
Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

l*,rr, O"r."n, (3096) of the Plan Area shall be preserved and maintained as naturall

lop.n.p...,.onristent 
wlth Artlcle 7.08.C ofthe Folsom city charter. 

I

lrne prolect witt not reduce the amount

lof oreserved natural open space.
4.15 Yes

lrn" oo"n soace rand use desipnatron shril orovide for the oermanent orot".tion ofl lne prolea aoes not include open

l-_--__.-,..._^.____ | nla lspacelanduses. Thereforethepollcy
toreserv€d weflanos. I I

I I ldoes 
not apptyto the project.

4.16

April, m20
Exhibit 3

4



Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

Porks Pollcles

4.L7

Land shall be reserved for parks as shown in Figure 4.3 - Speclfic Plan Land Use

Deslgnations and Table 4.2 - Land Use Summary. On future tentative subdivision maps

or planned development appllcations, park sites shall be wlthin 1/8 of a mlle of the
locatlons shown in Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use Designations. Park sites adjacent
to school sites should remaln adJacent to schools to provide for joint use

opportunltles wlth the Folsom-Cordova Unlfled School District. Park sites adjacent to
open space shall remain adjacent to open space to provide staging areas and access

polnts to the open space for the public.

nla

No park sites are proposed, and no
proposed park sites will be altered by

lhe project. Therefore the pollcy does

not apply to the project.

4.18
sufflclent land shall be dedicated for parks to meet the City of Folsom requirement
(General Plan Policy 35.81 of 5-acres of parks for every 1,000 residents.

Yes
The project does not reduce the land

to be dedlcated for parks.

4.19

Parks shall be located throughout the Plan Area and linked to residentia

neighborhoods via sidewalks, blke paths and trails, where appropriate. DurinB th€

review of tentative maps or planned development applications, the city shall verif'1

that parks are provided in the appropriate locations and that they are accessible tc

resident via sidewalks. bike Daths and trails.

Yes
Adjacent parks will be accessible by all

residents in the project vla sldewalks.

nla
The project does not propose school or

park uses. Therefore th€ policv does

not apply to the project.
4.20

Elementary school sltes shall be co-located with parks to encourage joint-use of parks

where feasible.

Map
Consiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No.
Remarks

Aprll, 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

PublldQuasl- P u bllc Pollcles

4.21
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 - Speclflc Plan [and Use Designations.

Yes

Ihe infrastructure needed to serve the
Project area is consistent with the
adopted Speclfic Plan and the updated
lnfrastructure plans,

4,22

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 - Speclfic Plan Land Use Designations and
have comparable acreages as established in Table 4,2 - Land Use Summary.

Yes
Ihe project would not aher the
location of proposed school sites.

4,23 Elementary school sites shall be co{ocated with parks to encourage joint-use of parks. nla
The project does not propose school or
park uses. Therefore the pollcy does
not apply to the project.

4.Ul

All Public/Quasi-Public sites shown in Figure 4.3 - Specific Plan Land Use Designationr

may be relocated or abandoned as a mlnor administrative modlflcation of the FPASP,

Ihe land use designation of the vacated site or sites will revert to the lowest densitt
adjacent resldentlal land use. ln no event shall the maximum number of Plan Area

dwelling units exceed 11,461 and the total commercial buildinS area exceed 2,788,8U
rquare feet2. For pu.poses of CEQA compllance for dlscretlonary projects, the

combination of the total maximum number of residential units and commercial square

footage analyzed in the Folsom Plan Area Speclflc Plan Environmental lmpacl

Report/Environmental lmpact Statement (SCH#200809205) shall not be exceeded

without requiring further CEQA compliance.

Yes

The pro.iect would not alter the
location of proposed publlc/quasi-

public sites.

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No.

Map
Remarks

Consistent

Aprll,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

ln FPASP

H.1.t
Ihe city shall ensure that sufficient land is designated and zoned in a range of
residential densities to accommodate the city's .egional share of housing.

nla

Ihls pollcry directs the City ln its

decision-making and planning

processes. The project proposes

residential land uses that comply with
the existing zoning and land use

designatlon at the project site.

H.l.2 Ihe city shall endeavor to designate future sites for higher density houslng near transit
stops, commercial services, and schools where appropriate and feaslble.

nla

Ihis policy directs the City ln its

decision-making and planning

processes. The project proposes

residential land uses that comply with
the existing zoning and land use

desicnation at the Droiect site.

H.1.3
Ihe city shall encourage home builders to develop thelr projects on multi-family
Ceslgnated land at the high end of the applicable density range.

nla

fhis policy directs the City in its

decision-maklng 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.

H-i.4 The City shall support and facilitate the development of second units on single-family

designated and zoned parcels.
nla

rhis policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The project site is zoned
MLD.

H-i.6
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.

nla

This policy directs the city in lts

decision-making and planning

processes. The project will comply with
all mitigation measures in the FPASP

EIR and Addendums. See MMRP.

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No. Consistent

Map
Remarks

tf:2i'1r'.!,(._\ - /.'..--'- ...'.\'Lr ?..
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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

H.i,8 The city shall strive to create additional opportunitl€s for mixed-use and transit
oriented development,

nla
fhis polic.y dlrects the City in lts
decision-making and planning

orocesses.

H.3.1

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.

nla

r nF poilcy dtrects tne city in its deciston-

making and planning processes. The

Project proposes resldentlal development
ilithln the overall mlx of household

H-3.2

Ihe city shall continue to use federal and state subsidies, as well as lnclusionary
housing in-lieu fees, affordable houslng impact fees on non-resid€ntlal development,
and other fees collected into the Housing Trust Fund ln a cost-efflclent manner to
meet the needs of lower-income households, including extremely low-income
households.

nla
Thls policy directs the Clty ln its declsion-
making and planning processes, The

Project proposes resldentlal development.

H.3.3
The city shall contlnue to make density bonuses available to affordable and senior
housing projects, conslstent with State law and Chapter 17.102 of the Folsom

Municipal Code.

nla
Ihls pollcy direcG the City in its declsion-

maklng and planning processes, The

Proiect does not seek a density bonus.

H.3.rt
Where appropriate, thc city shall use development agreements to assist housing

developers in complying with city affordable houslng goals.
nla

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning
processes. The ProJect is subject to the
Amended and Revlsed Development

Agreement.

H.3.5
The city shall make incentives available to property owners with existing development

agreements to encourage the development of affordable housing.
nla

thls pollcy directs the Oty in its

decision-making and planning

processes. The Proiect is sublect to the
Amended and Restated Development

Atre€ment.

H-5.2
The city shall encourage housing for seniors and percons with disabilities to be located
near public transportation, shopping medical, and other essentlal services and
facilities.

nla

Ihis policy directs the City in its

decision-making and plannlng

processes, The project does not
propoae housing for seniors or persons

srith disabilities.

Map
Co nsiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Rema rks

No.

Aptil,2OzO
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, tot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivlsion Map:
Applicant's FPASP Pollcy Consistency Analysis

H\5.4
fhe city shall encourage private efforts to remove physical barrlers and improve

accesslblllty for housing units and resldential neighborhoods to meet the needs of
person with disabilities.

nla

This policy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning

processes. The Project complies wlth
the Folsom Ranch, central District

Desi8n Guldelines and City standards
for residential neisborhoods.

nla
Ihis policy directs the city ln its

decision-making and planning

orocesses.

H€.7 fhe clty shall continue to provlde zoning to accommodate future need for facilities to
serve city residents in need of emergency shelter.

H.5.10
fhe clty shall encourage developers to lnclude spaces in proposed buildin8s or sites on

whlch chtld care facllitles could be developed or leased by a child care operator.
nla

Ihis policy directs the clty in its

decision-maklng and planning

processes. The Project does not
propose non-residential uses.

nla
Thls policy directs the City in lts

decision-making and planning

processes.

}t6.2

Ihe city shall asslst in the enforcement of fair housing laws by providing information
and refeqrals to organlzations that can recelve and investigate fair housing allegations,

monitor compliance with fair housing laws, and refer possible violations to enforcing

agencies.

H.7.1
fhe city shall continue to implement state energy-efficient standards to new

residential development.
nle

This pollcy dlrects the City in its

decislon-mrking and planning
processes.

lt-7.2
Ihecity shall include energy conservation guidellnes as part ofthe development

rtandards for the specific plan area,
nla

Ihis policy directs the City ln lts

declslon-making and planning
processes,

^la

Ihis policy directs the City ln lts

decision-maklng and planning

orocesses,

H-7.3
The clty shall reduce residential cooling needs associated with the urban heat island

effect.

H-7.1
The clty shall promote an increase in the energy efficiency of new and existing housing

beyond minimum stete requirements.
nla

Ihis policy directs the City in its

decision-maklng and planning
proce55e5,

Map
Co nsiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No
Remarks

April,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

nla
Ihis polic.y directs the City in its

decision-making and planninB

0rocesseS.

H-7.5 Ihe city shall encourage the increased use of renewable energy.

nla

Ihis policy directs the City in lts

decision-making and planning

processes. East Bidwell Street ls part of
the FPASP transit corridor.

H-7,6

Ihe city shall encourage "smart growth" that accommodates higher density residential

uses near transit, blcycle and pedestrian frlendly areas of the city that encourage and

facilitate the conservation of resources by reducing the need for automobile use.

$rldorrr-a
Chculotion Policies

Yes

Grid layout is provided connecting the
future residents of the project to
adiacent school, park, open space, and

commercial uses. East Bidwell Street is

part of the FPASP transit corridor.

7.t

Ihe roadway network in the Plan Area shall be organized in a grid{ike pattern ol

rtreets and blocks, except where topography and natural features make it infeasible,

for the majority of the Plan Area in order lo create neighborhoods that encoura8e

walking biking, public transit and other alternative modes of transportation.

Yes

The Project complies with the Folsom

Ranch, Central District Design

Guidelines and City standards for
residential neigborhoods.

7.2

Circulation within the Plan Area shall be ADA accessible and mlnimize barriers to

access by pedestrians, the disabled, seniors and biryclists. Physical barriers such as

walls, berms, and landscaping that sepatate residentlal and nonresidential uses and

impede blclcle o. pedestrian access or circulation shall be minimized.

nla
The Project does not effect the Plan

Area's permanent membership in the
50 Corridor TMA.

Ihe Plan Area shall apply for permanent membership in the 50 Corridor TMA. FundinE

to be provided by a Community Facilities District or other non-revocable funding

mechanism,

7.'

nla

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.

7,4
Submit a General Plan Amendment to the city to modiry General Plan Pollcy 17'17

regarding Traffic Level of Service 'C. This level of service maY not be achieved

throughout the entire Plan Area at buildout.

lcotion Policies

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
RemarksFPASP Policy Description

No.

April,2020

Exhibit 3
l0



Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

7,s
A framework of arterial and collector roadways shall be developed that accommodat€
Plan Area traffic while accommodating through-traffic demands to adjoining citl
areas.

nla
Project street layout is consistent with
the Speciflc Plan. East Bidwell Street is
part of the FPASP transit corridor.

7.6
Major and minor arterials, collectors, and minor collectors shall be provlded wlth
sidewalks that safely separate pedes$lans from vehicular traf{ic and class ll bicycle

lanes that encourage transportation choices within the Plan Area.

Yes

East Bidwell Street, Old Ranch Way
and Savannah Parkway have separated

sidewalks from the street to enhance
pedestrian design.

7.'

Trafflc calming measures shall be utilized, where appropriate, to mlnlmlz€
neighborhood cut-through traffic and excessive speeds in residentlal neighborhoods.
Roundabouts and traffic circles shall be consldered on low volume neighborhood

streets as an alternatlve 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

Nelghborhood Traffic Management Program Guldellnes (NTMP) may also be utilized in

the Plan Area.

