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Section 4(f) De Minimis
Determination and Section 6(f)
Assessment
A.1

Introduction

This document contains the Section 4(f) evaluation for the I Street Bridge Replacement project.
This evaluation will be circulated as part of the EIR/EA to satisfy the requirements of Section
4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) Act of 1966.
The environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in accordance with
applicable federal laws for this project is being, or has been, carried-out by the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) under its assumption of responsibility pursuant to 23
United States Code (USC) 327.
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law at 49 USC
303, declares that “it is the policy of the United States government that special effort should be
made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public park and recreation lands,
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.”
Section 4(f) specifies that the Secretary [of Transportation] may approve a transportation
program or project … requiring the use of publicly owned land of a public park, recreation area,
or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local significance or land of a historic site
of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the federal, state, or local officials
having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site) only if:


there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land, and



the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park, recreation
area, wildlife and waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the use.

As defined in 23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section 774.17,1 resources subject to
Section 4(f) consideration include publicly owned lands that are considered part of a public park;
a recreational area of national, state, or local significance; a wildlife or waterfowl refuge; or a
historic site of national, state, or local significance, whether publicly or privately owned.
Section 4(f) further requires consultation with the Department of the Interior and, as appropriate,
the involved offices of the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Housing and Urban
Development in developing transportation projects and programs that use lands protected by
Section 4(f). If historic sites are involved, then coordination with the State Historic Preservation
Officer (SHPO) is also needed.
1

49 USC Section 303 is the code (law) passed by the U.S. Congress in 1966 that serves as the basis for U.S. DOT to
develop the rules for implementing the law which is defined in 23 CFR 774.17.
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This document also assesses the project against the requirements of Section 6(f)(3) of the Land
and Water Conservation Fund Act (LWCF Act) (16 USC Section 460l-4), which contains
provisions to protect federal investments in park and recreational resources and the quality of
those assisted resources.

A.2

Description of Proposed Project

The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, proposes
to construct a new bridge over the Sacramento River to replace the vehicle crossing that is
currently accommodated by the existing I Street Bridge in order to remove a series of
functionally obsolete or structurally deficient bridges (i.e., approach structures). The new
connection also would reduce future traffic congestion, improve operations and safety, serve
multiple modes of transportation, and comply with current American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials, Caltrans, and local agency design standards.
The build alternatives under consideration are one bridge alignment for the new bridge over the
Sacramento River and two alternatives for portions of the roadway design in Sacramento.




City of Sacramento Railyards Boulevard/Jibboom Street/Bercut Drive Intersection
–

Alternative 1—Signalized Intersection at Jibboom Street and Bercut Drive

–

Alternative 2—Roundabout Intersection at Jibboom Street and Bercut Drive

No-Build (No-Project) Alternative

The proposed project would be located in Sacramento and Yolo Counties, over the Sacramento
River and between the cities of Sacramento and West Sacramento. The project site is
approximately 1,000 feet north of the existing I Street Bridge (Figures 1-1 and 1-2 of the
EIR/EA). The total length of the project would be approximately 0.42 mile along C Street and
Railyards Boulevard. The purpose of the project is to construct a new public crossing of the
Sacramento River north of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR)-owned I Street Bridge from C
Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in Sacramento in order to remove a series of
functionally obsolete or structurally deficient bridges, consistent with the adopted findings of the
Sacramento River Crossings Alternatives Study for Bridge Location 2 in the North Market Area.
The project is subject to state and federal environmental review requirements because of use of
federal Highway Bridge Program (HBP) funds from the Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA). Accordingly, project documentation is being prepared in compliance with both the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). The City of Sacramento is the lead agency under CEQA, with the City of West
Sacramento as a responsible agency, and Caltrans is the lead agency under NEPA. The FHWA’s
other responsibilities for environmental review, consultation, and any other action required in
accordance with applicable federal laws for this project will be carried out by Caltrans under its
assumption of responsibility pursuant to 23 USC 327.
This project is included in the Sacramento Area Council of Governments 2035 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy.
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A.3

Section 4(f) Properties

A.3.1

Study Area

Two study area limits were used as part of the identification of Section 4(f) properties. Parks and
recreational areas were evaluated using a different study area than that used for the cultural
resources analysis because the evaluation of cultural resources as defined in Section 106 requires
identification of an Area of Potential Effects (APE). Accordingly, the study area for the Section
4(f) analysis comprises the two study areas described below, which may or may not overlap.
A.3.1.1

