento, California 95814 916 858 5800
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Kimley>)Horn
A previously completed traffic studya is understood to form the basis of the ultimate East Bidwellstreet
corridor and the subject intersections' locations and geometrics. This prior effort is included by reference
allowing this access evaluation to focus exclusively on ingress and egress for Lot 10 (Rockcress).

Accordingly, in addition to the assumptions summarized on Page 1" above, the following considerations
were also incorporated as part of this evaluation:

. Project Site Land Use

o Table L5 (ProjectTrip Generation)of the priortraffic studya contemplated the Specific
Plan land use for the project site (153-units)

. Southbound Left-Turn Access from East Bidwell St

o Figure ES-1 (Preliminary Site Plan) of the prior traffic studya assumed direct access from
East Bidwell St via a median break providing Right-ln/Right-Out/Left-ln access

approximate mid-block between Old Ranch Way and Savannah Pkwy
o Currently proposed project shifts the East Bidwell St median break north to Old Ranch

Way, creating the access conditions described on Page 1 above.

Lastly it was necessary to approximate the peak-hour turning movements at the Lot 10 (Rockcress)

driveways and arterial street intersections to allow for an evaluation and recommendation of treatments
The driveway trips were developed as summarized below:

. Global Trip Assignment
o P e r 

:' 1"J"'ii?l'"1ilxff ilf#ff i"i J ::"'i 
,J; 

il:ffiil 3r,,,,. 
" 

n n
. 12% trips originating from or destined for points south

r Approximate Peak-Hour lntersection Volumes
o ord:,"i1##

- Southbound Left: 88%* 5O%* * 75 = 33 trips
- Northbound Right: !2yo* 25yo** * 75 = 3trips

Egress

- westbound Right: 88% * 5o%* * 67 = 30 trips
o SavannaHXI

- Southbound Left: 88%* 5O%* * 75 = 33 trips
- Northbound Right: I2yo * 75yo** * 75 = 7 trips

Egress

- Westbound Right: 88yo* s)yo*' * 67 = 30trips
- Westbound Left: t2%* IOO%*** * 67 = 9 trips

+ Assumes halfofthe southbound entering and halfofthe northbound exiting traffic uses the Savannah Pkwy
intersection and half uses Old Ranch Way.

++ Assumes 75% of the northbound entering traffic turns right at the Savannah Pkwy intersection and 25% continues
north to use Old Ranch Way.

*** Assumes 100% of the southbound exiting traffic uses the Savannah Pkwy intersection

Based on our coordination with the City and project team, and review of the prior studya and related
project documentation, we offer the following recommendations for Lot 10 (Rockcress):

' Right-turn entering volumes from East Bidwell Street are relatively low (fewer than L0 peak-hour
trips). Accordingly, the project alone does not triggerthe need for right-turn auxiliary lanes. The
lane configurations specified in the prior studya are considered to be adequate.

4 Finol Mangini Ronch Phose 2Tronsportation tmpoctStudy, T. KearTransportation Planning & Management, lnc., December 1,

2077.

Mangini Ranch Phose 2 - Lot 7O (Rockcress)

Access Evaluation
Page 2 of 3

May 72,2O2O
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KimleyDHorn
Left-turn entering volumes from East Bidwell Street, while understood to be a component of the
prior study's volumes, represent just a portion of the anticipated peak-hour demand. As noted,
the prior study contemplated a larger project for this site (153 vs. l-1-8 units). As such, the
proposed project is not anticipated to create conditions that require mitigations/treatments
beyond those already documented in the prior study.

o However, the shift of the southbound left-turn from East Bidwell Street to Old Ranch

Way does represent the only access modification from the prior study. The
reasonably anticipated resulting split of access between Old Ranch Way and
Savannah Pkwy (resulting from deconcentrating the access) is anticipated to improve
operations in the immediate study area.

To the extent possible, the southbound median left-turn pocket to Savannah Pkwy (noted on
Page 1 above as a requirement for the Project to construct under the Scenario 1) should be
constructed to provide adequate deceleration distance. lncorporation of adequate deceleration
distance will help to ensure safe operations by allowing these slowing vehicles to exit the #1
southbound East BidwellStreet through lane. Although queue storage is anticipated to be
minimal, this left-turn pocket should totalat least 315-feet (255-foot deceleration plus 60-foot
bay taper), representing an assumed entry speed of 40-mph which includes a 10-mph speed
reduction from the adjacent through lanes.

Until such time that a traffic signal is triggered at the E Bidwellst intersection with Savannah
Pkwy, a southbound median acceleration lane is required to assist in facilitating a two-stage
outbound left-turn from Savannah Pkwy onto southbound E Bidwell St. The length of this lane,
which is understood to be a temporary improvement that is repurposed with the ultimate
corridor improvements, should total approximately 2S0-feet.
The anticipated mix of volumes entering and exiting the project site from the full access
driveways (Harris Way and Manning Way) located along Savannah Pkwy and Old Ranch Way are
anticipated to result in acceptable operations at these two locations.

o The eastbound Savannah Pkwy left-turn into the project site at Harris Way will be
formed back-to-back with the westbound left-turn at the future East Bidwell Street
traffic signal. Additional analyses completed as part of this study, conditions
reflecting the addition of the fourth intersection leg and adding this project's traffic
to the prior study'sa "Mitigated EPPAP with Project" conditions, reveal that
approximately 100-feet of queuing is anticipated for both the westbound left and
westbound right lanes. Similar queuing is anticipated when the westbound right is

converted to a westbound shared through/right lane in the future. This minimal
queueing is important as it defines the westbound left-turn storage requirement,
confirms the unobstructed operation of the upstream Harris Way driveway
intersection, and confirms that the shared westbound through/right configuration
will work acceptably (no exclusive westbound right-turn lane is required).

General comments:
o Adequate corner sight-distance should be provided at all project driveway intersections.
o Physical medians and related signing should be provided at the East Bidwell Street

intersection with Old Ranch Way to physically restrict outbound left-turns.
o Overall project area circulation is depicted in Exhibit 1. The implementation of this

project, as well as Village 7 and Westwood Drive, complete the circulation system in the
immediate project area.

Attachment: Exhibit 1- Village 10 Traffic Circulation Exhibit

s Section 405.2(d), Caltrans' Highway Design Monual, Caltrans, March 2O,2O2O

Mongini Ronch Phose 2 - Lot 7O (Rockcress)
Access Evaluation

Page 3 of 3
May 72,2O20
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

Attachment 14

Environmental Noise Analysis
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Environmental Noise Analysis

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch Residential
Development

Folsom, California

BAC Job #2020-039

Prepared For:

East Carpenter lmprovement Company, LLC

4370 Town Center Blvd., Ste. 100
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Prepared By:

Bollard Acoustical Consulta nts, lnc.

Paul Bollard, President

April24,2O20

(
BOLLARD

Acoustical Consultants

Bollard Acoustical Consultants . 3551 Bankhead Road . Loomis, CA 95650 . Phone: (916) 663-0500 . BACNOISE.COM
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Bollard Acoustical Consultants, lnc. (BAC)

lntroduction

The proposed Rockcress at Folsom Ranch Development (project) site is located within the
Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan. The specific component of the overall Rockcress
at Folsom Ranch project analyzed in this study is the proposed development of single-family
residential lots in Phase 2 of the Mangini Ranch development. The proposed lots are located on
the east side of East Bidwell Street, north of Mangini Parkway and South of Old Ranch Way, as
indicated on Figure 1. The proposed site plan is shown on Figure 2.

East Bidwell Street, Savannah Parkway and Old Ranch Way are considered to be potentially
significant noise sources which may affect the design of the residential project. ln addition, the
land to the immediate east of the project site id designated for a future police/fire station. As a
result, Bollard Acoustical Consultants, lnc. (BAC) was retained by the project applicant to prepare
this acousticalanalysis. Specifically, this analysis was prepared to determine whether localtraffic
noise of future operations at the police/fire station would cause noise levels at the project site to
exceed acceptable limits as described in the Noise Element of the City of Folsom General Plan.
ln addition, this analysis was prepared to evaluate compliance with the Folsom South of U.S.
Highway 50 Specific Plan EIR Noise Mitigation Measures.

Noise Fundamentals and Terminology

Noise is often described as unwanted sound. Sound is defined as any pressure variation in air
that the human ear can detect. lf the pressure variations occur frequently enough (at least 20
times per second), they can be heard, and thus are called sound. Measuring sound directly in

terms of pressure would require a very large and awkward range of numbers. To avoid this, the
decibel scale was devised. The decibel scale allows a million-fold increase in pressure to be
expressed as 120 dB. Another useful aspect of the decibel scale is that changes in levels (dB)
correspond closely to human perception of relative loudness. Appendix A contains definitions of
Acoustical Terminology. Figure 3 shows common noise levels associated with various sources.

The perceived loudness of sounds is dependent upon many factors, including sound pressure
level and frequency content. However, within the usual range of environmental noise levels,
perception of loudness is relatively predictable, and can be approximated by weighing the
frequency response of a sound level meter by means of the standardized A-weighing network.
There is a strong correlation between A-weighted sound levels (expressed as dBA) and
community response to noise. For this reason, the A-weighted sound level has become the
standard tool of environmental noise assessment. All noise levels reported in this section are in
terms of A-weighted levels in decibels.

Environmental Noise Analysis
Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

City of Folsom, California
Page 1

485



r
'.9I z{9/
/ 2S

'

sx6'-c{S
4' 

r
6tr
\

s.
.!*\'. 1

'rT
:

l. 
t'

I

t-

*0
.!

,ti
; 

ti'i
. i,

llr

i\r5r

g,
(!!

mlnl

6tE
t

tr

+

cl

1'

J

\a,
.\;

ffitffigryg''iJ
1I

ly
i

I,l1

1

/
l'

a
r' 

t.
a

(
<

a

atrf
t

a

a
a

a

I

-cocot
([

-cE
€O
G

LLO
ioE
S

E
9foIZoot

tC'5=.:(.)

oc-

.Eo@oL --1

od,o{

gl"
# Li:

-o)Lf,?LL

oO6

,:o

tr

486



'q

l

J

ri

I

:'

l7{l

Legend
e

-I

Recommended 7 Foot Solld Noise Barrier (Relative to Pad Elevalion)

Proposed 6 Foot Solid Noise Barriers

Recommonded Window Upgrades: STC 32 (Upper Floors)

Recommended Window Upgrades: STC 32 (All Floore)

N

h
Scale (feet)t------r

0 50 100

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
Folsom, California

Site Plan

Figure 2 ( .n\Bo ttARD
//)/ Acoustical

487



Bollard Acoustical Consultants, lnc. (BAC)

Community noise is commonly described in terms of the "ambient" noise level, which is defined
as the all-encompassing noise level associated with a given noise environment. A common
statistical tool to measure the ambient noise level is the average, or equivalent, sound level (Leq)

over a given time period (usually one hour). The Leq is the foundation of the Day-Night Average
Level noise descriptor, Lan, dnd shows very good correlation with community response to noise.

The Day-Night Average Level (Lan) is based upon the average noise level over a 24-hour day,
with a +10 decibelweighing applied to noise occurring during nighttime (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.)
hours. The nighttime penalty is based upon the assumption that people react to nighttime noise
exposures as though they were twice as loud as daytime exposures. Because Lon represents a
24-hour average, it tends to disguise short-term variations in the noise environment. Lon-based
noise standards are commonly used to assess noise impacts associated with traffic, railroad and
aircraft noise sources.

Figure 3
Typical A-Weighted Sound Levels of Common Noise Sources
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Criteria for Acceptable Noise Exposure

Gity of Folsom General Plan - Transportation Noise Sources

The City of Folsom General Plan Noise Element establishes an exterior noise level standard of
60 dB Lon at outdoor activity areas of residential land uses exposed to transportation noise sources
(i.e., traffic). The intent of this standard is to provide an acceptable exterior noise environment
for outdoor activities. For single-family residential uses, such as the proposed project, these limits
are normally applied at backyard areas.

The City of Folsom utilizes an interior noise level standard of 45 dB Lon or less within noise-
sensitive project dwellings. The intent of this interior noise limit is to provide a suitable
environment for indoor communication and sleep.

Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan Noise Mitigation Measures

The noise mitigation measures shown below have been incorporated into the Folsom South of
U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan in order to mitigate identified environmental impacts. The noise-
related mitigation measures which are applicable to the development of single-family residential
land uses within the Mangini Ranch development are reproduced below. Following each
mitigation measure is a brief discussion as to the applicability of the mitigation measure to the
Mangini Ranch Residential Development.

MM 34.11-l lmplement Noise-Reducing Construction Practices, Prepare and lmplement
a Noise Control Plan, and Monitor and Record Construction Noise near
Sensitive Receptors.

To reduce impacts associated with noise generated during project-related construction activities,
the project applicant(s) and their primary contractors for engineering design and construction of
all project phases shallensure that the following requirements are implemented at each work site
in any year of project construction to avoid and minimize construction noise effects on sensitive
receptors. The project applicant(s) and primary construction contractor(s) shall employ noise-
reducing construction practices. Measures that shall be used to limit noise shall include the
measures listed below:

Noise-generating construction operations shall be limited to the hours between 7 a.m. and
7 p.m. Monday through Friday, and between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m. on Saturdays and Sundays.

All construction equipment and equipment staging areas shall be located as far as
possible from nearby noise-sensitive land uses.

All construction equipment shall be properly maintained and equipped with noise-
reduction intake and exhaust mufflers and engine shrouds, in accordance with
manufacturers' recommendations. Equipment engine shrouds shall be closed during
equipment operation.

Environmental Noise Analysis
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a

a

a

All motorized construction equipment shall be shut down when not in use to prevent idling

lndividual operations and techniques shall be replaced with quieter procedures (e.9., using
welding instead of riveting, mixing concrete off-site instead of on-site).

Noise-reducing enclosures shall be used around stationary noise-generating equipment
(e.9., compressors and generators) as planned phases are built out and future noise
sensitive receptors are located within close proximity to future construction activities.

Written notification of construction activities shall be provided to all noise-sensitive
receptors located within 850 feet of construction activities. Notification shall include
anticipated dates and hours during which construction activities are anticipated to occur
and contact information, including a daytime telephone number, for the project
representative to be contacted in the event that noise levels are deemed excessive.
Recommendations to assist noise-sensitive land uses in reducing interior noise levels
(e.9., closing windows and doors) shall also be included in the notification.

To the extent feasible, acoustic barriers (e.9., lead curtains, sound barriers) shall be
constructed to reduce construction-generated noise levels at affected noise-sensitive land
uses. The barriers shall be designed to obstruct the line of sight between the noise-
sensitive land use and on-site construction equipment. When installed properly, acoustic
barriers can reduce construction noise levels by approximately 8 to 10 dB (EPA 1971).

When future noise sensitive uses are within close proximity to prolonged construction
noise, noise-attenuating buffers such as structures, truck trailers, or soil piles shall be
located between noise sources and future residences to shield sensitive receptors from
construction noise.

The primary contractor shall prepare and implement a construction noise management
plan. This plan shall identify specific measures to ensure compliance with the noise
control measures specified above. The noise control plan shall be submitted to the City
of Folsom before any noise-generating construction activity begins. Construction shall not
commence until the construction noise management plan is approved by the City of
Folsom. Mitigation for the two off-site roadway connections into El Dorado County must
be coordinated by the project applicant(s) of the applicable project phase with El Dorado
County, since the roadway extensions are outside of the City of Folsom's jurisdictional

boundaries.

a

a

a

a

Mitigation Measure 34.11-1 willbe implemented during project construction.

MM3A.11-3 lmplement Measures to Prevent Exposure of Sensitive Receptors to
Groundborne Noise or Vibration from Project Generated Construction
Activities.
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To the extent feasible, blasting activities shall not be conducted within 275 feet of existing
or future sensitive receptors.

To the extent feasible, bulldozing activities shall not be conducted within 50 feet of existing
or future sensitive receptors.

All blasting shall be performed by a blast contractor and blasting personnel licensed to
operate in the State of California.

A blasting plan, including estimates of vibration levels at the residence closest to the blast,
shall be submitted to the enforcement agency for review and approval prior to the
commencement of the first blast.

Each blast shall be monitored and documented for groundborne noise and vibration levels
at the nearest sensitive land use and associated recorded submitted to the enforcement
agency.

Mitigation Measure 3A.11-3 will be implemented during project construction

MM3A.11-4 lmplement Measures to Prevent Exposure of Sensitive Receptors to
lncreases in Noise from Project-Generated Operational Traffic on Off-Site
and On-Site Roadways.

