Appendix L

Volume II - Response to Public
Comments

Comment 57: Arthur Fluter (January 1, 2019)
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Response 57A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will

only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 57B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 57C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento
Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.

The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 57D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Response 58: John K. Moore (January 1, 2019)
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Response 58A:
The project description has been revised to include extensive detail regarding the proposed design.
The revised project description can be found in Section 1.0 of the EIR. Additionally, a detailed
project features exhibit is now included in Appendix C of the EIR.
Response 58B:
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, or any future planned rail
projects, is not included within the EIR impact analysis. The trail project is not associated with
any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the
planned bike path connection between the Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores
Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan; therefore,
environmental impacts due to potential train operations is not analyzed within the EIR.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 58C:
Based on public comment, and in an effort to further minimize environmental impacts, the
proposed Build Alternative in the EIR has been revised to remove the separate walking trail and
its use of decomposed granite between existing rails. Removal of the rail would continue to be
necessary in select locations for safety purposes, but these changes do not constitute a significant
visual impact under CEQA.

Comment 59: Stanford Davis (December 31, 2018)
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Response 59A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 59B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 59C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 59D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 60: Charles Boley (January 1, 2019)
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Response 60:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between
the Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
Response 60B:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 61: Robert Lee (December 31, 2018)
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Response 61A:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 61B:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.

Response 61C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento

River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento
Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 61D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 62: Adam Aleman (December 29, 2018)
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Response 62A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 62B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 62C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 62D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 63: Jeffrey Whitehorn (December 29, 2018)
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Response 63A:
Thank you for your comment. The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for
the Extension of the Steam Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the
approved Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH:

20100092068) is the current planning document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The
latter document identifies an extension of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the
Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road) as well as a new excursion train line which could run from
the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR
specifically exclude the segment of the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville
Road and Pocket Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of
Sacramento has determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved
land use within that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento
Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 63B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.

Comment 64: Jim and Margie Gee (December 28, 2018)

Response 64:
Thank you for your comments. Use of your private parking lot for trail users is not an intended
outcome of this project; however, the City understands that this could be an unintended result that
could impact your business use. At this time, there is no plan to construct a dedicated parking lot
for the trail near the trail crossing of Sutterville Road; however, the City will look into potential
options for parking for trail users to alleviate potential illegal use of your property. Furthermore,
the City will consider additional measures during final design such as fencing, signage to restrict
parking on your property, or other measures to minimize potential future illegal parking activities.

Comment 65: Roger Simpson (December 30, 2018)
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Response 65A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 65B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 65C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 65D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 66: Vito Sgromo (December 27, 2018)

Response 66:
Thank you for your comment and support of the Del Rio Trail project.

Comment 67: Roger and Iris Baccigaluppi (December 20, 2018)
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Response 67A:
Thank you for your comment. The project will not preclude an excursion train from being proposed
along this alignment in the future. The project will preserve the majority of the existing track,
including its metal rails, wood ties, and gravel ballast. Track removal is only proposed where
necessary for safety reasons.

Response 67B:
Track removal is proposed at select locations for safety purposes for the following conditions:
Where steel rails remain and are buried or embedded in asphalt concrete, there is a safety concern
because asphalt is a flexible pavement as compared to steel and the differential strength and
expansion/contraction characteristics of these two materials cause the asphalt over and around the
embedded/buried steel rails to separate, settle, and prematurely deteriorate. The deterioration of
the asphalt around embedded/buried rails at the trail crossing can result in gaps/cracks that can
catch bike tires and loose debris that can cause slippage or unexpected tire rupture.
Where steel rails remain and are embedded in concrete (with the surface of the rail flush with the
pavement) and the trail crosses the rail in a skewed alignment, there is a safety concern because
the length along which a bicyclist would have to involuntarily ride their tire over the steel surface
that provides no traction is significantly greater in a skewed condition as compared to a
perpendicular condition. During this time, the tractionless surface has greater potential to cause
instability with the bicycle, which increases the potential for accident or collision.
At road crossings, where steel rails intersect proposed access improvements such as
curb/gutter/sidewalk and the required ADA-compliant ramps, the existing rail, which is buried
beneath the asphalt pavement, will be exposed within the ADA ramp and curb/gutter section due
to the differential elevation of the rails and the gutter grades. If left intact, the rail would create an
unsafe obstruction to trail users, drivers, and storm runoff flow.
The existing railroad embankment south of the Del Rio Road/ 27th Avenue/Normandy Lane
intersection is significantly higher than the adjacent roadways. At the highest elevation differential,
there is an existing path of travel across the tracks in an east-west direction for residents and for
school children traveling to Sutterville Elementary that is unsafe and non-ADA compliant due to
its steep grades. Lowering the embankment, which requires removal and relocation of existing
track, would establish safe, ADA compliance to the trail while also improving the safety of the
existing east-west path of travel.
This information has been included within the updated Project Description in Section 1.0 of the
EIR.
Response 67C:
Based on public comment, and in an effort to further minimize environmental impacts, the
proposed Build Alternative in the EIR has been revised to remove the separate walking trail and
its use of decomposed granite between existing rails. Removal of the rail would continue to be
necessary in select locations for safety purposes.

