RESOLUTION NO.

2000-030

ADOPTED BY THE SACRAMENTO CITY COUNCIL
ON DATE OF

'^AN 2 5 2000

RESOLUTION RATIFYING THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND ADOPTING
THE MITIGATION REPORTING PROGRAM FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL INSTALLATION
AND STREET IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT AT FOLSOM BOULEVARD/STATE
UNIVERSITY DRIVE EAST (JEDEDIAH SMITH DRIVE) INTERSECTION
(PN:TS07)

WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has determined the need for the Traffic Signal
Installation and Street Improvements at Folsom Boulevard/State University Drive East
Intersection Project (hereinafter called the "Project") and has conditionally included the Project
in the City of Sacramento Capital Improvement Program pending CEQA compliance; and
WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has conducted an initial study to determine if the
Project may have a significant effect on the environment; and
WHEREAS, the Initial Study concludes that there is no evidence that the Project, or any of
its aspects, may cause a significant effect on the environment and a Negative Declaration is,
therefore, appropriate; and
WHEREAS, the Initial Study concluded that there is no substantial evidence that the
Project, or any of its aspects, may cause a significant effect on the environment and,
therefore, a Negative Declaration is appropriate; and
WHEREAS, A Mitigation Reporting program has been prepared which is designed to
ensure compliance with the mitigation measures incorporated into the Project Negative
Declaration; and
WHEREAS, the City of Sacramento has circulated the Negative Declaration for public
review in accordance with CEQA.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SACRAMENTO THAT:
1.

The City Council hereby ratifies and approves the Traffic Signal Installation and
Street Improvements Project Negative Declaration finding on the basis of the Initial
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Study and comments received that there is no substantial evidence that the Project
may have a significant effect on the environment.
2.

The City Council hereby approves the plans and specifications and the
implementation of the Traffic Signal Installation and Street Improvements Project
incorporating those mitigation measures detailed in the Negative Declaration.

3.

The City Council hereby approves and adopts the Mitigation Reporting Program.

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK
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NEIGHBORHOODS, PLANNING.
AND DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES DEPARTMENT

CITY OF SACRAMENTO
CALIFORNIA

1231 1 STREET
ROOM 300
SACRAMENTO. CA

95814-2998
PLANNING
916-264-5381
FAX 916-264-7185

Negative Declaration for Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal (CIP# TS07)

PUBLIC NOTICE
The Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard traffic signal and widening project is located in East
Sacramento, on Folsom Boulevard. The entire length of the project is approximately 1,030 feet. The
eastern project boundary is the intersection of U.S. 50/Folsom Boulevard, the western project boundary
is approximately 1,030 feet west of the U.S. 50 Overhead, and the northern and southern boundaries are
the existing Folsom Boulevard right-of-way (ROW).
The proposed project consists of the installation of a three way traffic signal at the new Jed Smith
Drive/Folsom Boulevard intersection; four street lights; widening the north side of Folsom Boulevard,
east of the new intersection to accommodate an exclusive right turn lane; widening the south side of
Folsom Boulevard to accommodate a left turn lane. The project will also include crosswalks, bicycle
lanes, and sidewalks along Folsom Boulevard. Folsom Boulevard would be widened within the existing
City ROW. Additionally, a slurry seal would be applied to Folsom Boulevard, within the project
boundaries (approximately 1,030 feet).
The planning division has determined that the proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the
environment with proposed mitigation measures and has prepared an environmental report called a
Mitigated Negative Declaration. Mitigation measures have been identified for water, biological
resources, and cultural and historical resources. The negative declaration is available for a 30 day public
review from October 5, 1999 through November 4, 1999. Copies of the mitigated negative declaration
may be obtained, free of charge, at City of Sacramento, Planning Division, 12311 Street, Room 300,
Sacramento, CA 95814. Written comments should be submitted to Kristy Chew, Neighborhoods,
Planning and Development Services Department, 1231 I Street, Room 300, Sacramento, CA 95814.
Please call Kristy at 264-5538 if you have questions regarding the environmental review process.
Questions regarding the project should be directed to Ricky Chuck at 264-5050.
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The City of Sacramento, California, a municipal corporation, does hereby prepare,
publish this Negative Declaration for the following described project:

make, declare, and

The Public Works Department is proposing to install traffic signals, street lights, crosswalks, and
widen a portion of Folsom Boulevard to allow for exclusive turn lanes and bike lanes at the
intersection of Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard.
The City of Sacramento, Department of Neighborhoods, Planning, and Development Services, has reviewed
the proposed project and has determined that the project, with mitigation measures, as identified in the
attached Initial Study, will not have a significant effect on the environment. An Environmental Impact
Report is not required pursuant to the Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (Sections 21000, et seq., Public
Resources Code of the State of California).
This Negative Declaration has been prepared pursuant to Title 14, Section 1 5070 of the California Code of
Regulations; the Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations ( Resolution 91-892) adopted by the City of
Sacramento; and the Sacramento City Code, Title 63.
A copy of this document and all supportive documentation may be reviewed or obtained at the City of
Sacramento, Department of Neighborhoods, Planning, and Development Services, Planning Division, 1231
I Street, 3rd Floor, Sacramento, California 95814.
Environmental Services Manager, City of Sacramento,
California, a municipal corporation

By:
Date: ___1L7`_T `-
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JED SMITH DRIVE/FOLSOM BOULEVARD TRAFFIC SIGNAL
SUBSEQUENT NEGATIVE DECLARATION
This Subsequent Negative Declaration has been required and prepared by the Department of
Neighborhoods, Planning and Development, Planning Division, Office of Environmental Affairs,
1231 I Street, Room 300, Sacramento, CA 95814, pursuant to Title 14, Section 15162 of the
California Code of Regulations; the Sacramento Local Environmental Regulations (Resolution
78-171) adopted by the City of Sacramento, and the Sacramento City Code, Title 63.
Organization of the Initial Study
This Initial Study is organized into the following sections:
SECTION I - BACKGROUND: Page 1- Provides summary background information about the
project name, location, sponsor, and when the Initial Study was completed.
SECTION II - PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Page 3- Includes a detailed description of the
Proposed Project.
SECTION III - ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION: Page 4- Contains the
Environmental Checklist form together with a discussion of the checklist questions. The
Checklist Form is used to determine the following for the proposed project: 1) "Potentially
Significant Impacts" that may not be mitigated with the inclusion of mitigation measures, 2)
"Potentially Significant Impacts Unless Mitigated" which could be mitigated with incorporation of
mitigation measures, and 3) "Less Than Significant Impacts" which would be less than
significant and do not require the implementation of mitigation measures.
SECTION IV - ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: Page 28 Identifies which environmental factors were determined to have either a "Potentially Significant
Impact" or "Potentially Significant Impacts Unless Mitigated", as indicated in the Environmental
Checklist.

SECTION V - DETERMINATION: Page 29 - Identifies the determination of whether impacts
associated with development of the Proposed Project are significant, and what, if any,
additional environmental documentation may be required. A list of mitigation measures
required for the Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal is also included.
SECTION I.