To meet applicable noise standards as set forth in the appropriate General Plan or Code (e.9.,
City of Folsom, County of Sacramento, and County of El Dorado) and to reduce increases in
traffic-generated noise levels at noise-sensitive uses, the project applicant(s) of all project phases
shall implement the following:

Obtain the services of a consultant (such as a licensed engineer or licensed architect) to
develop noise-attenuation measures for the proposed construction of on-site noise-
sensitive land uses (i.e., residential dwellings and school classrooms) that will produce a
minimum composite Sound Transmission Class (STC) rating for buildings of 30 or greater,
individually computed for the walls and the floor/ceiling construction of buildings, for the
proposed construction of on-site noise-sensitive land uses (i.e., residential dwellings and
school classrooms).

a

a

a

a

a

a Prior to submittal of tentative subdivision maps and improvement plans, the project
applicant(s) shall conduct a site-specific acoustical analysis to determine predicted
roadway noise impacts attributable to the project, taking into account site-specific
conditions (e.9., site design, location of structures, building characteristics). The
acoustical analysis shall evaluate stationary- and mobile-source noise attributable to the
proposed use or uses and impacts on nearby noise-sensitive land uses, in accordance
with adopted City noise standards. Feasible measures shall be identified to reduce
project-related noise impacts. These measures may include, but are not limited to, the
following:
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o limiting noise-generating operational activities associated with proposed commercial
land uses, including truck deliveries;

. constructing exterior sound walls;

o constructing barrier walls and/or berms with vegetation;

. using "quiet pavement" (e.9., rubberized asphalt) construction methods on local
roadways;and,

. using increased noise-attenuation measures in building construction (e.9., dual-pane,
sound-rated windows; exterior wall insulation).

Pursuant fo fhis mitigation measure, this report includes an analysis of traffic noise impacfs af
proposed single-family residential lots within the Mangini Ranch development resulting from local
traffic. As determined by this analysis, which is presenfed later in this report, future traffic noise
levels generated by local traffic are predicted to exceed the City of Folsom exterior noise
standards at the nearest proposed residential lots the roadway. As a result, this analysis
prescribes specific noise control measures as required to achieve satisfaction with the City's
exterior and interior noise level standards applicable to new residential developments.

MM 34.11-5 lmplement Measures to Reduce Noise from Project-Generated Stationary
Sources.

The project applicant(s) for any particular discretionary development project shall implement the
following measures to reduce the effect of noise levels generated by on-site stationary noise
sources that would be located within 600 feet of any noise-sensitive receptor:

Routine testing and preventive maintenance of emergency electrical generators shall be
conducted during the less sensitive daytime hours (i.e., 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.). All
electrical generators shall be equipped with noise control (e.9., muffler) devices in

accordance with man ufactu rers' specifications.

a

a

a

External mechanical equipment associated with buildings shall incorporate features
designed to reduce noise emissions below the stationary noise source criteria. These
features may include, but are not limited to, locating generators within equipment rooms
or enclosures that incorporate noise-reduction features, srJch as acoustical louvers, and
exhaust and intake silencers. Equipment enclosures shall be oriented so that major
openings (i.e., intake louvers, exhaust) are directed away from nearby noise-sensitive
receptors.

Parking lots shall be located and designed so that noise emissions do not exceed the
stationary noise source criteria established in this analysis (i.e., 50 dB for 30 minutes in
every hour during the daytime [7 a.m. to 10 p.m.] and less than 45 dB for 30 minutes of
every hour during the night time [10 p.m. to 7 a.m.]). Reduction of parking lot noise can
be achieved by locating parking lots as far away as feasible from noise sensitive land
uses, or using buildings and topographic features to provide acoustic shielding for noise-
sensitive land uses.
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. Loading docks shall be located and designed so that noise emissions do not exceed the
stationary noise source criteria established in this analysis (i.e., 50 dB for 30 minutes in
every hour during the daytime [7 a.m. to 10 p.m.] and less than 45 dB for 30 minutes of
every hour during the night time [10 p.m. to 7 a.m.]). Reduction of loading dock noise can
be achieved by locating loading docks as far away as possible from noise sensitive land
uses, constructing noise barriers between loading docks and noise-sensitive land uses,
or using buildings and topographic features to provide acoustic shielding for noise-
sensitive land uses.

Ihrs Phase of the Mangini Ranch developmenf does not proposed commercral uses. As a result,
this study focuses on the evaluation of traffic noise impacts upon the proposed single-family
residential lots within the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 development.

Evaluation of Future Traffic Noise Levels at Proposed Single-Family
Residences within Mangini Ranch

Traffic Noise Prediction Methodology

The Federal Highway Administration Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-1OB)
was used to predict future traffic noise levels at the project site. The model is based upon the
CALVENO noise emission factors for automobiles, medium trucks, and heavy trucks, with
consideration given to vehicle volume, speed, roadway configuration, distance to the receiver,
and the acoustical characteristics of the site. The FHWA Model was developed to predict hourly
Leq values for free flowing traffic conditions, and is considered to be accurate within 1 .5 dB in most
situations.

Traffic Noise Prediction Model Galibration

The FHWA Model provides reasonably accurate traffic noise predictions under "ideal" roadway
conditions. ldeal conditions are generally considered to be long straight roadway segments with
uniform vehicle speeds, a flat roadway surface, good pavement conditions, a statistically large
volume of traffic, and an unimpeded view of the roadway from the receiver location. Bollard
Acoustical Consultants, lnc. conducted a calibration of the FHWA Modelthrough traffic noise level
measurements and concurrent traffic counts to determine if offsets were warranted for the
prediction of future East Bidwell Street traffic noise. Because the construction of Savannah
Parkway and Old Ranch Way was not completed at the time this analysis was prepared, no
measurements of those roadways were possible. As a result, the model was used without
calibration for the prediction of future traffic noise levels for those roadways.

Environmental Noise Analysis
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The East Bidwell Street calibration process was performed in the immediate project vicinity on
February '19,2020. The detailed results of the calibration process are provided in Appendix B.
The FHWA Model was found to reasonably predict traffic noise levels at the measurement site
(within 0.3 dB). As a result, no calibration adjustment was applied to the FHWA Model for the
prediction of future East Bidwell Street traffic noise levels at the project site.

Predicted Future Exterior Traffic Noise Levels

The FHWA Modelwas used with future traffic data contained in the Folsom South of Highway 50
Specific Plan EIR to predict future traffic noise levels at the proposed residential backyards and
building facades located closest to East Bidwell Street. According to the project site plans and
grading plans provided by the project engineer, the project site is elevated somewhat relative to
East Bidwell Street. A cross section of East Bidwell Street illustrating the relationship between
the roadway, barrier, and pad elevations is provided as Appendix B.

The predicted worst-case, future traffic noise levels at the lots proposed nearest to East Bidwell
and Savannah Parkway are summarized below in Table 1. Detailed listings of the FHWA Model
inputs and predicted future traffic noise levels at the project site are provided in Appendix D.
Noise barrier insertion loss calculations are provided in Appendix E.

Analysis

Outdoor Activity Areas (Backyards)

The Table 1 data indicate that, with the inclusion of 7-foot tall noise barriers along East Bidwell
and 6-foot tall barriers as proposed along Savannah Parkway and Old Ranch Way (all barriers
specified relative to backyard elevation), future traffic noise levels within the outdoor activity areas
of the residences nearest to those roadways would be satisfactory relative to the 60 dB Lon exterior
noise level standard applied by City of Folsom to the outdoor activity areas of new residential
developments. As a result, additional consideration of noise mitigation measures would not be
warranted.

Environmental Noise Analysis
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Table 1

Predicted Future Traffic Noise Levelsr
Rockcress at Folsom Ranch - City of Folsom, California

Lot Descriotion

Distance From
Roadway

Genterline (feet)2

Pred icted Exterior Traffic
Noise Level, Ldn (dB)

w/o Barrier With Barrief
Lots adjacent to East Bidwell Street

Lots adjacent to Savannah Parkway
& Old Ranch Way

90

65

68

64

60

<60

Notes:
1A complete listing of FHWA Model inputs and results are provided in Appendix D.

'zDistances scaled from the centerline ofthe roadways to the nearest residential backyards.
3A 7-foot tall barrier would be required along East Bidwell whereas the barriers proposed adjacent to Savannah Parkway and Old
Ranch Wav would be 6 feet in heiqht.
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lnterior Areas

Standard residential construction (wood or stucco siding, Sound Transmission Class (STC) 27
windows, door weather-stripping, exterior wall insulation, composition plywood roof) typically
results in a minimum exterior-to-interior noise level reduction (NLR) of 25 dB with windows closed,
and approximately 15 dB with windows open. Therefore, provided exterior noise levels at the
building facades nearest to the project roadways do not exceed 70 dB Ldn, ho further
consideration of interior noise mitigation measures would be warranted.

After construction of the proposed barrier along East Bidwell Street, the exterior noise
environment at the residences proposed closest to the roadway is predicted to be approximately
60 dB Lon or less at first-floor facades. After consideration of the 25 dB NLR provided by standard
residential building construction, future East Bidwell Street traffic noise levels are predicted to be
35 dB Lon within the nearest first-floor living spaces. Therefore, standard construction practices
would be adequate for the first-floor facades nearest to East Bidwell Street.

Due to reduced ground absorption of sound at elevated positions, second-floor traffic noise levels
are predicted to be approximately 3 dB higher than first-floor levels. ln addition, second-floor
facades would not be shielded by the proposed noise barriers. As a result, second-floor traffic
noise exposure of the residences proposed adjacent to East Bidwell Street would be
approximately 7O-71d8 Lan. To achieve compliance with the City's 45 dB Lon interior noise level
requirement within second-floor rooms, a building facade noise level reduction of 25-26 dB would
be required of the second-floor exterior wall construction. To ensure satisfaction with the City's
45 dB Lan interior noise standard, further consideration of interior noise mitigation would be
warranted. For lots located nearest to East Bidwell Street, the north-, west-, and south-facing
upper-floor building facades should maintain minimum window assembly STC ratings of 32.
Figure 2 illustrates the lots requiring improved building construction.

Noise Generation of Future Police/Fire Station

The property to the immediate east of the project site has been designated for a future police/fire
station. Noise from such operations are exempt from the provisions of the City of Folsom noise
standards as that noise (i.e. sirens, vehicles responding to calls, etc.) falls under the category of
emergency operations. Nonetheless, the operation of that future facility could result in periodic
periods of elevated noise levels at the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch development. However,
because no site plans have been developed which indicate the locations of the various on-site
operations, it is infeasible to predict the potential noise effects on the Rockcress development.
Nonetheless, BAC recommends that the east facing windows of Lots 3-14 should provide a
minimum STC rating of 32. ln addition, disclosure statements should be provided to all
prospective residents of this development notifying them of the plans for a future police/fire station
at that location, and indicating that the operations of such facilities periodically result in elevated
noise levels.

Environmental Noise Analysis
Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

City of Folsom, California
Page 1 1

495



Bollard Acoustical Consultants, lnc. (BAC)

Noise Generated During Project Construction

During the construction phases of the project, noise from construction activities would add to the
noise environment in the immediate project vicinity. Activities involved in construction would
generate maximum noise levels, as indicated in Table 2, ranging from 70 to 90 dB at a distance
of 50 feet. This noise increase would be of short duration, and would likely occur primarily during
daytime hours.

It should be noted that there are no existing residences or other noise-sensitive land uses in the
immediate project vicinity, so construction noise impacts at offsite locations are predicted to be
insignificant. As residences are constructed within the project development, noise from ongoing
construction-related activities will be audible at completed residences, but is not expected to be
significant provided construction activities are limited to daytime hours.
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Table 2
Typical Construction Equipment Noise

Equipment Description Maximum Noise Level at 50 feet, dBA
Auger drill rig
Backhoe
Bar bender
Boring jack power unit
Chain saw
Compactor (ground)
Compressor (air)
Concrete batch plant
Concrete mixer truck
Concrete pump truck
Concrete saw
Crane (mobile or stationary)
Dozer
Dump truck
Excavator
Flatbed truck
Front end loader
Generator (25 kilovoltamperes [kVA] or less)
Generator (more than 25 kVA)
Grader
Hydra break ram
Jackhammer
Mounted impact hammer (hoe ram)
Paver
Pickup truck
Pneumatic tools
Pumps
Rock drill
Scraper
Soil mix drill rig
Tractor
Vacuum street sweeper
Vibratory concrete mixer
Welder/Torch

85
80
80
80
85
80
80
83
85
82
90
85
85
84
85
84
80
70
82
85
90
85
90
85
55
85
77
85
85
80
84
80
80
73

Source.' Fede ral H ighway Ad mini stration (2006)
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Conclusions

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch Residential Development project site will be exposed to future
traffic noise levels that are satisfactory relative to the City of Folsom 60 dB Lcn exterior noise level
standard. This assessment takes into consideration the significant screening of traffic noise that
will be provided by the proposed noise barrier along East Bidwell Street. However, the following
specific noise mitigation measures are recommended to ensure compliance with the City's noise
standards:

For the first-row of homes located along East Bidwell Street, the north-, west-, and south-
facing upper-floor building facades should maintain minimum window assembly STC
ratings of 32. Figure 2 illustrates the facades requiring improved STC rated windows,

Mechanical ventilation (air conditioning) should be provided for all residences in this
development to allow the occupants to close doors and windows as desired to achieve
compliance with the applicable interior noise level criteria.

The proposed noise barrier along East Bidwell Street shall be constructed to a minimum
height of 7 feet relative to backyard elevations at the locations shown on Figure 2.

The proposed noise barriers along Savannah Parkway and Old Ranch Way shall be
constructed to a height of 6 feet relative to backyard elevations.

The east-facing window assemblies of Lots 3-14 should provide a minimum STC rating of
32. Figure 2 illustrates the facades requiring improved STC rated windows.

o Disclosure statements should be provided to all prospective residents of this development
notifying them of the plans for a future police/fire station at that location, and indicating
that the operations of such facilities periodically result in elevated noise levels.

o Future plans for the police/fire station should be analyzed once they become available to
determine if a solid noise barrier would be required along the western boundary of those
future uses.

These conclusions are based on the traffic assumptions cited in Appendix D, on the project site
plans and grading plans, and on noise reduction data for standard residential dwellings.
Deviations from the Appendix E data, or the project site/grading plans, could cause future traffic
noise levels to differ from those predicted in this analysis. ln addition, Bollard Acoustical
Consultants, lnc. is not responsible for degradation in acoustic performance of the residential
construction due to poor construction practices, failure to comply with applicable building code
requirements, or for failure to adhere to the minimum building practices cited in this report.

This concludes BAC's traffic noise assessment for the proposed Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
Residential Development. Please contact BAC at (916) 663-0500 or Paulb@bacnoise.com with
any questions regarding this assessment.
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Appendix A
Acoustical Term i nology

Acoustics The science of sound.

Ambient Noise The distinctive acoustical characteristics of a given space consisting of all noise sources
audible at that location. ln many cases, the term ambient is used to describe an existing
or pre-project condition such as the setting in an environmental noise study.

Attenuation

A-Weighting

Decibel or dB

The reduction of an acoustic signal

A frequency-response adjustment of a sound level meter that conditions the output
signal to approximate human response.

Fundamental unit of sound. A Bell is defined as the logarithm of the ratio of the sound
pressure squared over the reference pressure squared. A Decibel is one-tenth of a
Bell.

CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level. Defined as the 24-hour average noise levelwith
noise occurring during evening hours (7 - 10 p.m.) weighted by a factor of three and
nighttime hours weighted by a factor of 10 prior to averaging.

Frequency The measure of the rapidity of alterations of a periodic signal, expressed in cycles per
second or hertz.

ilc lmpact lnsulation Class (llC): A single-number representation of a floor/ceiling partition's
impact generated noise insulation performance. The field-measured version of this
number is the FllC.

Lon

Leq

Lmax

Loudness

Masking

Noise

Peak Noise

Day/Night Average Sound Level. Similar to CNEL but with no evening weighting

Equivalent or energy-averaged sound level

The highest root-mean-square (RMS) sound level measured over a given period of time

A subjective term for the sensation of the magnitude of sound.

The amount (or the process) by which the threshold of audibility is for one sound is
raised by the presence of another (masking) sound.

Unwanted sound

The level corresponding to the highest (not RMS) sound pressure measured over a
given period of time. This term is often confused with the "Maximum" level, which is the
highest RMS level.

