
Sacramento County Department
of Transportation

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

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

performed prior to
approval ofthe first
subdivision map to
determine during
which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

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

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

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS
between Hazel Avenue and Sunrise Boulevard, an auxiliary lane must be
constructed. This improvement was recommended in the Traffic
Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project and
included in the proposed Rancho Cordova Parkway interchange project.
Improvements to this freeway segment must be implemented by Caltrans.
The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements to the agency responsible for improvements, based on a
program established by that agency to reduce the impacts to Westbound
U.S. 50 between Hazel Avenue and Sunrise Boulevard (Freeway
Segment 18).

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

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Folsom Boulevard merge, an auxiliary lane from the Folsom Boulevard
merge to the Prairie City Road diverge must be constructed. This
improvement was recommended in the Traffic Operations Analysis
Report for the U.S. 50 Auxiliary Lane Project. This improvement is
included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee Program. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements to
the agency responsible for improvements, based on a program established
by that agency to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound/Folsom
Boulevard Ramp Merge (Freeway Merge 4).

Participate in Fair Sltare Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbouncl/Prairie City Road Diverge (Freeway Diverge S).
To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road off-ramp diverge, an auxiliary lane from the Folsom
Boulevard merge must be constructed. This improvement was
recommended in the Traffic Operations Analysis Report for the U.S. 50
Auxiliary Lane Project. This auxiliary lane improvement is included in
the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee Program. The applicant shall pay
its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be
determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism
paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50
Eastbound/Prairie City Road diverge (Freeway Diverge 5).
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Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 EastbouncUPrairie City Road Direct Merge (Freeway Merge
6).

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

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

To ensure that Eastbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road flyover on-ramp to Oak Avenue Parkway off-ramp
weave, an improvement acceptable to Caltrans should be implemented to
eliminate the unacceptable weaving conditions. Such an improvement
may involve a "braided ramp".

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

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

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

Participate in Fair Slrare Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Westbound/Empire Ranch Road Loop Ramp Merge
(Freeway Merge 23).

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

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

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Oak Avenue Parkway loop on ramp should start the
westbound auxiliary lane that ends at the Prairie City Road off ramp. The
slip on ramp from southbound Oak Avenue Parkway would merge into
this extended auxiliary lane. Improvements to this freeway segment must
be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements, as may be determined by a nexus
study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant,
to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound/Oak Avenue Parkway
loop ramp merge (Freeway Merge29).
Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 lltestbound/Prairie City Road Loop Ramp Merge (Freeway
Merge 32).

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

Participate in Fair Slrare Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 lltestbound/Prairie City Road Direct Ramp Merge (Freeway
Merge 33).

To ensure that Westbound U.S. 50 operates at an acceptable LOS at the
Prairie City Road direct ramp merge, an auxiliary lane to the Folsom
Boulevard off ramp diverge must be constructed. This auxiliary lane
improvement is included in the proposed 50 Corridor Mobility Fee
Program. The applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of
improvements, as may be determined by a nexus study or other
appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the
impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound/Prairie City Road direct ramp merge
(Freeway Merge 33).

Participate in Fair Sltare Fanding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbouncl/Folsom Boulevard Diverge (Freeway Diverge
s4).

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

Participate in Fair Sltare Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 WestboandlHazel Avenue Direct Ramp Merge (Freeway
Merge 38).

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

Develop Commercial Support Services and Mixed-use Development
Concurrent witlt Housing Development and Develop and Provide
Options for Alternative Transportation Modes.

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

Participate in tlte CiU's Transportation System Management Fee
Program-

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

Participate witlt tlre 50 Corridor Transportation Management
Association.

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

Pay Fall Cost of Identijied Improvements that Are Not Funded by the
City's Fee Program-

In accordance with Measure W, the project applicant(s) for any
particul ar di scretionary development application shall provide fair-share
contributions to the City's transportation impact fee program to fully
fund improvements only required because of the Specific Plan.

TIre Applicant Shall Pay a Fuir Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements to the Sibley Street/Blue Ravine Road Intersection
(Fo Iso m Inters ectio n 2).

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

The Applicant Sltall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements to the Oak Avenue Parkway/East Bidwell Street
Intersection (Folsom Intersection 6).

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

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements to the East Bidwell Street/College Street Intersection
(Folsom Intersection 7).
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To ensure that the East Bidwell StreeVCollege Street intersection
operates at acceptable LOS C or better, the westbound approach must be
reconfigured to consist of one left-turn lane, one left-through lane, and
two dedicated right-turn lanes. The applicant shall pay its proportionate
share of funding of improvements, as may be determined by a nexus
study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by applicant,
to reduce the impacts to the East Bidwell Street/Nesmith Court
intersection (Folsom Intersection 7).

The Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
fmprovements to the East Bidwell Street/Iron Point Road Intersection
( Fo lso m Inters ection 2 1).

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

TIte Applicant Shall Pay a Fair Share to Fund the Construction of
Improvements to tlte Serpa LI/ay/ Iron Point Roud fntersection (Folsom
Intersection 23).

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

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

The Applicant Sltall Fund and Constract Improvements to the Oak
Av en ue Parkw ay/E aston Valley Parkway fntersection (Folsom
Intersection 33).

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

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

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

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

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

Purticipate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impucts
on Grant Line Road between Kiefer Boulevard and Jackson Higltway
(Sacramento County Roadway Segment 8).

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

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

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

To improve operation on White Rock Road between Grant Line Road
and Prairie City Road, this roadway segment must be widened to six
lanes. This improvement is included in the 2035 MTP but is not included
in the Sacramento County General Plan. Improvements to this roadway
segment must be implemented by Sacramento County. The identified
improvement would more than offset the impacts specifically related to
the Folsom South of U.S. 50 project on this roadway segment. However,
because of other development in the region that would substantially
increase traffic levels, this roadway segment would continue to operate at
an unacceptable LOS F even with the capacity improvements identified
to mitigate Folsom South of U.S. 50 impacts. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements to the agency
responsible for improvements, based on a program established by that
agency to reduce the impacts to White Rock Road between Grant Line
Road and Prairie City Road (Sacramento County Roadway Segment 22).
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Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on l44rite Rock Road between Empire Ranch Road and Carson
Crossing Road (Sacramento County Roadway Segment 28).

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

Participate in Fair Sltare Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on the Llthite Rock RoacUCarson Crossing Road Intersection (El
Dorado County 1).

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

Participate in Fair Share Fanding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on tlte Hazel Avenue/U.S. 50 Westbound Ramps fntersection (Caltrans
Intersection 1).