Comment 68: Lois VanBeers (December 6, 2018)

Response 68:
Thank you for your comment and your support of the Del Rio Trail project.

Comment 69: Laurie Scott (December 6, 2018)
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Response 69A:
Thank you for your comments. The proposed project would not require the acquisition of private
property and is not anticipated to incur damages to private property as a result of construction.
Response 69B:
A Drainage Report will be prepared for the project which will determine the drainage design
associated with the proposed project. The drainage design will take historic flows into account, as
the design will utilize topography data and flowlines to ensure all stormwater is properly drained
to the appropriate facilities and not to private property. The site’s hydrology will be extensively
reviewed prior to construction of the project. The City is aware of the potential loss of homeowner
privacy as a result of the project. Measures such as those suggested and others to minimize loss of
privacy will be incorporated into the project during final design. While vegetation management
will be implemented in order to improve safety and security along the trail, select corridors may
opt to maintain or improve existing vegetation to ensure that homeowner privacy is maintained.

Comment 70: Marcia Waechtler (December 6, 2018)
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Response 70A:
Thank you for your comment. The project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the
planned bike path connection between the Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores
Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan. Restoring the
American River Trail is not a component of the project at this time.
Response 70B:
Per Caltrans Highway Design Manual Bikeway Design Criteria 1003.1, except for emergency
services, motor vehicles are prohibited on a Class I multi-use trail.
Response 70C:
See Section 2.1 of the EIR. The City is committed to preserving biological resources within the
corridor as much as feasible. The proposed Project is anticipated to require select removal of trees
throughout the Project corridor; however, the proposed Project would involve aesthetic treatments
such as landscaping enhancements, educational signage, and planting trees and vegetation in select
locations along the trail corridor. The proposed Project would require the removal of
approximately 161 trees within City right of way which meet the City’s requirements as a protected
City Tree. The proposed Project would also require the removal of approximately 59 trees within
State Parks right of way. No trees on private property are anticipated to be removed. While the
elimination of large existing trees would temporarily impact the existing visual quality of the

corridor, new trees and vegetation would be planted and allowed to grow (the City has been
working with the Sacramento Tree Foundation in this regard); therefore, this impact would be
temporary and ultimately result in a similar visual quality. The proposed Project would also be
designed to avoid oak trees to the greatest extent feasible. The City would comply with City Code
12.56.040 and establish a replacement plan prior to removal of the protected trees pursuant to
Sacramento City Ordinance 2016-0026, Chapter 12.56 City and Private Protected Trees. With the
implementation of measure AES-1, the proposed Project would have a less than significant impact
on protected trees.
Section 2.1 of the EIR and measure AES-1 have been updated to include information regarding
planting replacement trees: “The City shall replace all removed trees removed by project
construction with a minimum of 700 trees. If additional trees can be incorporated into the project
design and planting plan above 700 trees, the City shall plant where feasible. The exact number of
trees and locations shall be determined during final design.”

Comment 71: Marcia Waechtler (December 6, 2018)

Response 71:
Thank you for your comment. The Del Rio Trail project will be funded using both local funds,
and federal funds through the Active Transportation Program. Funds through the Active
Transportation Program cannot be reallocated for non-transportation purposes. The project’s
purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan. Restoring the American River Trail is not a component of the
project at this time.

Comment 72: Juana Lopez Rodriguez (December 6, 2018)

Response 72:
Thank you for your comment. The City has incorporated a number of measures into the project to
ensure the corridor remains safe and secure. During scoping of the project, the City partnered with
the Police Department and the Park Rangers to review the project, discuss the concerns noted by
local residents, and obtain feedback on elements that are critical to promoting safety along the
corridor. The primary methods to ensure the trail remains safe include vegetation management and
routine patrols by City Park Rangers; however, some additional fencing will be constructed to limit
access along the corridor.