Yes

The street system has be€n designed

to dlscourage traffic th.ough the
neighborhood.

7.8
Roadway lmprovements shall be constructed to coincide with the demands of new

development, as required to satisfo city minimum level of service standards,
Yes

Ihe streets are designed to me€t

lraffic requirements and are consistent
wlth the Specific Plan.

P u bllc Tra nsit Pollcle s

7.84

Concurrent with development of the SP-RC and SP-GC parcels located at thc

intersection of East Bidwell Street and Alder Creek Parkway, the following roadwal
lmprovements will be constructed:

o Alder Creek Parkway from Prairle Clty Road to East Bldwell Street.
. East Bidwell Street from White Rock Road to U.S. Highway 50.
. Rowberry Road (including the over-crossin8 of U.S. Hiehway 501.

The timing, extent of lmprovements and interim lmprovements shall be predlcated on

the extent and type of development proposed for the above referenced parcels

nla

The project ls not located at the
intersection of East gldwell Street and

Alder Creek Parkway. Therefore the
policy does not apply to the project.

Map
Co nsistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No,

Aprll, 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

7.9

Public transportation opportunitles to, from, and wlthin the Plan Area shall be

coordinated with the Clty Public Works Translt Division and the Sacramento Regional

Iransit District (RT). Regional and local fixed and circulator bus routes through th€

Plan Area shall be an lntegral part of the overall circulation network to guarantee

public transportation service to malor destinations for employmeng shopplng public

instltutlons, multi-family houslng and other land uses likely to attract publlc transit
use.

Yes

The project is consistent with the
adopted Specific Plan, which addresses
public transportation opportunities,

7.10

Consistent with the most recent update of the RT master plan and the Plan Area

Master Transit Plan, a translt corridor shall be provided through the Plan Atea for
future regional 'Hl-Bus' service (refer to Figwe 7,29 and the FPASP Translt Mastel
Plan!. Sufficient right-of-way shall be dedicated for the transit corrldor as descrlbed in

Section 7.3 and Fisures 7.2. 7.3.7.14 &7.15.

Ves

fhe project is consistent with the
adopted Speciflc Plan, which addresses

public transportation opportunities.

7.tr Future transit bus stops and associated amenities shall be placed at key locations in

the Plan Area according to the recommendation of the FPASP Translt Master Plan.
Yes

fhe project is conslstent with the
adopted Specific Plan, whlch addresses

public transportation opportunities.

7.12
Provide interim park-and-rlde facilities for public transit use as shown in the FPASf

Transit Master Plan.
Yes

Ihe project is consistent wlth the
adopted Specific Plan, which addresses

public transportatlon opportunitles.

7.t

The Clty of Folsom shall participate wlth the El Dorado County Transportatior
Commission in an update of the "Folsom El Dorado Corridor Transit Strategy Fina

Report dated December 2005. The update shall include the Plan Area and Sacramentc
Countv.

nla

This policy directs the City in its
declslon-making and plannlng

processes. Therefore the policl does

not aoDlv to the oroiect.

7,t4
The City of Folsom shall particlpate with the Sacramento Atea Council of Governmenl

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.

nla

This pollcy directs the City in its

decision-making and planning

processes. Therefore the policy does

not aoDlv to the Droiect.

7.15
lhe Sacramento Regional Transit District (RT) "A Guide to Transit Oriented

Development (ToD)" shall be used as a deslgn guidellne for subsequent project level

approvals for all projects along the Plan Atea transit corridor.
Yes

The guideline was used ln the preparation

of the Specific Plan. The project is

consistent wlth the Speclfic Plan.

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No

Aprit 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

Sldewalb, Tmils and Blkewav Policies

7.L6

A system of sidewalk, trails, and bikeways shall lnternally link all land uses and

connect to all existing or planned external street and trail facllltles contiguous with th€
Plan Area to provide safe routes of travel for pedestrians and biryclists as depicted ln

Figure 7.32 and as indicated on the applicable roadway sectlons. Pedestrian and

bicycle facllitles shall be deslgned in accordance with City design standards, includinS

the latest version of the Eikeway Master Plan, the FPASP and the FPASP Communitl
Design Guidelines.

Yes

The project includes sidewalk that are
consistent with the adopted Speciflc
Plan and City standards.

7.L7
Public accessibility to open space and scenic areas within the Plan Area shall b€

provided via roadway, sidewalks, trail and bikeway connections, where appropriate.
Yes

Access to nearby open space areas is

provided via roadway and sidewalks.

7.18
fraffic calming measures and slgnage shall be used to enhance the safety of sidewalk,
trail and bikeway crossings of arterial and collector streets.

Yes

East Bidwell Street, Old Ranch Way,

and Savannah Parkway have separated
sidewalks from the street to enhance
pedestrian design.

7,19
Class I bike path and trall crosslngs of Alder Creek and intermlttent drainages channels

shall be minimized and located and designed to cause the least amount of disturbance
lo the creek environment.

nla
Alder Creek is not located in this
phase. Thereforethe policy does not
applv to the grolect.

7.20 Per state and federal programs, safe routes to schools shall be identifled and signed. Yes

The proposed project connects to the
separated sldewalk along Old Ranch

Way and Savannah Parkway, which

serves as Safe Routes to School.

Signage shall be identifled ln the
imDrovements Dlans.

FPASP Policy Map
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

ConsistentNo.

Aptil,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

t,2t All Plan Area land uses shall be located within approximately 112 mile of a Class I bike
path or a Class tl bike lane.

Yes

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.

7,22

Site design and building placement shall minimize barriers to pedestrlen 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 throuSh commercial and mixed use parking lots.

n/a

fhe Project complies with the Folsom

Ranch, Central Distrlct Design

Guidelines and City standards for
residential neighborhoods. Design

Revlew approval is not being sought at
this t;me.

7.2'
Adequate short and long term bicycle parking shall be provided for all Plan Area land
uses (except for singte-family and single-family high density residential uses) as

specified in Table A.14.
nla

The project proposes detached single-
famlly residential uses. The units
include driveways and two-car
garages, which provide adequate
bicycle parklng for the use type.

8.1 Open Space areas shall be created throughout the entirety of the Plan Area, nla
The project does not include open
space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the proiect.

8.2
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).

nla
The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not aDDlv to the oroiect.

8.3

Lrea{e a passrve oPen space zone (nal may contatn ilmrIeo recrealron utes ano
facilities, storm water quality detention basins, water quality structures, wetland and
tree mitigation areas and limited public utlllties.

nla uses. Therefore the polic.y does

open

FPASP Policy

No.
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Co nsiste nt
Map

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

l*n"'
feagible, locate schools and parks adjacent or near to open space.8,4

lrhe prolect does not include school or

lpark uses. Therefore the policy does

lnot 
apply to the proJect.

nla

lOpen space areas shall incorporate sensltive Plan Area natural resources, lncluding oak

lwoodlands, Alder creek and its tributarles, hillside areas, cultural resources, and

Itributaries of Carson, Buffalo and Coyote creeks wlthln the boundaries ofthe Plan

lar"..

8.5
Itne prolea does not include open

Irpr." uses. Therefore the policy does

Inot 
apply to the project.

nla

Map

Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No.

Aprll, ru20
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot VestingTentative Subdivision Map:

Applicant's F PASP Policy Consistency Analysis

8.6
Open space improvements shall comply with City of Folsom General Plan Poli$t 27.L

and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) standards.
nla

The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not aoolv to the oroiect.

8,7

Natural parkways, thirty-fe€t {30') in width or larger, shall be consldered part of the
requlred thirty percent {3096) Plan Area natural open space provided the following
minimum crlteria is met:

8,7a: They include a paved path or trail.
8.7.b: They have the abillty to be utilized for tree mitigation plantlngs 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 Guldelines.

nla
No natural parkways are proposed in

the project area. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project.

s.8 Locate Class I bicycle paths and paved and unpaved tralls throughout the open space. n/a
The project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the proiect.

E.9

Carefully slte infrastructure, lncludlng roads, wastewater and water facilities,

trailheads, equestrian trails and the llke to minimize impact to the oak woodlandt
Alder Creek and its tributaries, hillside areas, cultural resources and intermittent

tributaries of Carson, Buffalo and coyote creeks within the boundarles of the Plan

Area.

Yes

No cultural resources identified to be
preserved, oak woodlands/trees, or
hillsides are present in the project.

fhe project has been designed to
avoid the wetland areas to the extent
feasible.

8.10
Provide the opportunity for educatlonal programs that highlight the value of the
yarious natural features of the Plan Area.

nla
fhe project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not aoolv to the oroiect,

8.11
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,

n/a
the project does not include open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not applv to the proiect.

E.12

All open space improvements, including eroslon control plantlng and landscapin8

adjacent to Alder Creek and its tributaries shall be consistent wlth Section 10.2.6 -
Alder creek & Floodolaln Protection.

nla
Alder Creek is not located in this
phase. Therefore the policy does not
roolv to the Droiect,

FPASP Policy Map

Consistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No.

Aptil,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

I

lThe 
FASP open space Management Plan shall describe the ownership, funding, and

lmaintenance 

of open space areas.
8.13 n/a

The project does not propose open

space uses. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

lThe FPASP Community DesiSn Guidellnes shall include recommendatlons for the

ldesign of natural parkways and other passlve open space recreation facilltles, storm

lwater 
quality detention basins, water quality structures, wetland and tree mltlgatlon

lareas, and oublic utllitles.

8.t4 nla

Ihe document submitted to the City

contains this information. Therefore

the policy does not apply to the
oroiect.

entitlements within the FPASP shall be reviewed to ensure that thirty percent (30%)

the Plan Area is malntained as natural open space to preserve oak woodlands and8.15 Yes

9.1 Yes

habitat areas.

project does not reduce the
of open space in the Plan

project's sidewalks are consistent

the connected pedestrian

in the Specific Plan.

promote walking and cyclin& community and neighborhood parks shall

to the pedestrian and bicycle network.

nla
lPark 

designs shall accommodate a variety of active and passive tecreational facilities

land 
actlvlties that meet the needs of Plrn Area residents of all ages, abillties and

lspecial lnterest groups, lncludlng the disabled.

9,2

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the proiect.

lNei8hborhood parks shall feature activ€ recreational uses as a priority and provide

lOetO tienting for nighttime sports uses and other activities as deemed appropriate by

Ith" ciw of rotrorn Parks and Recreatlon Department.

9.3 nla
Ihe project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the poliry does not
apply to the proiect.

lfhe sports fucllitles llsted in Table 9.1 are suggested facilities for inclusion in

lcommunity, neighborhood and local parks. The City may amend Table 9.1 as City

lneeds chanee wlthout amendinE the FPASP.

9,4 nla
The project does not propose park

uses, Therefore the policy does not
applv to the proiect.

lnll p.rk rrrt", plans shall include a lighting plan and all park liShting fixtures shall be

lshielded 
and energy efflcient.

9.5 nla
The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
aDDIY to the Droiect.

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No

Aprll, 2020
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9,6

Parks shall be designed and landscaped to provide shade, easy maintenance, water
efficiency, and to accommodate a variety of recreational uses, Park improvements wlll
comply with Folsom Municipal Code Chapter 13.26 Water Conservatlon and all

applicable mitigatlons measures set forth in the FPASP EIR/EIS.

nle
The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

9.7
Park furniture and structures shall be selected based on durability, vandal resistance

and long term maintenance, as approved by the CitV.
nla

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

9.8
Public art is encouraged in parks where appropriate and feasible in compliance with
the Citt/s Arts and Culture Master Plan.

nla
The proJec't does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

9.9
Easements and designated open space shall not b€ credlted as parkland acreage,

Ihese areas may be used for park activities, but not to satisfy Quimby park land

dedication requirements.
nla

The proje Therefore the policy does
not apply to the project.ct does not
propose park uses.