BACKGROUND
File Number, Proiect Name:

CP#TS07, Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal
Proiect Location:
The traffic signal would be located in East Sacramento, on Folsom Boulevard,
October 5, 1999
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between the Brighton Overcrossing and the U.S. 50 Overhead (see Figure 1).
3.

Proiect Sponsor and Contact Persons:
Public Works Department
Ricky Chuck, Project Manager
Public Works Department
927 10th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 264-5050
Planning Services Division, Office of Environmental Affairs
Kristy Chew, Environmental Planner
Neighborhoods, Planning and Development Services
Office of Environmental Affairs
1231 I Street Room 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 264-5538

4.

Date Initial Study Completed:
October 5, 1999

Introduction
California State University, Sacramento (CSUS) has approved the construction of the extension
of Jed Smith Drive (State University Drive East) between College Town Drive and Folsom
Boulevard (construction to begin mid-October 1999). The purpose of the Jed Smith Drive
extension to Folsom Boulevard is to provide an additional entrance to the CSUS campus, reducing
congestion currently experienced at the two existing CSUS entrances. Jed Smith Drive is located
wholly on CSUS property and is not a City maintained street. The Jed Smith Drive extension will
connect to Folsom Boulevard (a City maintained street), just west of the U.S. 50 Overhead (see
Figure 2). In order to connect Jed Smith Drive to Folsom Boulevard, the City will need to provide
road improvements on Folsom Boulevard necessary for adequate automobile, pedestrian, and
bicyclist safety.
During June/July 1999, CSUS prepared the Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Minor
Master Plan Revision/Extension of State University Drive East (State Clearinghouse Number
99062078) which addressed the majority of impacts on the environment as a result of the extension
of Jed Smith Drive to Folsom Boulevard. The public review period ended on July 16, 1999.
However, the CSUS Mitigated Negative Declaration did not address all the significant impacts that
would result from the City discretionary action of the installation a traffic signal and the widening
of Folsom Boulevard at the new intersection.

October 5, 1999
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Department controlled). Relocation of these utilities is routine and will require coordination between
the City and the respective agencies.

SECTION Ili. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION
Potentially
Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Significant

Less

Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Than
Significant
Impact

1. LAND USE
Would the proposal:
A)
B)

Result in a substantial alteration of the
present or planned use of an area?

3

Affect agricultural resources or operation
(e.g., impacts to soils or farmlands, or
impact from incompatible land uses?)

3

Environmental Setting
The General Plan designates the proposed project site as Heavy Commercial or Warehouse and
Folsom Boulevard is identified as a minor arterial (City of Sacramento, 1988, pg. 5-10). Folsom
Boulevard in the project area is a two lane road. The area of road to be widened is currently vacant
land within the City ROW. Trees, drainage ditches, utility poles, water pipelines, telecommunication
alignments, and natural gas facilities are located on the north and south sides of Folsom Boulevard.

Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if the project would
substantially alter an approved land use plan that would result in a physical change to the
environment. Impacts to the physical environment resulting from the proposed project are
discussed in subsequent sections of this document.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan designation, resulting in no impact to the
approved land use plan for the area.
There are no agricultural uses on the site, therefore the proposed project would not affect
agricultural operations. Pavement for the additional right and left turn lanes on Folsom Boulevard
would occur within existing City ROW, which is mainly covered by grasses and some trees.

October 5, 1999
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Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would not result in impacts to land uses.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

2. POPULATION AND HOUSING
Would the proposal:
A)

B)

Induce substantial growth in an area
either directly or indirectly (e.g., through
projects in an undeveloped area or
extension of major infrastructure)?

^

Displace existing housing, especially
affordable housing?

Environmental Setting
No homes are located on or in the immediate vicinity of the subject site.
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if the project would induce
substantial growth that is inconsistent with the approved and use plan for the area or displace
existing affordable housing.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The extension of Jed Smith Drive would provide an additional access point to the CSUS campus
and would help to alleviate congestion at the campus' other two access locations. The new road
would not induce substantial new growth in the area. The proposed project would not remove any
homes. Therefore impacts to growth and housing would be considered less than significant.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Finding
The proposed project would not result in impacts to population and housing.

October 5, 1999
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

3. SEISMICITY, SOILS, AND GEOLOGY
Would the proposal result in or expose people to
potential impacts involving:
A)

Seismic hazards?

B)

Erosion, changes in topography or
unstable soil conditions?

C)

Subsidence of land ( groundwater
pumping or dewatering)?

,i

Unique geologic or physical features?

,i

D)

Environmental Setting
Seismicity. The Sacramento General Plan Update (SGPU) Draft Environmental Impact Report
identifies all of the City of Sacramento as being subject to potential damage from earthquake
groundshaking at a maximum intensity of VIII of the Modified Mercalli scale (SGPU DEIR, 1987,
T-16).
Topography. The project site is essentially flat. Topography varies approximately from 12 feet to
15 feet above mean sea level (ECORP Sugnet, 1999).
Regional Geology. The project area is located within the Sacramento Valley which is a part of the
larger Great Central Valley. The Great Central Valley is a deep trough that extends 400 miles from
the Klamath Mountains in the north to the Tehachapi Mountains in the south. The Sacramento
Valley is drained by the Sacramento River and its tributaries, which flow south and west toward San
Francisco Bay (City of Sacramento, 1985 pg. K-1).
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this analysis, an impact is considered significant if it allows a project to be built
that will either introduce geologic or seismic hazards by allowing the construction of the project on
such a site without protection against those hazards.
Answers to Checklist Questions
.
Questions A, B, C, and D
The roadway extension is not considered to result in the exposure of people to geologic hazards.
The roadway will not subject people to seismic hazards. Roadways are not typically designed for
seismic purposes. Grading and compaction of the soils affected by the proposed street
improvements would not result in a significant impact on soils. Additionally, there are no
October 5, 1999
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recognized unique geologic features or physical features that would be impacted by the proposed
roadway extension. Project related impacts on area soils and earth conditions are anticipated to
less than significant.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would not subject people to geologic hazards, resulting in a less than
significant impact.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

4. WATER
Would the proposal result in or expose people to
potential impacts involving:
A)

B)
C)

D)
E)

F)

Changes in absorption rates, drainage
patterns, or the rate and amount of
surface runoff?

3

Exposure of people or property to water
related hazards such as flooding?

3

Discharge into surface waters or other
alteration of surface water quality (e.g.,
temperature, dissolved oxygen or
turbidity)?

3

Changes in currents, or the course or
direction of water movements?

3

Change in the quantity of ground waters,
either through direct additions or
withdrawal, or through interception of an
aquifer by cuts or excavations or through
substantial loss of groundwater recharge
capability?

3

Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater?

3

October 5, 1999
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G)

Impacts to groundwater quality?