RTeo The time it takes reverberant sound to decay by 60 dB once the source has been
removed.

sTc Sound Transmission Class (STC): A single-number representation of a partition's noise
insulation performance. This number is based on laboratory-measured, 16-band (1/3-
octave) transmission loss (TL) data of the subject partition. The field-measured version
of this number is the FSTC.
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Appendix C

FHWA Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD -77 -1 081
Galibration Worksheet

Project lnformation Job Number: 2020-039
Project Name: Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

Roadway Tested: East Bidwell Street
Test Location: Site 1

Test Date: February 19,2020

Weather Gonditions: Temperature (Fahrenheit): 59
Relative Humidity: 46%

Wind Speed and Direction: WNW 3mph
Cloud Cover: Clear

Sound Level Meter: Sound Level Meter: LDL Model Lxt (BAC #3)
Calibrator: LDL Model CAL200

Meter Calibrated: lmmediately before
Meter Settings: A-weighted, slow response

Microphone: Microphone Location: On project site
Distance to Centerline (feet): 75

Microphone Height: 5 feet above ground
lntervening Ground (Hard or Soft): Soft

Elevation Relative to Road (feet): 5

Roadway Condition: Pavement Type Asphalt
Pavement Condition: Good

Number of Lanes: 2
Posted Maximum Speed (mph): 45

Test Parameters: Test Time
Test Duration (minutes)

Observed Number Automobiles
Observed Number Medium Trucks

Observed Number Heavy Trucks
Observed Average Speed (mph)

11:05 AM
15

152
7
6
45

Model Galibration: Measured Average Level (L"o): 64.8
Level Predicted by FHWA Model: 64.5

Difference: -0.3 dB

Gonclusions: Modeled versus measured traffic noise levels indicate close agreement. No calibration
offset warranted for the prediction of future East Bidwell Street traffic noise levels at the
project site.
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Appendix D-l
FHWA Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-1081
Noise Prediction Worksheet

Project lnformation:
Job Number:2020-039

Project Name: Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
Roadway Name: East Bidwell Street - North of Mangini Parkway

Traffic Data
Year:

Average Daily Traffic Volume:
Percent Daytime Traffic:

Percent Nighttime Traffic:
Percent Medium Trucks (2 axle):
Percent Heavy Trucks (3+ axle):
Assumed Vehicle Speed (mph):

lntervening Ground Type (hard/soft):

Future
29,300

83
17
2
1

45
Soft

Traffic Noise Levels:

Location Description
Medium

Distance Offset (dB) Autos Trucks

, dB-"'-"""-"'-"
Heavy
Trucks Total

1 Lots nearest to East Bidwell Street 90 0 67 59 60 68

Traffic Noise Contours (No Galibration Offset):

Gontour dB Distance from Genterline,

75
70
65
60

70
152
327

Notes 1. Distances scaled from the future centerline of East Bidwell Street to backyard of nearest proposed
residences on lots 94-105.
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Appendix D-2

FHWA Traffic Noise Prediction Model (FHWA-RD-77-1081
Noise Prediction Worksheet

Project lnformation:
Job Number:2020-039

Project Name: Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
Roadway Name: Savannah Parkway & Old Dairy Way

Traffic Data:
Year:

Average Daily Traffic Volume:
Percent Daytime Traffic:

Percent Nighttime Traffic:
Percent Medium Trucks (2 axle):
Percent Heavy Trucks (3+ axle):
Assumed Vehicle Speed (mph):

lntervening Ground Type (hard/soft):

Future
'15,000

83
17
2
1

30
Soft

Traffic Noise Levels: "--;;,fil'o';;;;
Location Description Distance Offset (dB) Autos Trucks Trucks Total

1 Lots nearest to East Bidwell Street 65 061555964

Traffic Noise Contours (No Calibration Offset):

L6n Contour, dB Distance from Centerli

70
65
60

12
26
55
119

Notes: 1. Distances scaled from the future centerlines of these roads to backyards of nearest proposed
residences. Although specific future traffic volumes for Savannah Parkway and Old Dairy Way were not
available, the project traffic engineer confirmed that future volumes would not exceed 15,000 daily
vehicles on these roadways. As a result, the modelled values represent worst-case noise predicitons.

.ii BoLLARD
( tt// Acoustical Consultants
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Site Photographs
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Rockcress Subdivision Booklet
(Separate Bound Document)

509



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2O20

Attachment 17

Applicant's lnclusionary Housing Letter
Dated February 15,2020
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Easr CenpuNTER IupnovEMENT CoH,rpaxv, LLC

June 4,202A

Mr. Scott Johnson
Planning Manager
Community Development Department
City of Folsom
50 Natoma Street
Folsom, CA 95630

Re: Mangini Ranch - Phase 2 (Rockcress) Tentative Map Compliance with Chapter
t7,104- Inclusionary Housing

f)ear Mr. Johnson,

In accordance with Chapter 17.rc4 of the Folsom Municipal Code, Mangini Improvement
Company, Inc. hereby elects to satis$ the Inclusionary llousing Ordinance requirements for the
proposed Small Lot Tentative Map (Mangini Phase 2 - Rockcress) with the payment of the In-
Lieu Fee as permitted in Section 17.104.060(G).

If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

East Carpenter Improvement Company, LLC,
a Califomia limited liability company

By:

Its:

HBT ECIC,LLC,
a California limited liability company
Managing

By:
Name:
Its:

B. Bunce
Manager

4370 TowN cEnrrn Dnrvg surE 100 o Er. Doneoo Hr[t cA 9s762 c (9l6)939-dg1.s
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Summary of Amendments to the
Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan, 2011-2016

The FPASP, approved in 2011, is a development plan for over 3,500 acres of previously
undeveloped land located south of Highway 50, north of White Rock Road, east of Prairie
City Road, and adjacent to the Sacramento County/El Dorado County line in the
southeastern portion of the City.

The FPASP in its current form includes 1 1,461 residential units at various densities on
approximately 1 ,622 acres;320 acres designated for commercial and industrial use; +/-
275 acres designated for public/quasi-public uses, elementary/middle school/high
schools, and community/neighborhood parks; and +/-1 ,109 acres for open-space areas.

Since FPASP adoption in 2011, the City Council has approved 7 amendments to the
Specific Plan with land use and density refinements as summarized below.

ln Auqust 2014, the Folsom City Council approved an amendment to the FPASP
(Resolution No. 9420) relative to the alignment and design guidelines for the future
Capital Southeast Connector (White Rock Road).

On Mav 12,2015, the Folsom City Council approved the Russell Ranch Specific Plan
Amendment (Resolution No. 9566), the Final Environmental lmpact Report
(Resolution No. 9564) and a General Plan Amendment (Resolution No. 9566) for the
Russell Ranch Project. The approved specific plan amendment (SPA) reduced the
Plan Area residential area by approximately 17.8 acres and 264 dwelling units and
reduced the commercial, office park/industrial and mixed-use area by approximately
59.5 acres and 0.65 million square feet of potential building area.

. On September 22, 2015, the Folsom City Council approved the Westland/Eagle
Specific Plan Amendment, an Amendment to the Folsom General Plan (Resolution
No. 9655) and an Addendum to the Final Environmental lmpact ReporUEnvironment
lmpact Statement (Resolution No. 9654) for the Westland/Eagle project. The
approved SPA increased the residential dwelling unit count by 889 units and
decreased the amount of commercial, office parUindustrial and mixed-use area by
approximately 82.5 acres and 1.4 million square feet of potential building area.

a On Mav 24, 2016, the Folsom City Council approved the Hillsborough Specific Plan
Amendment (Resolution No. 9763), an Amendment to the Folsom General Plan
(Resolution No. 9762), and an Addendum to the Final Environmental lmpact
ReporUEnvironmental lmpact Statement (Resolution No. 9761) for the Hillsborough
Project. The approved SPA includes 394 additional housing units with about 65
additional acres of residential uses, approximately 49 fewer acres of public/quasi-
public uses, approximately 16 acres less open space, approximately 5 additional
acres of park space, and approximately 4 fewer acres of community commercial land

o
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On June 28. 2016, the Folsom City Council approved the Carr Trust Specific Plan
Amendment and General Plan Amendment (Resolution No. 9789) and an Addendum
to the Final Environmental lmpact ReporUEnvironmental lmpact Statement
(Resolution No. 9788) for the Carr Trust Project. The approved SPA decreased the
residential dwelling unit count by 28 units by modifying the land use designation from
medium low density residentialto single-fami$ high density residential.

On June 28. 2016, the Folsom City Council approved the Folsom Heights Specific
Plan Amendment and an Amendment to the Folsom General Plan (Resolution No.
9785) and an Addendum to the Final Environmental lmpact ReporUEnvironmental
lmpact Statement (Resolution No. 9784) for the Folsom Heights Project. The
approved SPA did not change the number of dwelling units; however, the residential
density was decreased, and the amount of general commercial was reduced by 23
acres.

On June 28. 2016, the Folsom City Council approved the Broadstone Estates Specific
Plan Amendment and an Amendment to the Folsom General Plan (Resolution No.
9787) and an Addendum to the Final Environmental lmpact ReporUEnvironmental
lmpact Statement (Resolution No. 9786) for the Broadstone Estates Project. The
approved SPA eliminated the industrialoffice and general commercial land uses (10.5
acres and 13.3 acres, respectively), increased the single-family residential land use
by approximately 21 acres and71 additional dwelling units, and increased the open
space area by 2.7 acres.
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ARCHITECTURAL

DFSIGN GUIDELINES
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The following residential guiding principles
will guide the architecture to ensure quality
development:

. Provide a varied and interesting streetscene.

. Focus of the home is the front elevation, not
the garage.

. Provide a variety of garage placements.

. Provide detail on rear elevations where visible
from the public streets.

. Choose appropriate massing and roof forms to
define the architectural styles.

. Ensure that plans and styles provide a degree

of individuality.

. Use architectural elements and details to
reinforce individual architectural styles.

SrcroN 2 - AncHTTECTURAL DEsTGN

ARCHITECTTJ AL GUIDING GENERAL ARCHITECTURAL
PRINCIPLES GUIDELINES

Edge Conditions

Rear elevations visible from open spaces and
major roadways shall incorporate enhanced details

used on the front elevation of the home. Rear

elevations observable from open spaces and major
roadways shall be visually aesthetically pleasing
from surrounding viewpoints and adjacencies.

Silhouettes and massing of homes along edges

require design sensitivity. A row of homes with a

single front or rear facing gable are prohibited. The

following should be considered, and at least one

element incorporated, in the design of the side and
rear elevations along edge conditions:

. A balance of hip and gable roof forms;

. Single-story plan;

. Single-story elements on two-story homes;

. Offset massing or wall planes (on individual
plans or between plans);

. Roof plane breaks (on individual plans or
between plans);

. Detail elements on the front elevation shall be

applied to the side and rear elevations along
edge conditions.

Mcy | 2015 W
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Roof Forms

Rows of homes seen along major community
roadways are perceived by their contrast against

the skyline or background. The dominant impact
is the shape of the building and roofline. To

minimize the visual impact of repetitious flat
planes, similar building silhouettes and similar
ridge heights, discernibly different roof plans for
each home plan shall be designed. Individual
roof plans may be simple but, between different
plans, should exhibit variety by using front to
rear, side-to-side, gables, hipped roofs, and/or the
introduction of single story elements.

The following roof design guidelines should also

be considered:

. Provide a mix of gable and hip roofs along the
streetscene.

. Design roofs for maximum solar exposure for
the potential installation of solar features.

. Consider deep overhangs where appropriate
to the style to provide additional shade and
interior cooling.

. Offset roof planes, eave heights, and ridge
lines.

Corner Buildings

Buildings located on corners often times function
as neighborhood entries and highiight the
architecture for the overall Folsom Ranch, Central
District community. Buildings located on corners
shall include one of the following:

. Front and side facade articulation using
materials that wrap around the corner-side of
the building;

. Awning on corner side;

. Home entry on corner side;

. Corner facing garage;

. A pop-out side hip, gable, or shed form roof;

. An added single-story element, such as a
wrap-around porch or balcony;

. Recessed second- or third-story (up to 35'

max.); or

. Balconyoncornerside.

Moy | 2015
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Front Elevotions

Front elevations shall be detailed to achieve a

variety along the street scene. Each front elevation
shall incorporate a Feature Window treatment
(see Feature Window requirements on page 2-6).
In addition, each front elevation shall incorporate
one or more of the following techniques:

. Provide enhanced style-appropriate details on
the front elevation.

. Offset the second story from the first level for
a portion of the second story.

. VarI the wall plane by providing projections
of elements such as bay windows, porches, and
similar architectural feattrres.

. Create recessed alcoves andlor bump-out
portions of the building.

. Incorporatesecond-storybalconies.

. Create interesting entries that integrate
features such as porches, courtyards, large
recessed entry alcoves, or projecting covered
entries with columns.

. Use a minimum of two building materials or
colors on the front elevation.

Multi-fomily Entries

Entries for multi-family homes should create an
initial impression, locate and frame the doorway,
act as a link between public and private spaces,

and further identify individual unit entries.

. Wherever possible, orient the front door and
principal access towards the roadway, paseo, or
common open space.

. lncorporate appropriate roof elements,

columns, Feature Windows and/or
architectural forms in the entry statement
to emphasize the building character and the
location of individual doorways.

If due to building configuration the front
entry location is not immediately apparent,
direct and draw the observer to it with
added elements such as signs, lighting, and
landscape.

I

il,:::l',,
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Feoture Windows

All front and visible edge elevations shall
incorporate one Feature Window treatment that
articulates the elevation. Feature Window options
include:

. A window of unique size or shape;

. Picture window;

. A bay window projecting a minimum of 24

inches, or a 12 inch pop-out surround;

. A window with a substantial surround
matching or contrasting the primary color of
the home;

. A window recess a minimum of 2 inches;

. Decorative iron window grilles;

. Decorative window shelves or sill treatments;

. Grouped or ganged windows with complete
trim surrounds or unifying head and/or sill
trim:

. A Juliet balcony with architectural style
appropriate materials;

. Window shutters; or

. Trellis protruding a minimum of 12 inches
from the wall plane of the window.

Windows

Windows on sotrth-facing exposures should
be designed, to the greatest extent possible, to
maximize light and heat entering the home in the
winter, and to minimize light and heat entering in
the summer.

West-facing windows should be shaded where
feasible to avoid prolonged sun exposure/
overheating of the homes.

For additional window requirements addressing
Sound Attenuation requirements refer to the
Mangini Ranch Residential Development
Environmental Noise Assessment document
prepared by Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc.
on January 29,2015.

Exomple of Feoture Window

Moy | 2015
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Goroge Door Treqtments

Appropriate treatment of garage doors will further
enhance the building elevation and decrease

the utilitarian appearance of the garage door.
Various garage door patterns, windows, and/or
color schemes should be applied as appropriate to
individual architectural styles, where feasible.

. Garage doors shall be consistent with the
architecture of the building to reduce the
overall visual mass of the garage.

. Garage doors shall be recessed 8 inches from
the wall plane.

. All garage doors shall be automatic section
roll-up doors.

. When appropriate, single garage doors are

encouraged.

. Carriage-style garage doors of upgraded
design are encouraged.

Porte Cochere with goroge oi reor of house

Streef Focing Goroges

All street facing garages should vary the garage

door appearance along the streetscene. Below are

options for the door variety:

. Vary the garage door pattern, windows, and/or
color as appropriate to individual architectural
styles.

. Use an attached overhead trellis installed
beneath the garage roof fascia and/or above

garage door header trim.

. Span the driveway with a gated element or
overhead trellis.

. Provide a porte cochere.

. Street facing garages on corner lots at

neighborhood. entries shall be located on
the side of the house furthest away from the
corner.

Mqy I 2015 M
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Alley Treotments

The use of alleys should be elevated from purely
functional, simple garage access to an enjoyable

space that residents experience and utilize daily.

Design of alleys shall address the functional and
aesthetic features of the space to create a positive
experience for the residents. At least one of the
following shall be implemented along the alley:

. Building size and shape shall have stepped

massing (recessed or cantilevered, i.€.,

stepping back upper floors or protruding
forward upper floors) of at least one foot.

. Window trim, color, and appropriate details

from the front elevation.

. Rear privacy walls and pedestrian gates

designed and located for ease ofunit access.

. Enhanced garage door patterns or finishes;

garage door shall complement the design
intent of the home and neighborhood.

. Provide sufficient planting areas between
garages to soften the vertical architectural
planes at alleys.

Building Forms

Building form, detail, and placement greatly
influences how a structure is perceived based on
how light strikes and frames the building. The

effect of sunlight is a strong design consideration,
as shadow and shade can lend a sense ofsubstance
and depth to a building. The following elements

and considerations can be used to facilitate the
dynamic of light and depth perception of the
building.