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

3A.15-4n
(FPASP
BIR/ErS)

3A.15-4o
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

3A.15-4p
(FPASP
BrR/ErS)

53-68

53-69

53-70
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Sacramento County Department of
Transportation.

Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

Sacramento County Departm ent
of Transportation.

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

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

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

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound US 50 between Zinfandel Drive and Sunrise Boulevard
(Freeway Segment 1).

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

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

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

Participate in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on Eastbound US 50 between Folsom Boalevard and Prairie City Road
(Freeway Segment 5).

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road, the eastbound auxiliary lane

3A.15-4q
(FPASP
ErR/EIS)

3A.15-4r
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

3A.15-4s
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

53-71

53-72

53-73
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Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

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

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

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

should be converted to a mixed flow lane that extends to and drops at the
Oak Avenue Parkway off ramp (see mitigation measure 3,{.15-40.
Improvements to this freeway segment must be implemented by Caltrans.
This improvement is not consistent with the Concept Facility in Caltrans
State Route 50 Corridor System Management Plan; therefore, it is not
likely to be implemented by Caltrans by 2030. Construction of the
Capitol South East Connector, including widening White Rock Road and
Grant Line Road to six lanes with limited access, could divert some
traffic off of U.S. 50 and partially mitigate the project's impact. The
applicant shall pay its proportionate share of funding of improvements, as

may be determined by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable
mechanism paid for by applicant, to reduce the impacts to Eastbound
U.S. 50 between Folsom Boulevard and Prairie City Road (Freeway
Segment 5).

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

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS between
Prairie City Road and Oak Avenue Parkway, the northbound Prairie City
Road slip on ramp should merge with the eastbound auxiliary lane that
extends to and drops at the Oak Avenue Parkway off ramp (see

Mitigation Measures 3A.15-4u, v and w), and the southbound Prairie City
Road flyover on ramp should be braided over the Oak Avenue Parkway
off ramp and start an extended full auxiliary lane to the East Bidwell
Street - Scott Road off ramp. Improvements to this freeway segment
must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to Eastbound U.S. 50 between Prairie
City Road and Oak Avenue Parkway (Freeway Segment 6).

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

To ensure that Eastbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Prairie City Road slip on ramp should start the eastbound
auxiliary lane that extends to and drops at the Oak Avenue Parkway off
ramp (see mitigation measure 3A'.15-4u, w and x), and the southbound

3A.15-4t
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

3A.15-4u
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

53-74

53-75
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Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

which project
phase the
improvement
should be built.

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

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

Prairie City Road flyover on ramp should be braided over the Oak
Avenue Parkway off ramp and start an extended full auxiliary lane to the
East Bidwell Street - Scott Road off ramp. Improvements to this freeway
segment must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Eastbound / Prairie City
Road slip ramp merge (Freeway Merge 6).

Participute in Fair Share Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on tlte a.S. 50 Eastbound / Prairie City Road Flyover On Ramp to Oak
Avenue Parkway Off Ramp Weave (Freeway llteave 7).

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

Participate in Fair Sltare Funding of Improvements to Reduce Impacts
on U.S. 50 Eastbound / Oak Avenue Purkway Loop Ramp Merge
(Freeway Merge 8).

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

3A.15-4v
(FPASP
ErR/BrS)

3A.15-4w
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

s3-76

53-77

Resolution No. 10483
Page 74 of 82



Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

Sacramento County Department
of Transportation.

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

City of Folsom Community
Development Department and
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

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

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

Before approval of
final maps and
issuance of
building permits
for any project
phases.

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

To ensure that Westbound US 50 operates at an acceptable LOS, the
northbound Empire Ranch Road loop on ramp should start the westbound
auxiliary lane that ends at the East Bidwell Street - Scott Road off ramp.
The slip-on ramp from southbound Empire Ranch Road slip ramp would
merge into this extended auxiliary lane. Improvements to this freeway
segment must be implemented by Caltrans. The applicant shall pay its
proportionate share of funding of improvements, as may be determined
by a nexus study or other appropriate and reliable mechanism paid for by
applicant, to reduce the impacts to the U.S. 50 Westbound / Empire
Ranch Road loop ramp merge (Freeway Merge2T).

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

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

Submit Proof of Adequate On- and Off-Site Vlastewater Conveyance
Facilities and Implement On- and Off-Site Infrastructure Service
Systems or Ensure That Adequate Financing fs Secured.

Before the approval of the final map and issuance of building permits for
all project phases, the project applicant(s) ofall project phases shall
submit proof to the City of Folsom that an adequate wastewater
conveyance system either has been constructed or is ensured through
payment of the City's facilities augmentation fee as described under the
Folsom Municipal Code Title 3, Chapter 3.40, "Facilities Augmentation
Fee - Folsom South Area Facilities Plan," or other sureties to the CiW's

3A.15-4x
(FPASP
ErR/BrS)

3A.15-4y
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

3A.16-1
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

53-78

53-79

s3-80
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department and
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Community
Development Department and
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

Before approval of
final maps and
issuance of
building permits
for any project
phases.

Before approval of
final maps and
issuance of
building permits
for any project
phases.

satisfaction. Both on-site wastewater conveyance infrastructure and off-
site force main sufficient to provide adequate service to the project shall
be in place for the amount of development identified in the tentative map
before approval of the final map and issuance of building permits for all
project phases, or their financing shall be ensured to the satisfaction of
the City.

D e mo n s tr at e A de q u ate S RWT P ll/as t ew ater T r e utme nt C ap ac ity.

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

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

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

3A.16-3
(FPASP
ErR/ErS)

34.18-l
(FPASP
ErR/BrS)

53-81

53-82
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department and
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Community
Development Department and
City of Folsom Public Works
Department

City of Folsom Community
Development Department

Before approval of
finalmaps and
issuance of
building permits
for any project
phases.

Before approval of
final maps and
issuance of
building permits
for any project
phases.

Before approval of
grading or
improvement plans
or any ground
disturbing
activities, including

Submit Proof of Adequate Off-Site llater Conveyance Facilities and
Implement Off-Site Infrastructure Service System or Ensure That
Adequate Financing Is Secured.

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

Demonstrate Adequate Off-Site l4/ater Treatment Capacity (if the Off-
Site llater Treatment Plant Option is Selected).

If an off-site water treatment plant (WTP) alternative is selected (as

opposed to the on-site WTP alternative), the project applicant(s) for any
particular di scretionary development application shall demonstrate
adequate capacity at the off-site WTP. This shall involve preparing a
tentative map-level study and paying connection and capacity fees as

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

Conduct Environmental Aw areness Training for Construction Employ ees.