Comment 73: Charles Hughes (January 1, 2019)
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Response 73A:
Thank you for your comments. The definition of “special-status” species has been made consistent
throughout the document.
Response 73B:
“Federal and State sensitive species” and “Federal and State protected species” has been revised
to “Federal and State special-species.”
Response 73C:
The caption for Table 7 has been revised from “Listed and Proposed Species with the Potential to
Occur or Known to Occur in the Project Area” to “Special-Status Species with the Potential to
Occur or Known to Occur in the Project Area.”
Response 73D:
Vegetation communities were revaluated with the acreage presented in the document. The
following information was confirmed.
BSA Totals Approximately 249 acres
Approximate
Percentage of BSA
Drainage
0.57
0.23%
Depressional wetland
0.05
0.02%
Ruderal/disturbed grassland
57.30
23%
Valley foothill riparian
0.97
0.39%
Mixed Willow Scrub
0.17
0.07%
Urban (grass lawns, ornamentals, hedges
128.63
52%
Barren
61.20
25%
Total
249
100%
After the confirmation of the data the discussion of dominant and minor vegetation communities
has been revised to the following; “The Project area is highly disturbed and the dominant
vegetative communities within the BSA include: ruderal/disturbed grassland, urban (grass lawns,
ornamentals, hedges), and barren. Many of the urban tree plantings include thick patches of
ornamentals interspersed with native and non-native oak trees. Minor habitat types include
drainage, depressional wetland, mixed willow scrub, and small portions of valley foothill riparian
where the Project area borders the Sacramento River (see Figure 14: Vegetation Communities and
Waters within the BSA).”
Vegetation Community

Response 73E:

Acres Present

The vegetation communities within the Project area were classified using CDFW’s A Guide to
Wildlife Habitats of California (1988). “Ruderal/disturbed grassland” classification was selected
based on the definitions and maps provided in the CDFW guidelines. The vegetation community’s
final designation was founded on the fact that the area contained more grassland habitat
characteristics (i.e. species present during surveys, physical setting, biological setting etc.) than
any other habitat characteristics presented in CDFW’s guidelines. Additionally, although various
trees are scattered throughout the habitat, the classification of ruderal/disturbed grassland was
more representative since the density of trees fluctuates throughout the Project area. For example,
the density of trees is great at the norther terminus of the Project due to the close proximity of the
Sacramento River, where as the southern terminus of the Project and along the majority of the
railroad corridor contains a considerably smaller number of trees. The classification of
ruderal/disturbed grassland is a better representation of the habitat throughout the entire Project
area
Response 73F:
The classification of “oak woodland” has been revised to the more representative term “native and
non-native trees.” Revisions were made in the Chapter 2, Section 2.1 Aesthetics and Visual
Resources section, as well as in the caption for Figure 7.
Response 73G:
In Table 7, the term “mixed Valley Oak woodland” to “mixed trees, including native and nonnative oaks.”
Response 73H:
Revisions from Comments 5, 6 and 7 (above) have been included in the document as suggested.
Response 73I:
The Potential for Occurrence and Rationale in Table 7 for the conservancy fairy shrimp has been
revised to discuss the documented CNDDB that is the nearest to the Project area (occurrence #19).
Response 73J:
The Potential for Occurrence and Rationale in Table 7 for the burrowing owl has been revised to
following: “Presumed Absent: The BSA contains semi-suitable grassland habitat for the species
and small mammal burrows were observed along the abandoned railroad corridor. However,
grasslands that are within the BSA are highly disturbed and seasonally mowed. The seasonal
mowing has compacted the soils and soils within the BSA are not considered friable, which is a
nesting requirement for the species. The BSA is dominated by residential urban areas, which do
not provide suitable foraging habitat for the species. Additionally, residential urban areas provide
habitat for feral animals and pets, which are documented as significant predators of the species.