9.10
Placement of stand alone cell towers or antennae in parks in strongly discouraged.
Cell towers or antennae are permitted to be located on sports fleld lighting poles wlth
a use permit.

nla
Cell torvers are not proposed with this
application. Therefore the policy does
not apply to the project.

9,11

All parks shall be sited and designed with speclal attention to safety and vlsiblllty. Park

designs shall follow the use restrictions as outlined in the Folsom Municipal Code

Chapter 9.68: Use of Park Faclllties. The Parks and Recreation Commission shall

review all park master development plans and make recommendations to the City

council for aonroval.

n/e

The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the project.

9.12 A Parks Master Plan shall be prepared for the Plan Area. nla
Thls policl affects the City and does

not apply to individual developers,

9.13

lfthe existing slope of a park site shown on Flgure 9.1 exceeds flve percent, the slt€

shall be rough graded by owner/developer/builder dedlcatlng the park land ir
accordance with grading plans approved by the C;ty of Folsom Parks and Recreatior
Department, The cost to grade sites may be credited against park impact fees subjecl
to ciw aoproval,

nla
The project does not propose park

uses. Therefore the policy does not
apply to the proiect.

FPASP Policy

No,
Map

Consistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Aprll,2020
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Park land dedications are net areas ln acres and exclude easements, wetlands,
9.14 nla

project does not propose pa.k

Therefore the policy does not
to the

and steep slopes or structures.

lO"tin"rt"a wetlands shall be preserved to the greatest extent possible within openl

lspace 
areas and corridors, or otherwlse provlded for ln protected areas. 

I

lwettanU permit has been issued for

Itne 
proiect.

10.1 Yes

lwhere Freservation is not feasible, mitlgatlon measures shall be carried out asl

lsoecified in the FPASP EIR/EIS. I

lWettand permit has been issued for
Ithe orotect.

to.2 Yes

Aptll,2OZO
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10.3
Water quality certification based on Section 401 of the Clean Water Act shall b€

obtained before issuance of the Sectlon 404 permit, Yes
A water quality certification was

lssued.

r0.4

construction, maintenancg and monitoring of compensation wetlands shall be in
accordance with requirements of the USACE, pursuant to the issuance of a Sestion 4(X
permit. Compensation wetlands may consist of one of the following:

10.4a: Constructed wetlands withln designated open space areas or corridoG in the
Plan Area;

10.4b: Wetland credits purchased from a mitigation bank; and /or;
10.1k: The purchase of land at an off-slte location to preserve or construct mitigation
wetlands.

fo ensure successful compensation wetlands, wetland feasibility studies shall be

carrled out In conjunction with request for permlts from regulatory agencies prior to
anv construction.

Yes
Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

10.5

As part of the Sectlon 404 permltting process, the project appllcants shall prepare a

wetland mltlgatlon and monitorlng plan (MMP). The plan shall include detailed

information on the habitats present within the preservation and mitigation areas. the
long-term management and monitorlng of these habltats, legal protection for the
preservation and mitigation areas (e.9., conservation easement, declaration o{

restrlctions), and funding mechanism information (e,9., endowment). The plan shall
identify partlclpation within mltlSatlon banks.

Yes
Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

10.6

Maintenance and monitoring of all compensatlon wetlands, whether constructed or
purchased, shall be carried out by an approved monitoring agencl or organization, and

shall beinaccordancewithall federal,state,andlocal regulations. Monitoringshall
continue for a minimum of 5 years from completion of mitigation or until performance

standards have been met, whichever is longer

Yes
Wetland permit has been issued for
the project.

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consi ste nt

FPASP Policy Description Rema rks

Apral,2020
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20



Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

t0.7
Special status vernal pool lnvertebrates shall b€ 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 monitorlng plan.
Yes

No speclal status species were
ldentifled in the project area and any

lmpacts to offsite areas ere covered by

the Biolonical ODinion.

10.8
Tricolored blackbird nestlng colony habltat, if any, shall be protected a: required by

State and federal regulatory agencles.
Yes

The Project will comply with mltlgatlon
measures in the FPASP EIR and

Westland/EaEle SPA Addendum,
lncluding conductlng preconstruction

surveys. See MMRP.

10,9
A Swainson's Hawk mitigatlon plan shall be prepared to avoid loss of nestlng areas if
appllcable.

Yes

It is the applicant's understanding that
the City will soon approve a Swainson's

Hawk Mitigation Plan. The prolect will
comply wlth all relevant mitigation
measures in thls plan.

10.10
An incidental take permit shall be obtained to avoid impacts on the Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle (vELB), unless dellsting has occurred.

Yes

The Project will comply with mitigation

measures in the FPASP EIR and

Westland/Eagle SPA Addendum. S€e

MMRP. No Valley Elderberry Longhorn
Beetle (VELB) were ldentlfled on the
proposed prolect slte.

10.11
Special.status bat roosts shall be protected as required by State and federal regulatory

agencles.
Yes

The Project will comply wlth mitigatlon
measures in the FPASP EIR and

Westland/Eagle SPA Addendum,

including conducting preconstruction

survevs. See MMRP.

FPASP Policy

No.

Map

Co nsistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Aprll,2020
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10,12
fhe Sacramento-Yolo Mosquito and Vector Control Distrlct will provide year-round

mosquito and vector control in accordance wlth state regulations rnd its Mosquito
Management Plan.

nla

r nF polrcl applrcs to tne Sac6mento-Yolo
Mosquito and Vector Control Distrct.
fherefore the policydoes not apply to tfie

ook woodlonds & lsolated OakTae Pollclas

10.l:t Preserve and protect ln perpetuity approximately 399-acres of existing oak woodlands. nla
The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy

to be preserved. Therefore the policy

does not aoolv to the oroiect.

10.14
fhe details of ownership, long term maintenance and monltoring of the preserved and
mitigated oak woodlands and isolated oak tree canopy shall be specifled in the FPASP

Open Space Mahagement Plan approved concurrently wlth the FPASP.

nla

Ihe proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
lo be preserved. Therefore the pollcl
does not apply to the proiect.

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No.
Remarks

Aptil,2O2O
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10.15

Oak trees included ln resldentlal and non-resldentlal development parcel impacted
oak woodlands are encouraged to be preserved wherevet practical, provided
preservation does not:
a) Cause a reduction in the number of lots or a significant reductlon in the size of
residential lots.

b) Requlre mass grading that eliminates level pads or requires specialized
foundations.

c) Require the use of retalning wall or extended earthen slopes greater than 4 feet in
height, as measured from the bottom ofthe 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 lts loss, based on the lsolated
Oak Tree Mitisation reouirements listed below.

nla

The proposed prQect does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be preserved. Therefore the pollcy

does not apply to the proJect.

10.16

lsolated oak trees in residential and non-residential development parcels shall be
rated according to the following national rating system developed by the Am€rican
Society of Consulting Arborists (ASCA):

Rrrruc Re'r'rr.rc No. RerrNc DescRrprroN
Exccllcrt 5 No prublcnr(s)

{ No rooarcnt oroblcmts)(;ood

Feir 3 Minor problcm(s)

f\lrr 2 Mlirrr orrrblcrn(r)

Haanlous or non-corrcgahle I F.xtrunrc problcnr(s)

Dced 0 t)crd

nla

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.

Map
Consiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Renrarks

No.

Aprll, 2020
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to.t7

tu part of any small lot tentative subdivision map appllcation 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
he€ standing oak trees, The surveys wlll show trees to be preserved and trees to be
removed consistent with the requirements of FMC Chapter 12.16.

nla

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,

10.18

For small lot tentative subdivislon parcels that contain oak trees, a pre-applicatlon and
conceptual project review is required to ensure that every reasonable and practlcal

effon has been made by the applicant to preserve oak trees. At a minimum, the
submittal shall consist of a completed appllcation form, the site map, the tree
preservatlon program, the_arborist's report, an aerial photograph of the project slte,
the oak tree surveys, and a conceptual site plan and gradlng plan showing road and lot
layouts and oak trees to be preserved or removed.

nla

Ihe proposed small lot tentative
subdivision does not contaln oak trees.
Ihere{ore the policy does not apply to
lhe project.

10.19

Minor administrative modifications to the FPASP development standards, includlng
but not limited to reduced parklng requirements, reduced landscape requirement,
reduced front and rear yard bulldlng setbacks, modlfled draina8e requirements,
increased buildlng heights; and varlations in lot area, width, depth and site coverage

are permitted as part ofthe Design Rwiew approval process in order to preserve

additional oak trees withln development parcels.

nla

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be prese.ved. Therefore the pollcy

does not apply to the project.

10.20

When oak trees are proposed for preservation ln a development parcel, ensure their
protectlon during and after construction as outlined in FMC Chapter 12.15 - Tree
Preservation, Once an individual residence or commercial building has received an

occupancy permit, preserved tr€es on the property are subject to the requirements of
FMC Chapter 12.16 -Tree Preservation.

nla

The proposed project does not have

any oak woodlands or oak tree canopy
to be prererved. Therefore the policy

does not apply to the project,

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description RemarksNo

April,2020
Exhibit3
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dtltuml ResourrPJs Pollcies

to.2t

The following shall be prepared prior to extensive grading or excavation:

10,21a: Existing archeological reports relevant to the Plan Area shall be reviewed by a

quallfl ed archaeologlst.

10.21b: Areas found to contaln or llkely to contain archaeological resources shall be

10.21c: An Archaeologlcal Resources Report shall be prepared, as appropriate.

10.21d: Copies of all records shall be submitted to the approprlate information center
in the California Historical Resource lnformation Svstem (CHRIS).

Yes

The proposed project has completed
the archaeological surveys and reports
described here and they have been
submltted to the Californla Hlstorical

Resource lnformation System (CHRIS).

\o.22
Publicly accessible trails and facilitles in open space areas shall be located so as to
ensure the integrity and preservation of historical and cultural resources as speclfied in

lhe FPASP Community DesiSn Guidelines and the Open Space Management Plan.

nla
Ihe project does not propose open
space uses, Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

10,2t
Views toward cultural resources from publicly accessible trails and facilities shall be
protected, where appropriate.

nla

Ihe project does not propose publlcly

accessible trlals or faclllties. Therefore

lhe polisy does not apply to the
oroiect.

1o,21
lnterprstlve dlsplays near cultural resources shall be unobtrusive and compatlble with
the visual form of the resources.

nla

There are no cultural resources that
require displays on the project site,
Therefore the policy does not apply to
the proiect.

WotetQuolttv Pollcles

10.25
Natural dralnage courses within the Plan A.ea along Alder, Carson, Coyote, and Buffalo

Creeks and thelr trlbutaries shall be preserved as requlred by state and federal

regulatory agencles and lncorporated lnto the overall storm water drainage system.

Yes

The proposed prdect ls consistent
with the dralnage master plan,

including the preservatlon measures

for the referenced drainage features

and waterwavs.

to.26
Tralls located rvithin open space corridors and areas shall be designed to include soil

erosion control measures to minimize sedimentation of nearby creeks and malntaln

the natural state of drainage courses.

nla
The project does not propose trials.

Therefore the policy does not apply to
the proiect.

