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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Purpose and Need

The Sacramento Area Office (SAO) of the Western Area Power Administration (Western)
needs to increase the security of operations, to eliminate overcrowding at the current leased
location of the existing facilities, to provide for future growth, to improve efficiency, and to
reduce operating costs.

Proposed Action

The proposed action is to construct an approximate 40,000-square foot building and adjacent
parking lot with a Solar Powered Electric Vehicle Charging Station installed to promote use
of energy efficient transportation. As funding becomes available and technology develops,
additional innovative energy-efficient measures will be incorporated into the building.

Alternatives
Alternatives to the proposed action include construction of a new facility at Western’s
Sacramento Operations Center (SOC) currently under construction in the City of Folsom, as

well as no action. The proposed site has been evaluated based on four general categories:
environmental impacts, economics, location, and operational efficiency.

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

The site proposed for the project is located in the City of Folsom, west of Folsom Boulevard
and approximately one mile north of Highway 50, in the existing Lake Forest Business Park,
which is currently zoned M-1 PD. The M-1 zoning allows for construction of public or
government facilities for commercial and industrial purposes. Western owns the ten acre site,
which consists of dry dredge tailings, sparse vegetation, and scattered groves of oak trees.
Utilities and access roads to the site are already in place. Currently, the 33,172-square foot
SOC building is under construction on a portion of the ten-acre site.

Field surveys previously conducted on the site include: a geotechnical survey, a cultural

resources survey, and a biological assessment. These surveys revealed no unmitigable adverse
impacts.
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Chapter |

PURPOSE AND NEED FOR PROPOSED ACTION

The Sacramento Area Office (SAO) of the Western Area Power Administration (Western)
needs to increase the security of operations, to eliminate overcrowding at the current leased
location of the existing facilities, to provide for future growth, to improve efficiency, and to
reduce operating costs.
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Chapter 2

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

In July 1992, an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the Sacramento Operations Center
(DOE/EA-0788) was prepared. The EA evaluated a number of alternatives. Alternatives
examined included the no action alternative and several location alternatives. A Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI) for the SOC was issued in October 1992. Purchase of a ten-acre
site in the Lake Forest Business Park in the City of Folsom was completed; construction of

the SOC commenced in spring 1993. Completion of the SOC is expected in the first quarter
of 1994.

The Lake Forest site on which the SOC is currently under construction and where the SESC
is proposed for construction has adequate utilities and sufficient land to accommodate the
consolidation of Sacramento Area personnel.

No Action

Continuing to lease facilities at Bell Street would not rectify the overcrowded conditions that
currently exist at the Bell Street facility, would not facilitate correction of inefficiencies and
duplication of efforts, would not address the security requirement deficiencies, would not
bring Western into compliance with local, state and Federal safety standards and guidelines
(specifically those of American Disabilities Act (ADA), Uniform Building Code (UBC), and
Western Safety Guidelines), and would not address anticipated future growth and expansion.

Location Alternatives

Detailed analysis of all possible locations for this joint facility was compiled in the initial Site
Evaluation Committee Report in 1990. The following nine sites in the metropolitan area of
Sacramento were originally considered:

1. City of Auburn - not recommended due to unavailability of federally-owned land and
increased commuting distance for most of the SAO staff.

2. City of Roseville - not recommended due to location of site in the floodplain.

3. Existing site at Bell Street and Cottage Way - not recommended since both sites could
not be expanded due to space limitations.

4. Combined administrative and operation facilities at Cottage Way - not recommended
due to lack of space.

5. Elverta sites - not recommended due to environmental concerns, flooding, and
remoteness.

6. Folsom sites near the Substation and Powerplant - not reccommended due to
environmental concerns, land use conflict between Western and the Bureau of
Reclamation, and traffic congestion.

7. IRS building near Watt Avenue and I-80 - not recommended since it is not a federally-
owned building.

8. Mather Air Force Base - not recommended due to uncertainty of site availability in a
timely manner, and communication facilities problems.



9. Lake Forest Business Park - recommended due to availability of existing infrastructure,
lack of environmental concerns, and immediate constructability with sufficient room to
accommodate current and future space requirements.

The Lake Forest Business Park was selected as the preferred site for the SOC (see DOE/EA-
0788). It is located in the City of Folsom, west of Folsom Boulevard, approximately one mile
north of Highway 50. The business park is approximately one-half occupied; all utilities and
roads are in place. Companies currently occupying the business park include Thomasville
Furniture; Avantek, Inc. (a subsidiary of Hewlett-Packard); Defense Contract Audit Agency;
Blue Shield of California; Kemper-National Insurance Co.; Nordic Information System; and
approximately twelve other companies.



Chapter 3

THE PROPOSED ACTION

Western proposes to construct a new Sacramento Energy Service Center at the Lake Forest
Business Park, which is also the location of the Sacramento Operations Center. The criteria
applied to determine the proposed site included the availability of the land, environmental
impacts, access, economics, employee concerns, and maximizing the efficiency of Western’s
SAO dispatching operations by consolidating the two facilities at one location.

The proposed project would consist of construction of a new commercial building, totaling
approximately 40,000 square feet; parking lot with Solar Powered Electric Vehicle Charging
Station; and fire and alarm systems. As funding becomes available and technology develops,
additional innovative energy-efficient measures would be incorporated into the building.

The following amenities are already in place: electric, water, and sewer services, grading, site
drainage, concrete paving, curbs / walks for the road and for the building, upgrade of access
road, electric gate, parking-lot lights, drought tolerant landscaping and drip-irrigation.

The proposed action would meet the stated purpose and need as follows:

Reduce Operating Costs:
The current facilities at Bell Street are leased with the rental payments amounting to $595,000

per year with an automatic five percent annual increase. In 1991, the lease was increased by
twenty percent; however, there was no increase in the services or available spaces, which are
not adequate for the current level of staffing. Projected operating costs at the Bell Street
location over a 30-year period at a discounted annual percentage rate of 7% would range
from $11,030,878 to $14,097,062 while at the proposed SESC location, those same projected
operating costs would range from $6,489,085 to $7,481,808, thus resulting in a savings range
of $4,541,823 to $6,615,254.

Eliminate Overcrowding and Provide for Future Growth:

Staff size has increased and is projected to increase more in the future to meet an increasing
work load. Western management has identified important staffing needs and local compliance
mandates which result in additional space requirements. The increase in work load is caused
by expanded emphasis on environmental and safety programs, upgrades, and additions to the
Central Valley Project (CVP) Power System, and the addition of new power customers.
Additional space in the Bell Street facility is extremely limited; consequently, additional
personnel would have to be located elsewhere. Separation of personnel would result in
reduced productivity and duplication of support staff. Upgrades and additions to the CVP
Power System include the interconnection with the DOE’s Lawrence Livermore National
Laboratory, the Cities of Redding, Roseville, and Shasta Lake, Cottonwood, Elverta, Olinda,
New Melones, and Tracy Substations, and the California-Oregon Transmission Project. The
Power Marketing Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the CVP area, scheduled for
issuance in late 1995 or early 1996, requires additional staff, and office and filing space.



Due to space limitations at Bell Street, that facility cannot accommodate the increased demand
for additional support staff and equipment. The critical lack of space has forced the removal
of a considerable portion of central files, which require access by all personnel on a daily
basis, to be moved to the Elverta warehouse facility. This facility is located some 20 miles
from the Bell Street offices. The amount of travel time between the warehouse and Bell Street
and the amount of energy consumed by auto travel combine to create additional inefficiencies
in the performance of what should be routine daily activities.

The SAO is currently occupying 30,180 square feet at Bell Street and 8,000 square feet at the
Elverta warehouse. Consolidation of these facilities at one location and provisions for the
anticipated future growth would require approximately 40,000 square feet, which is what is
proposed at the new SESC. Various federal guidelines, policies, procedures and governing
legislation require agency and public access to environmental clearance documents, which are
not now readily available due to the lack of space.

The number of personnel located at Bell Street, including federal and resident contract
employees, has increased 10.5% annually. In 1980 there were 41 employees; in early 1993,
there were 136 employees. Currently there are 140 employees at Bell Street with 19 more
positions expected to be filled in the near future. Dispatching functions at the SOC are
closely associated with, as well as highly dependent upon, technical, managerial, and
administrative daily duties of the support staff at Bell Street. The proposed project would
merge the two staffs into a single facility in order to maintain closer communications among
the staff, improve coordination of their duties, and facilitate the SAO in responding to power
system emergencies and customer needs.