Ar ch ite ctu r al P r oiecf ions

Projections can create shadow and provide strong
visual focal points. This can be used to emphasize

design features such as entries, major windows,
or outdoor spaces. Projections are encouraged

on residential building forms. Projections may
include, but are not limited to:

' Awnings (wood, metal, cloth)

. Balconies

. Shutters

. Eave overhangs

. Projecting second- or third-story elements

. Window/doorsurrounds

. Tower elements

. Trellis elements

. Recessed windows

. Porch elements

. Bay windows or dormers

. Shed roof elements

Offset Mossing Forms

Front and street-facing elevations may have offset

masses or wall planes (vertically or horizontally)
to help break up the overall mass of a building.

. Offset forms are effective in creating t
transition:

Vertically between stories, or

Horizontally between spaces, such as

recessed entries.

. Offset massing features are appropriate for
changes in materials and colors.

. Offsets should be incorporated as a functional
element or detail enhancement.

. Over-complicated streetscenes and elevations

should be avoided.

w Moy | 2015
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. Streetscenes should provide a mix of simple
massing elevation with offset massing elements

to compose an aesthetic and understandable
streetscape.

Floor PIon Plotting

In each single-family detached neighborhood with
a minimum of up to 80 homes, provide:

. Three floor plans.

. Four elevations for each floor plan using a

minimum of two architectural styles. If only
two styles are selected, elevations shall be

significantly different in appearance.

. Four different color schemes for each floor
plan.

In each single-family detached neighborhood with
more than 80 homes, provide:

. Three floor plans.

. Four elevations for each floor plan using a

minimum of three architectural styles. If
only three styles per floor plan are selected,

elevations shall be significantly different in
appearance.

. Four different color schemes for each floor
plan.

In each single-family detached neighborhood,
street facing garages on corner lots at

neighborhood entries shall be located on the side

of the house furthest away from entry corner.

Srcrox 2 - AncHffEcTURAL DEsTGN Gurn

Exomple of undesiroble Corner Loi
Street Focing Goroge Plocemeni

Exomple of undesiroble Corner Lot
Street Focing Goroge Plocemeni

Exomple of preferred Corner Lot
Plotting Goroge Plocement

Exomple of preferred Corner Loi
Plotting Goroge Plocement
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Style Plotting

To ensure that architectural variety occurs,
similar elevations cannot be plotted adjacent
to or immediately across the street fiom one

another. No more than two of the sarne floor plan/
elevations shall be plotted next to each other or
directly across the street from one another. (Refer

to Section Four for Design Review process.) The

following describes the minimum criteria for style
plotting:

. For a home on a selected lot, the same floor
plan and elevation is not permitted on the lot
most directly across from it and the one lot on
either side of it.

. Identical floor plans may be plotted on
adjacent lots, provided a different elevation
style is selected for each floor plan.

. Identical floor plans may be plotted on lots
across the street from each other provided a

different elevation style is selected for each
floor plan.

Color Criterio

To ensure variety of color schemes, like color
schemes cannot be plotted adjacent to or
immediately across the street from one another.
Color and material sample boards shall be

submitted for review along with the Master Plot
Plan. (Refer to Section Four.)

A color scheme for a home on a selected lot may
not be repeated (even if on a different floor plan)
on the three lots most directly across from it and
on the single lot to each side of it.

Lower Height Elements

Lower height elements are important to
streetscene variety, especially for larger buildings
or masses, as they articulate massing to avoid
monotonous single planes. These elements also
provide a transition from the higher story vertical
planes to the horizontal planes of sidewalk and
street, and help to transition between public
and private spaces. Lower height elements are

encouraged to establish pedestrian scale and add
variety to the streetscene. Lower height elements

may include, but are not limited to:

. Porches

Entry features

Interior living spaces

Courtyards

Bay windows

Trellises

a

a

a

a

a
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Bolconies

Balconies break up large wall planes, offset
floors, create visual interest to the facade, provide
outdoor living opportunities, and adds human
scale to a building. Scaled second- or third-story
balconies can have as much impact on stepped

massing and building articulation as a front porch
or lower height elements. Balcony elements:

' May be covered or open, recessed into or
projecting from the building mass.

. Shall be an integral element of, and in scale

with, the building mass, where appropriate.

. Are discouraged from being plotted side-by-
side at the same massing level (i.e. mirrored
second-story balconies).

Roof Considerotions

Composition and balance of roof forms are as

definitive of a streetscape as the street trees, active

architecture, or architectural character.

. Rooflines and pitches, ridgelines and ridge
heights should create a balanced form to the
architecture and elevation.

. Direction of ridgelines and/or ridge heights

should vary along a streetscene.

' Roof overhangs (eaves and rakes) may be used

as projections to define design vocabulary and
create light and shade patterns.

. Hip, gable, shed, and conical roof forms may
be used separately or together on the same

roof or streetscene composition.

. Roof form and pitch shall be appropriate to the
massing and design vocabulary of the home.

,,:'.:;,:
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Outdoor Living Spoces

Outdoor living spaces, including porches,

balconies, and courtyards, activate the streetscene

and promote interaction among neighbors.
Outdoor living spaces can also create indoorl
outdoor environments opening up the home to
enhance indoor environmental quality. Wherever
possible, outdoor living space is encouraged.

Moteriols
The selection and use of materials has an
important impact on the character of each

neighborhood and the community as a whole.
Wood is a natural material reflective of many
architectural styles; however, maintenance
concerns, a design for long-term architectural
quality and new high-quality manufactured
alternative wood materials make the use of real
wood elements less desirable. Where "wood"
is referred to in these guidelines, it can also be
interpreted as simulated wood trim with style-
appropriate wood texture. Additionally, some

styles can be appropriately expressed without the
wood elements, in which case stucco-wrapped,
high-density foam trim (with style-appropriate
stucco finish) is acceptable. Precast elements can

also be satisfied by high-density foam or other
similar materials in a sfyle-appropriate finish.

Brick, wood, and stone cladding shall appear

as structural materials, not as applied veneers.

Material changes should occur at logical break
points.

Columns, tower elements, and pilasters should
be wrapped in its entirety.

Materials and colors should be varied to add

texture and depth to the overall character of
the neighborhood.

The use of flashy or non-traditional materials

or colors that will not integrate with the overall
character of the community is prohibited.

Material breaks at garage corners shall have

a return dimension equal to or greater than
the width of the materials on the garage plane

elevation.

Use durable roofing and siding materials to
reduce the need for replacement.

Use local, recycled andlor rapidly renewable

materials to conserve resources and reduce

energy consumption associated with the

manufacturing and transport of the materials.
(Refer to Section Four for Design Review
process.)

o
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a
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Exterior Structures

Exterior structures, including but not limited to,
porches, patio covers, and trellises shall reflect the
character, color, and materials of the building to
which they are related.

. Columns and posts should project a

substantial and durable image.

. Stairs should be compatible in type and
material to the deck and landing.

. Railings shall be appropriately scaled,

consistent with the design vernacular of
the building, and constructed of durable
materials.

. Exposed gutters and downspotrts shall be

colored to complement or match the fascia

material or surface to which they are attached.

Accessory Structures

Accessory structures should conform to the design
standards, setbacks, and height requirements of
the primary structure. If visible from the front
or side lot line, the visible elevation should be

considered a front elevation and should meet
the design criteria of the applicable architectural
style.

Lighting

Appropriate lighting is essential in creating a

welcoming evening atmosphere for the Folsom

Ranch, Central District community. As a forward-
thinking community, The Folsom Ranch, Central
District will institute dark sky recommendations
to mitigate light pollution, cut energy waste, and
protect wildlife. All lighting shall be aesthetically
pleasing and non-obtrusive, and meet the dark sky

recommendations.

. All exterior lighting shall be limited to the
minimum necessary for public safety.

. All exterior lighting shall be shielded to
conceal the light source, lamp, or bulb.
Fixtures with frosted or heavy seeded glass are

permitted.

. Each residence shall have an exterior porch
light at its entry that complements the
architectural style of the building.

. Where feasible, lighting should be on a

photocell or timer.

. Low voltage lighting shall be used whenever
possible.

Address Numbers

To ensure public safety and ease of identifying
residences by the Fire and Police Departments,

address numbers shall be lighted or reflective and
easily visible from the street.

Mcy | 20'15 M
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RESIDENTIAL
ARCHITECTU RAL STYLES

Folsom Ranch, Central District is envisioned as

a sustainable, contemporary community where
architectural massing, roof forms, detailing, walls,
and landscape collaborate to reflect historic,
regional, and clirnate-appropriate styles.

The design criteria established in this section
encourages a minimum quality design and a level
of style through the use of appropriate elements.

Although the details are important elements that
convey the style, the massing and roof forms are

essential to establishing a recognizable style. The

appropriate scale and proportion of architectural
elements and the proper choice of details are all
factors in achieving the architectural style,

ARCH,IECIURAT THEME: CATIFORN,A
HERIIAGE

The styles selected for Folsom Ranch, Central
District have been chosen from the traditional
heritage of the California home styles, a majority
of which have been influenced by the Spanish
Mission and Mexican Rancho eras. Over the
years, architectural styles in California became

reinterpreted traditional styles that reflect the
indoor-outdoor lifestyle choices available in the
Mediterranean climate. These styles incltrded
the addition of western materials while retaining
the decorative detailing of exposed wood work,
wrought iron hardware, and shaped stucco

of the original Spanish styles. Mixing of style
attributes occurs in both directions, such as

adapting Spanish detailing to colonial style form,
or introducing colonial materials and details to
the Hacienda form and function, The landscape

and climate of California has also generated

styles that acknowledge and blend with its unique
setting. The Italian Villa is a prime example of a

transplanted style developed in a climate zone

similar to the climate found in California.

The following styles can be used within Folsom
Ranch, Central District:

. Italian Villa

. Spanish Colonial

. Monterey

. Western Farmhouse

. European Cottage

. Craftsman

. E"rly California Ranch

. American Traditional

Additional architectural styles compatible with the
intent of these guidelines may be added when it
can be demonstrated to the Architectural Review
Committee that they are regionally appropriate.

The following pages provide images and
individual "styl. elements" that best illustrate
and describe the key elements of each style. They
are not all mandatory elements, nor are they a
comprehensive list of possibilities. Photographs of
historic and current interpretations of each style

are provided to inspire and assist the designer in
achieving strong, recognizable architectural style

elevations. The degree of detailing and/or finish
expressed in these guidelines should be relative to
the size and type of building upon which they are

applied.

These images are for concept and inspiration only
and should not be exactly replicated.

W Moy | 2015
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The Italian Villa was one of the most fashionable
architectural styles in the United States in
the 1860's. Appearing on architect-designed
landmarks in larger cities, the style was based

on formal and rigidly symmetrical palaces of the
Italian Renaissance.

Although residential adaptations generated less

formality, traditional classical elements, such

as the symmetrical facade, squared tower entry
forms, arched windows, and bracketed eaves,

persisted as the enduring traits of this style. When
cast iron became a popular building material,
it became a part of the Italianate vocabulary,
embellishing homes with a variety of designs for
balconies, porches, railings, and fences.

Itolisn Villo Style Elemenfs:

' Eave and exaggerated overhangs.

. Wall materials typically consist of stucco with
stone and precast accents.

. Decorative brackets below eaves may be added
accents.

. Barrel tile or "S" tile roof

. The entry may be detailed with a precast

surrormd feature.

. Stucco or precast columns with ornate cap and
base trim are typical.

. Wrought iron elements, arched windows or
elements, and quoins are frequently used as

details.

Secrorl 2 - AncHIECTURAL DEsTGN Gur

Exomple of ltolion Villo Architecture

Exomple of ltolion Villo Architecture

Exomple of ltolion Villo Architecture
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SpnNrsH CoLoNrnL

This style evolved in California and the southwest

as an adaptation of Mission Revival infused
with additional elements and details from Latin
America. The style attained widespread popularity
after its use in the Panama-California Exposition
of tgts.

Key features of this style were adapted to the
California lifestyle. Plans were informally
organized around a courtyard with the front
elevation very simply articulated and detailed.
The charm of this style lies in the directness,

adaptability, and contrasts of materials and

textures.

Sponish Coloniql Style Elements:

. Plan form is typically rectangular or "I-l'-

shaped.

. Roofs are typically of shallower pitch with 'S"

or barrel tiles and typical overhangs.

. Roof forms are typically comprised of a main
front- to -b ack gable with front- fac in g gables.

. Wall materials are typically stucco.

. Decorative "wood" beams or trim are typical.

. Segmented or ftrll-arch elements are typical
in conjunction with windows, entry or the
porch.

. Round or half-round tile profiles are typical at

front-facing gable ends.

. Arcades are sometimes utilized.

. Windows may be recessed, have projecting
head or sill trim, or be flanked by plank-style
shutters.

. Decorative wrought-iron accents, grille work,
post or balcony railing may be used.

Exomple of Sponish Coloniol Architecture

Exomple of Sponish Coloniol Architecture

M Moy | 2015

Exomple of Sponish Coloniol Archiiecture
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MoNrrnry
The Monterey style is a combination of the
original Spanish Colonial adobe construction
methods with the basic two-story New England
colonial house. Prior to this innovation in
Monterey, all Spanish colonial houses were of
single story construction.

First built in Monterey by Thomas Larkin in
1835, this style introduced two story residential
construction and shingle roofs to California.
This Monterey style and its single story
counterpart eventually had a major influence on
the development of modern architecture in the
1930'.s.

The style was popularized by the used of simple
building forms. Roofs featured gables or hips with
broad overhangs, often with exposed rafter tails.
Shutters, balconies, verandas, and porches are

integral to the Monterey character. Traditionally,
the first and second stories had distinctly different
cladding material; respectively siding above with
stucco and brick veneer base below.

The introduction of siding and manufactured
materials to the home building scene allowed for
the evolution of the Monterey home from strictly
Spanish Adobe construction to a hybrid of local
form and contemporary materials. Siding, steeper
pitched flat tile roofing, and the cantilevered
balcony elements on the Monterey house define
this native California style.

Monterey Sty/e Elements;

. Plan form is typicaliy a simple two-story box.

. Roofs are typically shallow to moderately
pitched with flat concrete tile or equal; "S" tile
or barrel tile are also appropriate.

. Roof forms are typically a front-to-back gable

with typical overhangs.

. Wall rnaterials are typically comprised of
stucco, brick, or siding.

. Materials may contrast between first and
second floors.

. A prominent second-story cantilevered
balcony is typically the main feature of the
elevation; two-story balconies with simple
posts are also appropriate.

. Simple Colonial corbels and beams typically
detail roof overhangs and cantilevers.

. Balcony or porch is typically detailed by
simple columns without cap or base trim.

. Front entry is typically traditionally
pedimented by a surround, porch, or portico.

. Windows are typically accented with window
head or sill trirn of colonial-style and louvered
shutters.

. Corbel and post sometimes lean toward more
"rustic" details and sometimes toward more
"Colonial" details.

Exomple of Monterey ArchiteciureExomple of Monterey Architecfure

Moy | 2015 M
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WrsrrnN FnnnaHousr

The Farmhouse represents a practical and
picturesque country house. Its beginnings are

traced to both Colonial styles from New England
and the Midwest. As the American frontier
moved westward, the American Farmhouse style
evolved according to the availability of materials
and technological advancements, such as balloon
framing.

Predominant features of the style are large

wrapping front porches with a variety of wood
columns and railings. Two story massing,

dormers, and symrnetrical elevations occur
most often on the New England Farmhouse
variations. The asymmetrical, casual cottage look,
with a more decorated appearance, is typical
of the Western American Farmhouse. Roof
ornamentation is a characteristic detail consisting
ofcupolas, weather vanes, and dovecotes.

Western Fqrmhouse Style Elemenfs:

. Plan form is typically simple.

. Roofs are typically of steeper pitch with flat
concrete tiles or equal.

. Roof forms are typically a gable roof with
front-facing gables and typical overhangs.

. Roof accents sometimes include standing-
seam metal or shed forms at porches.

. Wall materials may include stucco, horizontal
siding, and brick.

. A front porch typically shelters the main entry
with simple posts.

. Windows are typically trimmed in simple
colonial-style; built-up head and sill trim is
typical.

. Shaped porch columns typically have knee
braces.

Exomple of Western Formhouse Architecture

Exomple of Western Formhouse Architecture

M Moy | 2015

Exomple of Western Fqrmhouse Architecture
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EunoprnN Coirncr
The European Cottage is a style that evolved out of
medieval Tudor and Normandy architecture. This
evolving character that eventually resulted in the
English and French "Cottage" became extremely
popular when the addition of stone and brick
veneer details was developed in the 1920's.

Although the cottage is looked upon as small and
unpretentious, the style was qtrickly recognized
as one of the most popular in America. Designs
for the homes typically reflected the rural setting
in which they evolved. Many established older
neighborhoods across the United States contain
homes with the charm and character of this
unpretentious style.