Prior to beginning construction activities, the Project Applicant shall
employ a qualified biologist to develop and conduct environmental
awareness training for construction employees. The training shall describe
the importance of onsite biological resources, including special-status
wildlife habitats; potential nests of special-status birds; and roosting habitat

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

3A.18-2b
(FPASP
BrR/BrS)

4.4-l
(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

53-83

53-84

53-85
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California Department of Fish and
Game, and City of Folsom
Community Development
Department

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

grubbing or
clearing, for any
project phase.

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

During all
construction phases

for special-status bats. The biologist shall also explain the importance of other
responsibilities related to the protection of wildlife during construction such as

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

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

Pr ec onstruction Nesting B ir d Sum ey.

The Project Applicant shall conduct a preconstruction nesting bird survey ofall
areas associated with construction activities on the project site within 14 days
prior to commencement of construction during the nesting season (l February
through 31 August).

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

Comply with the hogrammnlic Agreemenl

The PA for the project is incorporated by reference. The PA provides a
management framework for identifying historic properties, determ ining
adverse effects, and resolving those adverse effects as required under
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act. This document is
incorporated by reference. The PA is available for public inspection and

4.4-7

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

3A.5-la
(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

53-86

53-87
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City of Folsom Community
Development Department; U.S
Army Corp of Engineers

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

review at the California Office of Historic Preservation 1725 23rd Street
Sacramento, CA 95816.

Conduct Construction Personnel Education, Conduct On-Site Monitoring If
Required, Stop llork if Cultural Resources are Discovered, Assess the
SigniJicance of the Find, und Perform Treatment or Avoidunce as Required

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

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

be encountered.

> As a result of the work conducted for Mitigation Measures 34.5-1a and

3A.5-1b, if the archaeologist determines that any portion of the SPA or the
off-site elements should be monitored for potential discovery of as-yet-
unknown cultural resources, the project applicant($ ofall project phases

shall implement such monitoring in the locations specified by the
archaeologist. USACE should review and approve any recommendations by
archaeologists with respect to monitoring.

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

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

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

3A.5-2

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

s3-88

Resolution No. 10483
Page 79 of 82



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

The project applicant, in coordination with USACE, shall ensure that an

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

The on-site sensitivity training shall be carried out each time a new contractor
will begin work in the APE and at the beginning of each construction season by
each contractor.

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

> The Construction Manager, or archaeological monitor, if given the authority
to halt construction activities, shall ensure that work in that area is

immediately halted within a 100-foot radius of the unanticipated discovery
until the find is examined by a person meeting the professional qualifications
standards specified in Section 2.2 of Attachment G of the HPMP. The
Construction Manager, or archaeological monitor, if present, shall notifr the
USACE within 24 hours of the discovery.

> The USACE shall notify the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
within one working day of an unanticipated discovery and may initiate
interim treatment measures in accordance with this HPTP. Once the USACE
makes a formal determination of eligibilify for the resource, the USACE will
notifu the SHPO within 48 hours of the determination and afford the SHPO
an opportunity to comment on appropriate treatment. The SHPO shall
respond within 72 hours of the request to consult. Failure of the SHPO to
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Sacramento County Coroner;
Native American Heritage
Commission; City of Folsom
Community Development
Department

During all ground
disturbing
activities, for any
project phase.

respond withinT2 hours shall not prohibit the USACE from implementing
the treatment measures.

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

Suspend GrounLDisturbing Activities if Humnn Remnins ure Encountered and
Comply with California Heslth and Safety Code Procedares

In accordance with the California Health and Safety Code, if human remains are

uncovered during ground-disturbing activities, including those associated with
off-site elements, the project applicant(s) of all project phases shall immediately
halt all ground-disturbing activities in the area of the find and notify the
Sacramento County Coroner and a professional archaeologist skilled in
osteological analysis to determine the nature of the remains. The coroner is

required to examine all discoveries of human remains within 48 hours of
receiving notice of a discovery on private or public lands (California Health and

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

those of a Native American, he or she must contact the NAHC by phone within
24 hours of making that determination (California Health and Safety Code
Section 7050[c]).

After the coroner's findings are complete, the project applicant(s), an

archaeologist, and the NAHC-designated Most Likely Descendant shall determine
the ultimate treatment and disposition of the remains and take appropriate steps to
ensure that additional human interments are not disturbed. The responsibilities for
acting on notification of a discovery of Native American human remains are

identified in Section 5097 .9 of the California Public Resources Code.

Upon the discovery of Native American remains, the procedures above regarding
involvement of the applicable county coroner, notification of the NAHC, and
identification of an Most Likely Descendant shall be followed. The project
applicant(s) of all project phases shall ensure that the immediate vicinity
(according to generally accepted cultural or archaeological standards and
practices) is not damaged or disturbed by further development activity until
consultation with the Most Likely Descendant has taken place. The Most Likely
Descendant shall have 48 hours after being granted access to the site to inspect
the site and make recommendations. A range of possible heatments for the
remains may be discussed: nondestructive removal and analysis, preservation in
place, relinquishment of the remains and associated items to the descendants, or
other culturally appropriate treatment. As susgested bv AB 2641 (Chapter 863.

3A.5-3

(Westland/

Eagle SPA)

53-89
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Statutes of 2006), the concerned parties may extend discussions beyond the initial
48 hours to allow for the discovery of additional remains. AB 2641(e) includes a

list ofsite protection measures and states that the project applicant(s) shall
comply with one or more of the following requirements:

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

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

> record a reinternment document with the county.

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

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

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

Resolution No. 10483
Page 82 of82



Attachment 2

Vicinity Map
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Attachment 3

Small-Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map
Dated February 18,2020



-,:l-* 5

41 ElOWEr STREE

,t
"-llil.rfr
ltit'

qf

$

'r:.1.

o
,iili
rtli

i'

n
o
o
-o
o
a/,
tJ'

o
-Tt

o
U,
o
3
rc
o
f
o
f

$
fli

4,

;:l
:l

ita

t

ff

m
Iz
t
m
4to-rq ll

#EE[

"+ql-Hu
6

z
=T

0

ri

ii
:-

-..;"t iJF.

;.iiil.ri
:rll.'-itr

I

I

iili!sii
! 'ir[ :1ag r! :i;

:
I

I

i
t
!
t
I

I
It
I

{'ci

ii

!
t

":!

ittllr
'I
!