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policv Description Remarks

Co ns iste nt

Map
No

Aprlt,2O2O
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to,27
Public recreational facilities (e.9., picnic areas and trails) located within open space

corrldors or areas shall be subject to urban storm water best management practices,

as deflned in Section 10.3 - Sustainable Design.

nla
The project does not propose open
space uses. Therefore the pollcy does

not apply to the project.

ro.2a

Best manatement practic€s shall be incorporated lnto 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 14.29 - Grading as well as current NPDES permit

requirements and State Water Resources Control Board's Construction General Permit
reoulrements.

Yes

The described EMPS will be

lncorporated in the notes section for
the final improvement plans for the
proposed project.

10.29 All mitiBation specified in the FPASP EIR/ElS shall be lmplemented. Yes
Mitigation Measures will be

lmplemented.

10.3{'
Preference shall be given to biotechnical or non-structural alternatives, over

alternatives involving revetments, bank regrading or installation of stream training
ltructures.

Yes
Project wlll lnclude measures in

improvement plans,

Alder Creek & Floodplaln Prctectlon Policies

10.31
Alder Creek shall be preserved in its natural state, to the extent feasible, to maintain

the riparian and wetland habltat adjacent to the creek.
nla

Ihe proposed prolect does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not applv to the proiect,

10.32
All improvements and maintenance activity, including creek bank stabilizatlon,

adJacent to Alder creek shall comply wlth the clean water Act Section 4(X permits and

the Central Valley Flood Protection Act of 20OB (SB 5).

nla
Ihe proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does
not apply to the project.

10.33

Bank stabillzatlon and other erosion control measure shall have a natural appearance,

wherever feaslble. Th€ use of biotechnical stabilization methods ls required within
Alder Creek where it is technically suitable can be used instead of mechanical

stabilization.

nla
The proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the pollcy does

not apply to the project.

FPASP Policy Map

Consistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No

April, 2020
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10.34

New drainage outfalls within or near Alder Creek, or improvements to existing outfalls,

shall b€ deslgned and constructed utllizlng low impact development (LlD) practices ln

conformance vrrith the most current Natlonal Pollutant Discharge Elimlnation (NpDE)

regulations. Conslstent with these practices, storm water collection shall be

decentralized, lts quallty lmproved 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 ln appearance (refer to Sectlon 12,6 - Stormwater),

nla
The proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

10,35

All Plan Area development proiects 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 practlcal. However, ln the event encroachment is unavoidable,

construction shall comply with the FPASP EIR/EIS miti8ation measures, and all relevant
provlslons of the Central Valley Flood Protection Plan and FMC Chapter 14.23 - Flood

Damace Prevention,

nla
Ihe proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the pollcy does

not apply to the project.

10.36

Plan Area streets that cross Alder c.eek may be grade.separated from the creek to
allow uninterrupted passage of wildlife and trall users. Adequate vertlcal clearance

shall be provided under all such street crossings to allow safe, visible blclclg
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.

nla
The proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

10.37
Emergency vehicle access along Alder creek may be provided on Class I bike paths

and/or seoaratelv desicnated emersencv access roads lrefer to Flaure 7.291.

nla
the proposed project does not lmpact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

nla
the proposed project does not lmpact

Alder Creek. Therefore the pollcy does

not apply to the project.
10.38

All lightlng adjacent to Alder Creek shall be limited to bridg6, underpasses, trailheads,
public facillties and for other public safety purposes. Lightlng flxtures shall be fully
lhielded and energy efficient.

FPASP Policy Map
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

ConsistentNo.

April, 2020
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lclass t bike paths and other paved and unpaved trails may be constructed near Alder

lCreek 
in the SP{52 passive open space zone consistent with the FPASP Community

lDesign 
Guldellnes,

10.39 nla
The proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

I

leubllc access points shall be located in areas where they have the least impact to the

lAlder creek environment and designed to avoid sensltive plant wildlife habitat areas.

I

10,/o nla
The proposed project does not lmpact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

nla
The proposed project does not impact

Alder creek. Therefore the policy does

not apply to the project.

I

lRe-vegetation and new planting along Alder Creek shall use California central valley

land foothills native plants as described in the most current edition of River-Frlendly

llandscape 
Guidelines.

10.41

I

lAdhere to the recommendations and policies of the Alder creek watershed

lManagement 
Action Plan where feasible.

1o.42 nla
Ihe proposed project does not impact

Alder Creek. Therefore the policy does
not apply to the proJect.

Nt Auafilv Policies

Yes

Ihe proposed project will comply with
all applicable air quality mitigation
measures.

lAn Operational Air Quality Mitigation Plan has been prepared and approved by the

ls..rm"nto Metropolitan Air Quality Mana8ement District bas€d on the Distrlct's

ICEQ,A guidelines dated July 2004. As required by LAFCO Resolution 1195 {dated 6 June

IZOOr) 
ttt" plan achieves a 35% reduction in potential emissions than could occur

lwithout a mitisation Drorram,

10.43

I

lThe approved Operational Air Quality Mitigation measures shall be included as policies

lin 

the relevant sections of the FPASP.
10.rt4 Yes

fhe proposed project will comply wlth
all applicable air quality mitigation

measures.

Yes

Proposed residential land uses are

more than 500-feet trom U.S. Highway

50.

lBased on advisory recommendations included in Table 1-1 of the California Air

ln"rour.", Board document entitled Air Quallty and Land Use Handbook, avoid

llocatins residential land uses within 500-feet of U.S. Highway 50.

10.t15

FPASP Policy

No.

Map

Co nsistent
FPASP Policy Description Remarks
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l,,"n,0,,

wood burning fireplaces in all residential construction,10.45

lConsistent with the Speciflc Plan and

Ithe Air Quality Management Plan,

lwood burning fireplaces are not
lincluded in the oroiect.

Yes

lfrovide comptimentary electrlc lawnmowers to each residential buyer in the SF,sFHD

land 

the MtD land uses.
10.47

lConsistent with Specific Plan and Air

lQuality Management Plan, an electric

llawnmower will be provided with each

lho'n..

Yes

Map

co ns iste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No
Remarks

April,2020
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Nolse Pollcles

10.48
Residential developments must be designed and/or located to reduce outdoor noise
levels generated by tralfic to less than 60 dB.

lThe 
Project wlll comply with mitigation

I measures in the FPASP EIR and

I Westland/eagle SPA Addendum,

lincludlng nolse reduction measures.

ls"" ur.anP.

Yes

10.49

Noise from Aerojet propulsion system and routlne component testing facilities
affecting sensitive receptor areas shall be mitigated based on recommendations in the
acoustical study.

lrrr. proi".t *itt not be tmpacted by

Ithe Aerojet facillties. Therefore the

Inollw 
does not apply to the project.

nla

10.50
The Conditions, Covenants and Restrictions in the Department of Real Estate Public
Report shall disclose that the Plan Area is within the Mather Airport fli8ht path and
that over flight noise may be present at various times,

leulgatlon eas"rents have been

I recorded on the property and

ldlsclosures 
wlll be provlded in CC&R's.

Yes

10.51

Landowner shall, prlor to Tler 2 Development Agreement, record an easement over

the property relating to noise caused by aircraft arriving or departing from Mather
Airport.

Yes
h"igation

lrecordeo

easements have been

on the property.

Map
Consiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarl<s

No.

April,2020
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Map
Remarks

No

10.52

April, 2020

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Ana lysis

specific development projects shall incorporate LID design strategies that include:

Minimizlng and reducing the impervious surface of slte dwelopment by
the paved area of roadways, sidewalks, driveways, parking areat and roof

Breaking up large areas of impervlous surface area and dlrecting stormwatef
away from these areas to stabllized vegetated areas; project is conslstent with the City's

MlnimizinB the impact of development on sensitive site features such as
lnfrastructure Master Plan,

floodplains, uretlands, woodlands, and significant on-site veSetation;
includes stormwater

Yes
The poftion of the

10.52d: Maintaining natu,al drainage courses; and

10.52e: Provide runoff storage dispersed uniformly throughout the site, using a

proposed proiect that lncludes site-
specifi c development has

of LID d€tention, retention, and runofftechniques that may include:
LID design strategles as described in

section 10.52 0f the EIR for the FPASP.

Bioretention facllities and swales (shallow vegetated depressions engineered to
store, and infiltrate runoff); and

Exhibit3
31



Rockress at Folsom Ranch {Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Policy Consistency Analysis

' Landscape buffers, parkways, parking medians, filter strips, vegetated curb

extensions, and planter boxes {containing grass or other close.growlng vegetation
planted between polluting sources {such as a roadway or site development} and

downstream receivinR water bodies).
Landscooina Pollcies

r0.53

The Plan Area landscape palette shall consist of California Central Valley and foothills
natlve plant species as descrlbed in the most current editlon of Rlver-Friendly

Landscape Guidelines and drought tolerant adaptive plant species except at
neighborhood entry gateways and similar high visibility locations where ornamental
olant soecies mav be orefurred.

Yes

The project is designed to be

consistent with the applicable design
guidelines.

10,54

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 wlth CALGreen Tier 2 voluntary
recommendatlons, all development projects within the Plan Area shall be encouraged

to llmlt the use of turf to 25% of the total landscaped area.

n/a
The project does not lnclude any

slopes greater than 25%. Therefore the
policy does not apply to the prolect.

10,55

Open space areas adjacent to buildlngs and development parcels shall maintain a fuel

modiflcation and v€getatlon management area in order to provide the minimum fuel

modification fire break as required by state and local laws and ordlnances.

Addltlonally. 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.

Ownerhip and maintenance of open space areas, including fuel modlfication
requirements and fire hazard reductlon measures are outlined ln the FPASP Open

space Management Plan.

Yes

The FPASP Open Space Management

Plan provides for fuel modification
measures.

nla10.55
Irees shall be interspersed throughout parking lots so that in fifteen (15) years, forty
(40) percent of the parking lot will be ln shade at high noon. At plantlng, trees shall be

equivalent to a $15 container or larger.

The project does not include any
parking lots. Therefore the policy does

not applv to the proiect.

Map
Consiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No.

April,2020
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

10.57
Conservation of energy resources will be €ncou.aged through site and building

development standards.
Yes

The proposed project wlll €mploy

energy conservation standards for site

and building development. Each home
will lnclude solar, tankless water
heaters, 2x6 exterior walls providing

high+ffi cient insulation, radiant

barrier and indep€ndent third-party
testinc,

10.58
Euildings shall incorporate site desiBn measures that reduce heatlng and cooling needs

by orientin8 buildings on the site to reduce heat loss and gain dependlng on the time
of day and season of the year.

nla

Design Review approval is not being

sought at thls time. Each home will
include solar, tankless water heaters,
2x6 exterior walls provlding high-

efficient lnsulation, radlant barrier and
independent third-party testing.

10.59
Solar access to homes shall be considered in the design of resldential neighborhoods

to optlmize the opportunity for passive and active solar energy strategies.
nla

Desi8n Review approval is not belnS

sought at this time. Each home will
include solar, tankless water heaters,

2x5 exterior walls providing high-
efficient insulation, radiant barrier and

independent third-party testing.

10.60
Multi-family and attached resldential unlts shall be oriented toward southern

exposures, where slte conditions permit.
nla

The project proposes detached single-
family residential units. Where site

conditions permit, however, units will
be oriented toward sothern exposure.

FPASP Policy

No.

Map
Consiste nt

FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Atril, 2020
Exhibit3
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP Po licy Consistency Analysis

10.61
Buildings shall be designed to incorporate the use of high quality, energy efficient
glazlng to reduce heat loss and gain.

nla

Ihe project is desiSned to comply with
the applicable Design Guidellnes and

rtandards. Though Design review

approval is not being sought at this
lime, the requlred features will be
uerifled during the building plan check

process.