The nearest CNDDB occurrence is within 1 mile of the BSA within open agricultural area south
of the BSA. Due to the fact the BSA lacks suitable nesting and foraging habitat, and because the
species was not observed during biological surveys, the species is presumed absent from the BSA.”
Response 73K:
The mistaken reference to burrowing owl within the Potential for Occurrence and Rationale in
Table 7 for least Bell’s vireo has been corrected.
Response 73L:
The Potential for Occurrence and Rationale in Table 7 for the white tailed-kite has been revised
from “Presumed Absent” to have a “Low to Moderate” potential of occurring within the BSA.
The rational has been revised to the following; “Low to Moderate: The BSA does not contain
suitable large nesting trees or suitable grassland or agricultural areas for foraging. However,
there are suitable nesting trees and suitable foraging habitat adjacent to the southern terminus of
the BSA. Additionally, there are several CNDDB documented occurrences within a 10-mile
radius of the BSA. The nearest CNDDB occurrence is 3 miles southeast of the BSA within Stone
Lakes National Wildlife Refuge. Due to the adjacent suitable habitat present, and the high
number of documented local occurrences, the species is considered to have a low to moderate
potential of occurring within the BSA.” A discussion of the special-statues species has also been
included in Chapter 2, Section 2.3 Biological Resources.
Response 73M:
The Potential for Occurrence and Rationale in Table 7 for California Black Walnut has been
expanded for clarity purposes and has been revised to the following; “Presumed Absent: The
BSA contains a small area of suitable riparian habitat along the Sacramento River. According to
CNDDB, the population of the species along the Sacramento river has been extirpated from the
area but scattered trees do remain; however, the individual trees currently found along the river
are not given the classification of a special-status resource (Jepson 2018). Due to the documented
expatriated special-status population of the species along the Sacramento River, the species is
considered absent from the BSA.”
Response 73N:
The term “digressional ponding” has been revised to “depressional,” as suggested.
Response 73O:
Avoidance and minimization measure for VELB have been updated to include all measures that
will directly and indirectly minimize and avoid any potential impacts to the species, as requested.

Response 73P:
The paragraph on Sensitive Natural Communities has been revised to the following: “Prior to
field surveys, a list of regional sensitive natural communities with potential to occur within the
Project vicinity was compiled from database searches. During May 12th and May 17th
biological/botanical surveys did not identify any sensitive natural communities within the BSA.
No impacts to sensitive natural communities are anticipated.” The following paragraph
discussing special-status plant species was included in Chapter 2, Section 2.3 Biological
Resources under the sub-heading of Special-Status Plant Species; “Prior to field surveys, a list of
regional special status plant species with potential to occur within the Project vicinity was
compiled from database searches and 24 sensitive plants were found to have the potential to
occur within the BSA (Table 7). The potential for each species to occur within the BSA was
determined by analyzing the habitat requirements of each species and comparing the habitat
requirements to available habitat within the BSA. However, the May 12th and May 17th
biological/botanical surveys did not identify any special status plant species within the BSA. No
impacts to special status plant species are anticipated.”
Response 73Q:
The discussion of Riparian Habitat has been revised to the following: “The BSA contains 0.97
acre of valley foothill riparian habitat, located along the Sacramento River and 0.17 acre of
mixed willow scrub, located along a drainage. The final Project design avoids both of the
riparian communities. No impacts to riparian communities are anticipated.”
Response 73R:
Waters within the BSA and Natural Environment Study (Minimal Impact) were evaluated and
finalized by the Federal lead agency during the previous waters of the U.S. rule regarding isolated
features. This EIR reflects the findings within the 2018 NESMI.
Response 73S:
Measure BIO-3 is a standard measure presented by CDFW; therefore, no revisions to the
standard langue have been made.
Response 73T:
The proposed project would require ESA fencing around jurisdictional features and special status
species. The depressional wetland is not a protected feature; however, the City will make all efforts
to preserve natural habitat where feasible.
Response 73U:
The City recognizes that there are trees of varying size within the existing tracks and rails.
Landscaping and tree removal plans will be developed during final design.

Response 73V:
The Build Alternative would not require acquisition of private property. The Build Alternative
aims to improve pedestrian and bicycle access throughout the South Land Park and Pocket
communities, and provide multi-modal connectivity to adjacent communities throughout the
Sacramento area. No impacts would occur to the surrounding communities. The Project would
result in improved accessibility for surrounding communities. The Project will not displace any
number of existing housing or necessitate the construction of replacement housing. Table 23
summarizes the APN parcel numbers and owners that may require full or partial acquisitions, or
temporary construction easements for the Build Alternative at this preliminary review stage.
Figure 20 depicts all APN parcels that are located in the Direct Impact Area and the potential
ROW for the Build Alternative.
Response 73W:
The text has been revised to state that the parking lot would be constructed along San Mateo Way
and Riverside Boulevard.

Comment 74: Chuck Robuck (January 1, 2019)
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Response 74A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 74B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 74C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 74D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 75: Jake Henshaw (January 1, 2019)

Response 75:
Thank you for your comment and support of the Del Rio Trail project.