I

I
!'it!liiit

',F;i!l:

i'
t "!:'11!" ilt,il

i
t
:

2
d
I
!i

t

l;"E
|!iiri[r 6t:-

;iiii
aa,
rlllx
;;ll6
;i 
'Ii

:t
ll

I

I

t

r..::
t

1!rFf
,ll r

l\ L .It

Y

't
t

a

!

t

t

iiiiirliiiiil
liiiiiiiilli
li ij i iiii l

i! ir i :li! :

lil!
t)
lr

ri
il
ii
-.1rl

ril: ; r,ii
111{ i. 'rl(

i:! il i,ii;l i irl?.r I llri;l I :rl
vli 1 ,',
.ll: )Lll: ' riilir:iil



Attachment 4

Preliminary Grading, Drainage, and Utility Plan

Dated February 18,2020
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Attachment 5

Conceptual Front Yard Landscaping
Dated March 18,2020
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Attachment 6

Wall and Fence Exhibit
Dated February 2020
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AttachmentT

Residential Schem atic Design
Dated June 17,2020
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Attachment 8

Exterior Color/lVlaterials Specifi cations

Dated February 19,2020
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Attachment 9

CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis



Ctrv or Forsou

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

1. ApplicationNorPN 19€88

2. Projcct Titler Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase2 t.ot 10)

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

Folsom, CA95630

4. Contact Person and Phone Number:
Scott lohnson, AICP Planning Manager
Community Development Department
(916)3s5-7222

Steven Banks, Principal Planner
(916) 355-738s

5. ProjectLocation:
16.30 acres located south of Old Ranch Way and east of East Bidwell Street

APN: Aportion ot0724670470 (16.30 acres, Carpenter East, LLC)

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

Carpenter East, LLC

3907 Park Drivg Suite235
El Dorado Hillo CA95762

7. GeneralPlanDesignation:MLD

8. Zonins:SP-MLD

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

Califomia Department of Fish and Wildlife (for Section 1502 agreement)

Capital Southeast Connec-torJoint Powers Authority
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Folsom{ordova Unified School District
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District



A. PROJECT OVERVTEW ....................3

B. PROIECT LOCATTON ...............,......4
c. EXTSTTNG SrTE CONDTTTONS ............................4

D. PROIECT OBIECTTVESAND FpASp O81ECflVES................... ................4

E. PROIECT CHARACTERTSTTCS...... ,.....................4
1. Small Lot Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map,........ ............5

3. Water, Sewer, and Storm Drainage Infrastmcfure.,...,........... ...,............... 6'

M. EXEMPTION AND STREAMLINING ANALY$S. ...,............ 6

Folsom Plan Area Specific P1an............. ............ 6

Documenb Incorporated by Reference ......,.........7

Introduction to CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Provisions ............. ....................... 9

Exemption provided by Govemment Code, 565457, and CEQA Guidelines, S 15182 ....,.......... 9

Streamlining provided by Public Resources Code, $ 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines, S 15183..10

Environmental ChecklistReview....... ............. 10

Where tmpact Was Ana1y2ed...,............ ..,....... 11

Do Proposed Changes Involve New or More Severe Impacb?..... ....... 11

Any New Circumstances Involving New or More Severe Impacts? 12

Any New Information of Substantial Importance Requiring New Analysis or Verification? ...12

Are There Effects That Are Peculiar To The Project Or The Parcel On Which The Project
Would Be Located That Have Not Been Disdosed hr A Prior EIR On The Zoning Actiory General
Plan, Or Community Plan With Which the Projectis Consistent? ............... 13

6. Are There Effects Peculiar To The Project That Will Not Be Substantially Mitigated By
Application Of Uniformly Applied Development Policies Or Standards That Have Been Previously
Adopted? 13

7. Are There Effects That Were Not Analyzed As Significant Effects In A Prior EIR On The

Zoning Action, General Plan Or Community Plan With Which The Project Is Consistent? .............. 15

8. Are There Potentially SignificantOff-Site Impacts And Cumulative Impacts ThatWere Not
Discussed In The Prior EIR Prepared For The General Plan, Community Plan, Or Zoning Action?15
9. Are There Previously Identified Significant Effects That, As A Result Of Substantial New
Information Not Known At The Time The EIR Was Certified, Are Now Determined To Have A
More Severe Adverse Impact?.......
10. Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts

E. Checklist and Discussion..............
1.. AESTHETICS....

2. AGRICULTL'RE AND FOREST RESOURCES...................

Rockcresa at Foleom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phaee 2 Lot 10)
CEQA Exemption and Streamlining Analysis

A.
B.

c.

D
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2
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I. INTRO DUCTION

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) development proposal is located in
the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP). As discussed later in this document, the project is
consistent with the FPASP.

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

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

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

rr. PRoIECTDESCRTPTTON

A. PROIECTOVERVIEW

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project proposes the development of L18 single-family residential lots
(ots 1-118) on 12.85 acres and three Backbone Landscape Corridor lots (lots A, B, & C) on 1.31 acres

out of the total 15.30-acre project area.

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

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

(3) a Planned Development Permit Residential Architecture.

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

residential units not proposed to be built at this site (153 - 118 = 35) are the subject of the proposed
Minor Administrative Amendment - Transfer of Development Rights. No change to the overall
FPASP unit allocation, total population, will occur. The proposed project does not affect the overall
amount of non-residential development in the FPASP.
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The Project will connect to the City's infrastructure

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project is located within the Folsom Ranch Central District and is
designed to comply with the Folsom Ranch Central District Design Guidelines (approved 20L5,

amended 2018).

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

ttt.74, S 15000 et seq. (hereafter "CEQA Guidelines" or "Guidelines").

B. PROIECTLOCATION

The Project site consists of a 16.3Gacre portion of parcel APN 072-3670-010 in the FPASP plan area that
is within the Westland Eagle Specific Plan Amendment Area, south of U.S. Highway 50 and west of
Placerville Road. The project site has been known as Mangini Ranch Phase 2 Lot 10.

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

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

C. EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS

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

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

D. CONSISTENCY WITH THE FPASP

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

1. Land Use Designation and Unit Typee

The proposed small lot vesting tentative subdivision map would subdivide 16.30 acres of the parcel
into 118 residential lots suited for single-family dwellings. The residential density achieved is 9.18

du/acre, which is within the range allowed for the MLD zone (range of 7-12 du/acre). The site plan
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includes 1.31 acres of Backbone Landscape Corridor on Lots A, B, & C along East Bidwell Streeg Old
Ranch Way and Savannah Parkway. The site plan also includes 2.13 acres of Backbone Right-of-Way,

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

The Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project site is designated for Multi-family Low Density (SP-MLD)

land uses by the FPASP.

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch proposes to create 118 residential lob for detached single-family
dwellings. The FPASP defines the MLD residential designation to include "single family dwellings
(SF zero-lot-line and SF patio only) two-family dwellings and multi-family dwellings." (FPASP, p. 4-

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

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

shown on Table 4.3 of the FPASP. (See also FPASP DEtrL Table 3A.10-4.)