3

Environmental Setting
Surface Water. Currently, surface runoff from Folsom Boulevard drains into the drainage ditches
located on the north and south sides of Folsom Boulevard. The water ultimately drains into the
American River.
The City of Sacramento has obtained a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit from the State Water Resources Control Board under the requirements of the Environmental
Protection Agency and Section 402 of the Clean Water Act. The goal of the permit is to reduce
pollutants found in urban stormwater runoff. The general permit requires the permittee to employ
"Best Management Practices" (BMP's) before, during and after construction. The City has a list
of BMP's necessary to accomplish the goals of the permit. The primary objective of the BMP's is
to reduce nonpoint source pollution into waterways. These practices include structural and source
control measures for residential and commercial areas, and BMP's for construction sites.
Components of BMP's include:
n
n
n
n
n
n
n
n

Maintenance of structures and roads
Flood control management
Comprehensive development plans
Grading, Erosion and sediment control ordinances
Inspection and enforcement procedures
Educational programs for toxic material management
Reduction of pesticide use
Site specific structural and non-structural control measures

BMP mechanisms minimize erosion and sedimentation, and prevent pollutants such as oil and
grease from entering the stormwater drains. BMP's are approved by the Department of Utilities
before beginning construction (the BMP document is available from the Department of Utilities
Flood Control and Sewers Division, 1391 351" Avenue, Sacramento, CA).
Flooding. The project site is located within the AR Flood Zone. The AR Flood Zone is an area of
special flood hazard which results from the decertification of a previously accredited flood
protection system which is determined to be in the process of being restored to provide a 100-year
or greater level of flood protection. (FEMA, July 1998).
Standards of Significance
Surface/Ground Water. For purposes of this environmental document, an impact is considered
significant if the proposed project would substantially degrade water quality and violate any water
quality objectives set by the State Water Resources Control Board, due to increased sediments and
other contaminants generated by consumption and/or operation activities.
Flooding. Expose people and/or property to the risk of injury and damage in the event of a 100year flood.

October 5, 1999
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
The widening of Folsom Boulevard result in an additional 0.3± acres of previously undeveloped
land to be paved over, which would result in additional surface runoff. The proposed project
includes the installation of drainage improvements consisting of a drop inlet just east of the new
intersection and a precast concrete pipe that would extend underneath Jed Smith Drive, on the
north side of Folsom Boulevard. The additional surface runoff created by the widening of Folsom
Boulevard will drain into the existing drainage system. The amount is considered minor and would
result in a less than significant impact.

Question B
The proposed roadway improvements would not directly expose people or property to hazards in
the event of a 100-year flood.
Questions C and D
Construction related activities have the potential to impact water quality. Fuel, oil, grease, solvents,
and other chemicals used in construction activities have the potential of creating toxic problems if
allowed to enter a waterway. Construction activities are also a source of various other materials
including trash, soap, and sanitary wastes.
The degree of construction related impacts to water quality is partially determined by the time
duration of the various construction activities and rainfall distribution. Summer construction
activities will decrease the sediment and other pollutant levels that may impact water quality.
In order to reduce the potential erosion and water quality problems, the proposed project shall
require that the contractor abide by certain notes, specifications, and restrictions associated with
the project. These notes, specifications, and restrictions shall be developed by the project's
managers and engineers in order to provide guidance for all work and to assure the quality of the
project. The notes, specifications, and restrictions shall be indicated on all construction plans and
adherence shall be agreed to by the contractor.
Mitigation Measures
4a.) The proposed project shall minimize surface disturbance as much as possible during
grading and construction activities associated with the roadway extension project.
4b.) Excavated material shall be disposed or stored away from water sources, and the
disposal or storage shall be graded to minimize surface erosion.
4c.) Pollutants such as sanitary wastes and petroleum products shall be collected and
removed from the job as they accumulate. An emergency spill prevention and
countermeasure plan shall be developed prior to construction. If necessary, chemical
toilets shall be used in order to prevent bacterial and nutrient contamination of surface
waters.

October 5, 1999
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4d.) Employ Best Management Practices ( BMPs) before, during and after construction.
BMPs will minimize erosion and sedimentation, and prevent pollutants such as oil and
grease from entering stormwater drains. Compliance with BMP provisions will assure that
development and use of the site will result in a less than significant impact to surface waters
and will not result in the alteration of surface water quality.
Questions E, F and G
No change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct additions or withdrawal, or
through interception of an aquifer by cuts or excavations or through substantial loss of groundwater
recharge capability is expected to result from the new intersection. The new intersection would not
alter the direction or rate of flow of ground-water, or impact groundwater quality.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less-than-significant impacts to water resources with the
implementation of the above mitigation measures.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

5. AIR QUALITY
Would the proposal:
A.

B)
C)

D)

Violate any air quality standard or
contribute to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

3

Exposure of sensitive receptors to
pollutants?

3

Alter air movement, moisture, or
temperature, or cause any change in
climate?

3

Create objectionable odors?

3

Environmental Setting.
The site lies within the urbanized area of Sacramento County of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin
(SVAB), and is subject to federal, state, and local air quality regulations. Both the federal
Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air Resources Board classifies the SVAB as
nonattainment for ozone and PM,, (particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter); carbon
monoxide (CO) is designated as unclassified/attainment (California Air Resources Board, 1998).

October 5, 1999
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The project site is in Sacramento County, under the jurisdiction of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District (SMAQMD). The SMAQMD is responsible for implementing
emissions standards and other requirements of federal and state laws.

Standards of Significance.
Ozone and Particulate Matter. An increase of either ozone precursor, nitrogen oxides (NO.) or
reactive organic gases (ROG), above 85 pounds per day would result in a significant impact.
An increase of PM10 above 275 pounds per day would result in a significant impact.
Carbon Monoxide. Carbon monoxide concentrations are considered significant if they exceed the
1-hour state ambient air quality standard of 20.0 parts per million (ppm) or the 8-hour state ambient
standard of 9.0 ppm (state ambient air quality standards are more stringent than their federal
counterparts) and are made worse by the proposed project.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
Construction activities of the proposed project would result in the emission of air pollutants. For
the purposes of this document, construction air emissions are divided into two separate phases.
Phase I is the grading phase of construction and Phase II is the actual construction of roadways,
structures, and facilities.
Assuming the project site is 0.3± acres (the amount Folsom Boulevard would be widened), Phase
I (construction grading activities) air emissions from the proposed project would result in the
generation of less than one pound of ROG and NO., and 18 pounds of PM10 per day. Phase II
(roadway construction) air emissions for the proposed project would result in the generation of
approximately three pounds of ROG and one less than one pound each of NOx and PM,, per day
from asphalt paving activities. These results were obtained using methods prepared by the
SMAQMD (SMAQMD, 1994). The emissions resulting from the proposed project would not exceed
the significance threshold for criteria air pollutants.
Question B.
The pollutant of concern for sensitive receptors is carbon monoxide (CO). Motor vehicle emissions
are the dominant source of CO in Sacramento County (SMAQMD, 1994). High levels of CO can
impair the transport of oxygen in the bloodstream, thereby aggravating cardiovascular disease and
causing fatigue, headaches, and dizziness. For purposes of environmental analysis, sensitive
receptor locations generally include parks, sidewalks, transit stops, hospitals, rest homes, schools,
playgrounds and residences. Commercial buildings are generally not considered sensitive
receptors because neither children nor seniors are generally found at those locations. A bar
located southwest of the proposed intersection (7042 Folsom Boulevard), is the nearest structure
to the proposed intersection. A bar is considered a commercial building and therefore generally
not considered a potential sensitive receptor. Since no sensitive receptors are within the immediate
vicinity of the proposed intersection, the impacts to sensitive receptors are less than significant.