Comply with Local, State, and Federal Safety Standards and Guidelines
Pursuant to the American Disabilities Act, public accommodations and commercial facilities

that are constructed for first occupancy after January 26, 1993, must be readily accessible and
usable by individuals with disabilities except where it can be demonstrated to be structurally
impracticable. The proposed building would fully comply with ADA.

Although not required by law, the 1991 Uniform Building Code recommends that building
occupancy allow 100 square feet per person. Existing conditions at the Bell Street facility are
overcrowded; construction of the proposed new facility would eliminate overcrowding and
allow for future growth, which is necessary to address customer needs.

Western employees must comply with Western’s Safety Guidelines. Although willing to
cooperate, employees are unable to comply with some of these procedures, e.g., keeping
walkways clear of cords, boxes, and other tripping hazards, due to the lack of sufficient space
in which to locate existing employees. The new facility would satisfy Western Safety
Guidelines, and would have adequate room to house the Area employees in one location with
sufficient space for future expansion.

Improve Efficiency
Communications and close interaction between SAO technical and administrative staff

currently located at Bell Street and the Sacramento Operations Center, which is the heart of
the communications network, is required for accurate and efficient real time operation of the
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CVP Power System and more improved coordination with the power marketing staff. The
SAO is in contract negotiations with Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E). M- iy of the services
currently provided by PG&E under the existing agreement may no longer be available to
Western due to changes in the utility industry. Some of these changes are significantly
altering the way in which the utilities plan, operate and maintain their respective systems.
Since Western is a federally-owned and operated high voltage electric utility system, it is
mandated to respond to these changes and to protect the federal interest. Growing concerns
for protection of the environment and related regulations, in addition to the increased
competition in bulk power markets, is requiring more efficient use of the CVP Power System.
If PG&E decides not to renew its contract with Western under the existing terms, the SAO
would have to provide the operational type services in order to maintain obligations to
customers and to provide additional support to the Power System dispatchers and employees
at the SOC for other technical, administrative, and contract services. Locating all employees
involved in the process at one site would ensure that effective and efficient communications
are achieved.

Furthermore, the SAO power billing computer system and operational support equipment
routinely requires modifications to meet new utility program requirements that demand
immediate response. Consolidation of the two facilities would guard against delay,
inefficiency, and duplicate staff functions that result from two separate locations.

Improve Security
As a federal government agency, Western must ensure that Government property is well

protected and secured in accordance with administrative procedures. The facilities at Bell
Street currently do not meet these requirements. Western employees must exit offices through
security doors to access the restrooms, which are open and available to the general public.
Several incidences have occurred both during and after normal business hours that have
resulted in unsafe working conditions for employees.

During the past six years, 24 Government-owned vehicles and 10 employee vehicles have
been vandalized while parked in the unsecured parking area. At the SOC facility, a secured
parking area for 30 Government vehicles would be provided thus reducing the costs associated
with vandalism to unsecured property.




Chapter 4

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

Introduction

This chapter provides a description of the environment that could be affected by the proposed
action at the Lake Forest Business Park site under consideration for the new Sacramento
Energy Service Center. It also describes potential project impacts to environmental resources
and identifies mitigation measures and expected residual impacts at the site.

Impacts can be positive (beneficial) or negative (adverse), as a primary result of the action
(direct) or as a secondary result (indirect), and can be permanent or long lasting (long-term)
or temporary or of short duration (short-term). Impacts can vary in degree from no change,
or only slightly discernible change, to a total change in the environmental condition or
system.

Short-term impacts are those changes or stresses made to the environment during construction
which would generally revert to preconstruction conditions at the conclusion of the
construction phase. Although short in duration, such impacts are normally obvious and
disruptive in nature. Long-term impacts are changes or stresses made to the environment
during construction and operation that would substantially remain for the life of the proposed
project and beyond (50 years or more).

Land Use, Natural Features and Topography

Affected Environment -

The climate of the area is semi-arid, characterized by hot, dry summers and mild winters.
The mean monthly temperature ranges from 46.6°F in January to 78.8°F in July. The area
has an average annual precipitation of 20 inches, most of which occurs during the winter
months. Frost is infrequent and, when present, rarely penetrates below the ground surface.

The Lake Forest Business Park site is located in the northwest corner of that business park,
which is west of Folsom Boulevard, approximately one mile north of Highway 50, in the City
of Folsom. The site comprises ten acres with approximately one-half of the site currently
being utilized for the construction of the Sacramento Operations Center and the associated
facilities. The American River and its Open Space Corridor form the site’s western and
.Jorthern boundaries; the eastern and southern boundaries are delineated by Folsom Boulevard.

The project site topography varies from flat, barren, previously graded land to irregular
ground surfaces, including large amounts of dredge tailings which are a result of the gold
dredging and the aggregate mining. The site is located in the area known as the Folsom-
Sacramento dredge field used by the Natomas Company for purposes of recovering gold
during the early 1900’s. The typical surface and near-surface soils over most of the site are
dredge tailings, consisting of semi-compact to compact silty gravels and cobbles that extend
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to approximately 15 feet below the ground surface. The dominant factor affecting the existing
plant communities is the past disruption of the land by the dredging. The site’s primary plant
community is mainly ornamental plants or ruderal, which is dominated by non-native invasive
plant species.

The proposed site is located in an area zoned M-1 PD, a light industrial, planned development
designation.

Potential Impacts -

No adverse impacts are anticipated on the land use and topography of this location. The
proposed site is located in a zoning district that would allow construction of office facilities.
The proposed land use is in compliance with the existing General Plans of Sacramento County
and the City of Folsom.

Mitig: lion Measures and Residual Impacts -
No mitigation would be necessary.

Cultural, Historic and Archaeological Resources

Affected Environmeni -

Dredge tailings in the area are remains of gold mining activities that took place from the
1880’s until the 1950’s along the American River (Natoma District) and cover more than ten
square miles. The region’s dredge tailings have been mapped and photographed and are
therefore adequately recorded. A request to the North Central Information Center of the
California Archaeological Inventory, affiliated with the State Historic Preservation Office, for
a records search of known cultural resources at the site resulted in a response indicating that
no National Register or eligible properties would be affected. Additionally, a cultural survey
by an archaeologist conducted at the site failed to disclose Native American sites or evidence
of prehistoric use or occupation of the site. Furthermore, the Cultural Resource Assessment
completed in March 1992, states that the ground at the site has been completely reshaped and
leveled for previous development projects. "All of the mine tailings have been removed, or
more likely incorporated into the present topography." There is no evidence of prehistoric
sites at the project site. There are no artifacts, structures, or foundations from the mining
operations left on the surface at the business park.

The California Office of Historic Preservation, in a letter dated September 14, 1993,
concurred with Western’s determination that "there are no historic properties in the Area of
Potential Effects" for the proposed SESC.

Potential Impacts -

Based upon the disturbed nature of the area, the results of the archaeological resource
assessment, and the California Archaeological Inventory records search, Western does not
expect the proposed project would impact cultural resources at the proposed site. The State
Historic Preservation Office concurs with the findings in the cultural resources report.
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Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

If evidence of previously unknown cultural resources are uncovered during project
construction, then construction work would be halted by Western and the State Historic
Preservation Officer and the City of Folsom Community Development Department would be
notified. Work would not resume in the area until the resources have been assessed, and if
needed, appropriate mitigation measures have been applied.

Geology and Seismology

Affected Environment -

Geotechnical surveys were conducted on the proposed site. The site is predominantly covered
with dredge tailings consisting of surficial gravelly lean clay with sand and scattered cobbles
and clayey sand with gravel and scattered cobbles. The percentages of sand and gravel
generally increases with depth; while the percentages of clay decreases with depth.

According to the Uniform Building Code (UBC), the proposed project site is located in
Seismic Zone 3. The site is approximately seven miles west of Bear Mountains fault zone,
which is considered capable of producing a Richter magnitude 6.5 earthquake with major
damage capabilities.