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

2. Circulation

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch includes a street pattem, which includes a connection ('F' Drive) to Old
Ranch Way at the nortlr-east comer of the parcel (which aligns to the approved entry location for the

Enclave at Folsom Ranch to the north) and a connection ('G, Drive) to Savannah Parkway at the south-
west comer of the parcel (which aligns to the planned entry to Mangini Ranch Phase 2Lot7, shown as

Village 7 on the approved Mangini Ranch phase 2 Small lot Tentative Map to the south). An interior
street grid includes three east to west "horizontal" streets ('A,' 'B.,' and 'C' Drive) and two north to
south "vertical" streets ('D' and'E' Drive), as depicted on the site plan. Two entries are provided: (a) a

north-eastern entry at'F' Drive located off Old Ranch Way, and (b) a south-westem entry at'G Drive
located off Savannah Parkway.

The street sections used in the Plan include the same pavement widths as specified in the FPASP and
the Folsom Municipal Code. As depicted in the Vesting Tentative Subdivision Map, City standard

residential streets are proposed for this subdivisiory with attached pedestrian sidewalks and parking
located on both sides.In addition to these entry locations, pedeshian access is also provided at
three additional locations: in the northwesg northeast and southeast corners of the site (additional
pedestrian access cannotbe provided in the southwest due to grading constraints).

Traffic signals are planned at the intersection of East Bidwell Street and Old Ranch Way

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

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

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

3. Water, Sewer, and Storm Drainage Infrastructure

Watr infrastructure

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

Saur infrasbucture

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch will be served by the sewer infrastruchrre within Old Ranch Way and

Savannah Parkway.

S tmm dr ainage infr as ttu ctur e

Rockcress at Folsom Ranch will cpnnect to the existing storm drain infrastructure within East Bidwell
Street.

The proposed project is consistent with planned infrastructure for the FPASP.

III. EXEMPTION AND STREAMLINING ANATYSIS

A. Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan

The City adopted the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan on june 28,2017 (Resolution No. 886,3).

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

Specific Plan Project ("FPASP"). (See FPASP EWEIS, SCH #2008092051). The Draft EIR/EIS (DEiR)

was released on June 28,2070. The City certified the Final EWEIS (FEIR) on fune 14+2077 (Resolution

No. 8860). For each impact category requiring environmental analysis, the EIR provided trn'o separate

analyses: one for the "Land" component of the FPASP project, and a second for the "Water"
component (FPASP DEI& p. 7-1, to 7-2..1The analysis in this document is largely focused on and cites
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to the "Larrd" sections of the FPASP EIR.

On December7,20'12, the City certified an Addendum to the EIR for the FPASP for purposes of
analyzing an altemative water supply for the project. The revisions to the "Wate('component of the
FPASP project included: (1) Leak Fixes, (2) Implementation of Metered Rates, (3) Exchange of Water
Supplies, (4) New Water Conveyance Facilities. (Water Addendum, pp. $1 to &4.) The City concluded
that, with implementation of certain mitigation measures from the FPASP EIR's "Water" sections, the

water supply and infrastrucfure changes would not result in any new significant impacts, substantially
increase the severity of previously disclosed impacb or involve any of the other conditions related to

changed circumstances or new information that can require a subsequent or supplemental EIR. (See

Pub. Resources Codg $271,66; Guidelines, S 15162.) The analysis in portions of the FPASP EIR's

"Watef' sections that have notbeen superseded by the Water Addendum are still applicable.

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

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

Properties in fune 20L5 (Westland/Eagle SPA) that reduced the amount of commercial, industrial/office
park and mixed-use acreage from 45L.8 acres to 302.3 acres and the potential building area from
approximately 4.5 million square feet to approximately 3.4 million square feet. The Westland/Eagle

SPA also increased the number of proposed residential dwelling units from 9,895 to 10,817.

B. Documents Incorporated by Refurence

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

Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan Project EWEIS and Findings of Fact and

Statement of Overriding Considerations, certified by the Folsom City Council on June 14
2017, acopy of which is available for viewing at the City of Folsom Planning Public Counter
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located on the 2nd floor of the City Hall Building at 50 Natoma Street in Folsom, CA (from
8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Monday through Friday).

ii. CEQA Addendum for the Folsom South of U.S. 50 Specific Plan Project- Revised Proposed

Off-site Water Facility Altemative prepared November, 2072, ("Water Addendum"),
certified by the Folsom City Council on December 17,2012, a copy of which is available for
viewing at the City of Folsom Planning Public Counter located on the 2nd floor of the City
Hall Building at 50 Natoma Street in Folsom, CA (from 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday);

iii. South of Highway 50 Backbone Infrastructure Project Initial Studyffitigated Negative
Declaration (Backbone Infrastructure MND), dated December9,2074, adopted by the City
Council on February 24,2075, a copy of which is available for viewing at the City of Folsom

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

lv CEQA Addendum and Environmental Checklist for the Westland Eagle Specific Plan

Amendment, dated lune 2015, ("Westland Eagle Addendum"), acopy of which is available

for viewing at the City of Folsom Planning Public Counter located on the 2nd floor of the

City Hall Building at 50 Natoma Street in Folsom, CA (from 8:00 a.m. to 1:00 p.m. Monday
through Friday).

Each of the environmental documents listed above includes mitigation measures imposed on the

FPASP and activities authorized therein and in subsequent projects to mitigate plan-level
environmental impacts, which are, therefore, applicable to the proposed project. The mitigation
measures are referenced specifically throughout this document and are incorporated by reference in the

environmental analysis. The Applicant will be required to agree, as part of the conditions of approval
for the proposed project, to comply with each of those mitigation measures.

Pursuant to Public Resourcm Code section 21,083.3, subdivision (c), the City will make a finding at a

public hearing that the feasible mitigation measures specified in the FPASP EIR will be undertaken.

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

The May 22,201,4, Record of Decision (ROD) for the Folsom South of U.S. Highway 50 Specific Plan

Project-City of Folsom Backbone Infrastruchrre (Exhibit 2) by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is

also incorporated by reference.
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All impacts from both on-site and off-site features of the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project have been

analyzed and addressed in the CEQA analysis and other regulatory permits required for the Rockcress

at Folsom Ranch project and/or the Backbone Infrastructure project.

C. Inhoduction to CEOA Exemption and Streamlining Provisions

The City finds that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch (Mangini Ranch Phase 2, Lot 10) development
proposal is consistent with the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) and therefore exempt from

CEQA under Government Code section 65457 and, CEQA Guidelines section 75182, subdivision (c), as a

residential project undertaken pursuant to and in conformity with a specific plan.