10.62
Energy efficient appliances, windows, insulation, and other available technologies to
reduce energy demands wlll be encouraged,

nla

The project is deslgned to comply with
the applicable Design Guidellnes and
standards. Though Design review
approval ls not being sought at this
tlme, the requlred features will be
verilied during the buildlng plan check
process.

10.53 Offlce park uses shall install automatic lightlng and thermostat features. nla
The project does not include office
uses. Therefore the policy does not
aoolv to the oroiect.

10.64
Commercial and public buildings shall use energy efficient lighting with automatic
controls to minimize energy use,

nla

The project does not lnclude

commerical or public buildings.
Therefore the policy does not apply to
the Droiect,

10,65

Energy Star certified equlpment and appliances shall be installed, to include: 10.65a -

Residential appliances; heatinE and coollng systems; and roofing; and

10.55b - Nonresidential appliances and office equlpment; heatinB; cooling and lighting

control systems; and roofing

nla

The projec't is designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Deslgn review

approval is not being sought at this

tlme, the requlred features will be

verifled during the building plan ch€ck
process,

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No.

Ap.il,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

10.66

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: 10.56a -
lnstallation of solar technologv on buildings such as rooftop photovoltaic cell arrays

shall be installed in accordance with the State Fire Marshal safety regulations and
guldellnes.

10.66b - standard rooftop mechanical equlpment shall be located in such a manner so

as not to preclude the installation of solar panels.

10.55c - Altemative ener8y mechanical equipment and accessories installed on the
roof of a bulldlng they shall be integrated with roofing materials and/or blend with
the structure's aachitectural form.

^la

Design Review approval is not being

sought at this time. Each home will
include solar, tankless wate. heaters.

2x6 exterior walls provldinB high-

efficient insulation, radlant barrier and

independent third-party testing.

10.57
Radiant solar heating or similar types of energy efficlent technologies, shall be

installed in all swimming pools.
nla

The proJect ls designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Desi8n review

approval ls not being sought at this

time, any requlred features will be

verified during the bullding plan check
process,

Map

consiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No.

Aptll,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 Conslstency Analysis

10.68
Electrical outlets shall be provided along the front and rear exterior walls of all slngle
family homes to allow for the use of electric landscape maintenance tools.

nla

The proJect ls designed to comply with
the applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review

approval is not belng sought at this
time, the required features will be

verified during the building plan check

process.

10.69
The city will strive to ensure that all new publicly owned buildings within the Plan Area

will be designed, constructed and certified at tEED-NC certification levels.
nla

fhe proiect does not propose any
publlcly owned bulldlngs. Therefore

th€ pollcy does not apply to the
project.

10.70

The City of Folsom shall undertake all cost-effective operational and efficiencl
measures and consider the installation of onsite renewable energy technologies within
approprlate portions of the Plan Area, including parks, landscape corridors and open

space areas.

nla

This is a City requlrement, not a
project-specific requlrement. The City
of Folsom has plans in place to
undertake the described cost-effective
op€rational and efficlency measures

and conslder the installatlon of onsite

renewable energy technologies within
appropriate portions of the Plan Area,

including parks, landscape corridors

and open space areas.

Map
Consiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No

Apill,2020
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Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map:
Applicant's FPASP PolicrT Consistency Analysis

10.71

All office, commercial, and residential land uses shall be required to install water
conselvation devices that are generally accepted and used in the bullding industry at
the time of development, including low-flow plumbing fixtures and low-water-use

appliances.

nla

Ihe project is designed to comply with
lhe applicable Design Guidelines and

standards. Though Design review
approval is not being sou8ht at this
lime, the requlred features wlll be

verified during the building plan check
process.

ro.72
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.

nla

Purple pipe has been lncorporated into
the Specific Plan for major collector

roadway landscaping and funding is

provided in the PFFP. Purple pipe

infrastructure is not the applicant's
resoonsibiliw.

10.73

Water efficient inigation svstems, consistent with the requirements of the latest

edition of the Californla Model waler 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
deslen revier\r.

Yes

The project is designed to comply wit
the applicable Oesign Guidelines.

Water efficient irrigation systems will
be employed for use in project-area

landscaping.

Map
Co nsiste nt

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No.
Remarks

Aprit 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

Conseuatlon & Rel,urc€ Pollclcs

1o.74 use "Green" certlfled construction products whenever feaslble. Yes

Bullders ln the proposed project will
be required to use'Green" certifled
construction products whenever
feasible. The project willcomply with
all relevant requirements in the City

Code and State guildlng Code.

10.75 Prepare a construction waste manaSement plan for individual construction projects. Yes

prior to construction, a construction
waste management plan will be
prepared for individual construction

oroiects within the orooosed Drolect.

10.75
A minimum of 50% ofthe non-hazardous construction waste generated at a

construction slte shall be recycled or salvaged for reuse.
Yes

The plan descrlbed ln section 10.75
wlll provlde for a minimumn of 50% of
the non-hazardous construction waste
generated at a consftuction site to be

recycled or salvaged for reuse.

LO.77
Topsoil displaced durlng grading and construction shall be stockplled for reuse in the
Plan Area.

Yes

Topsoil displaced durlng gradlng and

construction Of the proposed project

shall be stockpiled for reuse in the Plan

Area.

E nv I ro n m e nto I Qu a t ltv P o I lc I e s

10.78 All HVAC and refrigeration equipment shall not contaln chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs). Yes

California outlawed the use of HFCs ln

2018. The project is designed to
comply with California law.

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

No. Consistent

Map

April,2020
Exldbft 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

10.79 All fire suppresslon systems and equlpment shall not contain halons. Yes

fhe 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 urlll be

verified during the building plan check
process.

10.80
Provide accessible screened areas that are identlfied for the deposlting, storage and

collection of non-hazardous materials for recycllng for commercial, industrial/office

oark, mixed-use, public-use and multi-family residential projects.

Yes Same remark as in Section 10.79.

10.81
Particleboard, medium density fiberboard (MDF) and hardwood plywood shall comply

n ith low formaldehvde emission standards.
Yes Same rema* as in Section 10,79.

10.82 Limit the use of volatile organic compounds (VOC) in all construction materlals. Yes same remark as in Section 10.79.

*t!h77tJ

nla
There are no publlc schools or public

service facilities in the proposed

project. Therefore the policy does not
aoolv to the oroiect.

11,1
Public schools wlll be constructed in the Plan Area ln accordance with the City Charter

and state law.

11.2 All public service facilities shall participate in the City's recycling program nla
No public facilities are being proposed

with this project. Therefore the policl

does not aDplv to the oroiect.

nla
No public facilities are being proposed

with this prolect. Therefore the policy

does not aoolv to the oroiect,

11.3

Energy efficient technologies shall be incorporated in all Public Service bulldings

FPASP PolicV
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

Consistent

Map

No

Aprll,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

11,4
Passive solar design and/or use of other types of solar technology shall be

incorporated in all publlc service buildings.
nla

No public facilities are being proposed

with this project. Therefore the policy

does not applv to the proiect.

11.5
The city shall strive to ensure that all public seNice buildings shall be built to silver

LEED NC standards.
nla

No public facilities are being proposed

with this oroiect.

11.5
Utilize Crime Prevention Through Environmental Deslgn (CPTED) principles in the
design of all public service buildings.

nla
No public facilities are being proposed

with this proiect. Therefore the poliry
does not aoolv to the Droiect.

Lt.,

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 dedicatin8 the
public facilities site in accordance with grading plans approved by the City of Folsom,

subject to a credit and/or reimbursement agreement.

nla

There are no public schools or public

service facilities ln the proposed

project. Therefore the polic] does not

apply to the project.

Yes11.8

Plan Area landowners shall, prior to approval of the annexation by ljFco and prior to
any Tier 2 Development Agreement, whichever comes first, comply with the schools

provision in Measure W (Folsom Charter Provision section 7,080) and incorporate

feasible school impact mitigation requirements as provided in LAFCo Resolution No.

U96, Section 13.

Proiect will comply with school district

and charter requirements with respect
to Measuae W.

forllont:2.

L2.1

Consistent with the provisions of City Charter Article 7.08 (Al, the FPASP shall "identify
and secure the source of water supply(is) to serve the Plan Area. This new waler
supply shall not cause a reduction in the water supplies designated to sewe existing

water users north of Highway 50 and the new water supply shall not be paid for by

Folsom residents north of Hishwav 50.

Yes

This is a City requirement, not a

project-specific requlrement. The
project is consistent with the FPASP

and complies with the City's water
suoDlv aqreement.

FPASP Policy Map
FPASP Policy Description Remarks

ConsistentNo.

April.2020

Exhibil 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

t2.2

Design and construct the necessary potable water, non-potable water for irrigation,
wastewater and stormwater infrastructure require to serve the Plan Area. All

nfrastructure 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.

n/a

Ihe policy affects the City and does

not apply to individual developers.
Iherefore the policy does not apply to
lhe project.

L2,?
[and shall be reserved for the construction of public utility facilities that are not
planned within road rights-of-way, as requlred by the City of Folsom.

Yes
Land is being reserved for public

utilities as described where needed.

12.4 Utilize Best Management Practices (BMPs) where feasible and appropriate. Yes
BMPs will be utilized where feasible

and aDorooriate.

L2.5
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
reouirements for new develoDment.

Yes
Project complies with permit

requirements.

12,6
Employ Low lmpact Dev€lopment (LlDl practices, as required by the City of Folsom, in

conformance with the Citv's stormwater quality development standards.
Yes

The project is consistent with the
Specific Plan requirements and the City

requirements as they are updated

from time to time.

Scctfon fE.

13.1
The Plan Area shall fund its proportional share of regional backbone infrastructure
costs and the full costs for primary and secondary backbone infrastructure^

Yes
Project is consistent with Publlc

Facilities Financing Plan.

t?.2
fhe 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.

Yes
Project is consistent with Publlc

Facilities Financing Plan.

13.3
The City of Folsom shall apply for Sacramento Countywide Transportation Mitigation
fee funding to help fund all eligible regional road backbone infrastructure. ^la

This is a City requirement. Therefore

the policy does not apply to the
oroiect.

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

No.
Map

Remarks
Consistent

April, 2020
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

I

lA 
Plan Area fee will be created to fund backbone infrastructure and a proportional

lcost allocation system wlll be establlshed for each of the plan Area property owners.

I

13.{

lThe policy affects the City and does

lnot 
apply to individual developers.

lTherefore the policy does not apply to
Ithe oroiect.

nla

I

lCity of Folsom lmpact and capital lmprovement fees shall be used to fund plan Area

lbackbone infrastructure and public facilities where allowed by law.
I

13.5

llhe policf affects the City and does

lnot apply to indivldual developers.

lrherefore the policy does not apply to
Ithe orolect.

nla

I

lone or more Community Facilities Districts shall be created ln the Plan Area to help

lfinance 
backbone infrastructure and public facllitles costs and other eligible

limprovements 
and/or fees.

13.6

lThe policy affects the city and does

lnot apply to lndivldual devetopers.

lTherefore the policy does not apply to
Ithe proiect.

nla

Map
Consistent

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description Rema rksNo.

April 2020
Exhibit3
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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

Phdilng Pollcles

l?.7

Submit a conceptual backbone infrastructure phasing plan for the appropriate
development area with the flrst tentative map or building permit submittal. Updating
of the conceptual backbone infrastructure phasing plan shall be a requirement ot
subsequent tentative map or bullding permlt applicatlons for each development area.

nla

The policy affects the Clty and does

not apply to indlvldual developers.
Iherefore the policy does not apply to
lhe project.

dalntendnce P

13.E
Create one or more Landscaping and Llghting Districts ln the Plan Area for the
malntenance and operation of public improvements and facilitles and open space.