Comment 76: Joann Cole (December 31, 2018)
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Response 76A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 76B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 76C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 76D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 77: Joseph Mikula (December 31, 2018)
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Response 77A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 77B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 77C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 77D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 78: William Myers (January 1, 2019)
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Response 78A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 78B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 78C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 78D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 79: Bob Parkins (January 8, 2019)
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Response 79A:
Thank you for your comment. The City of Sacramento does recognize the current level of interest
in Old Sacramento, rail-related history, and its importance to the community. The City of
Sacramento developed the Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR to
guide the development, ongoing management, and public use of the Old Sacramento State Historic
Park for the next 20 years or beyond. This Plan includes opportunities to expand historic rail usage
through future projects and expand opportunities for the community and tourists to experience and
learn about Sacramento’s rich railroad history.
In addition, through the development of the Del Rio Trail project, the City coordinated with the
California State Railroad Foundation, addressing their concerns regarding track removal by
reducing track impacts from 50% to 2% of the track in the project area.
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between
the Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project will not preclude an excursion train from being proposed along this alignment in the
future. The project will preserve the majority of the existing track, including its metal rails, wood
ties, and gravel ballast. Track removal is only proposed where necessary for safety reasons.
Response 79B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.

Comment 80: DJ Adam (January 8, 2019)
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Response 80A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 80B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 80C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a

public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 80D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 80E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 81: David Mccarthy (January 7, 2019)

A

B

C

D

E

Response 81A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 81B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has

determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 81C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 81D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 81E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 82: Arthur Fluter (January 13, 2019)

A

Response 82:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
The approved Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH:
20100092068) is the current planning document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The
document identifies an extension of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the
Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road) as well as a new excursion train line which could run from
the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR
specifically exclude the segment of the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville
Road and Pocket Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of
Sacramento has determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved
land use within that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis.

Comment 83: Art Knoes (January 11, 2019)
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Response 83A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 83B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the

Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 83C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 83D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 83E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 84: Dale Parker (January 13, 2019)
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Response 84A:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking path. There are no environmental or technical reasons not to consider
the proposed design change. The City will consider the change during final design, and likely in
consultation with the larger neighborhood.

Response 84B:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 84C:
The City of Sacramento has developed the Build Alternative and its proposed design by taking
into consideration extensive public outreach in an attempt to provide the public with improved
multi-modal transportation options consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Numerous
changes to the Build Alternative have been made to best meet the needs and requests of the
community and Project stakeholders. The most recent design change is removal of the separate
walking trail facility, which was removed as a result of public comments received, and in an effort
to further minimize impacts to the historic railroad facility. Full avoidance alternatives were
considered during the planning stage; however, none of these alternatives met the purpose and
need and/or were considered feasible from an engineering/safety standpoint. Those alternatives
are discussed in EIR Section 3.1.3, Alternatives Considered but Rejected for Further
Consideration.
As required by CEQA guidelines, the EIR has been updated to also include a full discussion of the
No-Build Alternative as a feasible alternative to the Build Alternative.

Comment 85: Wm Gary Call (January 14, 2019)
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Response 85A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 85B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 85C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a

public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 85D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 85E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 86: Gary Rannefeld (January 9, 2019)
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Response 86A:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento
Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 86B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 86C:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of

No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 86D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 87: Greg Wroblicky (January 13, 2019)
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Response 87A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 87B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has

determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 87C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 87D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 87E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 88: Michael Collins (January 14, 2019)
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Response 88A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 88B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 88C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a

public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 88D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 88E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 89:Michael Harris (January 13, 2019)
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Response 89A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 89B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 89C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 89D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 90: Robert Morrison (January 11, 2019)

Response 90:
This project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway with a Class I multi-use trail in accordance with
the City of Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan (a future excursion line is not analyzed within the
EIR).
The project will not preclude an excursion train from being proposed along this alignment in the
future. The project will preserve the majority of the existing track, including its metal rails, wood
ties, and gravel ballast. Track removal is only proposed where necessary for safety reasons,
particularly when the skew of the proposed bike path against the existing track would create a
safety hazard. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility
if such use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.

