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General Information about This Document 
What’s in this document? 
This document is a Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR), Final Section 4(f) 
Evaluation, and Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) which responds to comments 
received on the Environmental Assessment (EA)/Draft EIR that was circulated in June, July, 
and August 2004. The EA/Draft EIR examined the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed project located on State Route 275 over the Sacramento River in the City of 
Sacramento and the City of West Sacramento.  This document responds to comments 
received during the public review period.  
 
What happened before this? 
In January 2004, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) issued an Initial 
Study and Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EA/EIR and circulated the document for 
public review.  The Initial Study identified the following issues to be addressed in detail in 
the EA/EIR:  cultural resources, alternatives to the proposed project, cumulative impacts to 
cultural resources, and Section 4(f) resources.  Comments on the Initial Study were received 
from various members of the public and reviewing agencies. Caltrans and the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) reviewed the comments and issued the EA/Draft EIR to 
document to address the issues identified in the Initial Study as well as respond to the 
comments received from the public and agencies. 
 
In June 2004, Caltrans and FHWA circulated the EA/Draft EIR and Draft Section 4(f) 
Evaluation for public review. The public comment period for the draft environmental 
document was from June 18 to August 9, 2004.  One open public workshop was held on 
July 20, 2004 to inform the public about the project and to provide an opportunity for the 
public to make comments on the draft environmental document. In addition, the City of 
Sacramento Design Review and Preservation Board (DRPB) met on August 4, 2004 to 
review and provide comments on the draft environmental document. 
 
What should you do? 

• Please read this document. 
 
• We welcome your comments. If you have any concerns regarding the proposed 

project, please send your written comments as soon as possible to Caltrans, Attn:  
Karen McWilliams, Office of Environmental Management, 2389 Gateway Oaks 
Drive, Mail Stop 15, Sacramento, California, 95833 or via email at 
karen_mcwilliams@dot.ca.gov. 

 
What happens after this? 
After certification of this document, Caltrans may (1) approve the proposed project, (2) 
undertake additional environmental studies, or (3) abandon the project.  If the project is 
approved and funding is appropriated, Caltrans may approve the design and construction of 
all or part of the proposed project. 
 
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, large 
print, on audiocassette, or computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please 
write to Karen McWilliams, Caltrans Office of Environmental Management, 2389 Gateway Oaks 
Drive, Mail Stop 15, Sacramento, CA  95833, or call (916) 274-0568, or TDD at (800) 735-2922.  
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Preface 

The Environmental Assessment (EA)/Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) and 
Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation for the Tower Bridge Pedestrian/Bicycle Improvements 
Project was approved for public review on June 17, 2004. The public comment period for 
the draft environmental document was from June 18, 2004, to August 9, 2004. A public 
workshop was held on July 20, 2004, to inform the public about the project and to provide 
an opportunity for the public to make comments on the EA/Draft EIR.   
 
This Final EIR, Final Section 4(f) Evaluation, and Finding of No Significant Impact 
(FONSI) include revisions to the EA/Draft EIR and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation and 
incorporate the EA/Draft EIR and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation by this reference. This 
document includes comments from agencies, organizations, and individuals regarding the 
proposed project and/or the adequacy of the EA/Draft EIR. All of these comments were 
received either during or immediately after the public review period. This document also 
provides responses to substantive and significant comments per Title 14, California Code of 
Regulations, Chapter 3, Section 15132. 
 
Based on the findings of the technical studies conducted for the project, and the comments 
received during the public comment period, the FHWA has determined that the appropriate 
environmental determination is a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) under the 
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
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