Yes
A Communlty Facilities District will be

formed to implement policy.

FPASP Policy
FPASP Policy Description

Consistent

Map
Rema rks

No.

Aptll,2020
Exhtbit3

43



Planning Commission
Rockcress Subdivision (PN 19-388)
July 15, 2020

Exhibit 4
Noise Assessment by Bollard Acoustical

(See Attachment 14)



Planning Commiesion
Rockcress Subdiviaion (PN 19-388)
July 15, 2020

Exhibit 5
Traffic Impact Analysis by Kimley-Horn

Dated December 1, 2017



P16030

Final Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Transportatlon lmpact Study

Folsom, California

Prepared for:

City of Folsom

Carpenter East, LLC

Folsom Real Estate South, LLC

Prepared By

N TKEAR ?/t oo,,
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
& MANAGEMENT, INC.

2838 Zamora Lane

Davis, CA 95616
www.tkearinc.com

a

. .;r I lr,. \r

Contact: Tom Kear, tkear@tkearinc..com, (916) 340-4811

September 5,20t7
Revised December L, 20t7



(This page intentionally left blank)



Manglnl Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Studv

Folsom,
Callfornia

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
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 withln the FPASP, and the Westland/Eagle

Specific Plan Amendment (WE SPA), for which tentative map approval ls 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. Prolect access will be via Scott Road and portions of
Alder Creek Parkway, Street "1", Savannah Parkway, and Westwood Drive. Note that Westwood
Drive is not assumed to connect to. or throush, Placerullle Road.; rather it terminates at the
driveway access to nillage 6". 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 Flgure ES-l below.

Analvsis Scope

The analysis considers the traffic operations at intersections in the FPASP and Folsom that could
potentially be impacted by project traffic. Study lntersections and segments are listed in

Table ES-l through Table ES-3. This transportation impact study considers Existing Conditions
with and withoutthe Project, and Existing Plus Planned and Approved Projects (EPPAPIConditions

with and without the project. Cumulative traffic impacts were evaluated in the FPASP

Environmental lmpact Statement (ElR)1 and WE SPA amendmentz 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 andlor
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 S2008092051.
2 F Westland/Eagle Specific Plan Amendment: Addendum and Environmental Checklist, June 2015.
3 14 CCR 15182.

5 f KEAR ww',rkearirrc.corn
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Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,

California

Table E5-1. Study lntersections

Table ES-2. Arterial Study Segments

tr,,Vt',,., :-lii_,il' l: l(. {_rl r I

Studr lnterscctlon

Edsilng
zgts

Gondltlonr

Edsdng
2016wldr

Prolrct
Gondthns

EPPAP

0mdltlonr

EPPAP

xddr
Prolca

Condtdons
1. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell 5t, Signal Signal Signal Slgnal

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd. Signal Signal Signal Signal

3. Rowberry Dr./Eon 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 Slgnal

6. Cavitt Dr.lkon Point Rd. (Folsoml Signal SlBnal Signal SiSnal

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Slgnal SlBnal

9. East Bidwell St.nAlB U.5. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal 5ignal Signal SiBnal

10. East Bidwell St./EB U.S. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal Signal Signal Signal

11. East BidwellSt./White Rock Rd. (Folsom) AWSC AWSC AWSC AWSC

12. whlte Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. TWSC TWSC TWSC TWSC

1.3. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkwy. AWSC AWSC AWSC

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

lS.Westwood Dr./Savan nah Pkwy AWSC AWSC AWSC

19. East BidwellSt./Mangini Pkwy TWSC TWSC

20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy AWSC AWSC

21. Placerville Rd./Mangini Pkwy TWSC- TWSC

Segment l-ocation

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.

5l rrrnn ill



Mangini Ranch Phase 2

Transportation lmpact Study
Folsom,

California

Table E$3. US 5(l Study Segments

Eastbound US 50 ExbUnS.nd EPPAP Scenarlos
Anelyslr

TYp€

1. EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge

2. EE between East Bidwell St, ramps Basic

3. EB East Bidwell St, loop on-ramp MerSe

4. EB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp Merge

Westbound US !i(l ErlsUng ard EPPAP Scenarlos
Analysls

Tvpe

5, WB East Bidwell slip off-ramp Diverge

6, WB between E. Bidwell St. ramps Easic

7. WB East Bidwell 5t. loop on.ramp Merge

8. WB East Bidwell St. slip on-ramp ll Merge

Findinss

The 545 dwelling units in the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 project are anticlpated to generate

approximately 4,800 dally trlps, 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 deficlent study intersections were ldentified under the Existing with Project Condition, and

recommendations are provided to reduce those deficiencies to a less-than-signlflcant level at four
of those locations. The remaining location (lntersection 5 East Bidwell Street/lron Point Road) is

addressed through FPASP mitigation 3A.144d and WE SPA mitigation 4.16.1, 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.

IVSlrnenn w,"vw tkearrrrc.corn



Mangini Ranch Phase 2
Transportation lmpact Study

Folsom,

Californla

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-servlce, prior to the addition of proJect traffic. Recommendations are also provided for
intersections where deficiencies are worsened by the addition of project trafflc 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 Sprlngs Ranch. The project

should pay an appropriate share toward those improvements

Additionally, the project should be conditioned to abide by the transportation mitigations

identifled in the FPASP and WE SPA. These include:

. Applicable FPASP mitigation: 3A.14.1, 3A.15-1a, 3A.15-1b, 3A.15-1c, 3A.15-1f, 3A.15-li,
3A.15-1j, 3A.15-11, 3A.15-1o, 3A.15-1p, 3A.15-1q, 3A.15-1r, 3A.15-1s, 3A.15-lu, 3A.15-lv,
34.15-1w, 3A.15-1x, 3A.15-1y, 3A.15-12, 3A.15-1aa, 3A.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, 34.15-4a, 3A.15-

4b,3A.15-4c,3A.15-4d,3A.15-4f, 3A.1549,3A.15-4i, 3A.15-4j,3A.15-4k,3A.15-4!,3A.15-
4m, 3A.15-4n, 3A.15-4o, 3A.15-4p, 3A.15-4q, 3A.154r, 3A.15-4s, 3A.15-4t, 3A.15-4u,

3A.15-4v, 3A.15-4w, 3A.154x, and 3A.154y.
r Applicable WE SPA mitigation:4.16.1, and 4.16.2

. Additional FPASP mitigatlon listed in the WE SPA that was not included ln 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 ldentified mitigation, project impacts are less-than-slgnlflcant.

Figure ES-2 below identifies where the potentially significant project deficiencies identified and

the associated improvements and recommendations assoclated with each.

',n/wv./ lkridlinc Lor rl v

Locatlon Il,escdptlon
Sectlon 7.3

Recommendatlon

5. East Bldwell St./lron Point Rd. Pay Fees 4

11. East BidwellSt./Whlte Rock Rd Signalize with free risht 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 Parkwav.

7

17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy.
Signalize and add a westbound left turn
oocket

8
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Recommended Conditions of Approval

Findings for each of the four study intersections are reported below, organlzed by the number of
dwelling units that trigger the improvements to be conditioned, Flgure ES4 provides an overview

of the East Bidwell Street corridor lane conflguratlon between the US 50 eastbound ramps and

the southern edge ofthe tentative map.

Zero Dwelling Units

Condltlon 1: East Eldudl Street/Savannah Parkwav (Figure ES4f

Prior to issuance of the first occupancy permit, the Owner/Applicant shall be responsible for
configuring the East Bidwell StreetAavanah Parkway intersection as followsl

r Southbound approach: one thru lane, and one left-turn lane with a 100' long left-turn
pocket for the left-turn lane.

r 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

e Control: Two-way-stopcontrol (TWSC), wlth full access.

Between "Street 7" 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 Manualon Uniform Traffic Contol 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 12' raised

median. Final improvement plans shall be approved by the City Engineer.

a Caltrans (2014) California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices - 2014 Edition (Revision 2),

California Department of Transportation, April 7 ,20L7 .
s Caltrans (20121 Highway Deslgn Manual - Chapter 40Q California Department of Transportation,
MaV7,2OL2.
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236 Dwellinr Unlts

Condltlon 2: East Bldwell Street/Alder Creek Parkwav {Flgure ES-51

Prior to the 236th occupanry permit, the owner Applicant shall be responsible for expanding and

signalizing the East Bidwell StreetAldgl Creek Parkway intersection:

r 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.

o Northbound approach: one thru lane and one shared thru-right lane with a 500' long right

turn pocket for the shared thru-right lane,

r Westbound approach: one right-turn lane and one left-turn lane, with a 200' left-turn
pocket forthe left-turn lane.

r Eastbound departure: two receiving lanes shall be provided. the second receiving lane

can be dropped after 300'

e Control: Signalize with a protected southbound left-turn, westbound split phaslng, 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' ralsed median at Alder Creek Parkway that tapers back to match the
two-lane half segment described in Condltion 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.

xfl IKEAR '/Vww,lkearinc.colll
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281 Dwelling Units

Condltlon 3: East Bldwell StAi/hlte Rock Rd (Figure ES-6 and Figure E5-7)

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 lntersection 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 281st occupancy permit, the Owner/Applicant

shall be responsible to signalize the existing intersection with improvements

described in condition L27 of the Mangini Ranch Phase 1 conditions of approva16.

Mangini Ranch Phase 1 improvements at this location consist of "Southbound on Scott
Road construct o free southbound right turn ldne consisting of 315 leet of decelerotion
length plus 5A feet storcge length, excluding oppropriate tapers and a 300 foot
receiving /occeleration lone, excluding tapers along westbound White Rock Rood.

Westbound on White Rock Road, construct o free right-turn lone conslsting of 315 feet
of decelerotion length plus 50 feet of storoge length, excluding oppropriate tapers,

ond o i00 foot rcceivlng lone excluding approprlote 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

signallzation of the East Bidwell Street/White Rock Road intersection, is planning to begin

acquiring right-of-way during the Winter of 2018, and will begin construction during the Summer

of 2At9.7 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 of 202A8.

6 City of Folsom (20151 Resolution no 9588 * Exhibit A, City Council Meeting 06123/2OL5, Agenda ltem No
8a.
7 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Mlguel Ramirez, October 27,20L7.
8 Personal communication between Tom Kear and Larry lto, November LO,2OL7,

A f KEAR ,rwwrkearrnc.corn xrl
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496 Dwelline Units

Condltlon 4: Whlte Rock Road/Old Placervllle Road (Figure ES{f

Prlor 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.

Condltlon 5: East Bldwellstreet/Savannah Parkwav (Figure ES-91

Prior to the 495th occupancy permit and concurrent with implementation of Conditlon 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 lfi)' 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 60'left-turn pocket

for the left-turn lane.

r Control: Signal controlwith split phasing.

Between "Street 1" and the southern boundary of the Tentative Map, East Bidwell Sileet shall be

constructed as a two-lane arterial on the eastern "haff segment" of lts 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 Devicese (MUTCD) Figure 3A-107 (CA), or similar

standard. The southbound left-turn pocket shall be developed in accordance with the Highway

Design Manualr0 (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 * 2014 Edition (Revlslon 2),

California Department of Transportation, April 7 ,2077 .

10 Caltrans (2012) Highway Design Manual - Chapter 400, California Department of Transportation,
May7,2Ot2.
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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

overthe next five years, and anticipated changes in the road network.