Comment 91: Robert Powell (January 13, 2019)
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Response 91A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 91B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the

Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 91C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 91D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 91E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 92: Ron Butts (January 13, 2019)
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Response 92A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 92B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 92C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a

public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 92D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 92E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 93: Sharon Burke-Polana (January 14, 2019)
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Response 93A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 93B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 93C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento

Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 93D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 94: Steven Folino (January 10, 2019)

Response 94:
This project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway with a Class I multi-use trail in accordance with
the City of Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan (a future excursion line is not analyzed within the
EIR).
The project will not preclude an excursion train from being proposed along this alignment in the
future. The project will preserve the majority of the existing track, including its metal rails, wood
ties, and gravel ballast. Track removal is only proposed where necessary for safety reasons,
particularly when the skew of the proposed bike path against the existing track would create a
safety hazard. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility
if such use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.

Comment 95: Vern Gore (January 13, 2019)
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Response 95A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 95B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf

The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 95C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 95D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 95E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 96: William Johnson (January 12, 2019)
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Response 96A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 96B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 96C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.

Response 96D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 96E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 97: William Taylor (January 12, 2019)
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Response 97A:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 97B:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.
Response 97C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.

Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento
Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 97D:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Comment 98: Larry Boerio (January 13, 2019)

A

B

C

D

E

Response 98A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.
Response 98B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 98C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 98D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General

Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the
EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 98E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

Comment 99: Lisa Lisonbee (January 13, 2019)

Response 99:
This project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway with a Class I multi-use trail in accordance with
the City of Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan (a future excursion line is not analyzed within the
EIR).
The project will not preclude an excursion train from being proposed along this alignment in the
future. The project will preserve the majority of the existing track, including its metal rails, wood
ties, and gravel ballast. Track removal is only proposed where necessary for safety reasons,
particularly when the skew of the proposed bike path against the existing track would create a
safety hazard. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility
if such use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.

Comment 100: Marcia Johnston (January 11, 2019)
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Response 100A:
As stated in the project purpose and need, the goal of this undertaking is to construct a multi-use
trail, consistent with the City’s Bicycle Master Plan. Attracting tourists and generating
revenue/economic benefit is not a project goal and is therefore not discussed in detail in this EIR.

Response 100B:
The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to
the greatest extent feasible. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will
only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated
for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of
No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the
Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the
Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and
Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic
Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.
Response 100C:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available at:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path. An excursion
rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project, and any supporting
documentation or economic analysis for a rail project, is not included within the EIR impact
analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s purpose
and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the Sacramento
River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of Sacramento
Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail alternative because
the excursion rail portion would not assist in meeting any of the project objectives.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.

Response 100D:
Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous
design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative. These alternatives were identified through
extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section
1.8). Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes
proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever
feasible. However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate
in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.

Comment 101: Matthew Lisonbee (January 14, 2019)
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Response 101A:
Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned
and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited
impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the
total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided,
the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for
impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination
was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation
X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of
Transportation.

Response 101B:
The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam
Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento
State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning
document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor. The latter document identifies an extension
of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road)
as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road
neighborhood to the town of Hood. The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of
the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket
Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has
determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within
that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR is available here:
http://www.parks.ca.gov/pages/21299/files/osshp%20gp_and_%20eir_final-june%202014.pdf
The Del Rio Trail project is independent of any future proposal for an excursion train, as the
project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned connection between the
Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of
Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan.
The project would not preclude operation of an excursion train along the trail alignment in the
future. Any such excursion rail proposal would be required to conduct appropriate environmental
review.
Response 101C:
The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public communications with all interested
stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood Association (SLPNA), Land Park
Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the
Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 Grant in 2015, the City designed a
public outreach program to share information and obtain feedback to better define the proposed
Project. A total of 17 public outreach meetings have been held with stakeholders between 2015
and 2018 prior to circulation of the EIR to assist the City in making decisions regarding the project.
Please see Section 1.6 of the EIR for detailed description of all public outreach efforts. Following
these meetings, the feedback received has been assessed in light of the project’s purpose and need
and adjustments have been made to the project design accordingly.
Response 101D:
The segmented, abandoned rail within the proposed project area does not support an active
operational excursion train and has not been approved for this use (State Historic Park General
Plan and FEIR, June 2014, SCH: 20100092068, Chapter 4, Page 4-21); therefore, the project area
is not considered an existing rail transportation corridor and is not evaluated as such within the

EIR. As noted, the proposed trail would not prevent resumption of use of the rail facility if such
use were proposed and pursued with the necessary studies and environmental review.
Response 101E:
To further minimize impacts to environmental resources, the proposed project has been revised to
remove the separate walking trail. Additionally, a No-Build Alternative is also now considered in
the EIR. The EIR has been revised to include analysis of the No-Build Alternative within each
section of the document.