Potential Impacts -

No impacts are anticipated since site grading has already occurred at the site to accommodate
construction of the SOC. The majority of the excavation was primarily for the building
foundations.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

To minimize the potential impacts of seismic activity, structures would be designed to meet
all Zone 3 seismic requirements, including the standards from local, state, Federal, and
industrial guidelines. Replacement of the excavated material would be made with engineered
fill composed of Structural Fill Material and Satisfactory Materials per appropriate regulation.

Biological Resources

Affected Environment -

Prior to commencement of construction for the SOC, a biological resources survey was
conducted on the proposed site in March 1992, to evaluate the plant communities and wildlife
habitats and to determine possible impacts to endangered, threatened and candidate species in
the project area.

Habitat for one federally listed threatened species, the valley elderberry longhorn beetle
(VELB), was identified at the site. The elderberry bush that would be affected was located in
the dredger pit near the center of the site. Since the excavated pit and placer tailings had to be
graded, avoidance and protection of the shrub was deemed impractical. A second elderberry
shrub was located in the eastern portion of the site, in an area that was not directly affected
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by the construction of the SOC. This second shrub is being protected by a chain-link fence to
prevent inadvertent disturbance or removal during construction and landscaping.

A Biological Resources Mitigation Plan for the centrally-located elderberry shrub was
implemented. The following measures are being utilized to compensate for the elimination of
the beetle habitat by the SOC construction:

- transplanting the elderberry bush to a designated mitigation area with a bubbler
irrigation system installed;

- planting replacement seedlings at a 5:1 ratio to compensate for the four stems
greater than one inch in diameter affected by the SOC construction, per the
agreement with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service;

- planting two interior live oak saplings for every five elderberry replacement
seedlings;

- implementing measures to protect existing and created VELB habitat areas;

- establishing a ten-year monitoring program to meet mutually-agreed upon
performance standards.

Oak woodland exist at the proposed site. Oak woodland is considered an important natural
community because it provides a variety of ecological, aesthetic, and economic values. The
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection, the California Native Plant Society and
The Nature Conservancy have identified the conservation and management of oak woodlands
as major issues. In addition, the City of Folsom has enacted a tree preservation ordinance
(FMC Section 12.16) to ensure that heritage oaks are protected. Currently, the City is in the
process of revising FMC Section 12.16 with Draft Ordinance No. 771, which would add
significant definition, mitigation, and enforcement sections. Information received from the
City of Folsom staff indicates that the Draft Ordinance may be adopted in February 1994; a
public hearing is scheduled for February 8, 1994 for the first reading of the ordinance.

Potential Impacts -

No additional adverse impacts to the VELB would occur. The U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
letter dated October 22, 1993, (see Appendix C) states that "no further action pursuant to the
Act [Endangered Species Act] is necessary.” Heritage oaks are uncommon in the business
park, and the location of the Energy Service Center on the current site plan indicates that no
trees designated for protection under Draft Ordinance 771 would be impacted.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

While the construction of the SESC would not impact any trees protected by the City of
Folsom’s ordinance, Western would minimize all tree removal to the extent practical and
replace on-site any trees removed.

Water Resources
Affected Environment-
The proposed site is located within the American River Basin. There are existing site

conditions that affect water quality. Among these are exposed earth, large deposits of dredge
tailings ranging in height between 118 feet and 135 feet above sea level, and elevated
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sediment loadings in surface water runoff. Public water and sewer facilities are existing on the
site. Surface runoff from the south side of the site currently drains to a storage pond on the
northwest side of the site. The water in the pond travels through a siltation pond and then
flows directly into the American River. Groundwater at the site is from 18.5 feet to 23 feet
below the surface level.

All applicable local, state, and Federal permits would be obtained by Western or by the
building contractor, as appropriate.

Potential Impacts -

The building footings would be designed from 3’-0" to 8°-0" below the ground surface.
There would be no impact to groundwater since no interface occurs due to the depth of the
groundwater. There would be a potential to increase sediment load of surface water.
However, the storage pond at the existing Lake Forest Business Park would minimize the
potential for sedimentation reaching the American River.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

The National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Discharge Permit
is a program administered in California by the California State Water Resources Control
Board (SWRCB). Western is currently preparing a Notice of Intent to be filed with the
SWRCB for the applicable construction and operations permits, which would comply with
California’s NPDES requirements. Western has prepared an erosion control plan and a storm
water discharge plan. The design would be such that all surface runoff from parking lots
would be collected and diverted to existing storm drains.

Floodplains and Wetlands

Affected Environment-

The proposed site of the Sacramento Energy Services Center is not in the 100-year or the
500-year floodplain. The FEMA Map for City of Folsom (Community Panel Number 060263
0005 B) was consulted for the proposed Lake Forest Business Park site. No wetlands are
present at the proposed site.

Potential Impacts -
No impacts to floodplains or wetlands are anticipated.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -
No mitigation measures are necessary.

Air Quality

Affected Environment -

The proposed site for the Energy Service Center is approximately 12 miles east of the existing
Bell Street facilities, in the Sacramento Air Basin. Major sources of air pollutants in the
Sacramento Air Basin are vehicle emissions, pesticide applications, petroleum processing,
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industrial processes, and agricultural and waste burning. Automobile emissions contribute the
largest amount of carbon monoxide, hydrocarbons, and nitrogen oxide. Automobiles,
construction and demolition are the major sources of particulates.

Potential Impacts -
Potential construction impacts on the ambient air quality would be from fugitive dust and

construction equipment exhausts. An insignificant amount of fugitive dust would occur due to
the minimal land clearing and site excavation.

All potential automobile-related impacts on air quality from the proposed project sites would
be low in magnitude and are discussed in the "Traffic Circulation" section of this document.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -
Disturbed areas would be watered during construction to mitigate fugitive dust emissions.

Traffic Circulation

Affected Environment -

Traffic to the proposed site would flow down Sunrise Boulevard or Hazel Avenue from the
north and up Highway 50 from the south. The traffic would flow east on Highway 50, exit at
Folsom Boulevard and travel north approximately one mile to the Lake Forest site.

The Regional Transit (RT) System currently extends from downtown Sacramento to
approximately half the distance down the Highway 50 corridor to the proposed site. RT plans
to complete an extension of this line to Sunrise Boulevard by 1995. After that extension,
plans include a terminus at Hazel Avenue, followed by an extension to Blue Ravine/ Folsom
Boulevard in Folsom. These extensions are part of long range transportation improvements for
the entire Sacramento area.

The current location is not situated near a freeway or the light-rail system. Current employee
traffic patterns necessitate several blocks of city driving from all directions.

In November 1992, the City of Folsom enacted Ordinance No. 755, TRIP REDUCTION
PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS FOR MAJOR EMPLOYERS, which establishes requirements
and procedures whereby major employers (100 or more employees) located in the City of

Folsom will develop and implement programs designed to reduce the number of employee
vehicle commute trips.

The Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (District) has proposed
legislation, Rule 1001, the Commute Alternatives Rule, which would address the deleterious
nature of the air quality in Sacramento County and adjoining counties. Proposed Rule 1001
would regulate employers who have at least one work location in Sacramento County with
100 or more employees. Employers would be required to reduce employee vehicle commute
trips to an annual vehicle/employee ratio (VER) of 0.71. The standard would be gradually
implemented in two phases between 1995 and 2000.

15



In the first phase, the District would regulate employers with 100 or more employees at each
work site that are not required to obtain a permit under any other District rule. The second
phase would include remaining employers subject to the rule.

Potential Impacts -

Western employee commuters would travel primarily in the opposite direction of the majority
of the traffic, both in the morning and in the evening. The proposed project would result in a
shift in commuting patterns for the approximately one hundred to one hundred and fifty
Western employees who would be affected. Because of the proximity of the proposed site to
the freeway, less city-street driving would occur. This would result in lessened car emissions
than occur at present.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

Western encourages employees to take advantage of the Alternative Work Schedule Program,
which allows employees to stagger their arrival and departure times at work. Western has also
established a car pool program for its employees’ benefit. These programs would be available
to employees at the proposed site. In addition, the commuting survey of Western employees
(conducted in the summer of 1991) disclosed that several of the office employees would ride
their bicycles to and from work at the proposed site, while others would take advantage of the
anticipated future RT light-rail system extension to Hazel Avenue planned by the city,
thereby making light-rail a new commuting option. To further the afore-mentioned mitigation
measures and comply with the City of Folsom, Ordinance No. 755, and the proposed
Commute Alternatives Rule 1001, Western would consider including the following measures
in a Traffic Management Plan:

1. Provide all employees, on an annual basis and all new employees upon hiring, with
written information on alternative commute modes, including carpooling, vanpooling,
public transit, bicycling, and walking to work.