October 5, 1999
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Question C
Development of the intersection is not expected to result in the alteration of air movement,
moisture, or temperature, or cause any change in climate, resulting in a less-than-significant
impact.
Question D
The laying of asphalt could create some short-term objectionable odors, however there are no
nearby sensitive receptors in the immediate vicinity. A less-than-significant impact is expected to
result from construction of the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
With the incorporation of the above mitigation measures into the project, a less than significant air
quality impact is anticipated.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

6. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION
Would the proposal result in:
A)

Increased vehicle trips or traffic
congestion?

B)

Hazards to safety from design features
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.,
farm equipment)?

C)

Inadequate emergency access or access
to nearby uses?

D)
E)
F)

^

Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-

site?

^

Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or
bicyclists?

^

Conflicts with adopted policies supporting
alternative transportation (e.g., bus
turnouts, bicycle racks)?

October 5, 1999
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G)

Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts?
3

Environmental Setting
Roads. At the proposed project site, Folsom Boulevard is a two lane road. The General Plan
classifies Folsom Boulevard as a minor arterial. Major roadways in the vicinity of the proposed
project site U.S. 50 located to the south and east, J Street to the north, and Power Inn Road to the
east.
Public Transportation. Regional Transit is the major public transportation service provider within
Sacramento County providing 20 miles of light rail service and fixed-route bus service on 65 routes.
Light rail service and many of the bus routes are currently oriented to the downtown area.
Presently, several bus lines operate on Folsom Boulevard and within the immediate area. The
Power Inn Light Rail station is located approximately 1/4 mile southeast of the project site.
Bikeways. Folsom Boulevard is designated as an On-Street Bikeway (Sacramento Metropolitan
Air Quality Management District and Sacramento Area Council of Governments, no date).
Standards of Significance
Roadway Traffic. For the purposes of this document, a significant traffic impact occurs when
roadway level of service is D, E, or F.
Bikeways. A significant bikeway impact would occur if a project hindered or eliminated an existing
designated bikeway, or if the project interfered with the implementation of a proposed bikeway.
A significant bikeway impact would occur if a project were to increase bicycle/pedestrian or
bicycle/motor vehicle conflicts.
Regional Transit. A significant impact to the transit system would occur if normal operation of the
project results in blockage to transit routes. A significant impact to the transit system would also
occur where project generated ridership, when added to existing or future ridership, exceeds
available or planned system capacity. Capacity is defined as the total number of passengers the
system of busses and light rail vehicles can carry during the peak hour of operation.
Parking. A significant impact to parking would occur if the anticipated parking demand of the
project exceeds the available or planned parking supply.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A
The purpose of the intersection is connect Jed Smith Drive with Folsom Boulevard, providing an
additional access route to CSUS. The intersection itself would not create additional vehicle trips,
but would divert existing vehicle trips. The traffic study identified that the new intersection would
operate at LOS B and would reduce average delay at surrounding intersections (see Table 1),
which is considered less than significant (Fehr & Peers Associates, Inc., 1997). Existing traffic
delay at several surrounding intersections would also improve as a result of the proposed project
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(see Table 1). Average traffic delay would increase slightly (less than two seconds) at Hornet Dr/
Folsom Blvd and 65th Ave/ U.S. 50 WB Ramps with the proposed project. However, LOS would
remain above D, E, or F. This new access would help alleviate congestion at the existing two
access locations, from Carlson Drive and Hornet Drive, resulting in a less than significant impact.

Table 1
Existing Intersection Service Levels' Without and With the Project
Without Roadway

F

With Roadway

Intersection

Control

Jed Smith Dr/
College Town Dr

Stop sign/
Signal3

(ovrflw) F
(ovrflw) F

(ovrflw) F
(ovrflw) F

4.7 A

12.0 B

Hornet Drive/
College Town Dr

Signal

15.6 C

63.9 F

12.9 B

27.0 D

Howe Ave/

Signal

56.1 E

154.8 F

52.7 E

148.6 F

Power Inn Rd /
Folsom Blvd

Signal

21.9 C

60.6 F

21.9 C

60.6 F

Hornet Dr/
Folsom Blvd

Signal

19.3 C

22.2 C

19.5 C

24.1 C

65th Ave/
Folsom Blvd

Signal

13.6 B

16.2 C

13.5 B

15.8 C

65th Ave/ U.S.
50 WB Ramps

Signal

10.7 B

10.7 B

10.7 B

11.0 B

65th Ave U.S.
50 EB Ramps

Signal

12.9 B

17.2 B

8.6 B

12.8 B

Jed Smith Dr/
Folsom Blvd

Signal

N/A

N/A

9.7 B

12.7 B

AM LOS2

PM LOS

AM LOS

PM LOS

College Town Dr

Notes 1 Values shown are seconds of average delay for the intersection (worst movement
shown in italics for stop-sign controlled intersections). Shaded cell indicates service
levels that exceeds City of Sacramento standards.
2 LOS = Level of Service
3 Stop sign without separate CSUS project, signal with separate CSUS project.
Source: Fehr & Peers Associates, Inc., 1997
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Question B, C, D, E, F, and G
The design of the proposed intersection complies with all applicable City land use and design
standards assuring that the uses and design features do no result in significant
transportation/access/parking/emergency related impacts. The intersection includes signal
controlled pedestrian crosswalks and bike lanes. The project includes the addition of dedicated,
striped bike lanes on Folsom Boulevard within the project area. The striped bike lanes would
improve bicycle safety and bicycle access to CSUS. No significant traffic-related impacts are
expected to result from the proposed project.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The project would not result in impacts to transportation or circulation.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less
Than

Significant

Unless

Significant

Impact

Mitigated

Impact

Potentially
Issues:
7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal result in impacts to:
A)

Endangered, threatened or rare species

or their habitats ( including, but not limited
to plants, fish, insects, animals and
birds)?
B)
C)

Locally designated species (e.g., heritage
or City street trees)?

3
3

Wetland habitat ( e.g., marsh, riparian and
vernal pool)?

3

Environmental Setting
The project site is dominated by grasses and approximately ten trees. Drainage ditches are
located to the north and south sides of Folsom Boulevard. Wetlands and special-status species
could potentially exist on the subject site or use the subject site for foraging. A qualified biologist
from Quad Knopf conducted a wetland and special-status species assessment to determine the
potential for wetlands and special-status species to occur. The results of their assessment follows.
Waters of the U. S. No jurisdictional wetlands exist on the site (Quad Knopf, 1999).
Special-Status Species. According to the National Diversity Data Base, the Sanford's Arrowhead
October 5, 1999
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(Sagittaria sandfordii), a federal species of concern, is found on the CSUS campus in the vicinity
of the project site. A qualified biologist surveyed the site for the presence of Sanford's Arrowhead
and for other special of special concern and found none within the project site.
Standards of Significance
For purposes of this environmental document, an impact would be significant if any of the following
conditions or potential thereof, would result with implementation of the proposed project:
n

creation of a potential health hazard, or use, production or disposal of materials that
would pose a hazard to plant or animal populations in the area affected;

•

substantial degradation of the quality of the environment, reduction of the habitat,
reduction of population below self-sustaining levels of threatened or endangered
species of plant or animal;

n

affect other species of special concern to agencies or natural resource
organizations (such as regulatory waters and wetlands); or

n

Violate the Heritage Tree Ordinance (93-066, amended).