1.1 Project Description
Flgure 1 provides a project vicinity map. The project includes 545 dwelling units (DUs), situated

wlthln 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, This report refers

to those 355 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 L5 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 I and Figure 2 below. The area is designated

as single high density (4-7 du/acl, multl-family low density (7-t2 du/acl, multi-family high density

{20-30 du/acl, 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 assuming 100% 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 buih 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 buih and occupied over the next five years.

11 "Mangini Ranch Phase 3" consists of the multi-family zoned parcels included as a large lot tentatlve map
within the Mangini Ranch Phase 2 site plan (FPASP parcel numbers 798,828-2, and 151).

15 rKEAR www tkearirrc.cont
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Table 1. Tentatlve Map and large Lot T€ntatlv€ Map Land Use

w/ESPAPmd FPASP Prrc.I
Maqlnl Rendr

Phrse2
Vllhgc

FPASP and
w/ESPA
land Ure

Tcntrthre Mrp DUs
(thlsprcledl

Prcllmlnary
Estlm.tG of L!rye

LotTM Dlrs

37 1948 Not lncluded os 0

38 154 2 SFHD 74

39 153 7 MLD 59

40 798 "Lot At' MLD 153

45 84 5 SFHD 108

45 84 6 SFHD 45

46 151 uLot 
Cu MHD 145

47 828 (828-1) 8 MLD 36

47 828 {828.2)
uLot 

Bo 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 195S Not lncluded os 0

56 149 Not lncluded Park 0

Total DUs 545 356
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Currently, there are 3,019 approved and anticipated dwelling units (DUs)within the FPASP

. Russell Ranch,875 approved DUs;

r Mangini Ranch Phase 1,800 approved DUs;

o Folsom Heights, 40l approved DUs;

r White Rock Springs Ranch, approved 395 DUs;

o Manglnl Ranch Phase 3, 356 antlcloated DUs;

o Broadstone Estates,8l approved DUs; and
. The Enclave, L11 approved DUs.

The city of Folsom's historic absorption rate for new housing is in the order of 500 DUs per yearl2,

so absorption for each of these pr{ects 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
addltional 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 Projed 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. Assumptlons for each of the four study
scenarios are listed below. The Existing wlthout Project Condltlon analysis is based on the
roadway system as it was in 2015 when the study was initiated and traffic counts were performed.

1l €xisting wlthout Project Condltions are based on the roadway network in 2016 at the
time this study was initiated.

2l Eristlng with Profect condltlons assume that several project area roadways are
constructed, lncluding: (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 th3!
Westwood Drive is not assumed to connect to, or throush, Placerville Road: rather it
terminates at the driveway access to "Village 6". Alder Creek Parkway from East Bidwell
Street to existing Old Placerville Road is already under construction as a two-lane arterial.
The portlon of existlng 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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3l Existlng Plus Planned and Approved Projects (EPPAPI wlthout Profect Condltlons 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-famlly "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 wldr Proiect Conditlons are analyzed assuming the same roadway network as

EPPAP without Project Conditions.

L.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 wlthout the project. The finalsection identifies
project lmpacts, mitigations, and suggested conditions of approval.

6S f KEAR www,rkearinc.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 wlthin 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 Flgure 3.

2,L 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 Bldwell Street runs through the City of Folsom from US 50 to Riley Street. East BidwellStreet
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 BidwellStreet north

of US 50 is 45 mph. South of the US 50 westbound ramps East Bidwell Street has four lanes, and

south of the US 50 eastbound ramps East Bidwell Street transitions into Scott Road.

ftott Road/East BldwellStreet is a two-lane north-south roadway running through the project

site, and extends from the US 50/East Bidwell Street/Scott Road interchange south to White Rock

Road. Scott Road is being renamed to East Bidwell Street. 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 ofthe 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 afterial roadway with a raised median that runs from Folsom

Boulevard to the eastern city lirnit 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 roadway features four-to-six travel lanes, a raised median, and a
posted speed limit of 45 mph.

7SlrrEnn www.lk(ji;rirlc.corn
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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 lntersections and Control

Sudy lnt€rccc{on

Edsdng
fr16

Condltbos

Edsdng
m16wfth

Pnolcct
Condthns

EPPAP

Condldom

EPPAP

whh
Prolcct

Condlrbns
1. Broadstone Pkwy./East Bidwell St. Signal Signal Signal Si6nal

2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd. Signal Signal Signal Signal

3. Rowberry Dr.llron Point Rd Signal Signal Signal Signal

4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd. Signal Signal Signal Signal

5. East Bidwell St,/lron Point nd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

6. Cavitt Dr./lron Point Rd. (Folsom) Signal Signal Signal Signal

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. (Folsoml Signal Signal Signal Signal

8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. {Folsom) Signal Slgnal Signal Signal

9. East Bidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps (Caltrans) Signal Signal Signal Signal

10. East Bidwell st./EB U.S. 50 ramps {Caltrans) Signal 5ignal Signal Signal

11. East Bidwell St./White Rock Rd. (Folsom) AWSC AWSC AWSC AWSC

12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. rwsc TWSC TWSC TWSC

13. East Bidwell St./Alder Creek Pkrvy. 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

lS.Westwood Dr./Savan na h 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

Slrr<rnn Ir,r/\,/\.,/ ; !,.t,rir I rlr Li)l'1
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Table 3. ArterlalStudy Segments

Table 4. US 50 Study Segments

Erstlound US 50 ErbtlnS rnd EPPAP Scenerlos
Analysls

Type

1. EB East Bidwell 5t. slip off-ramp Diver8e

2. EB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic

3. EB East gidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge

4. EB East Bldwell St. slip on-ramp Merse

Westbound tE 50 Edsdng nd EPPAP Senadoe
Anatysls

Tyoe

5. WF East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Dlverge

6. WB between E. Bldwell St. ramps Basic

7. WB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge

8, WB East Bldwell 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 llght railservice provided by Sacramento RegionalTransit (RT).

El Dorado County Transit (EDC Transit) also provides llmited 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 10, 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.

a 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. Servlce 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

segment locadon

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 Eidwell St.

A f KEAR ,&wwrkear.ic.cor' 10
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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 disabillty.
Senior citizens who are 55 years of age or older also qualifo for this program.

Sacramento RT

RT light rail provides service vla the Gold line connectlng 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/Maln stop. RT route 24 provides service to Sunrise Mall on a

(roughly) hourly headway from 5 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 railstation, 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 Eikeway Master Plan13 and its 2011appendix 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 criticaldestinations 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:

RegionalConnections: The system links to both existing and proposed bikeways and trall
systems for maximum externol connectivity and the creation of long uninterrupted rides

through Folsom and into the greater Sacramento reglon.

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/ciW hallldepts/park/oarks n trails/trailsy'bikewav master olan.aso.
la 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 severaltransit 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 ol a L2'wide paved surface with stabilized shoulders of decomposed

Sranite on both sides (4'on one side and 2' on the other!; see Figure 4.

Figure 4. Class 1 Path

a

a

a

a
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The Class 1 system is separated from Plan Area streets and the majority can be found following
creeks and weavlng 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 routesi 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 mlnimum 5'wide striped lane. Moving across the
site from eastto west, the Class 2 system can be found in each of the majorarterialstreets; Empire

Ranch Road, East Bidwell Street, Oak Avenue, and Prairie City Road. North/south Class 2

connections also occur in the reallgned 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 additlonal
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 wlll 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 Figurc 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 ExistinB Condition;
r Existing with ProJect ConditioU
r Existing plus Planned and Approved Projects {EPPAP)without Project Condition; and

r EPPAP with Project Condition.

Existing Condition and Existing with Project Condition
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires an analysis of the exlstlng 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
Placervllle Road and construction of poftlons of Savannah Parkway and Westwood Drive, existing

traffic will re-route across these project area roadways.

5l IKEAR wrvvz,Ikedrtne ,corn 13
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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 scenarlos are intended to reflect anticipated traffic approximately five years

into the future, when the project could reasonably be anticipated to be constructed. Thls "ohaslns
analysis" is intended to assist the Citv of Folsom in ohasing of improvements at studv intersections

which bv be necessarv to accommodate trafflc from all aooroved and antlcioated tentatlve maps

over the next five vears in the FPASP.

Projects considered include those within the FPASP discussed previously in Secfion 7.2 Absorption

of Approved ond Anticipated FPASP ProJects, as well as 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 Trafflc to Study lntersectlons and Segments

PrcTecl

Apprcved
land Use

Assumed
Absondon

Arsumed
Land Use
for EPPAP Location

Russell Ranch 875 DU 55% 481 DU FPASP

Mangini Ranch Phase 1 8OO DU 75% 600 DU FPASP

Folsom Heights 401 DU 55% 22LDU FPASP

White Rock Springs Ranch 395 DU 55% 2L7 OU FPASP

Mangini Ranch Phase 3 376 DU 100% 355 DU FPASP

Broadstone Estates 81 DU 55% 45 DU FPASP

The Enclave 111 DU LO09. 111 DU FPASP

CountryHouse at Broadstone 45 DU 100% 45
West of lron Point Road,

eastofOakAve, Parkwav

Cresleigh Ravine, and

Campus at lron Point
276DU IAOY' 276

Willard Drive at lron
Polnt Road

Pique at lron Point
Apartments

327 AU 100% 327
West of lron Polnt Road,

east of Serpa Wav

Cumulative Analysis

For California Environmental Quality Act {CEQA} purposes, cumulative traffic impacts were
evaluated in the FPASP Environmental lmpact Statement (ElRlxs and WE SPA amendmentl6.

Where a public agency has prepared an Environmental lmpact Report (ElR)on a specific plan after

15 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.
16 F Westland/Eagle Specific Plan Amendment Addendum and Environmental Checklist June 2015.

n IKEAR ,rvlrw.tkedri rtc.cotn 15
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January 1, 1980, there is a CEQA exemption under Section 1518217, 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 requlrements at intersections internal
and adjacent to the project was conducted to document where additional right-of-way
dedlcations may be necessary to accommodate left and rlght turn pockets andlor 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 wlll 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 turnlng movements for the Existing 2015 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.

a Study intersection and segment traffic operations were analyzed both with and without
the proposed project to identify potential signlficant project ampacts.

e 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 letten 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 Ana lysis

Slrnallred lntercecllons

The methodology from HCM 20101e Chapter 18, and HCM 2000 Chapter 1720, 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 ratlo are used to characterize level-of-service for
lane groups. The average delay criteria used to determine the level-of-service at signalized

r8 Caltrans Freeway Performance Measurement (PeMS) System, http://oems.dot.ca.sovl.
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 prlmary method.

HCM 2000 methods are only utilized where the signal phasing is incompatible with HCM 2010

methods.

Table 6. Level-of-Service Criterla for Signalized lntersections
tevel -of-
Service Descrlptlon

Average Delayr
(Sec. /Vehicle.l

A Very Low Delay: This level-of-servlce occurs when progression is extremely
favorable and most vehicles arrive during a green phase. Most vehicles do
not stop at all.

510,0

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 (to seruice oll 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 Delaysl The influence of congestion
becomes more noticeable. Longer delays may result from some combination
of unfavorable progresslon, 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

55.1-80.0

failures are uent occurrences.

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 oocur 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 €apacity Manual, Washington D.C.,

Chapter 16

Unslrnallzed lntersectlons

The methodology from HCM 2010 ls 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 trafflc volumes,

F > 80.0

or v/c >1.0

n f nEnn v,vrwrkearirrc,corn 18
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the higher the delay for the minor movements. Separate methods are utillzed for Two-Way Stop-

Contro lled (TWSC) i ntersections a n d All-Way Stop-Controlled {AWSC) i ntersections.

o TWSC: The methodology for analysis of two-way stop-controlled lntersections 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.

o 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 determlne 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 methodoloSy.