2. Provide all employees, on an annual basis and all new employees upon hiring, with
commuter matching services.

3. Provide all emplcyees with the services of an on-site employee transportation
coordinator.

4. Provide and administer a program of preferential parking for carpool and vanpool
vehicles at the proposed site.

5. Provide financial subsidies for carpool and/or vanpool participation, including
subsidies of vanpool liability insurance.

6. Examine compressing the work schedule to four 10-hour days per week or nine 9-
hour days per two weeks. Encourage telecommuting - work at home programs.

7. Provide shower and locker facilities for employees that bike, run, or walk to work.

16



In addition, Western would incorporate into the SESC five 2%-inch underground conduits for
the purpose of facilitating use of electric cars by installing a Solar Powered Electric Vehicle
Charging Station in the parking lot. This station would be modeled after the Sacramento
Municipal Utility District (SMUD) station shown in Figures 5 and 6.

17
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SMUD’s ELECTRIC VEHICLE SOLAR CHARGING STATION
On August §, 1992, the Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) unveiled the first
Solar Powered Electric Vehicle Charging Station in the western United States. By utilizing
advanced photovoltaic (PV) panels, energy from the sun will now be used to provide power
for up to sixteen non-poiluting electric vehicles. This bold step further underscores SMUD's
commitment to cleaner air and renewable sources of energy production.
General Information

. The free standing structure, measuring 8 feet by 130 feet, provides 16 shaded parking
spots specifically reserved for Eleetric Vehicles.

» Automated rotation of the array optimizes the sun angle, providing maximum power
at all times - even on cloudy days.

) Peak output from the array is 12 kW. Average daily energy production is 68.4 kWh
AC ‘

o The 1,000 square foot array provides enough energy to drive:
1 Compact Pickup 30 miles, AND
4 Compact Sedans 30 miles each, AND
10 Neighborhood EVs 25 miles each.

. . ! [ [4

#

- -
8 8

Vehicle Miles (Compact Sedans)
¥




Visual Resources

Affected Environment -

The proposed site is in an established business park and proposed architecture would be
compatible with existing structures.

Potential Impacts -

No impacts are anticipated since the construction would occur in an area zoned for and
compatible with industrial buildings.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

Pursuant to the City of Folsom’s recommendation to comply with the Development Standards
for Lake Forest Technical Center, the architecture and color of the building would be selected
to blend with the existing structures. The building height would be less than thirty feet. All
surplus native site material would be relocated to form high berms to visually shield the
facility from the river and bikeway areas. Furthermore, Western would incorporate additional
local native plants into the landscaping design. The plants would be selected from a list
supplied by the County of Sacramento, Department of Parks and Recreation.

Noise

Affected Environment -

The Final Public Review Draft, Noise Element of the County of Sacramento, General Plan,
proposed in November 1990, indicates the acceptable noise level for commercial activity may
be up to 65 Ldn (day/night average noise level) without a study requirement. The City of

Folsom indicates in their Master Plan, amended and adopted in 1988, that the acceptable noise
level for commercial activities may be up to 60 Ldn.

Potential Impacts -

The greatest noise impact from the proposed project would resuit from construction. Impacts
associated with construction activities are short term. Once construction is completed,
operation of the proposed facility would be within acceptable noise limits.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -
Construction activities would be limited to the hours between 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., Monday
through Friday, and 7:00 a.m.to 8:00 p.m., Saturday and Sunday, in accordance with the

County’s Noise Ordinance and the City of Folsom General Plan. Additionally, there would
be no outside audible alarm system.
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Construction Period Impacts

Affected Environment -

Although the proposed site has dredge tailings, most of the tailings have already been leveled
and graded. Excavation would occur mainly for the building foundation.

Potential Impacts -

Construction impacts would be considered minimal and short-term. Increased dust, noise, and

road maintenance due to the use of heavy equipment were identified as potential impacts
during construction.

Impacts to wildlife would be minimal. The proposed facility would not significantly interfere
with any migratory, rearing, or wintering activity of area wildlife. Some animals resident to
the immediate construction site would be temporarily displaced during the construction
process but would most likely return to inhabit the proximity of the facility soon after the
construction has been completed and the construction workers have vacated the site. Some
animals could even benefit from the increased habitat expected as a result of the removal of
the dredge tailings and the subsequent revegetation that would be performed.

Mitigation Measures and Residual Impacts -

Western would minimize these construction impacts through applicable enforcement of
Western’s Standard Construction Practices (Appendix D). Construction and building materials
would comply with the latest edition of the County of Sacramento Construction Specifications
and Improvement Standards or the City of Folsom Uniform Building Code. The addition of
landscaping vegetation would add to the visual aesthetics in the project area.

Cumulative Impacts

Construction and operation of the proposed Sacramento Energy Service Center would result in
some unavoidable impacts to natural resources in the Lake Forest Business Park.

Construction of this project would lead to the removal of some wildlife habitat. However,
impacts on the majority of the disturbed habitat would be mitigated by revegetation and
landscaping of the site. Visual resources would be positively impacted due to the nature of
the surrounding environment. Approximately forty trees in 15-gallon containers would be

planted near the proposed building. Topography, geology and other physical resources would
also not be adversely affected.

The cumulative impacts are expected to be minimal. Included among these would be the

temporary loss of aviag nesting habitat, resulting from the removal of trees and shrubs within
the building site. =~
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LIST OF PREPARERS

Project Manager:

Loreen R. McMahon

Environmental Planning Coordinator
Western Area Power Administration
Sacramento, California

Principal Consultant:

Mary Ann Mix
Environmental Project Manager

Power Engineers
Hailey, Idaho

Lawrence J. Young, Esq.
Environmental Legal Counsel
Power Environmental Services
Hailey, Idaho
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AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

F ral

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Endangered Species Division -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93;
9/16/93; 10/19/93; 10/22/93)

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93)

U. S. Bureau of Reclamation -- Fo/som, California (7/14/93)

Army Corps of Engineers -- Sacramento, California {(7/14/93)

State

California State Department of Fish and Game -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93)
California State Historic Preservation Officer -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93)
California Office of Planning and Research -- Sacramento, California (12/15/93)

Local

Sacramento County, Dept. of Public Works, Transportation Div. -- Sacramento, CA (7/14&21/93)
Sacramento County, Water Quality Division -- Sacramento, California (7/14&21/93)

Sacramento County Fire Protection District -- Rancho Cordova, California (7/14&22/93)
Sacramento County, Dept. of Planning & Community Develop. -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93)
Save the American River -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93)

Northeast Community Coalition -- Sacramento, California (7/14/93)

City of Folsom -- Fo/som, California (7/14&21/93)

AGENCY CONTACTED DATE CONTACTED AGENCY COMMENTS
Sacramento County Fire July 14 & 21, 1993 July 28, 1993. Project is not
Protection District, Rancho within Sacramento County
Cordova, CA jurisdiction; contact City of

Folsom.
County of Sacramento, July 14, September 14, October 5, 1993. City of
Dept. of Planning & October 4, 1993 Folsom has full jurisdiction;
Community Development recommend using Folsom'’s
Sacramento, CA standards.
Northeast Community July 14, 1993 No comments received.
Coalition,
Fair Oaks, CA
Save the American River July 14, 1993 August 20, 1993. Since site
Association, Sacramento, CA is not within scope of
American River Parkway, no
comments.




AGENCY CONTACTED

DATE CONTACTED

AGENCY COMMENTS

-

Army Corps of Engineers,
Geotechnical Branch,
Sacramento, CA

July 14, 1993

No comments received.

City of Folsom
Office of Mayor
Folsom, CA

July 14, 1993

No comments received.