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and C
The development of the intersection and widening of Folsom Boulevard would eliminate
approximately 0.3± acres of land. No species of special concern or potential wetlands were
identified on the site, resulting in no significant impacts.
Question B
The new intersection will require the removal of two trees, a eucalyptus and a black walnut, located
within the City ROW. The City Arborist surveyed the site during September 1999 and identified the
eucalyptus tree as a heritage tree (circumference greater than 100 inches) (Pskowski, 1999). The
removal of the eucalyptus tree is considered a significant impact.
Mitigation Measures
7a.
No later than 30 days prior to the scheduled removal of the eucalyptus tree, the City
Public Works Department shall notify the City Arborist of the removal so the Arborist
may post a notice of intent to remove sign on the subject tree. The City Public
Works Department shall purchase three 15-gallon trees (species to be determined
by the Arborist) to replace the eucalyptus tree. Planting location(s) of the trees shall
be determined by the Arborist.
Findings
Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce potential impact to heritage trees
to a less than significant level.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less
Than

Significant

Unless

Significant

Impact

Mitigated

Impact

Potentially
Issues:
8.ENERGY
Would the proposal result in impacts to:
A)

Power or natural gas?

3

B)

Use non-renewable resources in a
wasteful and inefficient manner?

3

Substantial increase in demand of
existing sources of energy or require the
development of new sources of energy?

3

C)

Environmental Setting
An underground high pressure natural gas line (PG&E) runs in a north-south direction underneath
Folsom Boulevard, just west of the proposed intersection. Overhead electrical power lines (SMUD)
intersect Folsom Boulevard in a north-easterly direction. Three electric utility poles are located
within the project area. Underground electrical power lines (SMUD) are located on the south side
of Folsom Boulevard, within the ROW.
Standards of Significance
Gas Service. A significant environmental impact would result if a project would require PG&E to
secure a new gas source beyond their current supplies.
Electrical Services. A significant environmental impact would occur if a project resulted in the need
for a new electrical source (e.g., hydroelectric and geothermal plants).
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A - C
Two electricity utility poles will need to be relocated as a result of the proposed intersection. The
Public Works Department will coordinate the relocation of the utility poles with SMUD as part of the
proposed project to prevent any interruption of service. Additionally, prior to digging, the Public
Works Department will call Underground Service Alert to identify the location of the underground
facilities so they will be avoided during construction.
A three-way traffic signal and four street lights will be installed within the proposed project
boundary. Energy required for the operation of the traffic signal would be provided by existing
electrical services and would not require the need for new electrical sources.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
October 5, 1999
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Findings
The project would not result in impacts to electrical or natural gas systems.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less
Than

Significant

Unless

Significant

Impact

Mitigated

Impact

Potentially
Issues:
9.HAZARDS
Would the proposal involve:
A)

B)
C)
D)
E)

A risk of accidental explosion or release
of hazardous substances ( including, but
not limited to: oil, pesticides, chemicals or
radiation)?

3

Possible interference with an emergency
evacuation plan?

3

The creation of any health hazard or
potential health hazard?

3

Exposure of people to existing sources of
potential health hazards?

3

Increased fire hazard in areas with
flammable brush, grass, or trees?

3

Environmental Setting
The project site is an existing roadway. No known hazardous materials or structures exist within
the project site.
Standards of Significance
For the purposes of this document, an impact is considered significant if the proposed project
would:
n

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing
contaminated soil during construction activities;

n

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to asbestoscontaining materials; or

n

expose people (e.g., residents, pedestrians, construction workers) to existing
contaminated groundwater during dewatering activities.
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Question A through E
The project site contains no known contaminated soil, asbestos containing materials, or
contaminated groundwater. No structures, would be demolished, therefore it is unlikely workers
would come in contact with asbestos containing materials.
Construction activities are not anticipated to result in the contact of groundwater, therefore
exposure of workers to any contaminated groundwater is not expected.

Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts regarding hazards.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

10. NOISE
Would the proposal result in:
A)

B)

Increases in existing noise levels?
Short Term
Long Term

3
3

Exposure of people to severe noise
levels?
Short Term
Long Term

3
3

Environmental Setting
The existing noise sources within the project area include road traffic along Folsom Boulevard and
U.S. 50. The nearest noise receptor is a bar located at 7042 Folsom Boulevard, on the south side
of Folsom Boulevard, southwest of the proposed intersection.
Standards of Significance
Thresholds of significance are those established by the Title 24 standards and by the City's
General Plan Noise Element and the City Noise Ordinance. Noise and vibration impacts resulting
from the implementation of the proposed project would be considered significant if they cause any
of the following results:
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n

Exterior noise levels at the proposed project which are above the upper value of the
normally acceptable category for various land uses caused by noise level increases
due to the project;

•

Residential interior noise levels of 45 La, or greater caused by noise level increases
due to the project;

n

Construction noise levels not in compliance with the City of Sacramento Noise
Ordinance;

n

Occupied existing and project residential and commercial areas are exposed to
vibration peak particle velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to project
construction;

•

Project residential and commercial areas are exposed to vibration peak particle
velocities greater than 0.5 inches per second due to highway traffic and rail
operations; and

n

Historic buildings and archaeological sites are exposed to vibration peak particle
velocities greater than 0.25 inches per second due to project construction, highway
traffic, and rail operations.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The installation of the intersection and widening of Folsom Boulevard will generate short term
construction related noise. Construction operations will adhere to the Standard Specifications for
Public Works Construction in the City of Sacramento (Resolution 89-216) which limit construction
time to 7 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday through Friday, except for work that is necessary for safety. The
City's Noise Ordinance exempts noise caused by construction equipment operated between the
hours of 7 a.m. to 6 p.m., Monday through Saturday and 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. on Sundays, but applies
standards for maximum exterior noise levels at all other times. City Code also specifies that
operation of an internal combustion engine shall be equipped with suitable exhaust and intake
silencers which are in good working order (reduces noise from construction equipment by
approximately 5 dB).
Compliance with the City's Noise Ordinance will ensure that the construction of the proposed
roadway extension will have a less than significant short term noise impact.

As there are no noise receptors in the vicinity of the project nor are there any proposed sensitive
land uses planned in the vicinity, no long term noise impacts are anticipated, resulting in a less than
significant impact.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts regarding noise.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

11. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the proposal have an effect upon, or
result in a need for new or altered government
services in any of the following areas:
A)

Fire protection?

3

B)

Police protection?

3

C)

Schools?

3

D)

Maintenance of public facilities, including
roads?