The City also finds that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project is eligible for streamlined CEQA review

provided in Public Resources Code section 21083.3, and CEQA Guidelines section 15183 for projects

consistent with a community plan, general plan, or zoning. Because the Project is exempt from CEQA,

the City is not required to provide the following streamlined CEQA analysis. Nonetheless, the City
provides the following checklist exploring considerations raised by sections 15182 and L5183 because

the checklist provides a convenient vehicle for disclosing the City's substantial evidence and reasoning

underlying its consistency determination.

As mentioned above, the City prepared an addendum to the FPASP EIR in December 2A12 for purposes
of analyzing an alternative water supply for the FPASP. Although this Water Addendum was prepared

and adopted by the City after the certification of the FPASP EIFVEIS, it would not change any of the

analysis under Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA Guidelines section 1.5183 because it
gave the Plan Area a more fuasible and reliable water supply.

The City also prepared an addendum to the FPASP EIR in |une 2015 for the purposes of analyzing the

effects of an increase in residentially-designated land and a substantial decrease in commercially-
designated land in the Westland Eagle development area. The Westland Eagle Addendum
supplemented and updated the analysis in the FPASP EIR that is relevant to the Rockcress at Folsom

Ranch Project.

The City has prepared orwill be completing site-specific studies pursuant to the requirements set forth
in the mitigation measures and conditions of approval adopted for the FPASP under the FPASP EI&
Water Addendum, and Westland Eagle Addendum for subsequent development projects. (See Exhibit
4 [Noise Assessment].) These studies support the conclusion that the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch

development proposal would not have any new significant or substantially more severe impacts

(CEQA Guidelines, S 15162), nor would it result ir ary new significant impacts that are peculiar to the

project or its site (CEQA Guidelines, S 15183).

1. Exemption provided by Government Code, S 65457, and CEQA Guidelines, $
15182, subdivision (c)
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Government Code section 65457 and CEQA Guidelines section 15782, subdivision (c) exempt
residential projects that are undertaken pursuant to a specific plan for which an EIR was previously
prepared if the projects are in conformity with that specific plan and the conditions described in CEQA

Guidelines section 15162 (relating to the preparation of a supplemental EIR) are not present. (Gov.

Code 565457, subd. (a); CEQA Guidelines, SS 15182, subd. (c), 15'1,62, subd. (a).)

The Applicant's FPASP Poliry Consistenry Analysis, attached as Exhibit 3, provides exhaustive
analysis that supports the determination that the Project is undertaken pursuant to and in conformity
with the FPASP.

2. Streamlining provided by Public Resources Code, S 21083.3 and CEQA
Guidelines, S $lel

Public Resources Code section 21083.3 provides a streamlined CEQA process where a subdivision map

application is made for a parcel for which prior environmental review of a zoning or planning approval
was adopted. If the proposed development is consistent with that zoning or plan, any further
environmental review of the development shall be limited to effects upon the environment which are

peculiar to the parcel or to the project and which were not addressed as significant effects in the prior
EIR or which substantial new information shows will be more significant than described in the prior
EIR. Effects are not to be considered peculiar to the parcel or the project if uniformly applied
development policies or standards have been previously adopted by the city, which were found to
substantially mitigate that effect when applied to future projects.

CEQA Guidelines section 15183 provides further detail and guidance for the implementation of the

exemption set forth in Public Resources Code section 21083.3.

D. Environmental Checklist Review

The row titles of the checklist include the full range of environmental topics, as presented in Appendix
G of the CEQA Guidelines.l

1In2019, the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) updated the checklist in Appendix G of
the CEQA Guidelines. Though the FPASP EIR/EIS and adopted addendums analyzed the potential
impacts of the FPASP under the Appendix G checklist then in effect, this analysis includes a discussion of
the revised checklist questions, where relevant to the environmental topics discussed below, in good faith
to provide the most updated information to decision makers. (See Public Resources Code, $S 21002.1(e)

210065; CEQA Guidelines SS 15002(aX1) 15003(c).) However, these areas do not constitute new
information under CEQA, nor are they required to be included in this analysis. (See Clneland Nationsl
Forest Foundation a. San Diego Assn. of Goaernments (2017) 17 Cal.App.sth 413, 426 f"once in EIR is finally
approved a court generally cannot...compel an agency to perform further environmental review if new
regulations or guidelines for evaluating the project's impacts are adopted in the future"l; Citizens Against
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The column titles of the checklist have been modified from the Appendix G presentation to assess the
Project's qualifications for streamlining providedby Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and CEQA
Guidelines sections 15183, as well as to evaluate whether the conditions described in Guidelines section
15162 are present.

Pursuant to Guidelines section 15162, one of the purposes of this checklist is to evaluate the categories
in terms of any "changed condition" (i.e. changed circumstances, project changes, or new information
of substantial importance) that may result in a different environmental impact significance conclusion,
If the sihrations described in Guidelines section 15152 are not present then the exemption provided by
Govemment Code section ffi457 and Guidelines section 15182 can be applied to the Project. Therefore,
the checklist does the following: a) identifies the earlier analyses and states where they are available for
review; b) discusses whether proposed changes to the previously-analyzed program/ including new
site specific operations, would involve new or substantially more severe significant impacts; c)

discusses whether new circumstances surrounding the previously-analyzed program would involve
new or substantially more severe significant impacts; d) discusses any substantially important new
information requiring new analysis; and e) describes the mitigation measures which were incorporated
or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for
the project. (Guidelines, 5 151,62, subd. (a).)

The checklist seryes a second purpose. Public Resources Code section 21083.3 and its parallel Guidelines
provision, section 15183, provide for streamlined environmental review for projects consistent with the
development densities established by existing zoning, general plan, or community plan policies for
which an EIR was certified. Such projects require no further environmental review except as might be
necessary to address effects that (a) are peculiar to the proiect or the parcel on which the project would
be located, (b) were not analyzed as significant effects in the prior EI& (c) are potentially significant off-
site impacts or cumulative impacts not discussed in the prior EIR, or (d) were previously identified
significant effects but are more severe than previously assumed in light of substantial new information
not known when the prior EIR was certified. If an impact is not peculiar to the parcel or to the prolect,
has been addressed as a significant impact in the prior Etr{" or can be substantially mitigated by the
imposition of uniformly applied development policies or standards, then an additional EIR need not be

prepared for the proiect solely on the basis of that impact.