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation,
Folsom, CA

July 14, 1993

No comments recsived.

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service,
Endangered Species Division
Sacramento, CA

July 14, 1993
September 16, 1993
October 19, 1993
October 22, 1993

Transmitted list of threatened
and endangered species that
may be present on project
site. Based on mitigation plan
that was implemented on site
last year, it is unlikely that

there will be adverse impacts.

No further action is
necessary.

Army Corps of Engineers,
Environmental Branch,
Sacramento, CA

July 14, 1993.

No comments received.

County of Sacramento,
Dept. of Public Works,
Water Quality Division,
Sacramento, CA

July 14 & 21, 1993

July 21, 1993. Project is not
in County'’s jurisdiction nor in
their zone of impact, so no
comments.

City of Folsom
Community Development
Dept.

Folsom, CA

July 14 & 21, 1993

July 21, 1993 & August 11,
1993. Project consistent
with land use; encourage
compliance with
Development Standards;
address traffic circulation
impacts; address Oak Tree
Ordinance; notify City if any
cultural remains are located.

California State Fish & Game,
Sacramento, CA

July 14 & 21, 1993

No comments received.

County of Sacramento, Dept. | July 14, 1993 No comments received.
of Parks and Recreation,

Sacramento, CA

California State Water July 14, 1993 No comments received.

Resources Control Board,
Sacramento, CA

Western preparing Notice of
Intent for construction
activities.




AGENCY CONTACTED

DATE CONTACTED

AGENCY COMMENTS

California State Historic
Preservation Office,
Sacramento, CA

July 14 & 21, 1993
August 14, 1993
September 14, 1993

September 14, 1993.
Concurred in determination of
no effect and NHPA compli-
ance.

City of Folsom
Fire Department
Folsom, CA

July 14 & 21, 1993

July 21, 1993. City Fire
requirements for fire roads on
the site have been met with
construction of the SOC; no
additional requirements.
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Mr. G. C. Kobetich

California State Planning
Manager

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Endangered Species Division

2800 Cottage Way, Room E1823

Sacramento, CA 95825

Dear Mr. Kobetich:

The Sacramento Area Office of the Western Area Power Administration (Western)
proposes to construct a new Sacramento Energy Services Center. The new
Center would improve efficiency, increase security, and address overcrowding
at the current leased Bell Street location in Sacramento.

Enclosid please find a location map and a brief description of the proposed
project.

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act and Department of
Energy guidelines, an environmental assessment will be prepared. Western is
soliciting information concerning the locations and boundaries of any areas
of concern, including but not limited to threatened/endangered species,
floodplains, wetlands, scenic corridors, historical or cultural sites, and
prime farmland or forest land that may lie within the study area as noted on
the enclosed map.

Written comments will be accepted until August 13, 1993. Further, Western
would also like to meet with representatives of your agency who may wish to
provide input regarding the proposed project relative to your agency’s issues
and concerns. We will contact you by phone the week of July 19th, to
schedule a meeting with your representative. Should you have guestions or
desire additional information, please contact me at (916) 649-4460.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED RY

Loreen R. McMahon
Envirormental Planning
Coordinator

Enclosures

bcc:

J. Bridges, A7200, Golden, CO
NOOO1, NO400, NO410, N2000, N2311

N0410:L .McMahon:x4460:1y:7/13/93
ENV\FONSI.LTR



Mr. G. C. Kobetich

Assistant Field Supervisor
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Endangered Species Division
2800 Cottage Way, Room E1823
Sacramento, CA 95825

Mr. James J. McKevitt

Field Supervisor

Sacramento Field Office

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2800 Cottage Way, Room E1803
Sacramento, CA 95825

Mr. Larry R. Boll

Project Superintendent
Folsom Office (CVP%

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
7794 Folsom Dam Road
Folsom, CA 95630

Department of the Army
Corﬂs of Engineers
ATTN: Planning Division,

Environmental Resources Branch

Sacramento District Office
1325 "J" Street
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922

Department of the Army

Corps of Engineers

ATTN: Engineering Division,
Geotechnical Branch

Sacramento District Office

1325 "J" Street

Sacramento, CA 95814-2922

The Honorable George Hannaford
Mayor

City of Folsom

50 Natoma Street

Folsom, CA 95630

Chief Arby Welch
City of Folsom
Fire Department
50 Natoma Street
Folsom, CA 95630

Sacramento Count
Department of Puglic Works
Transportation Division
906 "G" Street, 5th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Chief Michael Dacy
Sacramento Count

Fire Protection 6istrict
3012 Gold Canal Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Mr. Roy Imai

Chief, Planning and Development
Department of Parks and Recreation
County of Sacramento

3711 Branch Center Road
Sacramento, CA 95827

Mr. Gary R. Miller

California Department of
Fish and Game

1701 Nimbus Road, Suite A

Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Mr. Tom Hutchings
Sacramento County Planning
& Community Development
827 - 7th Street, Room 230
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

Mr. Frank Cirill

Save the American River Assoc.
P.0. Box 19496

Sacramento, CA 95819

Mr. Ken McColium

Northeast Community Coalition
P.0. Box 152

Fair Oaks, CA 95628



Mr. Brak Kortick, Director
City of Folsom

Community Developement Dept.
50 Natoma Street

Folsom, CA 95630

Mr. William Crooks
Executive Officer
California Regional Water
Quality Control Board
3443 Routier Road
Sacramento, CA 95827

Mr. Mike Falkenstein
Division of Water Rights
Water Resource Control Board
P.0. Box 2000

Sacramento, CA 95812-2000

Mr. Dick Johnson

APCO

Air Pollution Control District
8411 Jackson Road

Sacramento, CA 95826




WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION
SACRAMENTO ENERGY SERVICES CENTER

1.0 DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTIONS
1.1 Purpose and Need

The Sacramento Area Office (SAO) of the Western Area Power Administration
(Western) proposes to construct a new Sacramento Energy Services Center
(SESC). The new SESC would improve efficiency, increase security, and
address overcrowding at the current leased Bell Street location in
Sacramento.

Western’s Sacramento Area Office operates and maintains the federal power
transmission system located in northern California and Nevada, and markets
and transmits the power generated at U.S. Bureau of Reclamation powerplants
in California’s Central Valley Project (CVP). Power system expansions to
meet the changing electrical needs of northern California and Western’s
agproximate]y 80 wholesale customers have increased the responsibilities of
the SAD over the past ten years. In delivering bulk power, increases have
occurred in areas of planning, engineering, construction management,
marketing and revenue collection, operation and maintenance, and include
emphasis on safety and environmental issues.

Under this proposal, staff would be relocated from the current Bell Street
facility to a new government-owned facility. The new SESC would fully
integrate the Power Systems operations, engineerin?, maintenance,
construction, power marketing, and administrative functions of the SAO in one
location. The Sacramento Energy Services Center is proposed to be a 39,000
square foot facility to accommodate the necessary functions.

The SESC preferred alternative location would be adjacent to the previously
roposed Sacramento Ozerations Center, currently under construction at Lake
orest Industrial Park in the City of Folsom. A Final Environmental

Assessment was prepared in August 1992 and a Finding of No Significant Impact
(FONSI) was issued in August 1992. Since the proposed Sacramento Energy

Services Center would be located immediately adjacent to the SOC currently

under construction, previous environmental analyses and other applicable

field studies would be referenced, as appropriate.

The following reasons exist for consolidating the SESC and SOC operations at
a common location:

. Eliminate lease payments at Bell Street currently $595,000
annually with an annual increase of 4 to 7 percent. The payback
period would extend about fifteen years.

. Provide additional space to address current inadequacies and
increasing work loads.




. Improve communications with the soon-to-be-relocated SOC
employees, especially regarding CVP Power Systems and changing
Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) relationships.

. Streamline all functions and operations.
. Improve security.
. Improve productivity and boost morale.

2.0 PROPOSED LOCATION
2.1 Site Selection

The proposed site is located within the Lake Forest Industrial Park in the

City of Folsom. This site was selected as the preferred site because the
property is already owned by the Department of Energy and is large enough to
accommodate the planned construction. In addition, consolidation and

goorglgation of Sacramento Area Office functions at this location has many
enefits.