Roof pitches for these homes are steeper than
traditional homes, and are comprised of gables,

hips, and half-hip forms. The primary material is

sttrcco with heavy use of stone and brick at bases,

chimneys, and entry elements. Some of the most
recognizable features for this style are the accent

details in gable ends, sculptured swooping walls at

the front elevation, and tower or alcove elements
at the entry.

Europeon Cottoge Style E/emenfs:

. Rectangular plan form massing with some

recessed second floor area is desirable.

. Main roof hip or gable with intersecting gable

roofs is typical of this style.

. Steep roof pitches with swooping roof forms
are encouraged.

. Roof appearance of flat concrete tile or equal is

typical of the European Cottage style.

. Recessed entryalcoves are encouraged.

. Wall materials are typically comprised of
stucco with brick and/or stone veneer.

. Bay windows, curved or round top accent

windows, and vertical windows with mullions
and simple 2x trim are utilized at front
elevations and high visibility areas.

. Stone or brick accent details at the building
base, entry, and chimney elements are typical.

. Horizontal siding accents and wrought
iron or wood balconies and pot shelves are

encouraged.

Exomple of Europeon Coiioge Architecture

r

Exomple of Europeon Cottoge Architecture
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CnnrrsunN

Influenced by the English Arts and Crafts
movement of the late 19th century and stylized
by California architects like Bernard Maybeck in
Berkeley and the Greene brothers in Pasadena, the
style focused on exterior elements with tasteful
and artful attention. Originating in California,
Craftsman architecture relied on the simple house

tradition, combining hip and gable roof forms
with wide, livable porches, and broad overhanging
eaves. The style was quickly spread across the state

and across the country by pattern books, mail-
order catalogs, and popular magazines.

Extensive built-in elements define this style,
treating details such as windows and porches

as if they were furniture. The horizontal nature
is emphasized by exposed rafter tails and knee

braces below broad overhanging eaves constructed
in rustic-textured building materials. The overall
effect was the creation of a natural, warm, and
livable home of artful and expressive character.

Substantial, tapered porch columns with stone
piers lend a Greene character, while simpler
double posts on square brick piers and larger knee

braces indicate a direct Craftsman reference to
the style of California architect Bernard Maybeck,
who was greatly influenced by the English Arts
and Crafts Movement of the late 19th Century.

Exomple of Croftsmon Architecture

Croftsmon Style Elemenfs;

. Plan form is typically a simple box.

. Roofs are typically of shallower pitch with
flat concrete tiles (or equal) and exaggerated

eaves.

. Roof forms are typicaily a side-to-side gable

with cross gables.

. Roof pitch ranges from 3:12 to 5:12 typically
with flat concrete tiles or equal.

. Wall materials may include stucco, horizontal
siding, and stone.

. Siding accents at gable ends are typical.

. A front porch typically shelters the main
entry.

. Exposed rafter tails are common under eaves.

. Porch column options are typical of the
Craftsman style:

Battered tapered columns of stone, brick,
or stucco

Battered columns resting on brick or stone
piers (either or both elements are tapered)

Simpler porch supports of double square
post resting on piers (brick, stone, or
stucco); piers may be square or tapered.

. Windows are typicallyfully trimmed.

. Window accents commonly include dormers
or ganged windows with continuous head or
sill trim.

Moy | 2015

Exomple of Crqftsmon Architecture
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A building form rather than an architectural style,

the Ranch is primarily a one-story rambling home
with strong horizontal lines and connections
between indoor and outdoor spaces. The "(J"- or
"L'-shaped open floor plan focused on windows,
doors, and living activities on the porch or
courtyard. The horizontal plan form is what
defines the Ranch.

The applied materials, style, and character trpplied

to the Ranch have been mixed, interpreted,
adapted, and modernized based on function,
location, era, and popularity.

This single-story family oriented home became the
American dream with the development of tract
homes in the post-World War II era. Simple and

affordable to build, the elevation of the Ranch was

done in a variety of styles. Spanish styling with
rusticated exposed wood beams, rafter tails under
broad front porches, and elegantly simple recessed

windows were just as appropriate on the Ranch

as the clean lines of siding and floor to ceiling
divided-light windows under broad overhanging
laminate roofs.

Details and elements of the elevation of a Ranch

should be chosen as a set identifying a cohesive

style. Brick and stucco combinations with overly
simple sill trim under wide windows with no other
detailing suggests a Prairie feel, while all stucco,
recessed windows, and exposed rusticated wood
calls to mind a Hacienda ranch.

Californio Ronch Sfy/e Elements:

. Plan form is typically one-story with strong
horizontal design.

. Roofs are typically shallow pitched with "S"

tile, barrel tile, or flat concrete tile.

. Roof forms are typically gable or hip with
exaggerated overhangs,

. Wall materials are commonly comprised of
stucco, siding, or brick,

. A porch, terrace, or courtyard is typically the
prominent feature of the elevation.

. Exposed rafter tails are typical.

. Porch is commonly detailed by simple posts or
beams with simple cap or base trim.

. Front entry is typically traditionally
pedimented by a surround, porch, or portico.

. Windows are typically broad and accented

with window head and sill trim, shutters, or
are recessed,

. A strong indoor/outdoor relationship joined

by sliding or French doors, or bay windows is

common.

Exomple of Colifornio Rqnch ArchitectureExomple of Colifornio Ronch Archiiecture

Moy | 2015 M
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AurnrcnN TnnorloNAL

The American Traditional style is a combination
of the early English and Dutch house found on the
Atlantic coast. Their origins were sampled from
the Adam style and other classical styles. Details
from these original styles are loosely combined in
many examples,

Current interpretations have maintained the
simple elegance of the early prototypes, but added
many refinements and new design details. This
style relies on its asymmetrical form and colonial
details to differentiate it from the strict colonial
styles.

Highly detailed entries having decorative
pediments extended and supported by semi-
engaged columns typically. Detailed doors with
sidelights and symmetrically designed front
facades. Cornices with dentils are an important
feature and help identify this style.

Americsn Troditionol Style Elemenfs:

. Plan form is typically asymmetric "IJ'-shaped.

. Roofs are typically of moderate to steeper
pitch with flat concrete tile (or equal) roof and

exaggerated boxed eaves.

. Roof forms are typically hip or gable with
dominant forward facing gables.

. Front facade is typically one solid material
which may include stucco, brich or horizontal
siding.

. The front entry is typically sheltered within
a front porch with traditionally detailed
columns and railings.

. A curved or round-top accent window is

commonly used on the front elevation.

. Windows are typically fully trimmed with
flanking louvered shutters.

. Gable ends are typically detailed by full or
partial cornice, sometimes emphasized with
dentils or decorative molding.

. Decorative or pedimented head and sill trim
on windows is typical.

Exomple of Americon Troditionol Architeciure

Exomple of Americqn Troditionql Architecture

Moy | 2015

Exomple of Americon Trodiiionol Architecture
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Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 1,2020

Attachment 20

Planning Gommission PowerPoint Presentation
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Rockcress Subdivision
FOLFOM

Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision
Mup, Design Review, and

Minor Administrative Modifi cation
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Aerial View of Project Site rm
Fon $CIs{
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Key Project Details
F OtsCIer

o Rockcress Subdivision
. I 1S-Unit Single-Family Residential Subdivision
' I4.2-Acre Site at NE Corner of East Bidwell Street and Savannah Parkway
. Located within Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision

o Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
' Creation of 118 Single-Family Residential Lots and 3 Lettered Landscape Lots
' TWo Access Driveways (Old Ranch Way and Savannah Parkway)
. Internal Public Streets

Design Review
. TWo-Story Homes with Two-C ar Attached Garage
. 4 Master plans (1,638 to 2,018 S.F.X3BN2.5 to 4BP./2.58A)

' 3 Architectural Styles (American Traditional, Spanish Colonial, Craftsman)

a
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Key Project Details
FOLSOM

o MinorAdministrative Modification
' Transfer 35 Dwelling Units from Project Site to Three Locations in Plan Area

o Inclusionary Housing Plan
. Payment of In-Lieu Fee into Housing Trust Fund
o Inclusionary Housing Agreement
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lllustrative Site Plan Exhibit
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Development Standards (SP-
MLD)

F$r,sol${

SP-MLD Single Fomily High Density
Development Sto ndords Toble

Proposed Project

12.5 Feet

15 Feet

20 Feet

5 FeeUS Feet

10 Feet

3,000 sF

50%

Requirement

12.5 Feet

15 Feet

20 Feet

5 FeeU5 Feet

10 Feet

3,000 sF

50o/o

Development Standard

Front Porch Setback

Front Primary Structure Setback

Front Garage Setback

Side Yard Setbacks

RearYard Setback

Minimum Lot Size

Maximum Lot Coverage
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Traffi c/Access/C i rc u I ati o n W
FOLSCIM

o Traffic ImpactAnalysis I2lIl20I7
. Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Subdivision Project
o 2I Irftersections, 3 Roadway Segments, 8 Freeway Segments Analyzed
. Analysis Identified 5 Deficiencies

' Project Subject to 55 Traffic-Related Mitigation Measures from FPA EIVEIS

o Supplemental Access and Circulation Analysis 5/1212017
o Two Scenarios Evaluated
. Scenario 1

. Enclave Improvements ConstructedAvlangini Village 7 Improvements Not Constructed
. Scenario 2

. Enclave Improvements and Mangini Village 7 Improvements Both Constructed
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Traffic Recom mendations
FOLSOM

Supplemental Access and Circulation Analysis Recommendations :

Scenario 1

' The owner/applicant shall construct a southbound median left turn pocket on East Bidwell Street
with a minimum storage length of 315 feet (255-foot deceleration lane plus 60-foot taper) to
provide left turn access to Savannah Parkway.

' The owner/applicant shall construct Savannah Parkway from East Bidwell Street to the eastern
boundary of the Rockcress Subdivision and the provide a temporary U-Turn at the eastbound
intersection of Savannah Parkway and Shale Rock Way (Mangini Ranch Village 2) until such
time that the segment of Savannah Parkway between Shale Rock Way and Westwood Drive is
completed and Westwood Drive is completed between Savannah Parkway and Alder Creek
Parkway.

Scenario 2

' The owner/applicant shall construct the eastern extension of Savannah Parkway from the
Mangini Ranch Village 7 Subdivision boundary to the eastern boundary of the Rockcress
Subdivision (including the Shale Rock Way intersection).
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Access/Ci rcu lation Exh ibit
F$x"sss{

tt
LJ

t

550



Pedestrian
Access/Circulation

SiloF
PffiI 242 F

sp6{E ru fsiru{.{t

E lcl^vf At F$ET'
Pffisg, r ?* Pff. 17

I

lrrt
9,

u
\ug
h

s
3
a

J

t(

rfl
l,' l

, i.j I

; i, I

I
I
I
I
I
{

,t
il:i

rii,.

il3

fl

tr0r,s0h[

24

di, r''tnll|t EAfclr - vtuc f
ffi@*s M Itr !W^ltt

551



N se Anao ys S m
FCI]LSCIM

rl

{t
r,1,;

t!7

,r

t6

k

:{i

I

){

lrl
-1-

i il
11

i ,ll
1,1,

F
Hu&

Jg
3oa

qj

I
I

,l
rl

*1.11

l

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch
Folsom, California

Site Flan

l.a.r*soLrARD
l\'?ryTcdsticci-Figure 2

LeSed
t

-t

RecdnrEnd€d I Foot Solk, No&a Bard€r (Relatrs to Pad Er6l€!frl)

Prcpo$d 6 FmlSoH No(s Batrts
Re€dronnd€{t Wndo| Uporadgs: STC 32 tuppor Floors}

Reeoffin€flded Wndolfl Upgrade€l STC 32 {A! Floofs}

N

A
Scat6 (f€et)r=.r

0 50 100

552



Architecture lDesign
FOLSOM

o Proposed Architecture/Design
o TWo-Story Detached Homes with Attached TWo -Car Garage

o Four (a) Master plans (1,638 S.F. to 2,018 S.F.X3BN2.5 to 4BR/2.5BA)
. Three (3) Architectural Styles
. Nine (9) Color and Materials Alternatives

o Proposed Califorrna-Themed Architectural Styles :

. American Traditional

. Craftsman

. Spanish Colonial
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Folsom Ranch Central District
Design Guidelines
a

FSI,SCIM

Provide avaried and interestine streetscene

Focus of the home is the front elevation, not the garage

Provide avariety of garage placements

Provide detail on rear elevations where visible from the public streets

Appropriate massing and roof forms to define the architectural styles

Ensure that plans and styles provide a degree of individuality

Use architectural elements and details to reinforce individual

architectural styles

Recessed second-story elements

a

o

a

a

a

O

o

a Architectural proiections (recessed windows. eaves. shutters)
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Streetscape Exhibit
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Building Massing Exhibit h
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Master Plan 2
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Master Plan 3
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Master Plan 3
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Master Plan 4 ffi
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Master Plan 4
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Renderi ng (East Bidwell
Street)
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Renderi ng (Savannah
Parkway)
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Landscape Details
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Minor Administrative
Modification
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Environmental Review ffi
FSn"S&M

o

o

CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis Prepared for
Proposed Project (Attachment 12)

Concluded that Prior Environmental Documents (FPASP
EIVEIS, FPASP Water Addendum, Westland-Eagle Addendum)
have Adequately Addressed Required Issues and No Further
Environmental Review is Required (CEQA Guidelines Section
15183)

Site Specific Impacts (Land Use and Plannirg, Noise,
Transportation/Traffic) were Analyzed and Determined to be
Less Than Significant and No New Impacts Identified

o
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Site Photographs
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Staff Recommendation
F0ts0M

Staff Recommends Planning Commission
Recommend to City Council Approval of

the Rockcress Subdivision
Project Entitlements
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AGENDA ITEM NO.2
Type: Public Hearing

Date: July 1,2020
crTY or

]FO]LSON4t

Project:

File #:
Request:

Location:
Parcel(s):
Staff Contact:

Property Owner
Name: Maidu lnvestments LLC
c/o Cushman & Wakefield
Address: 400 Capitol Mall, Suite 1800
Sacramento CA 95814

Planning Commission Staff RePort
50 Natoma Street, Council Chambers

Folsom, CA 95630

College Point Business Center Sign Criteria Planned
Development Permit Modification
PN-19-396
Planned Development Permit Modification for lncreased Wall
Sign Area
2600 E. Bidwell St.
070-0270-068
Josh Kinkade, Assistant Planner, 916-461 -6209
jkinkade@folsom.ca. us

Applicant
Name: Weidner CA
Address: 5001 24th St. Sacramento
cA 95822

Recommendation: Approval of the College Point Business Center Sign Criteria Planned

Development Permit Modification, as illustrated on Attachment 4 (PN19-396), based on

findings included in this report (Findings A-l) and subject to the attached conditions of

approval (Conditions 1-4).

Project Summary: The proposed project includes a Sign Criteria Planned Development

Permit Modification for the College Point Business Center building at 2600 E. Bidwell St.

The building is currently allowed 50 square feet of wall signage and is requesting 150

square feet total of wall signage.

Table of Gontents:
1 - Description/Analysis
2 - Background
3 - Proposed Conditions of Approval
4 - Vicinity Map
5 - Project Narrative
6 - Proposed Uniform Sign Program
7 - Photographs of Existing Building, Signage and Surrounding Uses

8 - Examples of Halo lllumination

City of Folsom Page'1
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AGENDA ITEM NO.2
Type: Public Hearing

Date: July I ,2020

F()LslOM
CITY OF

DIATINCTIVE EY XATURE

9 - Photographs of Existing Multi-Tenant Offices in Folsom

10 - Staff PowerPoint Presentation

Submitted,

PAM JOHNS
Community Development Director

576



Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

ATTACHMENT 1

DESCRIPTION/ANALYSIS

APPLICANT'S PROPOSAL
The applicant, Weidner CA, is requesting approval of a Sign Planned Development Permit
Modification to increase the wall sign area for the College Point Business Center building.

The specific request is to allow 150 square feet of total wall signage. Under this proposal,

no more than four building signs would be allowed, with a maximum of two signs per

street frontage. Signs would have a maximum square footage of 44 square feet each, a

maximum width of 21'8", a maximum letter height of 2' and a maximum logo height of 3'.

Each new sign would be located on the same plane between the upper and lower levels
on the building. The property owner has stated that existing limitations on signage size
and illumination has impeded their ability to attract high-end client-based businesses that
are otherwise allowed in this building and that signage is typically a major issue with
contract negotiations with these potential tenants.