3

Other governmental services?

3

E)

Environmental Setting
Police protection to the proposed project area is provided by the Sacramento City Police
Department. Fire protection and emergency medical services are provided by the Sacramento City
Fire Department. CSUS is located just north of Folsom Boulevard.
Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A-E
Increased demand for public services does not generally result from the development of improved
circulation and roadway services. The proposed project is not expected to result in a negative
effect upon police services, fire services, schools, parks or other recreational facilities, or
government services.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to public services.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less
Than

Significant

Unless

Significant

Impact

Mitigated

Impact

Potentially
Issues:
12. UTILITIES
Would the proposal result in the need for new

systems or supplies, or substantial alterations to
the following utilities:
A)

Communication systems?

3

B)

Local or regional water supplies?

3

C)

Local or regional water treatment or
distribution facilities?

3

D)

Sewer or septic tanks?

3

E)

Storm water drainage?

3

F)

Solid waste disposal?

3

Environmental Setting
Telecommunication facilities are located underneath the eastbound lane of Folsom Boulevard. A
fire hydrant is located with the ROW, on the north side of Folsom Boulevard, just west of the
proposed intersection. Stormwater drains into the stormwater ditches located along the north and
south sides of Folsom Boulevard.
Standards of Significance
For purposes of this environmental document, an impact is considered significant if the proposed
project would:
n

result in a detriment to microwave, radar, or radio transmission;

n

create an increase in water demand of more than 10 million gallons per day;

n

substantially degrade water quality;

n

generate more than 500 tons of solid waste per year; or

n

generate stormwater that would exceed the capacity of the storinwater system.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A through D and F
The proposed project would not interfere with any communication systems, watertreatment, sewer
or septic systems, or solid waste disposal, resulting in a less than significant impact.
October 5, 1999
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The fire hydrant would need to be relocated as a result of the project. The Public Works
Department will coordinate the relocation of the fire hydrant with the Utilities Department to prevent
any loss of service.
The proposed project would increase the amount of impervious surface area, thereby increasing
the amount of storm water drainage. The proposed project includes the installation of drainage
improvements consisting of a drop inlet just east of the new intersection and a precast concrete
pipe that would extend underneath Jed Smith Drive, on the north side of Folsom Boulevard. The
additional surface runoff created by the widening of Folsom Boulevard will drain into the existing
drainage system. The amount is considered minor and would result in a less than significant
impact.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
Findings
The proposed project would result in less than significant impacts to utility systems.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

13. AESTHETICS, LIGHT AND GLARE
Would the proposal:
A)

Affect a scenic vista or adopted view
corridor?

3

Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic
effect?

3

C)

Create light or glare?

3

D)

Create shadows on adjacent property?

3

B)

Environmental Setting
The project location site is along a roadway and the surrounding lands are currently undeveloped,
except for a bar located to the southwest of the proposed intersection.
Standards of Significance
Shadows. New shadows from developments are generally considered to be significant if they
would shade a recognized public gathering place (e.g., park) or place residences/child care centers
in complete shade.
Glare. Glare is considered to be significant if it would be cast in such a way as to cause public
hazard or annoyance for a sustained period of time.
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Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A through D
The proposed project is not within an identified scenic corridor or viewshed and will not create an
aesthetically offensive site. The four proposed street lights will not cause any significant shadows
on adjacent property, nor will the roadway create any glare. Aesthetic impacts associated with the
proposed project would be less than significant.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Issues:

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless
Mitigated

Less
Than
Significant
Impact

14. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the proposal:
Disturb paleontological resources?

A)

3
B)

Disturb archaeological resources?

3

C)

Affect historical resources?

3

D)

Have the potential to cause a physical
change which would affect unique ethnic
cultural values?

3

Restrict existing religious or sacred uses
within the potential impact area?

3

E)

Environmental Setting
The General Plan designates the proposed project area as a Primary Impact Area. The sensitivity
for remains of historic origin is in the moderate range. Folsom Boulevard closely follows the route
of the Pony Express, Coloma Road, and First Passenger Railroad (City of Sacramento, 1987, pg.,
V-7).
There are no known paleontological sites in the project area.
Standards of Significance
Cultural resource impacts may be considered significant if the proposed project would result in one
or more of the following:
n
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Cause a substantial change in the significance of a historical or archaeological
resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, "any object, building,
structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines
to be historically significant... may be considered to be an historical resource,
provided the lead agency's determination is supported by substantial evidence in
light of the whole record" or
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n

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A, B, and C
The project site has the potential to contain buried prehistoric and/or historic artifacts that are
unknown to date. The grading and possible excavation associated with the construction of the
roadway extension could potentially disturb ordamage prehistoricand historic resources; therefore,
this is considered a potentially significant impact.
The following mitigation measures will help reduce the cultural and historic resources impact of the
project to a less-than-significant level.
Mitigation Measures
The Public Works Department shall require the following mitigation measures be included on all
construction drawings:
14a.

In the event that any historic or archaeological features (surface or subsurface) or
deposits, including locally darkened soil ("midden"), that could conceal cultural
deposits, animal bone, shell, obsidian, mortars, or human remains, are uncovered
during construction, work within 100 feet of the find shall cease and a qualified
archaeologist shall be contacted to determine if the resource is significant.
If the find is determined to be of significance, resources found on the site shall be
donated to an appropriate museum or cultural center.

14b.

When Native American archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are
involved, all identification and treatment shall be conducted by qualified
archaeologists who are either certified by the Society of Professional Archaeologists
(SOPA) or who meet the federal standards as stated in the Code of Federal
Regulations (36 C. F. R. 61), and Native American representatives who are approved
by the local Native American community as scholars of their cultural traditions. In
the event that no such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal
governments and/or organizations in the locale in which resources could be affected
shall be consulted. When historic archaeological sites or historic architectural
features are involved, all identification and treatment is to be carried out by historical
archaeologists or architectural historians. These individuals shall meet either SOPA
or 36 C.F.R. 61 requirements.

14c.

If human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during construction, all work shall
stop in the vicinity of the find and the County Coroner shall be contacted
immediately. If the remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner
shall notify the Native American Heritage Commission who shall notify the person
it believes to be the most likely descendant. The most likely descendant shall work
with the contractor to develop a program for reinterment of the human remains and
any associated artifacts. No additional work is to take place within the immediate
vicinity of the find until the identified appropriate actions have been carried out.
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Questions D and E
There are no unique ethnic cultural or religious/sacred values associated with the project site or
in the immediate vicinity of the project site, therefore, no impact will occur.
Findings
Implementation of the above mitigation measures would reduce potential impacts to cultural,
historical, and paleontological resources to a less than significant level.

Issues:

Potentially
Significant

Less

Potentially
Significant

Impact
Unless

Than
Significant

Impact

Mitigated

Impact

15. RECREATION
Would the proposal:
A)

B)

Increase the demand for neighborhood or
regional parks or other recreational
facilities?

3

Affect existing recreational opportunities?