2.2 No Action Alternative

The no action alternative would not rectify the overcrowded conditions that
currently exist at the Bell Street location, would not address security
requirement deficiencies, would not bring Western into compliance with local,
State, and Federal safety standards and guidelines, and would not address
anticipated future growth and expansion.

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
3.1 Historic and Archaeological Resources

Western will comply with the requirements of the national Historic
Preservation Act and other Federal and State requirements regarding cultural
resources. Since one site had been chosen as preferred, our cultural
resources findings for the Lake Forest Park location will be reviewed and
submitted to the State Historic Preservaion Office (SHPO) for coordination
and concurrence.

3.2 Biological Resources

Western will comply with the Endangered Species Act and other Federal and
State requirements regarding biological resources. The preferred site will
be re-examined for sensitive biological resources, including threatened and
endangered species and their habitats. Findings will be reported to the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service and California Department of Fish and Game (for
comparison to their California Natural Diversity Database), for coordination
and concurrence.



3.3 Water Resources

A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) germit is in the
process of being obtained for the SAO construction site. To meet the NPDES
requirements, SAO will submit a Notice of Intent to the State Water Resources
Control Board, prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan and an
inspection glan. It is not anticipated that a Clean Water Act, Section 404
Dredge and Fill permit would be required for this action by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers.

3.4 Wetlands and Floodplains

Western will evaluate the site for wetlands and floodplains, and anticipates
no impacts to either type of area. Therefore, no consultation with the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers and U.S. Envirormental Protection Agency on wetlands
issues, or with local, State, and Federal authorities on floodplain issues,
is anticipated.

3.5 Traffic

Commuting patterns will shift with the operation of the new SESC facility.

In order to minimize the circulation impacts associated with daily operations
of the proposed SESC, Western will encourage its employees to take advantage
of its Alternative Work Schedule program, utilize car pools, ride bikes, and
use the light rail extension where available. (Sacramento Regional Transit
System currently plans to complete extension lines to Sunrise Boulevard,
Hazel Avenue, and Folsom Boulevard/Blue Ravine Road in Folsom. This last
extension is within walking distance of the proposed facility.)

3.6 Construction Impacts
Construction impacts are considered minimal and short-term, and the usual

abatement programs for dust, noise, and traffic due to construction will be
followed.
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Department of Energy
Western Area Power Administration
Sacramento Area Office

1825 Bell Street, Suite 105
Sacramento, California 95825

Mr. Nicholas del Cioppo

State Historic Preservation Office
Office of Historic Preservation
Department of Parks and Recreation
P.0. Box 942896

Sacramento, Ca 94296-0001

RE: Western Prea Power Administration’s Proposed Sacramento Energy Services
Center, City of Folsom

Dear Mr. del Cioppo:

Pursuant to your recent telephone conversation with Western’s consultant,
Mary Ann Mix of Power Engineers, please find enclosed the Cultural Resource
Assessment for Western’s Sacramento Area Operations Center, currently under
construction in the City of Folsom. A Finding of No Significant Impacts
(FONSI) was issued on this project in August 1992.

Subsequent to the commencement of construction of this project, Western is
proposing to construct an additional 39,000 square foot building on the same
site as the Sacramento Operations Center. As you will note in the enclosed
Cultural Resource Assessment, a records search and cultural resource
assessment was conducted for the entire Lake Forest site, including the area
on which the proposed construction would occur.

Western would appreciate your timely comments on the proposed facility, and
u1timat§1y your concurrence that no additional cultural assessment would be
required.

Should you have questions or require additional information, please contact
me at (916) 649-4460. Thank you for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,

Loreen R. McMahon
Environmental Planning
Coordinator

Enclosure



Department of Energy
Western Area Power Administration
Sacramento Area Office

1825 Beil Street, Suite 105
Sacramento, California 95825

September 16, 1993

United States Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Ecological Services

Sacramento Field Office

2800 Cottage Way, Room E-1803
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846

Attn: Ms. Laurie Stuart Simons
Dear Ms. Simons:

The Western Area Power Administration (Western) is the owner of a
ten-acre tract located in Lake Forest Business Park, City of Folsom.
In October, 1992, Western issued a Finding Of No Signlflcant Impacts
(FONSI) relatlng to the construction of its new facility, the
Sacramento Operations Center (SOC), which is located on a portion
of the parcel. During the course of preparing the Environmental
Assessment for the SOC, Western had both a tuologlcal resource
survey and a biological assessment performed for the entire ten-acre
Lake Forest Business Park site. The studies were completed in April
1992. Copies of both reports are enclosed.

Pursuant to formal consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Service
Western implemented the elderberry bush transplanting and the
replacement elderberry seedling plantings (a copy of the
Compensation Plan is enclosed).

western is proposing to construct the Sacramento Energy Services
Center (SESC) on the same ten acre site on which the SOC is located
(a copy of the proposed SESC site plan is enclosed). The SESC will
be located on land that has been prev1ously disturbed by historical
dredging operations and excavations incidental to the construction
of the SOC. The 1992 blologlcal assessment indicates the site’s
primary plant community is ruderal and does not contain special-
status plant species.

Western would appreciate your timely review of the enclosed
documents, and your concurrence that the biological opinion issued
by your office on October 21 1992, was for the entire ten acre site.



Should you have questions or require additional information, please
contact me at (916) 649-4460 by October 1, 1993. Thank you for your

prompt attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED 8Y

Loreen R. McMahon
Environmental Planning Coordinator

Enclosures

cc:
A7200, John Bridges, Golden, CO
NO0Ol, NO490, NO410
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SACRAMENTO COUNTY FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT

DIRECTORS:
Ronald L. Allen
Edwin R. Butier
Ancil Hoffman
William Meehan
‘Dean O’Brien
James C. Shelby

: CHIEF:
Richard J. Townsend Michael Dacy

July 28, 1993

Loreen R. McMahon

Department of Energy

Western Area Power Administration
Sacramento Area Office

1825 Bell Street, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95825

Dear Ms. McMahon:

We have received your request for information regarding our
requirements for the construction of a new building located on
Parkshore Drive.

Please be advised that this site is not within Sacramento County
Fire District’s jurisdiction. It falls within the City of
Folsom’s limits. Please contact them for their requirements at
48 Natoma Street, Folsom, California 95630, (916)355-7258.

If you have any questions please feel free to contact me 636-
1816.

Sincerely,

Jay L. Hutchinson, Supervising Inspector
Fire Prevention Bureau

cc: file

3012 Gold Canal Drive * Rancho Cordova, California 95670 * (916) 636-1816 * (916) 969-4244 ¢ Fax (916) 636-1869



CITY OF FOLSOM
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
50 Natoma Street

Folsom, Calitornia 95630

August 11, 1993

Loreen R. McMahon
Environmental Planning Coordinator
U.S. Department of Energy
Western Area Power Administration
1825 Bell Street, Suite 105
Sacramento, CA 95825

SUBJECT: SACRAMENTO ENERGY SERVICES CENTER

Dear Ms. McMahon:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed construction of a new Sacramento
Energy Services Center at Lake Forest Industrial Park in the City of Folsom.

The General Plan land use designation for the proposed site is Industrial/Office Park. The
zoning district is M-1 PD (Light Industrial District - Planned Development). The requirements
that apply to this district appear in Chapter 17.28 of the Folsom Municpal Code and are
attached. The proposed project is found to be consistent with these land use designations.

As part of the approval of Lake Forest Technical Center, design guidelines were also adopted.
Although the City realizes that Western Area Power Administration, a division of the U.S.
Department of Energy, is exempt from local codes, the City encourages compliance with the
Development Standards for Lake Forest Technical Center in order to insure the presentation of
a functional, aesthetically compatible industrial park. A copy of these standards are also
enclosed for your review.

In 1992, the subject site had a parcel map approved (PC 92-030) with conditions which are
attached for your compliance.

Based on the information submitted, the City of Folsom would have concerns relating to any
traffic circulation impacts to City streets and roads. In proceeding with the proposed project,
please consider the Trip Reduction Program Requirements for Major Employ ers (Chapter 10.40,
Folsom Municipal Code) which is enclosed for your review.