Existing Signage
The existing signage associated with the College Point Business Center building includes
two freestanding signs and four wall signs (Hoffman & Hoffman, Chicago Title, Green
Wealth, Fidelity) on the building, which total 37.7 square feet in size. One of the
freestanding monument signs (65.71square feet in size) identifies the name and location

of the building, which is located at the northwest corner of East Bidwell Street and

Clarksville Road/Scholar Way on a retaining wall. The other freestanding sign is a
monument sign (26.98 square feet in size), which is located on East Bidwell Street,

approximately 390' northwest of the intersection of East Bidwell Street and Clarksville
Road / Scholar Way.

Proposed Signage
The applicant proposes to install a total of 4 new individual channel-lettered wall signs
with a total of 150 square feet in new sign area. Proposed signage can be either backlit
with halo illumination or non-illuminated. Examples of halo illumination are shown on page

4.00 in the proposed sign criteria in Attachment 6. Two new signs are proposed to be

allowed on the East Bidwell Street elevation of the building and two new signs are
proposed to be allowed on the Scholar Way elevation. All new signs are proposed to be
placed on the same plane between the upper and lower levels on the building. Signs
would have a maximum square footage of 44 square feet each, a maximum width ol21'8",
a maximum letter height of 2' and a maximum logo height of 3'.The following table
illustrates the maximum allowable wall sign area in accordance with FMC Section
17.59.040.8.1, the existing total wall sign area, proposed maximum allowable wall sign
area, maximum sign width and maximum sigh height.

City of Folsom Page 3
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

Point Genter ilsi T
Maximum Allowable Wall Sign Area Per FMC 50.00 SF For Entire Buildinq
Existins TotalWall Sign Area 37.71 SF

Proposed Maximum Allowable Wall Sign Area 150 SF For Entire Buildinq (4 new siqns total)

'14 
SF Per Siqn Maximum

Maximum n Width 21'8" wide
Maximum Siqn Height 2' hiqh (3' hiqh for loqos)

The applicant has also requested for the option to redesign and relocate their monument

sign with tenant panels to the landscaped area at the corner of East Bidwell Street and

Scholar Way behind the freestanding retaining wall sign for greater visibility and, but is
not requesting to add any additional square footage to the sign.

POLICY/RULE
Section 17 59 050 (F) ofthe Folsom Mu icioal Code states that the Planning Commission

shall, in granting a Planned Development Permit, specify and establish the size, location,

number and conditions of signs to be erected and maintained in conjunction with the
proposed project. Any signage proposed beyond what is allowed beyond Section

17 .59.040 of the Folsom Municipal Code requires approval by the Planning Commission

ANALYSIS

Sign Requirements of Folsom Municipal Gode
Commercial signage is typically allowed at a ratio of 1.5 square feet of signage per

every 1 lineal foot of frontage the tenant has. This standard does not typically work for
office development, as the businesses often do not have street frontage and share a
common interior entrance. As such, a standard taking into account the overall maximum
sign area for the building is utilized for office uses. The subject property is in the
Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan and has been designated in that specific plan for
office use. Existing uses in the building include bank offices, an insurance office, and a
title company, all of which are allowed by right in this zone. These uses, while office in

definition, are customer-oriented businesses that rely on customers visiting the offices
as part of their business. As such, signage identifying the presence of these businesses
(rather than just the name of the office center itself) is beneficial for these uses.

All projects in the Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan require a Planned Development
Permit to be approved by the Planning Commission prior to development. A Planned

Development Permit was approved by the Planning Commission for the subject parcel

in 2002 (PN 02-554). As part of this Planned Development, signage was required to be

in compliance with the FMC Any request to increase the signage beyond what was
allowed in the Planned Development and FMC requires approval of a Planned
Development Mod ification.

FMC Section 17.59.040.8.1 regulates the building sign standards for professional

offices, and states that, "the allowable sign area is .5 square foot of signage for each 1

City of Folsom Page 4
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

lineal foot of primary building frontage up to a maximum sign area of 50 square feet."
Based on the lineal primary frontage of the College Point Business Center building (196
feet) the subject building is allowed the maximum 50 square feet of wall signage for the
entire building. There are currently four existing wall signs (Hoffman & Hoffman,
Chicago Title, Green Wealth, Fidelity) on the building, which tolal3T.7 square feet in
size.

Proposed Additional Wall Signs
As shown in the images in Attachment 7, the existing wall signage is difficult to view
from East Bidwell Street. The signs are 8 to 10 square feet in size and non-illuminated.
Furthermore, a 1OO-foot-wide railroad corridor exists between the street and the
property line of the business center, pushing the building further back than a typical
building along East Bidwell Street. Furthermore, the building has 196 lineal feet of
primary frontage and 392 lineal feet of overall street frontage. Furthermore, based on
discussions with the property owner, lack of signage has been a major issue when
negotiating contracts with the client-based businesses that wish to occupy tenant space.
As such, staff has concluded that in order to view signage on this building from East
Bidwell Street, additional square footage and illumination is warranted.

The applicant has proposed four new signs with a maximum size of 44 square feet
each, a maximum height of 2 feet for letter and 3 feet for logos, and a maximum width of
21' 8" per sign. Total new signage will not exceed 150 square feet. Under this scenario,
not all businesses in the building would have a wall sign, and the property owner would
determine which four businesses would be allowed wall signage. As shown in the
proposed sign criteria in Attachment 6, each new sign would be located between the
upper and lower levels of the building on the East Bidwell Street and Scholar Way
frontages. The two new signs on each elevation would be located at opposite ends of
each frontage and would be separated by at least 50 feet. Each of the new signs would
be located on the same plane between the upper and lower windows of the building for
consistency.

Previously Approved lncreases in Wall Signage for Multi-Tenant Office Buildings
The Planning Commission has previously approved increases in retail wall sign area in

large commercial centers and for buildings adjacent to U.S. Highway 50. The primary
basis for increased wall sign area was the distance from the adjacent roadways and the
need to have the signs legible to pedestrians and motorists. Staff has identified four
other large multi-tenant office buildings in Folsom with increased signage. The
Broadstone Business Center was allowed up to 50 square feet of wall signage per

business, the Folsom Corporate Center was allowed up to 150 square feet of wall
signage for each building in the center, the Natoma Station Corporate Center was
allowed 225 square feet of wall signage divided amongst three major building tenants
for the building and the lron Point Business Park was allowed 150 square feet of
signage for their multi-tenant building. lmages of these office buildings and their wall
signs are included in Attachment 9, and a table showing the allowed square footages,
allowed illumination, lineal feet of primary building frontage and zoning of these office

City of Folsom Page 5
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

Name of Genter Primary Building
Frontaqe

Allowed Square
Footaqe

Allowed
lllumination

Zoning

Gollege Point
Business Genter

196 linealfeet ,150 SF
(prooosed)

halo/non-
illuminated

sPes-1 (PD)

Broadstone
Business Center

120-250lineal feet
oer buildinq

50 SF per
business

non-illuminated M-L (PD) & C-3
(PD)

Folsom
Gorporate Center

350 linealfeet per
buildinq

150 SF per
buildinq

halo/non-
illuminated

M-L (PD) & C-3
(PD)

Natoma Station
Corporate Center

400 linealfeet 225 SF halo/non-
illuminated

M-L (PD)

lron Point
Business Park

325 linealfeet '150 SF for the
multitenant
building

non-illuminated BP (PD)

buildings is provided below:

The subject building is located on the intersection of East Bidwell Street and Clarksville
Road/Scholar Way, all of which are major roadways. Staff determined that based on the
size of the College Point Business Center building, the distance of the building from

East Bidwell Street, and the precedent of signage allowed in similar buildings
throughout the City, '150 square feet of total new signage is warranted for the College
Point Business Center.

Proposed lllumination of Wall Signs
Regarding illumination, the proposed sign criteria has identified only halo-illuminated
and non-illuminated signage as being allowable. A drawing of halo signage is included

in the proposed sign criteria in Attachment 6 and staff has provided pictures of halo

signs in Attachment 8. As seen in these attachments, halo-lit signs provide the
illumination needed to identify the signs at night while being more subdued than typical
internally-illuminated signs where each letter is illuminated. The subject building is

across the street from a Walgreens, which has internally-illuminated wall signs and the
Sutter Health Medical Foundation, which also has halo-illuminated wall signs. As such,

staff found that halo or non-illuminated signage is compatible with surrounding
businesses on East Bidwell Street.

Regarding the Scholar Way frontage, a senior apartment complex is proposed on the
other side of the street. Based on the preliminary site plan submitted to staff, a parking

lot would separate the apartments from the Scholar Way frontage and the closest
apartment would be approximately 150 feet from Scholar Way and at least 275 feet
from the nearest sign, As such, staff does not foresee a visual impact to the future
apartments with halo-lit signs, which provide a much softer light than internally-
illuminated signs and staff supports halo illumination on both frontages. Staff considered
requiring all signs to have consistent illumination on both frontages (where all signage
would be halo-illuminated) but ultimately decided to support the flexibility to allow for
non-illuminated signage since several of the businesses are not open after dark.

City of Folsom Page 6
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

Removal of Existing Wall Signs
Regarding the four existing non-illuminated wall signs, staff has worked with the
applicant to find a way to retain those signs while the businesses are still in the building
while allowing for new businesses to obtain wall signage as the property owner sees fit.
ln order to ensure that no more than two new signs are allowed per street-facing
frontage, the applicant has agreed to a condition that states that if new signage on the
East Bidwell Street frontage (which currently has one sign) is proposed, that frontage
shall not exceed two total signs. The Scholar Way frontage currently has three wall
signs, so the applicant has agreed that no new wall signs will be allowed on that
frontage until at least two of the existing signs are removed so that the Scholar Way
frontage does not exceed two signs once new signage is proposed on that frontage.
Finally, at no time can the overall signage on the building (both new and existing)
exceed the 150 square feet allowed by the proposed sign criteria. Condition No. 3 has
been added to reflect this agreement.

Freestanding Signs
Typical office park signage is provided through the use of monument signs. lndividual
office buildings are allowed one monument sign with a maximum sign area of 24 square
feet and a maximum sign height of 6' including a maximum 2' tall base in accordance
with FMC Section 17 .59.040.8.2.a. This particular building has an existing 65.71-
square-foot identification sign with the name of the building (College Point Business
Center) and one existing 26.98-square-foot monument sign that identifies individual
tenants on panels. The existing monument sign is located behind the aforementioned
1O0-foot-wide railroad corridor fronting East Bidwell Street, and, as shown in
Attachment 7, is difficult to see from the street from passing motorists. As such, the
applicant has proposed for an option to relocate and redesign the existing tenant panel

monument sign. Because the applicant is not requesting any additional square footage
for that sign, the location and design of that sign is not subject to additional review by
the Planning Commission. The applicant has included a standard in their sign criteria
stating that the design, colors and materials shall match or compliment the building
architecture. Staff has also provided Condition No. 4, which states that any future
relocation and redesign of the existing tenant paneled monument sign shall be subject
to staff review and Section 17. .o40 B (2\ of the Folsom Municipal Code regarding
freestanding signs for business uses

Gonsistency with Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan and Folsom Municipal
Code
Section 3.5 of the Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan (Pages 25 and 26) addresses
the concept and characteristics of the lndustrial/Office Park land uses. lt states that, "..
The general characteristics of the industrial and office facilities shall be low rise
buildings in campus like settings, utilizing open space and park like features to blend
and harmonize with the surroundinq land uses and the natural land form. ..." Based on
the above analysis, it is the staffs opinion that allowing the requested increase in the
wall sign area would be consistent with this concept for the lndustrial/Office Park land
USES.

City of Folsom PageT
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

FMC Section 17.59.010.A addresses the purpose of the City's Sign Code. FMC Section
17.59.010.A.4 states that signs are intended to, "Balance the needs of the business and
development community to advertise their goods and services with the community and
planning goals related to streetscape aesthetics and traffic safety." Staff believes that
this provision supports the notion that the additional wall sign area should be permitted

and that these needs have been balanced with the applicable community and planning
goals. Furthermore, staff is currently in the process of a comprehensive Zoning Code
update, which will include a proposed update to sign regulations for multi-tenant office
buildings based on feedback over the years from the owners of these buildings and

analysis of other city codes regarding multi-tenant office buildings. Based on the 196

lineal feet of primary building frontage and 392 lineal feet of overall street frontage, the
applicant's proposal for 150 square feet of signage appears reasonable and within the
anticipated range of recommended office park wall signage as part of the Zoning Code
update.

Gonclusion
Based on the aforementioned factors and analysis, staff has determined that the
proposed sign criteria meets the intent of the Folsom Municipal Code with regard to the
Planned Development Permit Modification.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
The project is categorically exempt from environmental review under Section 15301

(Existing Facilities) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEOA) Guidelines.

RECOMMENDATION/PLANNING COMMISSION ACTION
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission approve the College Point Business
Center Sign Criteria Planned Development Permit Modification, as illustrated on

Attachment 6 (PN19-396). This would be subject to the findings included in this report
(Findings A-l) and the attached conditions of approval (Conditions 1-4).

GENERAL FINDINGS

NOTICE OF HEARING HAS BEEN GIVEN AT THE TIME AND IN THE MANNER
REQUIRED BY STATE LAWAND CITY CODE.

THE PROJECT IS CONSISTENT WITH THE GENERAL PLAN, THE ZONING
CODE OF THE CITY, AND THE BROADSTONE UNIT NO. 3 SPECIFIC PLAN.

CEQA FINDINGS

THE PROJECT IS CATEGORICALLY EXEMPT FROM ENVIRONMENTAL
REVTEW UNDER SECTION 15301 (EXISTING FACILITIES) OF THE
CALTFORNTA ENVTRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) GUIDELINES.

A.

B

c

City of Folsom Page 8
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

D

E

THE CUMULATIVE IMPACT OF SUCCESSIVE PROJECTS OF THE SAME
TYPE IN THE SAME PLACE, OVER TIME IS NOT SIGNIFICANT IN THIS CASE.

NO UNUSUAL CIRCUMSTANCES EXIST TO DISTINGUISH THE PROPOSED
PROJECT FROM OTHERS IN THE EXEMPT CLASS.

PLANNED DEVELOPM PERMIT FINDINGS

THE PROPOSED PROJECT IS CONSISTENT WITH THE OBJECTIVES,
POLICIES AND REQUIREMENTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS OF

THE CITY.

THE PHYSICAL, FUNCTIONAL AND VISUAL COMPATIBILITY BETWEEN THE
PROPOSED PROJECT AND EXISTING AND FUTURE ADJACENT USES AND
AREA CHARACTERISTICS ARE ACCEPTABLE.

H THE PROPOSED INCREASE IN BUILDING ATTACHED SIGNAGE MAINTAINS
A SCALE THAT IS VISUALLY PROPORTIONAL BASED ON THE SIZE/AREA OF
THE PROPOSED SIGNS.

THE PROPOSED PROJECT WILL NOT BE DETRIMENTAL TO THE HEALTH,
SAFETY AND GENERAL WELFARE OF THE PERSONS OR PROPERTY
WITHIN THE VICINITY OF THE PROJECT SITE, AND THE CIry AS A
WHOLE.

F

G

City of Folsom Page 9
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

ATTACHMENT 2
BACKGROUND

BACKGROUND
ln 1995, the City approved the Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan (SP 95-1). The 570-
acre Specific Plan area has developed containing a mixture of Residential, Commercial,
lndustrial/Office Park, and School land uses which is connected by a system of Parks,
Open Spaces, and Parkways. The subject site is located within the Broadstone Unit No.

3 Specific Plan area and designated for the lndustrial/Office Park land use. The College
Point Business Center building, a 41,724-square-foot, two-story building, was approved
through a Planned Development Permit in 2003 (PN 02-554).

The Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan includes the Design Guidelines, which provide
additional criteria to guide City staff in their review of proposed projects. The Design
Guidelines specify the policies governing architectural treatments, site planning,
landscaping, lighting, and signage. Section 8 of the Design Guidelines addresses the
sign standards, however, it provides no specific wall sign size limitations applicable to
the College Point Business Center building. Therefore, the Folsom Municipal Code
(FMC) Section 17.59.040.B.1, the building sign standards for professional offices,
applies to wall signs located at the subject property.

On October 20,2004, City staff approved a 65.71-square-foot identification sign for the
College Point Business Center building, which is located at the northwest corner of East
Bidwell Street and Clarksville Road/Scholar Way (PN 04-580). This sign was approved
as the secondary entry sign for the Broadstone Unit No. 3 Area in accordance with
Sections 8.1 and 8.2.2 of the Broadstone Unit No. 3 Design Guidelines.