3

Environmental Setting
The Sacramento Area Bikeway Map identifies Folsom Boulevard as an On-Street Bikeway.
Currently Folsom Boulevard, within the project area, is not striped for bike lanes. No other
recreational areas are located on the project site.
Standards of Significance
Recreation impacts may be considered significant if the proposed project would result in either of
the following:
•

Conflict with established recreational use of the area.

Answers to Checklist Questions
Questions A and B
The proposed project will improve recreational facilities in the area by providing designated, striped
bike lanes for approximately 1,000 feet along Folsom Boulevard where there previously was none.
The proposed project will not increase the population of the area, and would therefore not create
an increased need for recreational facilities.
Mitigation Measures
No mitigation is required.
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Findings
The proposed project would resuji.in less than significant impacts to recreational resources.

Issues:

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant
Impact
Unless

Less
Than
Significant

Impact

Mitigated

Impact

14. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE
A.

Does the project have the potential to
degrade the quality of the environment,

substantially reduce the habitat of a fish
or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining

levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important

examples of the major periods of
B.

C.

California history or prehistory?

3

Does the project have the potential to
achieve short-term, to the disadvantage
of long-term environmental goals?

3

Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of

D.

probable future projects.)

3

Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly? Disturb
paleontological resources?

3

Mandatory Findings of Significance Discussion
A.
October 5, 1999
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not have the potential to significantly degrade the quality of the environment,
including effects on animals or plants, or to eliminate historic or prehistoric
resources.
As discussed in the preceding section, the project does not have the potential to
achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.
When impacts are considered along with, or in combination with other impacts, the
project-related impacts are less than significant. The proposed project will not add
Mitigation measures have been
substantially to any cumulative effects.
incorporated into the project to reduce project-related impacts to a less than
significant level.
D.

The proposed project does not have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly, nor will it
disturb paleontological resources. Mitigation measureshave been incorporated into
the project to reduce project-related impacts to a less than significant level.

SECTION IV. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED
The environmental factors checked below potentially would be affected by this project.
Land Use and Planning

Hazards

Population and Housing

Noise

Geological Problems

Public Services

3 Water

Utilities and Service Systems
Aesthetics

Air Quality
Transportation/Circulation
3

Biological Resources
Energy and Mineral Resources

3

Cultural Resources
Recreation

3 Mandatory Findings of Significance

None Identified
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SECTION V.

DETERMINATION

On the basis of the initial evaluation:
I find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
3

I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the projectspecific mitigation measures described in Section III have been added to the project. A
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

Signature

Date

Printed Name

For

October 5, 1999
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Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal - Mitigation Measures
Water Mitigation Measures
4a.) The proposed project shall minimize surface disturbance as much as possible during
grading and construction activities associated with the roadway extension project.
4b.) Excavated material shall be disposed or stored away from water sources, and the
disposal or storage shall be graded to minimize surface erosion.
4c.) Pollutants such as sanitary wastes and petroleum products shall be collected and
removed from the job as they accumulate. An emergency spill prevention and
countermeasure plan shall be developed prior to construction. If necessary, chemical
toilets shall be used in order to prevent bacterial and nutrient contamination of surface
waters.
4d.) Employ Best Management Practices (BMPs) before, during and after construction.
BMPs will minimize erosion and sedimentation, and prevent pollutants such as oil and
grease from entering stormwater drains. Compliance with BMP provisions will assure that
development and use of the site will result in a less than significant impact to surface waters
and will not result in the alteration of surface water quality.
Biological Resource Mitigation Measures
7a.) No later than 30 days prior to the scheduled removal of the eucalyptus tree, the City
Public Works Department shall notify the City Arborist of the removal so the Arborist may
post a notice of intent to remove sign on the tree. The City Public Works Department shall
purchase three 15-gallon trees (species to be determined by the Arborist) to replace the
eucalyptus tree. Planting location(s) of the trees shall be determined by the Arborist.
Cultural Resource Mitigation Measures
The future project application for development on the site shall be conditioned to meet the following
performance criteria:
14a.) In the event that any historic surface or subsurface archaeological features or
deposits, including locally darkened soil ("midden"), that could conceal cultural deposits,
animal bone, shell, obsidian, mortars, or human remains, are uncovered during
construction, work within 100 feet of the find shall cease and a qualified archaeologist shall
be contacted to determine if the resource is significant.
If the find is determined to be of significance, resources found on the site shall be donated
to an appropriate museum or cultural center.
14b.) When Native American archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are
involved, all identification and treatment shall be conducted by qualified archaeologists who
are either certified by the Society of Professional Archaeologists (SOPA) or who meet the
federal standards as stated in the Code of Federal Regulations (36 C.F.R. 61), and Native
American representatives who are approved by the local Native American community as
scholars of their cultural traditions. In the event that no such Native American is available,
persons who represent tribal governments and/or organizations in the locale in which
October 5, 1999
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resources could be affected shall be consulted. When historic archaeological sites or
historic architectural features are involved, all identification and treatment is to be carried
out by historical archaeologists or architectural historians. These individuals shall meet
either SOPA or 36 C.F.R. 61 requirements.
14c.) If human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during construction, all work shall
stop in the vicinity of the find and the County Coroner shall be contacted immediately. If
the remains are determined to be Native American, the Coroner shall notify the Native
American Heritage Commission who shall notify the person it believes to be the most likely
descendant. The most likely descendant shall work with the contractor to develop a
program for reinterment of the human remains and any associated artifacts. No additional
work is to take place within the immediate vicinity of the find until the identified appropriate
actions have been carried out.

October 5, 1999
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Introduction
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public Resources code Section 21000 et seq., as amended by Chapter 1232) requires all state
and local agencies to establish monitoring or reporting programs for projects approved by a public agency whenever approval involves the adoption
of either a "mitigated negative declaration" or specified environmental findings related to environmental impact reports.
The mitigation reporting program contained herein is intended to satisfy the requirements of CEQA as they relate to the Jed Smith Drive/Folsom
Boulevard Traffic Signal Project Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared by the City of Sacramento. This reporting program is intended to be used
byCitystaffandmitigationreportingpersonnelinensuringcompliancewithmitigationmeasuresduringprojectimplementation. Mitigation measures
identified in this mitigation reporting program consist of those identified for the proposed project.
Monitoring and documenting the implementation of mitigation measures will be coordinated by the City of Sacramento. The mitigation reporting
program identifies what the mitigation is, the monitoring action for the mitigation measure, the responsible party for the monitoring action, and timing
of the monitoring action. The City of Sacramento will be responsible for knowing the mitigation measures contained within the mitigation reporting
program.

Implementation
This plan is intended to ensure implementation
Implementation of the mitigation reporting program is key to effectively implementing the project.
significant adverse impacts.
of measures that the City of Sacramento will follow to mitigate or avoid the

Project Description
The proposed project consists of the installation of a three way traffic signal at the new Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard intersection; four street
z lights; widening the north side of Folsom Boulevard, east of the new intersection to accommodate an exclusive right turn lane; widening the south
z

0
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lanes, and sidewalks along Folsom
side of Folsom Boulevard to accommodate a left turn lane. The project will also include crosswalks, bicycle
a slurry seal would be applied to Folsom Boulevard,
Boulevard. Folsom Boulevard would be widened within the existing City ROW. Additionally,
within the project boundaries (approximately 1,030 feet).
Construction is anticipated to begin in early 2000 and be completed by the summer.
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Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification o f Completion

Impacts
Water Resources
Degradation of
surface water
quality.