In reference to Western’s Standard Construction Practices as found in the previous EA for the
Sacramento Operations Center dated August 1992, the City asks that the Community

PLANNING (018) 3557222 = BOUILDING (816) 335-7213 = FAX (318) 385-7227



Single Family High Density, Multi-Family Low Density, Multi-Family Medium Density,
Multi-Family High Density, Neighborhood Commercial, General Commercial,
Community Commercial, Central Commercial Mixed Use District, Regional
Commercial, Specialty Commercial District and Industrial/Office Park.

10.40.030 PERMIT REQUIRED. Except as provided in Section 10.40.040, no person shall
employ 100 or more persons at a common business location within the urban area of Folsom
without first applying for and obtaining a Trip Reduction Permit. Said permit must be obtained
within 180 days of notification, as described in Section 10.30.080.

When a particular person has more than one common business location, each location employing
100 or more persons, that person may apply for and, subject to satisfactorily meeting the
requirements of Section 10.40.130, may be granted a single Trip Reduction Permit apphcable
to all business locations described in the approved permit.

10.40.040 EXCEPTIONS. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Chapter, the following
uses and activities shall be specifically exempt from the provisions of this Chapter.

A. Persons who employ fewer than 100 persons in the urban area of the City of Folsom.

B. Temporary construction activities, including activities performed by engineers, architects,
contractors, subcontractors, and construction workers when such activities are related to
the construction, development, or other improvement of real property.

C. Emergency activities in which persons are employed to render aid or other services in
the event of an emergency or natural disaster.

D. Other temporary activities which employ persons for a period of less than 90 days.

10.40.050 AUTHORITY TO ISSUE PERMIT. The Director of the Community Development
Department, hereinafter the Director, shall be authorized to issue a Trip Reduction Permit based
on satisfactory compliance with the requirements of Section 10.40.130. The Director shall be

authorized to establish reasonable administrative procedures to implement the provision of this
Chapter.

10.40.060 PERMIT FEE. The City Council may, by resolution, and from time-to-time,
prescribe fees for the issuance and renewal of Trip Reduction Permits. Such fees shall be for
the sole purpose of defraying costs incurred in the administration of this Chapter.

All fees for the issuance and renewal of permits shall be paid at the time of and with the filing
of the application with the Director. No application shall be deemed valid or complete until all
prescribed fees have been paid. Unless otherwise prescribed, fees shall not be refundable in
whole or in part whether or not the permit issued or approval granted. Nor shall any such fee

be refundable in whole or in apart if a permittee ceases operating under the permit in advance
of expiration of the term thereof.



10.40.070 NOTIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS. The Director shall notify, in writing,
all persons required by this Chapter to obtain a Trip Reduction Permit. Such notification shall

be made in a timely manner based on the compliance schedule contained in Section 10.40.140
and shall contain at least the following information:

A, A statement that the recipient is required by this Chapter to obtain a Trip Reduction
Permit.

B. A description of the requirements which the applicant must satisfy to obtain the permit,

C. A description of the procedures to apply for and obtain the permit.

10.40.080 APPLICATION FILING. All applications for a Trip Reduction Permit shall be
filed with the Community Development Department.

10.40.090 APPLICATION CONTENTS. The application for a Trip Reduction Permit shall
be filed on a form and contain such information as prescribed by the Director.

10.40.100 INVESTIGATION. The Director shall examine the application to determine
whether the applicant complies with the requirements contained in Section 10.40.130. Inspection

of the business location shall be conducted as necessary to determine compliance with said
requirements.

10.40.110 ISSUANCE OF PERMIT. The Director shall act upon the application not later than
sixty (60) days after the date it is validly filed, unless the applicant has filed a written request

with the Director to extend the time in order that the apphcant may submit additional
information prior to action by the Director.

The Director shall issue the permit unless he/she finds, in writing, that the requirements
contained in Section 10.40.130 have not been met. The Director shall notify the applicant, in
writing, of his/her decision to issue or not issue the permit.

10.40.120 TERM OF PERMIT. Except as provided herein, all Trip Reduction Permits shall
be valid for a period of one year from the date of issuance by the Director. The Director may
issue a Trip Reduction Permit which is valid for three years to any person who has continuously
maintained a valid Trip Reduction Permit for a period of two years or more.

10.40.130 TRIP REDUCTION REQUIREMENTS. The granting of a Trip Reduction Permit
shall be based on satisfactory compliance with the following requirements:

A. Provide all employees on an annual basis and all new employees upon hiring, with
written information on alternative commute modes, including carpooling, vanpooling,
public transit, bicycling, and walking to work. Such material shall include information
on the benefits of these alternate modes and details regarding their availability to
employees in commuting to the work site.



B. Provide all employees, on an annual basis and all new employees upon hiring, with
commuter matching services. This service may be provided by the employer or any
agency, firm, consultant, or other person.

C. Provide all employees with the services of an on-site employee transportation
coordinator.

D. Provide and administer a program of preferential parking for carpool and vanpool
vehicles at each work location.

10.40.140 COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE. The requirements of this Chapter shall be
implemented according to the following schedule:

A. Any person who files an application with the City of Folsom for a new General Business

License on or after January 1, 1993, shall be required to comply with the provisions of
this Chapter.

B. Any person who, on or after January 1, 1993, employees 100 or more persons at a
common business location shall be required to comply with the provisions of this
Chapter.

10.40.150 APPEALS. Any person may appeal the decision of the Director regarding the
issuance of a Trip Reduction Permit to the City Council. Such appeal must be made in writing
no later than thirty (30) days from the date of written notification by the Director of his/her
decision to issue or not to issue the permit pursuant to Section 10.40.110. Procedures, hearings,

and final action by the City Council shall be as provided in Title 10 40 of the Folsom Municipal
Code.

10.40.160 FAILURE TO OBTAIN PERMIT. Any person who, after proper notification as
required herein, fails to apply for a Trip|Reduction Permit, and any person who, after making
application for a Trip Reduction Permit, employs 100 or more persons without obtaining a Trip
Reduction Permit, as required in Section 10.40.030, shall be in violation of this Chapter. The
Director shall notify any such person, in writing, that he/she is in violation of the Chapter. The
Director shall also notify the City Attorney and request that appropriate legal action be initiated.

10.40.170 VIOLATIONS. Violation of any of the provisions of this Chapter constitutes a
misdemeanor. Any person, firm, or corporation, whether as principal, agent, employee, or
otherwise, who violates this Chapter or fails to comply with any of its requirements shall, upon
conviction thereof, be fined not more that $500.00 or imprisoned for not more than six months

in the County jail, or both. Each day such violation continues shall be considered a separate
offense.

SECTION 3. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this ordinance is
for any reason held to be invalid or unconstitutional by the decision of any court of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this
ordinance. The City Council of the City of Folsom hereby declares that it would have passed



this ordinance and each section, subsection, sentence, clause and phrase thereof, irrespective of
the fact that any one or more other sections, subsections, clauses, or phrases be declared invalid
or unconstitutional.

SECTION 4. This ordinance was introduced and the title thereof read at the regular meeting
of the Folsom City Council on Nov. 10 1992, Further reading was waived by unanimous
vote of the members present. The ordinance shall take effect and be in full force on or after
thirty (30) days from the date of its passage hereof. Before the expiration of twenty (20) days
from the date of its passage it shall be published once with the names of the members of the City
Council voting for and against the same, said publication to be made in the Foisom Telegraph
published in the City of Folsom.

On a motion by _Rosaaen , seconded by Kipp , the foregoing
ordinance was passed and adopted by the City Council of the City of Folsom, State of
California, at a regular meeting thereof this24thiay of Nov. 1992 by the following vote,
to wit:

AYES: Council members: HOLDERNESS, ROSAAEN, KIPP, MYERS,
HANNAFORD

NOES: " : NONE

ABSTAIN: " ¢ NONE

ABSENT: " : NONE

L Mot

MAYOR V4

ATTEST:

CITY CLERK




Agenda Item No. 10d

“"\'N" IR N | CC Mtg 7/127/93
ﬂ et ae e st o s aw ‘_‘RY

July 27, 1993

TO: Interim City Manager

FROM: Community Development Director

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE NO. 771 - AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING STANDARDS
FOR PRESERVATION AND PROTECTION OF TREES AND PENALTIES
FOR THE VIOLATION THEREOF; REPEALING AND RE-ENACTING
CHAPTER 12.16 OF FOLSOM MUNICIPAL CODE (FIRST READING)

BACKGROUND

The tree ordinance upon adoption will replace the existing tree ordinance (FMC Section 12.16).
This ordinance was prepared by the Tree Committee appointed by Council earlier this year. It
has been reviewed by both the Planning Commission and Park and Recreation Commission with
comments and revisions made as appropriate. This final draft also includes those comments
made by City Attorney Phil Mering, submitted in his letter dated July 13, 1993, to the City
Council.