On December 28,2004, City staff approved a 26.98-square-foot monument sign, which
is located approximately 390' northwest of the intersection of East Bidwell Street and
Clarksville Road/Scholar Way (PN 04-687).ln 2005, City staff approved a24.20-
square-foot wall sign for Masters Team Mortgage, which is located on the southeast
building fagade (PN 05-182).

On April 20,2011, the Planning Commission heard a request for a Sign Planned
Development Permit Modification to increase the wall sign area for the College Point
Business Center building. The specific request was to allow 168 square feet of totalwall
sign area, with a maximum sign area of 50 square feet for each individual tenant, by
allowing 1 square foot of signage for each 1 lineal foot of primary building frontage (168
linealfeet). The Commission did not make a determination on the application and
instructed staff to look into updating the sign code for office uses. The application was
subseq uently withd rawn.

City of Folsom Page 10
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION I ND (lndustrial/Office Park)

ZONING

ADJACENT LAND USES/ZONING

SITE CHARACTERISTICS

APPLICABLE CODES

SP 95-1 (PD) (Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific
Plan- Planned Development)

North:

South

East:

West:

Folsom Lake College (A-1-A)

Broadstone Marketplace (C-3 PD)

Medical Office and Residential
Development (R-4 PD) Beyond

Commercial Development (BP PD)

The site consists ol a 41,724-square-foot two-
story multi-tenant office building with
associated parking and landscaping
improvements.

FMC section 17.59. Sisns
FMC section 17.38, Planned Development
District
Broadstone Unit No. 3 Specific Plan

City of Folsom Page 1 1
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

ATTACHMENT 3

Proposed Gonditions of Approval

City of Folsom Page 12
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Planning Commission
College Point Business Center Sign Criteria (PN 19-396)
July 1,2020

CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL FOR
COLLEGE POINT BUSINESS CENTER SIGN CRITERIA

(PN 19-396)
Responsible
Department

cD (P)

cD (B)

cD (P)

cD (P)

When
Required

OG

B

B

B

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

Approval of this project is based on the Uniform Sign Program illustrated in Attachment 6.

The applicanVowner shall obtain the necessary sign and building permits before installing signs.

If new signage on the East Bidwell Street frontage (which currently has one sign) is proposed, that
frontage shall not exceed two total signs. No new wall signs shall be allowed on the Scholar Way frontage
until at least two of the signs existing at the time of this approval are removed so that the Scholar Way
frontage does not exceed two signs once new signage is proposed on that frontage. At no time may the
overall signage on the building (both new and existing) exceed the 150 square feet allowed by the
proposed sign criteria.
Any future relocation and redesign of the existing tenant paneled monument sign shall be subject to staff
review and Section 17.59.040 B (2) of the Folsom Municipal Code regarding freestanding signs for
business uses.

Mitigation
Measure

Cond.
No.

1

2

J

4.

WIIEN REQUIREI)

Prior to approval of Improvement Plans

Prior to approval of Final Map
Prior to issuance of first Buildine Permit
Prior to approval of Occupancv Permit
Prior to issuance of Grading Permit
During construction
On-going requirement

I
M
B
o
G
DC
OG

RESPONSIBLE DEPARTMENT

Community Development Department
Planning Division
Engineering Division
Building Division
Fire Division
Public Works Department
Park and Recreation Department
Police Department

CD
(P)
(E)
(B)
(F)

PW
PR
PD

City of Folsom Page 13
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Project Vicinity 
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Project Narrative 
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Proposed Uniform Sign Program 
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2600 E. Bidwell - Master Signage Program
College Point Business Center: 2600 E. Bidwell Street, Folsom, CA 

WO: 44943
EST: C040066

Submittal # Revision#(s) Issue Date Description

S1 - May 20, 2019 Allowable sign locations and square footages: elevation views.
S2 - October 09, 2019 Planning Department MSP Application
S3 R1 March 12, 2020 Planning Department MSP Application revisions
S4 R2 June 23, 2020 Planning Department MSP Application revisions
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Radius Map
Scale 1" = 150'

ii

R 300'

1

6

3
2

4

5 7 8 9

NO. ADDRESS APN TENANT OWNER
__________________________________________________________________________________________
1 89 Scholar Way 072-0270-102 LDS Church Church of Latter-Day Saints 
    c/o LDS Church 
    50 e. N. Temple St. 22nd Floor
    Salt Lake City, UT 94150
__________________________________________________________________________________________
2 2675 E. Bidwell St. 072-1700-052  HD Development of Maryland Inc.   
    c/o Property Tax Dept.
    PO Box 105842
    Atlanta, GA 30348
__________________________________________________________________________________________
3 2645 E. Bidwell St. 072-1700-001 American’s Halle Properties, LLC
   Tire 20225 n. Scottsdale Road
    Scottsdale, AZ 85255
__________________________________________________________________________________________
4 2595 E. Bidwell St. 072-1630-004 Walgreen’s Walgreen Company 
    c/o Real Estate Tax Department
    PO Box 1159
    Deerfield, IL 60015 

NO. ADDRESS APN TENANT OWNER
__________________________________________________________________________________________
5 2575 E. Bidwell St. 072-1630-024 Sutter  Bulldog Properties LLC 
   Medical c/o Dreyer Babich Buccola 
   Plaza       Wood Campora LLP
    20 Bicentennial Circle
    Sacramento, CA 95826
__________________________________________________________________________________________
6 100 Scholar Way 072-0270-023 Folsom Los Rios College Community 
   College College District
    100 Scholar Way
    Folsom, CA 95630
__________________________________________________________________________________________
7 1450 Strabane Way 072-2030-022 n/a Ravelo, Reysa
    1450 Strabane Way
    Folsom, CA 95630 
__________________________________________________________________________________________
8 1454 Strabane Way 072-2030-023 n/a Jones, Carolann
    1454 Strabane Way
    Folsom, CA 95630
__________________________________________________________________________________________
9 1458 Strabane Way 072-2030-024 n/a Dachtler, Heather C.
    1458 Strabane Way
    Folsom, CA 95630
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General
Information

01.00

Introduction Tenant Signage continued

This sign program consists of three sign type categories:
 (P-ID)
    Project Identification Sign
 (T-MON) and (T-MP)
    Tenant Monument and Tenant Monument Panels
 (T-BID)
    Tenant Building Mounted Identification

Project Identification includes the incorporation of an existing set of 
letters mounted to the retaining wall at the corner of E. Bidwell Street 
and Scholar Way. The content of the existing Project Identification 
sign is limited to the project name and address. Tenant names are 
separate from this sign on a dedicated Tenant Monument sign. The 
current Project Identification sign is illuminated by ground mounted 
flood lights that were part of the original installation. Sign criteria for 
this and possible future redesign is outlined on the Project Identifica-
tion Criteria sheet.   

Tenant Identification signage is intended to provide notification of 
tenant's existence in the building to vehicular traffic and to pedestri-
ans on existing and future sidewalks. Signage locations are limited to 
the Tenant Monument sign and Building Mounted signage. Tenants 
whose names will be allowed on the Tenant Monument are based on 
separate criteria established by the Landlord and documented in the 
Tenant's lease agreement. All Tenant signage must comply with the 
criteria herein and is subject to Landlord approval prior to permit 
application. 

 
 

Tenant Signage

T.1 General Criteria
All Tenants must comply with the following criteria. The following 
guidelines apply to all tenant signage. Use of logo-marks and 
corporate identity elements (such as symbols, special shapes, etc.) 
will be considered signage and are subject to all regulations 
contained in these guidelines.

T.2 Design Review Process, Permits
All construction documents for signage, permanent or temporary, 
must be reviewed and approved by an authorized agent of the 
Building Owner, here after noted as 'Landlord', prior to submittal to 
local governing agencies for review and permitting.
Fees and expenses related to the design, permitting, fabrication and 
installation, including special installation considerations, shall the 
responsibility of the tenant. Fabrication and installation must be by a 
Landlord approved company. 

T.3 Upon termination of the lease and/or vacating of the premises, 
tenant shall be responsible for the removal of their name unless the 
requirement is waived by the Landlord in writing. Removal must be 
performed by a Landlord approved company within 30 days of the 
termination of the lease. The surface area(s) upon which signage was 
located must be left free and clear of any evidence of the tenant's 
signage, in like-new condition. Holes must be properly sealed and 
finished. In the event the signage is not removed within the allotted 
time, the Landlord may remove the signage at the expense of the 
vacated tenant.

T.4 Exhibits
The exhibits shown along with text are included to aid in interpreting 
the intent of these guidelines. Together the text and exhibits describe 
the number, size, location, colors, and types of materials approved for 
signs in this project.

T.5 Allowable Messages
The content of tenant's signage shall be limited to the tenant's trade 
name and/or logo. Added descriptive words used to define the type 
of business are not allowed.

T.6 Number of Signs
Those Tenants that in their lease agreement are allowed signage may 
have no more than one sign per street-facing building elevation. Major 
Tenants, as defined by the Landlord's criteria, who are allowed a 
second building mounted sign per their lease agreement, shall have 
the two signs located on separate elevations. Tenant Identification 
may also be permitted on the Tenant Monument sign as allowed by 
tenant's lease agreement with the Landlord.

T.7 Sign Sizes
Tenant lettering, logos, logo-marks, and other identification elements 
must fit within the defined signage spaces both upon the building and 
upon the tenant monument sign panel.

T.8 Calculating Sign Square Footage
How to calculate signage square footage is described and illustrated 
on sheet 01.01.

T.9 Colors
Tenants may use colors for both building mounted signage and 
signage on the monument sign. Color choices must be approved by 
the Landlord.

T.10 Prohibited Signage 
The following are expressly prohibited: 
 Electronic Reader Boards
 Moving Elements
 Flashing Elements
 Other signage or elements as noted in the 
    City of Folsom Municipal Code Signage Section. 

R1. 03-12-2020  JG
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General
Information

01.01

Design Requirements Design Requirements continued

D.1 The location of signs shall be only as shown on the Sign Location 
Pages of this document.

D.2 All electrical signs shall bear the UL Label and the installation 
must comply with all local building and electrical codes.

D.3 All conductors, transformers, and other related equipment shall 
be concealed behind the wall upon which the sign is attached with 
exceptions as noted by D.4.

D.4.1 Exposed raceways are prohibited. Raceways shall be defined 
as enclosed 'pans' that house wire connections, and, conductors, 
transformer(s) and/or other related equipment. See exhibit D.4.1. 
D.4.2 Wireways shall be permitted, but are subject to Landlord 
approval. Wireways shall be no more than 2" deep, mounted flush to 
the wall and painted to match the wall color. Wireways are defined as 
shallow 'pans' that house only wires connecting parts of the same 
element. Wireways serve the purpose of allowing all logo elements to 
be illuminated, concealing and funneling wires to a single penetration. 
See exhibit D.4.2. 
D.4.3 Exposed conduit shall only be allowed in short sections 
connecting parts of the same element/letter. Conduit shall be defined 

Installation 

I.1 Installation or Removal Hours
Installation or removal that has the potential to be particularly 
disruptive to building tenants may be required to be done outside of 
normal business hours. Normal business hours shall be defined as 
8AM to 5PM Monday through Friday. Disruptive installations may 
include, but is not limited to, the installation of one tenant's sign on 
the wall of another tenant's space. Expenses related to installation 
outside of normal business hours shall be the responsibility of the 
tenant who is installing or removing the sign. The Landlord has the 
directive to decide if an installation or removal should be done outside 
of normal business hours.

R1. 03-12-2020  JG

as an wire encasement that connects sign elements to power 
source(s) or to other sign elements. Exposed conduit shall be painted 
to match the wall color. Example of allowed conduit: the dot of the 
letter 'i' to the body of the letter. Exposed conduit connecting letters 
or logo parts to the transformer shall not be allowed. See exhibit 
D.4.3. 
See Tenant Building Mounted Sign Criteria starting on page 04.00 for 
more details and exhibits. 

D.5 All sign fastenings, bolts, and clips shall be galvanized iron, 
stainless steel, aluminum, brass, or, bronze or black iron of any type.

D.6 Location of all openings for conduit and sleeves in sign panels on 
the building shall be indicated in the review and permit package.

D.7 No sign-makers labels or other identification will be permitted on 
the exposed surface of signs, except those required by ordinance. 
Required labels shall be located in an inconspicuous location.

D.8 Items or issues not addressed by this site specific Master Sign 
Program shall be deferred to the City of Folsom Municipal Code 
Signage Section.

EXAMPLE: HALO ILLUMINATION LETTERS 
ON RACEWAY
ILLUSTRATIVE ELEVATION AND X-SECTION
Scale: ANTS

D.4.1

EXAMPLE: HALO ILLUMINATED, MULTIPLE 
PIECE LOGO ON WIREWAY
ILLUSTRATIVE ELEVATION AND X-SECTION
Scale: ANTS

D.4.2

EXAMPLE: HALO ILLUMINATED, MULTIPLE 
PIECE LETTER WITH CONDUIT CONNECTION
ILLUSTRATIVE ELEVATION AND X-SECTION
Scale: ANTS

D.4.3

LETTERS/LOGO MOUNTED TO A RACEWAY NOT ALLOWED

LETTERS/LOGO MOUNTED TO A RACEWAY NOT ALLOWED

3" min.

accessible area between
first level drop ceiling and 
second level floor deck

Halo 
Illuminated 
letters

Raceway

Face of 
building

Wireway,
max. 2" deep

Concealed
electrical
components

Halo 
illuminated
logo pieces

Face of 
building

accessible area between
first level drop ceiling and 
second level floor deck

Concealed
electrical
components

Halo 
illuminated
multi-piece 
letter

Face of 
building

Conduit
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General
Information

01.02

Calculating Signage Square Footage

SF.1 Freestanding Tenant Monument
For the freestanding tenant monument, the perimeter of the measur-
able "sign area" shall not include sign support, framing, and/or 
design embellishments beyond the designated tenant identification 
area. 
The sign area of a double-faced sign with identical size and message 
placed back to back on the same structure (not more than 24 inches 
apart) so that only 1 face is visible at a time, shall be computed as 
the measurement of one of the faces. The sign area for multi-faced 
signs shall be computed by adding together the area of all sign faces 
visible from any 1 point.

SF.2 Sign Faces, Sign Panels.
When signs are considered to have a sign face, or to be applied to a 
panel, then the square footage of the sign shall be the area of the 
sign face or panel. The area of the panel shall be computed by 
means of a single continuous perimeter composed of any rectilinear 
geometric figure which encloses the extreme limits of the sign face or 
panel.
Panel is defined as a dedicated area for signage content, or consist 
of a panel like element that contains the content of the signage and 
is of a different material than the surface upon which the panel is 
mounted.

SF.3 Wall Mounted Individual Letters
When building or wall attached signage is composed of individual 
letters, logo or symbols using the wall as the background with no 
added decoration, the total sign area shall be calculated by measur-
ing the area of a rectilinear geometric figure which encloses each 
word or logo. The combined areas for the individual words and/or 
logos shall be considered the total sign area. 

 
 

POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

SF.1 ILLUSTRATED
Scale: 1/2" = 1'-0"1

SF.3 ILLUSTRATED
Scale: 1/2" = 1'-0"3

W3a

H3a

W3b

H3b

AREA (SQUARE FOOTAGE) = (H3a x W3a) + (H3b x W3b)  

AREA (SQUARE FOOTAGE) = (H2 x W2) AREA (SQUARE FOOTAGE) = (H1 x W1)

W1

H1

POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

SF.2 ILLUSTRATED
Scale: 1/2" = 1'-0"2

W2

H2
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SITE PLAN
Monument Sign 
Locations

02.00
SITE PLAN: SITE DIMENSIONS AND MONUMENT SIGN LOCATIONS
Scale: 1" = 80'-0"1

473'-0"

410'-6"

62'-6"
PUE

125'-0"
PUE

677'-0"

SCHOLAR WAY

A

E B

C

D

40'

Keynotes

A SEE SHEET 02.01 FOR BUILDING PLAN VIEW OF 
ALLOWABLE BUILDING MOUNTED TENANT 
IDENTIFICATION (T-BID) LOCATIONS

B EXISTING PROJECT IDENTIFICATION (P-ID) SIGN 
LOCATION

C EXISTING TENANT MONUMENT IDENTIFICATION 
(T-MON) SIGN

 (quantity of one allowed, see keynotes D and E 
below should sign be removed and replaced with 
a new sign)

D TENANT MONUMENT EXISTING LOCATION 
LATITUDE RANGE should the existing sign, 
identified by keynote C above, be removed and 
replaced with a new sign reinstalled at the 
approximate same location

 (see sheet 05.00 for new sign criteria)

E TENANT MONUMENT OPTIONAL LOCATION 
should the existing sign, identified by keynote C 
above, be removed and replaced with a new sign 
in a location other than the existing one (see sheet 
05.00 for new sign criteria)
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BLDG PLAN
Allowable Bldg. Mounted
Tenant Identification 
Locations

02.01BUILDING PLAN VIEW: ALLOWABLE BUILDING MOUNTED TENANT IDENTIFICATION SIGNAGE LOCATIONS
Scale: NTS1

SCHOLA
R W

AY

SCHOLA
R W

AY FR
ONTA

GEEAST BIDWELL STREET FRONTAGE

EAST BIDWELL STREET 

196'-0"
196'-0"

Sign Tag Designation Meanings

 Numbers designate 
specific location.