Mitigation Measures

Reporting
Milestone

Reporting/
Responsible Party

4a.) The proposed project shall minimize
surface disturbance as much as possible during
grading and construction activities associated
with the roadway extension project.

Prior to and
during
construction

City Public Works

4b.) Excavated material shall be disposed or
stored away from water sources, and the
disposal or storage shall be graded to minimize

Prior to and
during
construction

City Public Works
Department

4c.) Pollutants such as sanitary wastes and

Prior to and

City Public Works

petroleum products shall be collected and
removed from the job as they accumulate. An
emergency spill prevention and countermeasure
plan shall be developed prior to construction. If
necessary, chemical toilets shall be used in order
to prevent bacterial and nutrient contamination

during
construction

Department

Department

surface erosion.
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Initials

Date

Remarks

Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal Project Mitigation Reporting Program

Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measures

Impacts

Biological
Resources
Damage to
existing trees
during
construction.

Reporting
Milestone

4d.) Employ Best Management Practices
(BMPs) before, during and after construction.
BMPs will minimize erosion and sedimentation,
and prevent pollutants such as oil and grease
from entering stormwater drains. Compliance
with BMP provisions will assure that
development and use of the site will result in a
less than significant impact to surface waters
and will not result in the alteration of surface
water quality.

Prior to and
during
construction

City Public Works

7a.) No later than 30 days prior to the scheduled
removal of the eucalyptus tree, the City Public
Works Department shall notify the City Arborist
of the removal so the Arborist may post a notice
of intent to remove sign on the subject tree. The
City Public Works Department shall purchase
three 15-gallon trees (species to be determined
by the Arborist) to replace the eucalyptus tree.
Planting location(s) of the trees shall be
ermined by the Arborist.

Prior to
construction

City Public Works
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Department
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Date

Remarks

Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification of Completion

Mitigation Measures

Impacts
Cultural

Resources
Disturbance to
cultural or historic
resources.

Reporting
Milestone

The Public Works Department shall require the

Prior to and

City Public Works

following mitigation measures be included on

during

Department

all construction drawings:

construction.

14a. In the event that any historic or
archaeological features (surface or Subsurface)
or deposits, including locally darkened soil
("midded'), that could conceal cultural deposits,
animal bone, shell, obsidian, mortars, or human
remains, are uncovered during construction,
work within 100 feet of the find shall cease and
a qualified archaeologist shall be contacted to
determine if the resource is significant.
If the find is determined to be of significance,
resources found on the site shall be donated to
an appropriate museum or cultural center.
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Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification of Completion

Impacts

Mitigation Measures
14b. When Native American archaeological,
ethnographic, or spiritual resources are
involved, all identification and treatment shall
be conducted by qualified archaeologists who
are either certified by the Society of
Professional Archaeologists (SOPA) or who
meet the federal standards as stated in the Code

Reporting

Reporting/

Milestone

Responsible Party

Prior to and
during
construction

of Federal Regulations (36 C.F.R. 61), and

m
O

O
z

Z

Native American representatives who are
approved by the local Native American
community as scholars of their cultural
traditions. In the event that no such Native
American is available, persons who represent
tribal governments and/or organizations in the
locale in which resources could be affected shall
be consulted. When historic archaeological sites
or historic architectural features are involved, all
identification and treatment is to be carried out
by historical archaeologists or architectural
historians. These individuals shall meet either

SOPA or 36 C.F.R. 61 requirements.
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Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic Signal Project Mitigation Reporting Program
Verification o f Complet ion

Impacts

Mitigation Measures
14c. If human bone or bone of unknown origin
is found during construction, all work shall stop
in the vicinity of the find and the County
Coroner shall be contacted immediately. If the
remains are determined to be Native American,
the Coroner shall notify the Native American
Heritage Commission who shall notify the
person it believes to be the most likely
descendant. The most likely descendant shall
work with the contractor to develop a program
for reinterment of the human remains and any
associated artifacts. No additional work is to
take place within the immediate vicinity of the
find until the identified appropriate actions have

Reporting
Milestone
Prior to and
during
construction

been carried out.
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Jed Smith Drive/Folsom
Boulevard Traffic Signal
Mitigated Negative Declaration
SCH #: 99102015

Ms. Kristy Chew
Environmental Services
City of Sacramento
1231 1 Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Ms. Chew:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced project.
Our comments are as follows:
•

Based upon the available information, we anticipate no significant impacts to State facilities and
therefore have no concerns associated with this project.

•

Any work in the State right of way will require a Caltrans encroachment permit. For permit
assistance, please contact Rich Jones, Chief, Office of Permits, at (530) 741-5374.

Please provide our office with any further actions regarding this project. If you have any questions
regarding these comments, please contact Ronald Hall at (916) 323-3728.

Sincerely,

JEFFREY PULVERMAN, Chief
Office of Regional Planning

c:

Ricky Chuck, City of Sacramento Public Works
Mosie Boyd, State Clearinghouse
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Regional
Transit
Sacramento Regional
Transit District
A Public Transit Agency
and Equal Opportunity Emplover

Mailing Address:
P.O. Box 2110
Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

Administrative Office:
1400 29th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
(916) 321-2800
PCM St Light Pail Station/
Bus 36,38 5it 67 as

Light Rail Olfice:
2700 Academy Way
Sacramento, CA 95815
(916) 648-8400

Public Transit Since 1973

Fred Buderi
Environmental Services Manager
CITY OF SACRAMENTO
1231 I Street, Room 300
Sacramento CA 95814
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NAME OF DEVELOPMENT:

Jed Smith Drive/Folsom Boulevard Traffic
Signal

CONTROL (P) NUMBER:

CIP#TS07

TYPE OF DOCUMENT:

Negative Declaration

Regional Transit (RT) staff has reviewed the Negative Declaration and would
like to provide the following comments:
Page 13, "Environmental Setting - Public Transportation"
Please change this paragraph to read as follows: "Regional Transit is the
major public transportation service provider within Sacramento County
providing 20 miles of light rail service and fixed route bus service on 65 67
routes within a 418 square mile service area. Light rail service and many of
the bus routes are currently oriented to the downtown area. Presently
several '^l 'ones there are two (2) bus routes that operate on Folsom
Boulevard and within the immediate area. Route 26 operates along Folsom
Boulevard and Route 79 operates along College Town Drive. Route 26
operates every half-hour and bus 79 operates on an hourly basis. The
Power Inn light rail station is located approximately '/. southeast of the
project site."
Thank you for providing RT the opportunity to comment on this document.
If you have any questions, please contact Debra Jones at 321-2870 or
DJones@sacrt.com.
Sincerely,

Anthony Palmere
Planning Manager
c:

Debra Jones, Senior Planner, RT
Kristy Chew, Planner, City of Sacramento
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