Significant issues in the Ordinance that were not included in the original ordinance include:
1. An expanded list of definitions;
2. Provisions for both administrative tree permits such as those issued for an already
developed lot and permits issued for discretionary permits, such as a permit as

part of a tentative map approval process. (Section 12.16.050);

3. Mitigation requirements (Section 12.16.060) outlining the replacement and
mitigation required when protected trees are removed,

4. Enforcement provisions for violation of the ordinance (Section 12.16.090); and
5. A new section for establishing a tree planting and replacement fund (Section
12.16.100)

As mentioned above, this ordinance has been through an extensive review and revision process.
Staff is confident that with the new ordinance, the intent of preserving the existing protected
trees where feasible, and the ability to achieve sufficient replacement for mitigation where
preservation is not feasible will be achieved.



Additionally, language has been included to allow specific provisions for those areas of the City
that are impacted by dredger tailings, such as the Intel property. Because these areas typically
have very uneven and unstable terrain, it is difficult to develop these sites without significant
grading and tree removal. Language has been developed that recognizes these unique
circumstances to allow more flexibility in the preparation of a tree mitigation plan for those
specific areas. (Section 12.16.040 B-6, p.10).

ATTACHMENT

Ordinance No. 771

CITY COUNCIL ACTION

MOVE TO INTRODUCE ORDINANCE NO. 771 - AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING
STANDARDS FOR PRESERVATION AND PROTECTION OF TREES AND PENALTIES

FOR THE VIOLATION THEREOF; REPEALING AND RE-ENACTING CHAPTER 12.16
OF FOLSOM MUNICIPAL CODE (FIRST READING)




pRELIMINART

AN ORDINANCE ESTABLISHING STANDARDS FOR PRESERVATION AND
PROTECTION OF TREES AND PENALTIES FOR THE VIOLATION THEREOF;
REPEALING AND RE-ENACTING CHAPTER 12.16 OF FOLSOM MUNICIPAL CODE

ORDINANCE NO. 771

THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Chapter 12.16 of Folsom Municipal Code (containing sections
12.16.010 through 12.16.180) is repealed and re-enacted to read as
follows:

Chapter 12.16

TREE PRESERVATION ORDINANCE

Sections:

12.16.010 Purpose and Intent
12.16.020 Definitions
12.16.030 Tree Location File
12.16.040 Prohibited Acts
12.16.050 Permit Process
12.16.060 Mitigation
12.16.070 Street Tree Planting
12.16.080 Appeal

12.16.090 Enforcement

12.16.100 Penalty and Mitigation Fees Allocation



Section 12.16.010 PURPOSE AND INTENT: In order to promote the public health.

safety, and general welfare, to preserve and protect significant historical heritage values, to

enhance the beauty of Folsom and to complement and strengthen zoning, subdivision and land

use standards and regulations, while at the same time recognizing individual rights to develop

private property, the City Council finds it necessary to establish basic standards, measures and

compliance for the preservation and protection of trees.

This ordinance establishes policies, regulations, and standards necessary to ensure that the city

will continue to realize the benefits provided by its urban forest. The provisions of this

ordinance are enacted to:

A.

o

o a

Establish and maintain the maximum amount of tree cover on public and private lands;
Maintain trees in a healthy condition through good horticultural practices;

Establish and maintain an optimal level of age and species diversity;

Promote conservation of tree resources;

Select, situate and maintain street trees appropriately to minimize hazard nuisance,
hardscape damage and maintenance costs;

Authorize the Community Development Department to administer the tree ordinance;
Promote efficient and cost-effective management of the urban forest;

Foster community support for the local urban forestry program and encourage good tree
management on private lands;

Facilitate the resolution of tree-related conflicts between citizens.



Section 12.16.020 DEFINITIONS:

A.

Approving Body: An "approving body" shall be any one of the following: City Council,

Planning Commission, Community Development Director or his/her designated person.

Arborist:  An individual certified as an arborist by the International Society of
Arboriculture (ISA), or an individual with the appropriate background and experience to

work on protected trees as determined by the Community Development Director.

Arborist Report: A report prepared by an arborist containing specific information on the
location, condition, potential impacts of development, recommended actions and mitigation

measures regarding one or more trees on an individual lot or project site.

Diameter at breast height (DBH): The 4 .aeter of a tree measured at four and one-half
feet above the ground while standing on the high side of the tree. The diameter may be
calculated by use of the following formula:

diameter = circumference/3.142

Discretionary Projects: A "discretionary project” means a project that must be approved
by the City Council or Planning Commission. Discretionary projects include, but are not
limited to: a Use Permit, a Parcel Map, a change in zoning districts, a Tentative

Subdivision Map, a Variance, or a Planned Development Permit.



Drip Line: The outermost edge of the tree’s original canopy. When depicted on a map,
the dripline will appear as an irregular-shaped circle that follows the contour of a tree’s

branches as seen from overhead.

Heritage Tree: A Native Oak Tree over sixty (60) inches in circumference which is of
good quality in terms of health, vigor of growth and conformity to generally accepted
horticultural standards of shape for its species or a multi-trunked Native Oak tree having

an aggregate circumference of 120 inches or more.

Landmark Tree: A tree or grove of trees designated by resolution of the City Council to
be of historical value, an outstanding specimen, an unusual species and/or of significant
community benefit on public land. A private property owner, may apply to the City
Council requesting a tree or grove of trees on the applicant’s private property be registered

with the City as a Landmark Tree.

Minor Trimming: Shall mean the cutting of dead or diseased limbs or twigs, or those
parts of the protected tree which have been damaged by storms or disasters and must be
removed for safety or utility reasons. Minor trimming shall not substantially reduce the
overall size or density of the tree so as to destroy the existing symmetry or natural shape

of the tree. Minor trimming operations shall be considered exempt from this ordinance.



K.

Native Oak Tree: Any tree over six (6) inches (DBH) of the genus quercus and species

lobata (valley oak), douglasii (blue oak), wislizenii (interior live oak), or hybrids, thereof,
or a multi-trunked native oak tree having an aggregate diameter of twenty inches (20")

(DBH) or more.

Person:  Individuals, associations, corporations, public agencies, joint ventures,

partnerships, independent contractors, and other agents and employees.

Protected Trees: Native Oak Trees, Heritage Trees, Street Trees and Landmark Trees.

Protected Zone: Protected Zone shall mean a specifically defined area totally

encompassing a Protected Tree within which work activities are strictly controlled. For
purposes of this ordinance, the Protected Zone shall appear as an irregular circle equal to

the tree’s dripline plus one (1) foot.

Pruning Standards: Those pruning standards established by the Western Chapter of the

International Society of Arboriculture, as revised by the Society, and as amended by this

Ordinance, or as approved by the Community Development Director.

Public Land: All land in public ownership including, but not limited to, public rights of
way, parks, and land privately owned at present but designated on the General Plan as

eventual public land (park, Parkway, etc.).




Public Trees: Shall be any protected tree with its trunk on public land.

Regulated Activity: Any activity done within the Protected Zone of a Native Oak Tree,
Heritage Tree or Landmark Tree, which would adversely impact the health of a Native
Oak Tree, Heritage Oak Tree or Landmark Tree, including, but not limited to, cutting,
grading, irrigating, trenching and physical removal of a Native Oak Tree, Landmark Tree,

or Heritage Oak Tree.

Severe Trimming: Shall mean any trimming other than minor trimming as defined in "I"

above.

Street Tree: Shall mean and include any tree growing within the tree maintenance strip

and contained on the master tree list.

Tree Maintenance Strip: The tree maintenance strip shall mean a strip of land parallel to
a public street and adjacent thereto, 