A "no" answer does not necessarily mean that there are no potential impacts relative to the
environmental category, but that there is no change in the condition or status of the impact since it was
analyzed and addressed with mitigation measures in the prior environmental documents approved for
the zoning action, general plan, or community plan. The environmental categories might be answered

Airport Pollutian a. City of San lose (201,4) 227 Cal.App.4th788,808 ICEQA Guidelines enacted after an EIR
is certified are not "new information within the meaning of [Public Resources Code] section 21166,

subdivision (c)" and therefore do not trigger preparation of a subsequent EIR nor require consideration in
an addenduml.)
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with a "no" in the checklist since the Rockcress at Folsom Ranch project does not introduce changes

that would result in a modification to the conclusion of the FPASP EIR.

The purpose of each column of the checklist is described below.

l. Where Impact Was Analyzed
This column provides a cross-reftrence to the pages of the environmental documents for the zoning
action, general plan, or community plan where information and analysis may be found relative to the

environmental issue listed under each topic.

2. Do Proposed Changes Involve NeworMore Severe Impacts?
Pursuant to Section 1516,2(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, *ris column indicates whether the changes

represented by the proposed project will result in new significant impacts not disclosed in the prior EIR

or negative declaration or that the proposed proiect will result in substantial increases the severity of a

previously identified significant impact. A yes answer is only required if such new or worsened

significant impacts will require "major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration." If a
"yes" answer is given, additional mitigation measures or alternatives may be needed.

3. Any New Circumstances Involving New or More Severe Impacts?
Pursuant to Section 1516A@)Q) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether changed
circumstances affecting the proposed project will result in new significant impacts not disclosed in the
prior EIR or negative dedaration or will result in substantial increases the severity of a previously
identified significant impact. A yes answer is only required if such new or worsened significant
impacts will require "major revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration." If a"yes" answer is
gwen, additional mitigation measures or altematives may be needed.

4. Any New Information of Substantial Importance Requiring New Analysis or
Verification?

Pursuant to Section 15152(aX3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether new
information "of substantial importance" is available requiring an update to the analysis of a previous
EIR to verify that the environmental conclusions and mitigations remain valid. Any such information
is only relevant if it "was not known and could not have been known with reasonable diligence at the
time of the previous EIR." To be relevant in this context, such new information must show one or more
of the following:

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or
negative declaration;
(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more sevete than shown in the
previous EIR;
(C) Mitigation measures or altematives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be

feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the

project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or
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(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in
the previous BIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment,
but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or altemative.

This category of new information may apply to any new regulations, enacted after certification of the
prior EIR or adoption of the prior negative declaration, which might change the nature of analysis of
impacts or the specifications of a mitigation measure. If the new information shows the existence of
new significant effects or significant effects that are substantially more severe than were previously
disclose4 then new mitigation measures should be considered. If the new in{orrnation shows that
previously rejected mitigation measures or altematives are now feasiblg such measures or altematives
should be considered anew. If the new information shows the existence of mitigation measures or
altematives that are (i) considerably different from those included in the prior EI& (i0 able to
substantially reduce one or mote significant effecb and (iii) unacceptable to the project proponents,
then such mitigation measures or alternatives should also be considered.

5. Are There Effects That Are Peculiar To The Proiect Or The Parcel On Which The
Project Would Be Located That Have Not Been Disclosed In A Prior EIR On The
Zoning Action, General Plan, Or Community Plan With Which the Project is
Consistent?

Pursuant to Section 15183, subdivision (bxl), of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there are project-specific significant effects that are peculiar to the project or its site. Although neither
section 21083.3 nor section 15183 defines the term "effects on the environment which are peculiar to the
parcel or to the projecl" a definition can be gleaned from what is now the leading case interpreting
section 21083.3, WaI-Mart Stores, lnc. a. City of Turlock (2006) 138 CaI.App.4lh273 (Wal-Mnrt Sfores). In
that case, the court upheld the respondent citS/s decision to adopt an ordinance banning discount
"superstores." The city appropriately found that the adoption of the ordinance was wholly exempt
from CEQA review under CEQA Guidelines section 15183 as a zoning action consistent with the
general plan, where there were no project-specific impacb - of any kind - associated with the
ordinance that were peculiar to the project. The court concluded that "a physical change in the
environment will be peculiar to [a project] if that physical change belongs exclusively and especially to
the [project] or it is characteristic of only the [project] !' (ld. atp,29$ As noted by the court, this
definition "illustrate[s] how difficult it will be for a zoning amendment or other land use regulation
that does not have a physical component to have a sufficiently close connection to a physical change to
allow the physical change to be regarded as'peculiar to' the zoning amendment or other land use
regolatron." (Ihid.)

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has effects peculiar to the project relative to
the environmental category that were not discussed in the prior environmental documentation for the
zoning actiory general plan or community plan. A "yes" answer will be followed by an indication of
whether &e impact is "potentially significant", "less than significant with mitigation incorporated", or
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"less than significant''. An analysis of the determination will appear in the Discussion section
following the checklist

6. Are There Effects Peculiar To The Proiect That Will Not Be Substantially
Mitigated By Application Of Uniforrnly Applied Development Policies Or
Standards That Have Been Previously Adopted?

Sections 21083.3 and 15183 include a separate, though complementary, means of defining the term
"effects on the environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project." Subdivision ($ of
section 15183 provides as follows:

An effect of a project on the environment shall not be considered peculiar to the project
or the parcel for the pu{poses of this section if uniformly applied development policies
or standards have been previously adopted by the city or county with a finding that the
development policies or standards will substantially mitigate that environmental effect
when applied to future projects, unless substantial new information shows that the
policies or standards will not substantially mitigate the environmental effect. The finding
shall be based on substantial evidence which need not include an EIR.

This language explains that an agency can dispense with CEQA compliance for environmental impacts
that will be "substantially mitigated" by the uni(orm application of "development policies or
standards" adopted as part of, or in connection with, previous plan-level or zoning-level decisions, or
otherwise - unless "substantial new information" shows that the standards or policies will not be
effective in "substantiatly mitigating" the effects in question. Section 15183, subdivision (f), goes on to
add the following considerations regarding the kinds of policies and standards at issue:

Such development policies or standards need not apply throughout the entire city or county, but
can apply only within the zoning district in which the project is located, or within the area
subject to the community plan on which the lead agency is relying. Moreover, such policies or
standards need notbe part of the general plan or any conununity plan, but can be found within
another pertinent planning document such as a zoning ordinance. Where a city or county, in
previously adopting uniformly applied development policies or standards for imposition on
future proiects, failed to make a finding as to whether such policies or standards would
substantially mitigate the effects of future projects, the decision-making body of the city or
county, prior to approving such a future project pursuant to this section, may hold a public
hearing for the purpose of considering whether, as applied to the projec! such standards or
policies would substantially mitigate the effects of the proiect, Such a public hearing need only
be held if the city or county decides to apply the standards or policies as permifted in this
section.