 'EB' and 'S' designate 
the STREET FRONTAGE 
upon which the sign is 
located.

S-3

S - 3
S-4

EB-2

EB-1

EB-1
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EAST BIDWELL STREET FRONTAGE ELEVATION - allowable signage locations
Scale: 1" = 20'-0" * *This rendering is drawn off of a photo and may or may not be accurately scaled. 

1

EXAMPLES OF SIGNAGE BASED ON SIZE CRITERIA AND GRANDFATHERING OF EXISTING SIGNAGE - EAST BIDWELL STREET 
Scale: 1" = 20'-0" * *This rendering is drawn off of a photo and may or may not be accurately scaled. 

1

Tenant names shown are a 
combination of known present 
tenant names and fictional 
tenant names. Fonts shown for 
present tenant names may be 
representative of actual fonts.
Tenant names are meant to be 
illustrative of the application of 
the design criteria. The 
illustrative sizes shown for 
known tenants may not be the 
actual sizes installed on the 
building at present time.

Existing sign

Existing sign

T-BID
Tenant Building Mounted ID
EAST BIDWELL FRONTAGE
Location and Size Criteria

03.00

FOR THE BUILDING
Total square footage of Tenant Building mounted IDentifica-
tion signage = 150 SF
Total square footage includes any and all tenant signage 
installed upon the building at any given time. 
Any and all new or replacement signs shall be located within 
the designated areas at the first floor 'eyebrow', as shown (*).
See General Information Sheet 01.00 for Tenant Signage 
details. 

FOR THE EAST BIDWELL STREET FRONTAGE
Total quantity of signs = 2 (*)

(*) EXISTING SIGNAGE
Existing signage as identified here on shall be allowed until 
such a time that it is removed or modified. The sign may be 
repaired but it may not be replaced.

ILLUMINATION:
When signs are illuminated, any illuminated letter or part of 
logo must be located a maximum of 12" from the bottom of 
the wall area upon which the sign is placed. See fabrication 
criteria on sheet 04.00.

EB-2EB-1

196'-0"

SKYLINE SIGNAGE MAXIMUMS (Square Footage/Width/Heights)
location sign s.f. logo letters letter height illumination
EB-E.1 30.33 SF (2'-7" x 2'-6") + (10'-3" x 2'-4") 21.625" none 

 
EYEBROW SIGNAGE MAXIMUMS (Square Footage/Width/Heights) 
location max sign s.f. max sign width max logo/sign ht. max letter height sf of example  wxh of example shown example illumination 
EB-1 44.00 SF 21'-8" (260") 3'-0" (36") 2'-0" 16.04 SF (109" x 17.625") + (8" x 46.625") none
EB-2 44.00 SF 21'-8" (260") 3'-0" (36") 2'-0" 22.75 24"  136.5" halo
TOTAL SQUARE FOOTAGE (Existing + Examples) FOR EAST BIDWELL = 69.12 ( + Scholar Way SF = 148.80)
   

EB-2EB-1

EB-E.1

24"
12" max for illuminated signs

EB-1A

EB-1

EB-E.1

 Numbers designate 
specific locations.

 'S' designate the 
STREET FRONTAGE 
upon which the sign is 
located.

 'E' designates Existing 
sign.
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SCHOLAR WAY ELEVATION - allowable signage locations
Scale: 1" = 20'-0" ** **This rendering is drawn off of a photo and may or may not be accurately scaled. 

2

EXAMPLES OF SIGNAGE BASED ON SIZE CRITERIA AND GRANDFATHERING OF EXISTING SIGNAGE -  SCHOLAR WAY ELEVATION
Scale: 1" = 20'-0" ** **This rendering is drawn off of a photo and may or may not be accurately scaled. 

2

Tenant names shown are a 
combination of known present 
tenant names and fictional 
tenant names. Fonts shown for 
present tenant names may be 
representative of actual fonts.
Tenant names are meant to be 
illustrative of the application of 
the design criteria. The 
illustrative sizes shown for 
known tenants may not be the 
actual sizes installed on the 
building at present time.

Existing sign

Existing sign Existing sign

Existing sign

Existing sign

Existing sign

FOR THE BUILDING
Total square footage of Tenant Building mounted IDentifica-
tion signage = 150 SF
Total square footage includes any and all tenant signage 
installed upon the building at any given time. 
Any and all new or replacement signs shall be located within 
the designated areas at the first floor 'eyebrow', as shown (*).
See General Information Sheet 01.00 for Tenant Signage 
details. 

FOR THE SCHOLAR WAY FRONTAGE
Total quantity of signs = 2 (*)

(*) EXISTING SIGNAGE
Existing signage as identified here on shall be allowed until 
such a time that it is removed or modified. The sign may be 
repaired but it may not be replaced.

ILLUMINATION:
When signs are illuminated, any illuminated letter or part of 
logo must be located a maximum of 12" from the bottom of 
the wall area upon which the sign is placed. See fabrication 
criteria on sheet 04.00.

2600

196'-0"

T-BID
Tenant Building Mounted ID
SCHOLAR WAY FRONTAGE
Location and Size Criteria

03.01

SIGNS GRANDFATHERED INTO THIS DOCUMENT UNTIL TIME OF REMOVAL Signs may not be replaced.
location sign s.f. sign width sign height letter height illumination
S-E.1 12.25 SF 12'-3" (147")  1'-0" (12") 12" none
S-E.2 15.12 SF (1'-9" x 1'-9") + (1'-1" X 11'-2") 13" none

 
EYEBROW SIGNAGE MAXIMUMS (Square Footage/Width/Heights) 
location max sign s.f. max sign width max logo/sign ht. max letter height sf of example  wxh of example shown example illumination 
S-3 44.00 SF 21'-8" (260") 3'-0" (36") 2'-0" 17.97 SF (2'-6" x 1'-3") + (7'-5" x 2'-0") none
S-4 44.00 SF 21'-8" (260") 3'-0" (36") 2'-0" 34.34 (36" x 20.625) + (217.625" x 24") halo
TOTAL SQUARE FOOTAGE (Existing + Examples) SHOWN FOR SCHOLAR WAY = 79.6 ( + East Bidwell SF = 148.80) 

2600

S-E.1

S-3

S-E.2

S-4

S-4

S-3

36"

205"
(max 260")

24"
12" max for illuminated signs

EB-1A

S - 3

S - E.1

 Numbers designate 
specific locations.

 'S' designate the 
STREET FRONTAGE 
upon which the sign is 
located.

 'E' designates Existing 
sign.
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T-BID
Tenant Building Mounted 
ID

04.00

TENANT MONUMENT SIGNAGE CRITERIA FOR EXISTING AND FUTURE 
RE-DESIGN OR REPLACEMENT -  

Content: 
Tenant's Building Mounted signage shall be limited to the tenant's trade name 
and/or logo. Added descriptive words used to define the type of business are 
not allowed.

Quantity: Tenant shall be allowed a Building Mounted sign as established by 
the Landlord and documented in the tenant's lease agreement. Where a tenant 
is allowed two signs, signs shall be located on separate building elevations.

Size / Location:
See 03.00 series sheets for permitted sizes and locations.

Design / Illumination / Colors: 
Signage shall be fabricated letter and logo forms, no minimum or maximum 
thickness.
Signs may be mounted flat against wall or with a stand off.  
Signage may be non-illuminated, or halo illuminated. Illuminated letters must 
use a diffuser to eliminate 'hot spots'.
Tenants are allowed to use their corporate colors for all elements of the 
signage.

NON-ILLUMINATED ILLUSTRATED - DAY
Scale: 3/8" = 1'-0"1A

HALO ILLUMINATION ILLUSTRATED - DAY
Scale: 3/8" = 1'-0"2A

NON-ILLUMINATED ILLUSTRATED - NIGHT
Scale: 3/8" = 1'-0"1B

HALO ILLUMINATION ILLUSTRATED - NIGHT
Scale: 3/8" = 1'-0"2B

NON-ILLUMINATED
ILLUSTRATIVE X-SECTION
Scale: NTS1C

HALO ILLUMINATION
ILLUSTRATIVE X-SECTION
Scale: NTS2C
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T-MP
Tenant Monument Panel 
For Existing Tenant ID 
Monument 

05.00

EXISTING TENANT IDENTIFICATION MONUMENT SIGN ELEVATION 
Scale: 1/4" = 1'-0"1

Keynotes

A Tenant panels are 1/8" thick white acrylic.
 
B Tenant graphics shall consist of 3M or equal quality 

vinyl applied to the surface of acrylic panel.
 Background color shall be a solid dark color with a 

low light reflective value (LRV) and shall be opaque.
 Lettering, logos, and graphic elements shall be lighter 

in color and have a higher light reflective value (LRV).
 Alternate panel configurations are shown to 

accommodate a major or full building tenant. Margins 
as shown for each panel configuration shall be 
maintained.

 Square footage of tenant name/graphics is calculated 
separately and is smaller than the area within the 
minimum margins to ensure adequate negative space 
around the tenant name. Tenant name/graphics 
square footage for each size panel is noted on the 
appropriate drawing and shall not exceed 68% of the 
size of the panel.

C Criteria for 
 a) the existing tenant monument structure, and 
 b) a future re-design or replacement 
 is documented on sheet 05.01.

D Tenant panel specifications noted here on are subject 
to future re-design or replacement of the Tenant 
Monument (T-MON) sign. Reference Sheet 05.01.  

 

EXISTING TENANT IDENTIFICATION MONUMENT
Approx. Scale: 3/8" = 1'-0"E

POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

SPECIFICATIONS (existing tenant used for example)
Scale: 1/2" = 1'-0"2

A

C

B

POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

ALTERNATE PANEL CONFIGURATIONS FOR EXISTING SIGN DESIGN
Scale: 1/4" = 1'-0"3EXAMPLE SHOWING DIFFERENT COLOR PANELS

Scale: 1/4" = 1'-0"
Tenant names shown, except for existing, are for illustrative purposes only and do
not necessarily reflect those tenants whose name are allowed on the monument sign. 

4

3" min. margins all sides
maximum 10.41 square 
feet of lettering/logo/
graphics

4" min. margins all sides
maximum 15.86 square 
feet of lettering/logo/
graphics

31 1/2"

70" 70"

15"
2" min. margins all sides
maximum 4.95 square feet of 
lettering/logo/graphics

TM5

TM4

70"

15"

15"

15"
2" min. margins all sides
maximum 4.95 square feet of 
lettering/logo/graphics

48"

48"

TM1

TM2

TM3

POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

R1. 03-12-2020  JG
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POINTCOLLEGE
BUSINESS CENTER

T-MON
Tenant Identification
Monument 

05.01

TENANT MONUMENT SIGNAGE CRITERIA FOR 
    EXISTING AND 
    FUTURE RE-DESIGN OR REPLACEMENT -  

Content: 
The Project Name and up to three tenant names shall be allowed on the sign. 
The same tenants shall be listed on both sides of the sign.

Quantity: A maximum of one of (1) tenant monument sign is allowed. The sign 
may be single faced or double faced.

Location:
The existing sign is located in a non-improved city right of way, in compliance 
with City of Folsom Municipal Code Sign Section 17.59.030.D.1 - Special 
Provisions for Signs in the Public Right-of-Way: the setback is significantly 
more than the required 5'. 
Should the sign be replaced or relocated, the sign shall meet the current 
requirements for Special Provisions for Signs in the Public Right-of-Way, and a 
new relocation agreement, if required, will need to be generated.

99"

70"

48"

82"
(6'-10")

15"
TYP.

12"

2" min. margins all sides
maximum 4.95 square feet of lettering/logo/graphics,
typical all 15" high panels.

EXISTING TENANT IDENTIFICATION MONUMENT SIGN ELEVATION 
Scale: 1/2" = 1'-0"1

A new sign may be located within 20'-0" of existing monument. 
A new sign may be located at the corner of East Bidwell Street and Scholar 
Way. 
The existing sign may be relocated to the corner of East Bidwell Street and 
Scholar Way. 
If a new Tenant Monument is installed at the corner of East Bidwell Street and 
Scholar Way, both the tenant monument sign and the project identification sign 
shall be aesthetically cohesive and congruent, however the criteria here-in shall 
still be separately applicable for each of these signs. 

Design / Colors / Materials: 
The design, colors and materials shall match or compliment the building 
architecture.

Height from Grade:
From where the sign is located, the maximum height from grade is 10 feet. 
Example: if the sign is located in the raised planter area behind the retaining 
wall at the corner of East Bidwell and Scholar Way, the grade is that of the 

Existing Sign
Project Name:
48.61 SF

Existing Sign
Tenant Panel:
7.29 SF

Existing Sign
Tenant Name Area
(Panel size):
23.33 SF

Existing Sign Illumination:
(1) ground mounted 
flood light per side.

Existing Sign
Ht. from Grade:
6'-10"

raised planter area. Landscaping shall not be modified with mounding or other 
techniques to artificially create a higher grade.  

Illumination:
Sign may be externally lit, non-illuminated, and/or internally illuminated with 
opaque (non translucent) backgrounds. Halo illumination of project name 
and/or tenant name is allowed. 

Size:
Maximum square footage allowed for project name = 6 SF
Maximum total square footage of area designated for tenant names = 24 SF 
Minimum square footage of area designated for each tenant is 7.25 SF
Maximum tenant lettering/graphics square footage shall not exceed 68% of 
area designated for tenant name. 
Monument base, footing, framing, support and decorative elements are exempt 
from square footage calculations. Project Name is considered a decorative 
element when used on a stand alone tenant monument, located away from the 
project identification sign and is within the allocated square footage.
   

PHOTO OF EXISTING TENANT IDENTIFICATION MONUMENT
Approx. Scale: 1/4" = 1'-0"E

R1. 03-12-2020  JG
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COLLEGE POINT BUSINESS CENTER
2600 EAST BIDWELL STREET

P-ID
Project Identification

06.00

EXISTING TENANT MONUMENT SIGN DETAILS 
Scale: 1/8" = 1'-0"1

45'-3"

27"

12"

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION CRITERIA FOR 
    EXISTING AND 
    FUTURE RE-DESIGN OR REPLACEMENT -  

Content: 
Content of the project identification sign shall be limited to the project name 
and address. 
If the Tenant Monument is relocated to the corner of East Bidwell Street and 
Scholar Way, the two signs shall be designed to be integrated and congruent, 
however the criteria here-in shall still be separately applicable for each sign 
element.   

Quantity: One (1) single faced.

Design / Colors / Materials: 
Design, colors and materials shall match or compliment the building architec-
ture. 
This sign shall be letters only - see 'Location' for criteria regarding mounting.

Height from Grade:
Maximum height from grade (at base of sign) is 10 feet.

Illumination:
Sign may be externally lit, non-illuminated, and/or halo illuminated.

Size:
Maximum square footage allowed for project name = 110 SF
Address is exempt from square footage calculations.
Minimum height of address is 12" 

Location:
The existing Project Identification sign is mounted to the face of an existing 
retaining wall.
Future re-designed or new signage may be mounted on, to or behind the 
retaining wall, provided the attachment is structurally sound.

   

EXISTING PROJECT IDENTIFICATION MONUMENT
Approx. Scale: NTSE

Height from grade: 6'-2"

Illumination: External

Existing Project Name: 104 SF
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Attachment 7 

Photographs of Existing Building, Signage and 

Surrounding Uses   
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Attachment 8 

Examples of Halo Illumination 
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Attachment 9 

Photographs of Existing Multi-Tenant Offices in 

Folsom 
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Attachment 10 

Staff PowerPoint Presentation 
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Vicinity Map
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Existing Signage
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Proposed Signage Site Plan
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Existing and Proposed East Bidwell 
Street Signage
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Existing and Proposed Scholar Way 
Signage
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Types of Proposed Illumination
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Photos of Halo-Illuminated Signs

624



Surrounding Uses
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Existing Freestanding Signs
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Freestanding Signs
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Multi-Tenant Office Buildings in Folsom 
With Approved Additional Signage
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Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends approval of PN 19-

396 for the College Point Business 

Center Sign Criteria Planned 

Development Permit Modification
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