It is not unusual for some of the minor street movements at unsignalized intersections to have

leveFof-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 Crlteria for Unsignalized lntersections
Level of Descrlptlon
Servlcc

{ros)

IWSCT
Average l}elay
by Movement

(seconds / vehiclel

awsc2
lntersectlon Wlde

Average Delay
(seconds / vehicle)

A Llttle 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

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.

F
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Source: Transportation Research Board (2010) Hlghway Capacity Manual, Washington D.C., Chapter 19
(TWSC) and Chapter 20 (AWSC).

Arterial Segm ent 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 Clty'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-Servlce Crlterla for

Notes: Rural roadwayt whlch are not hlghways, should be analyzed uslng methods presented ln Ihe Hlghwoy Copocity Monual,
Special Report 209, Trsnsportation Research Board, 1994.

Facllltv TVoe

Arterlal, low access mntrol
Arterlal, moderate access control
Arterial, high access control

Stooiruile Drlvewa\r,

F equent

Limited
None

Soeed

25-35 MPH

35-45 MPH

45-55 MPH

4+

2-4
r-2

Sourcet Socromenta Covnty Genemt Plon Updote, Techn,col Agpendix, DKS Associates, February 1992, and Sacramento

County Traffic lmpact Guidelinet June 2004.

Maxlmum Volume for Glven Servlce LevelFacility Type # of Lanes

A B c D E

Rural, 2-lane highway 2 2,400 4800 7,900 13,500 22,9m

Arterial, low a€cess control 2

4

5

t000

18,000

27,000

10,500

21,000

31,500

12,000

24,000

36,000

13,500

27,OOO

im,500

15,000

30 000

41000

Arterial, moderate access control 2

4

6

10,800

21,600

32,400

12,500

25,200

32800

14,400

28,800

43,2q)

16,200

32,400

48,600

18,000

35,000

s40o0

Arterial, high access control 2

4

6

12,000

24,mO

35,000

14000

2E 000

42,OW

16,000

32,000

48,000

18,000

35,000

s4000

20,000

40,000

60,000

Freeway .2

4

6

8

140@

28,m0

42,000

56,(n0

21,600

43,200

64800

86,400

30,800

61,600

92,400

L23,2N

37,2N

74,400

111,500

14&800

40,000

80,000

120,000

160,000
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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.

Baslc Serments

Basic freeway segments operations and level-of-service is defined by density (passenger cars per

mlle per lane) which depends upon trafflc volumes, and segment, characteristics. These

characteristics include the geometry, grade, free flow speeds, and heavy vehicles. Table 10 shows

the relationship of leveFof-service to freeway density for merge, diverge, and weaving segments.

Table 9. Level-of-Service Criteria - Eaelc Freeway Segments

Level of Service

Maximum Density

{passenger vehicles per mile per lane)

A <11

18

26

35
45

F > 4t or Demand exceeds capacity

Source: Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual,
Chapter 11, Washington, D,C.

Merre and Dlverre Serments

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.

B
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Table 10. level-of-Servlce Criterla - Freeway Ramp Merge/Diverge Areas

Level of Service

Maximum Density
(passenger vehicles per mile per lane)

A <10

2A

28

35
>35

Demand exceeds capacity

Source: Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capacity Manual,
Chapter 13, Washington, D,C.

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.L7 of the City of Folsom General Plan specifies that the City will strive to achieve at least

a leveFof-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-servlce 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 levelof-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

ofthe 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 WE SPA analyses.

22 Page 34.15-8, Folsom South of U.S. Hlghway 50 Specific Plan DEIR/DEIS, City of Folsom and USACE.
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Freeway Facilities
An impact is consldered 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 consldered significant if:

o The existing level-of-service cannot be maintained with the addition of project traffic;

r The proJect traffic inreases vehicJe density on a freeway mainline segment or freeway
ramp Junction by 0.1 passenger cars per lane per mile;

e The project increases the number of peak-hour vehlcles 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 leveFof-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/Ped estria n/Tra nsit Facilities
An impact is considered slgnificant lf lmplementation of the Project would:

r lnhibit the use of bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facllities;

o Ellminate exlsting bicycle, pedestrian, or transit facilities;

r 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
SynchrolSimTrafficz3 analysis software (Verslon 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 oth Ed. of the HCM for signalized and
unsignallzed intersec-tions. 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 of 2% were assumed during the peak-hour.

Controldelay and level-of-service for study intersections were calculated using SimTraffic (Version
10) micro-slmulation, where Synchro indicated potential project impacts. SimTraffic allows better

23 Trafficware (2017) Synchro plus SlmTraffic, Sugar Land TX.
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testing of coordination between s'lgnals where some movements are at or near capaclty. Because

micro-simulation utilizes distributlons of vehicle, driver, and activity data to represent the
stochastic characteristics of traffic operatlons, a minimum of 10 model runs were averaged

wherever SimTraffic results are reported. Stopped delay was used as a surrogate for control delay

to determi ne level-of-servlce.

Macroscopic Freeway Ana lysis

Basic freeway segments, merge, and diverge segments were analyzed using HCS 201024 software

to implement HCM 201025 methods for estimating vehicle density and level-of-service.

2a McTrans (2017) Highway Capacity Software (HCSI, University of Florida, Gainesville FL.
25 Transportation Research Board (2010) Highway Capaclty Manual, Washington, D.C.
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4. EXISTING 2OL6 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, Existlng 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 Exlsting 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 thls traffic analysis.

Roadwav Geomatrv and Usane Characterlstle

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

Key ltem Source

Lane configurations and width
Lane utilization
lntersection spacing
Length of storage bays

Transit stops and routes
Turn prohibitions or allowance

Aerlal photographs and field visits
Prior studies, aerial photographs, and field visits
Aerial photographs and field vislts
Aerial photographs and field visits
Transit schedules, aerial photographs, and field visits
Aerial raphs and fleld vlsits

lane configuratlons 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 utilizatlon - These data specify how lanes are used by drivers, such as traffic distrlbution
between lanes on a multi-lane roadway.

lntersectlon spacing - These data refer to the distance (in feet) between lnterseclions.

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 awalt, 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.

n IKEAR www.tkearinc.corn 25
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lntersectlon Turnlnl Movament Counts

Existing morning and evening peak-period vehicle and pedestrian turning movement counts were
collected at study intersections in May 2016. Additional counts from neighboring studies in 2OL4

were utilized at intersections 1, d 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 Appendix A of this report.

Peak-hour traffic counts were used to conduct the intersection level-of-service analysis. Turning
movement counts at consecutive lntersections were balanced and adjusted where appropriate to
better reflect existing traffic flows. Observed intersection peak-hour factors (PHF) were applied.

Flgure 5 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 PeMS26 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 th€ May 18th turning movement counts taken at the East

BidwellSt interchange. Copies of the PeMS count data are included in Appendlx 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.gov/.

fl IKEAR 'ryialw.tkearirtc.com
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Existing Cond ition lntersection a nd Arterial 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 reoort 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. Existlng Intersection Delay and Level-of-Servlce

Study lnteBectlon

Exlstlry 2016
wldrout
Prolect

Condldon
Conrol

Level-Of-

Servlce
Standard

Edstlng 2016
without
Prdect

Condltlon AM
Delav [OSl

Edsting 2016
wlthout
Propct

Condadon PM
Delav ltOSl

1. Broadstone Pkwy,/East Bidwell St. Slgnal c 20,0 (8) 23,1{C)
2. Oak Ave./lron Point Rd. Signal c 16.6 B 11.2 (B)

3. Rowberry Dr./lron Point Rd. Signal c L3.4 {Bl 16.2 (Bl
4. Broadstone Pkwy./lron Point Rd. Signal c 11.0 (B) 14.8 (c)

5. East Bidwell St.,/lron Point Rd Signal c &.7lDl $7.9 (r)
6. Cavitt Dr,/lron Point Rd. Signal c 11,6 (Sl 27,7 (Cl

7. Serpa Way/lron Point Rd. Sienal c 19.4 (Sl 17.1(B)
8. East Bidwell St./Placerville Rd. Sisnal c 11,s (B) 12.s (Bl

9. East Eidwell SI./WB U.S. 50 ramps Signal c 38.5 {Dl 't6.3 
(Dl

10, East Bidwell SI./EB U.S. 50 ramps Signal c 1e,7 (B) 4e.1(D)
11. East Bidwell St,ArVhite Rock Rd. AWSC D 46.4 (E) 4s.4 (El
12. White Rock Rd./Placerville Rd. TWSC D 20.8 (C) SB s0.4 (F) sB
13. East Bidwell St.lAlder Creek Pkwy D nla nla
l.4.Westwood Dr./Alder Creek Pkwy. D nla nla
15. East Bidwell St./Street 1 D nla nla
15. Westwood Dr./Street 1 D nla nla
17. East Bidwell St./Savannah Pkwy D n/a nla
lS,Westwood Dr,/Savannah Phary D nla nla
19. East Bidwell St./Mangini Pkwy D nla n/a
20. Westwood Dr./Mangini Pkwy D nla nla
21. Placerville Rd./Mangini Pkwy D nla nla

Notes:

For TWSC intersections the worst approach (or movement for multi-lane approaches) is reported.
Bold values denote level-of-service deflciencies.
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Se*ment llocatlonl AndyslsW!€

Lwelof-
Scruke

St'ndild

Edstln8 2015
wlthout
Ptoiact

Condldon
Volume ILOSI

1. East Bidwell St. (North of White Rock Rd.l Moderate
Access Control

D 8,860 {A)

2. White Rock Rd.(West of East Bidwell St.)
Hlgh Access

Control
D 10,930 {A)

3, White Rock Rd. (Ea$t of East Bidwell St.)
High Access

Conrol
D 5,980 (A)

Table 13. Existing Arterlal Segment Volume Level-of-Servlce

Table 14. Exlstlng US 50 Density and level-of-Serulce

Sermert Analvsls TVoe

lcvcl-of-
S€,YlcG

Standard

Edstlng 2X!15

wfthont
Prolect

Condltlon Alrl
IrenElty ltOSl

Erbdng2016
without
Prolect

Condhlon PM

Domlw (LOSI

E stbound
J- EB East Bidwell St. slip off-ramp Diverge E 12.2 (Bl 22.2[C',,

2, EB between East Bidwell St, ramps Baslc E s.4 (A) 14,3 (B)

3. EB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Merge E 1s.2 G) 20.7lcl
4. EB East Bidwell 5t. slip on-ramp Merge E 15.4 (B) 23.6 {Cl

Westbound

5. WB East Bidwell sllp off-ramp Diverge E 20.9 (C) 14.s {B}

6, WB between East Bidwell St. ramps Basic E 13.6 (B) 7,3 {A)

7, WB East Bidwell St. loop on-ramp Mer8e E 1s.5 (B) e,3 {A)

8. WB East Bidwell St slip on-ramp ll Merge E 23.0 (Cl 14.8 (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, 9s Edition (20721, and is provided in Table 15 below. Trip generation ls

for both the project, consisting of the 545 single-family 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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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:

c 35% tofrom the west via US 50;

c !5/o to/from the east via US 50;
o 7Yo tofrom the west via lron Point Road;

t 7% toffrom the east via lron Point Road;

e 77% tofrom the north via East BidwellStreet;
t 5% 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 Bidwellstreet/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 distrlbution, and engineering judgement.

Flgure 8 below shows assignment of project trips at each study intersection.
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