Subdivision (g) provides concrete examples of "uniformly applied development policies or standards":
(1) parking ordinances; (2) public access requirements; (3) grading ordinancee; (4) hillside development
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ordinances; (5) flood plain ordinances; (5) habitat protection or conservation ordinances; (7) view
protection ordinances.

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has effects peculiar to the project relative to the
environmental category that were not discussed in the prior environmental documentation for the
zoning action, general plan or community plan and that cannot be mitigated through application of
uniformly applied development policies or standards that have been previously adopted by the agency.
A "yes" answer will be followed by an indication of whether the impact is "potentially significant",
"less than significantwith mitigation incorporated", or "less than significanf'. An analysis of the
determination will appear in the Discussion section following the checklist.

7. Are There Effects That Were Not Analyzed As Significant Effects In A Prior EIR
On The Zoning Action, General Plan Or Community Plan With Which The
Project Is Consistent?

Pursuant to Section 15183, subdivision OXz) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there are any effucts that were not analyzed as significant effects in the prior EIR for the zoning actiorL
general plan, or community plan with which the project is consistent.

This provision indicates that if the prior EIR for a general plan, community plan, or zoning action
failed to analyze a potentially significant effect then such effects must be addressed in the site-specific
CEQA analysis.

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has effects relative to the environmental
category that were not analyzed as significant effects in the prior environmental documentation for the
zoning action, general plan or community plan. A "yes" answer will be followed by an indication of
whether the impact is "potentially significant", "less than significant with mitigation incorporated", or
"less than significanfl'. An analysis of the determination will appear in the Disorssion section
following the checklist.

8. Are There Potentially Significant Off-Site lmpacts and Cumulative Impacts That
Were Not Discussed In The Prior EIR Prepared For The General Plan, Community
Pla+ OrZoningAction?

Pursuant to Section 15183, subdivision (b)(3), of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether
there are any potentially significant off-site impacts and cumulative impacts that were not discussed in
the prior EIR prepared for the general plan, community plan or zoning action with which the proiect is
consistent.

Subdivision (j) of CEQA Guidelines section 15183 makes it dear thaf where the prior EIRhas
adequately discussed potentially significant offsite or cumulative impacts, the project-specific analysis
need not revisit such impacts:

This section does not affect any requirement to analyze potentially significant offsite or cumulative
impacts if those impacts were not adequately discussed in the prior EIR. If a significant offsite or
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cumulative impact was adequately discussed in the prior EI& then this section may be used as a basis
for excluding further analysis of that offsite or eumulative impact.

This provision indicates thut, if the prior EIR for a general plan, communify plan, or zoning action
failed to analyze the "potentially significant offsite impacts and cumulative impacts of the [new site-
specificl project," then such effects must be addressed in the site-specific CEQA analysis. (Pub.
Resources Code, $ 21083.3, subd. (c); see also CEQA Guidelines, S 15183, subd. fi).)

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has potentially significant off-site impacts or
cumulative impacts relative to the environmental category that were not discussed in the prior
environmental documentation for the zoning actiory general plan or community plan. A "yes" answer
will be followed by an indication of whether the impact is "potentially significanf', "less than
significant with mitigation incorpotated", or "less than significant". An analysis of the determination
will appear in the Discussion section following the checklist.

9. Are There Previously Identified Significant Effects That, As A Result Of
Substantial New Information Not Known At The Time The EIR Was Certifie4
Are Now Determined To Have A More Severe Adverse Impact?

Pursuant to Section (b)(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether there are previously
identified significant effects that are now determined to be mor€ severe than previously assumed based
on substantial information not known at the time the EIR for the zoning action, general plan or
community plan was certified.

This provision indicates that, if substantial new information has arisen since preparation of the prior
EIR for a general plan, community plan, or zoning action with rcspect to an effect that the prior EIR
idenffied as significant, and the new information indicates that the adverse impactwill be more severe,
then such effects must be addressed in the site-specific CEQA analysis.

A "yes" answer in the checklist indicates that the project has significant impacb relative to the
environmental category that were previously identified in the prior environmental documentation for
the zoning action, general plan or community plan but, as a result of new information not previously
known, are now determined to be more severe than previously assumed. A "yes" answer will be
followed by an indication of whether the impact is "potentially significan(', "less than significant with
mitigation incorporated", or "less than significant". An analysis of the determination will appear in the
Discussion section following the checklist.

10. Mitigation Measures Addressing Impacts.
Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 2L083.3, this column indicates whether the prior
environmental document and/or the findings adopted by the lead agenry decision-making body
provides mitigation measures to address effects in the related impact category. In some cases, the
mitigation measures have already been implemented. A "yes" l€sponse will be provided in either
instance. If 'NA" is indicated, this Environmental Review concludes that the impact does not occur
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with this project and therefore no mitigations are needed.

Subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code section 21083.3 further limits the partial exemption for
projects consistent with general plans, community plans, and zoning by providing that:

[Alll public agencies with authority to mitigate the significant effects shall undertake or
require the undertaking of any feasible mitigation measures specified in the prior [EIR]
relevant to a significant effect which the project will have on the environment or, if not,
then the provisions of this section shall have no apptcation to that effect. The lead
agency shall make a finding, at a public hearing, as to whether those mitigation
measures will be undertaken.

(Pub. Resources Code, S 210$.4 subd. (c).) Accordingly, to avoid having to address a previously
identified significant effect in a site-specific CEQA documen! a lead agency must "undertake or
require the undertaking of any feasible mitigation measures specified in the prior [EIR] relevant to a
significanteffectwhich the projectwill have on the environment." (Pub. Resources Code, $ 27083.3,

subd. (c).) Thus, the mere fact that a prior EIR has analyzed certain significant cumulative or off-site
effecb does not mean that site-specific CEQA analysis can proceed as though such effects do not exist.
Rather, in order to take advantage of the streamlining provisions of section 21083.3, a lead agency must
commit itself to carry out all relevant feasible mitigation measures adopted in connection with the
general plan, community plan, or zoning action for which the prior EIR was prepared. This
commitnent mustbe expressed as a finding adopted at a public hearing. (fuGmtry a. City of Murieta
(1995) 36 Cal.App.4th 1359, 1408 [court rejected respondent city's argument that it had complied with
this requirement because it made a finding at the time of project approval 'that the Project complied
with all'applicable' laws"; such a finding "was not the equivalent of a finding that the mitigation
measurcs in the [pertinent] Plan EIR were actually being undertaken"l.)
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