Study Area for Historic Properties

The study area for historic sites is the APE developed for this project in accordance with 36 CFR
800.4(a)(1), plus the boundary of the Old Sacramento State Historic Park. The APE is the
geographic area or areas within which an undertaking may directly or indirectly cause alterations
in the character or use of historic properties or archaeological sites. Old Sacramento State
Historic Park, a California Historic Landmark, is outside of the APE but is being addressed in
this document as an historic property as well as a recreational area.
A.3.1.2

Study Area for Public Parks and Recreational Areas

The study area for public parks and recreation areas is a 0.5 mile buffer around the project site.
The study area is shown in Figure 1 (Attachment A). There are no wildlife refuges in the study
area; therefore, refuges are not discussed further.
A.3.2
A.3.2.1

Description of Section 4(f) Properties
Historic Properties

Table 1 provides a list of historic and cultural resources within the study area for historic
properties that have been considered as potential Section 4(f) properties.
In accordance with the requirements of Section 4(f) and Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, Caltrans has consulted with the SHPO regarding determinations of eligibility
for two properties identified in the APE and shown below in Table 1. Caltrans received
concurrence with its determination of eligibility in a letter from the SHPO dated February 7,
2017. In addition, a third historic property that was not included in the project APE is considered
a Section 4(f) property, Old Sacramento State Historic Park. As shown in Table 1, these three
properties are eligible for or listed on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and
therefore are considered Section 4(f) resources.
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Table 1. Historic Properties Listed or Eligible for the NRHP
Name
I Street Bridge
(P-34-002349)

Address
I Street/State
Route (SR) 16

NRHP Eligibility
Listed in the NRHP in 1982

Section 4(f) Resource?
Yes

Sacramento River East Levee
(P-34-00490)

Sacramento

Found eligible for listing

Yes

Old Sacramento State
Historic Park

Sacramento

Found eligible for listing

Yes

There are no NRHP-listed archaeological properties identified within the APE (refer to
Archaeological Survey Report prepared for the project [ICF International 2015]). Therefore,
there are no Section 4(f) archaeological properties that require consideration.
A.3.2.2

Public Parks and Recreation Areas

Table 2 provides a list of the parks, recreational facilities, and other public spaces with
recreational use within the study area that have been considered as potential Section 4(f)
properties. These properties are shown in Figure 1 (Attachment A) using the map identification
numbers in Table 2.
In accordance with the coordination requirements of Section 4(f), letters will be sent to each of
the jurisdictions along the study area requesting feedback and confirmation on the locations,
primary purpose, and attributes of the parks and recreational areas within their respective
jurisdictions.
Table 2. Potential Section 4(f) Properties (Parks and Recreation Areas)
Map
Name
Description
ID
City of West Sacramento
Size: 5.2 acres
1
Elkhorn Plaza
Features: One backstop, half soccer field, picnic area
with BBQs, horseshoe pits, and play structure.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: 0.75 acres
2
Heritage Green
(proposed)
Features: Future park site with lawn space, picnic
area, play structure, and community garden.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: Approximately 14.3 acres
3
Raley Field
Features: Triple-A Baseball field for the Sacramento
River Cats minor league baseball team. Also a venue
for concerts, community events, and private events.
Agency with Jurisdiction: Privately owned
Size: 0.38 acres
4
Washington
Plaza (proposed) Features: Future park site with urban plaza,
interactive water feature, picnic area, and game
tables.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
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Map
ID
5

Name
Crossings Yard
(proposed)

6

Governor’s
Residence State
Park

7

Broderick Boat
Ramp

8

Off-Leash Dog
Park (proposed)

9

River Walk Park

10

Riverfront Park
(proposed)

11

River Walk Park
(proposed)

12

Access Corridor
(proposed)

13

River Walk Park
(proposed)

City of Sacramento
14
Tiscornia Park

15

Sacramento
River Parkway
Trail

Description
Size: 0.69 acres
Features: Future park site with lawn space, picnic
area, and play structure.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: Approximately 38.25 acres
Features: Future regional park, with 11–12 acres
potentially dedicated to the Governor’s Residence
and the remaining 31–33 acres dedicated to state
park land, with waterfront access.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: Approximately 8.87 acres
Features: Boat ramp and launching dock, parking for
trailers, restroom facilities.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: Approximately 1.5 acres
Features: Future off-leash dog park with access to
Broderick Boat Ramp.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: 7.5 acres
Features: Riverfront park that contains a paved trail
along the west bank of the Sacramento River. Picnic
areas are located between the trail and the river.
Along the trail itself are many educational signs that
talk about the settlement of Sacramento, as well as
the natural habitat of the river.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: 0.71 acres
Features: Future riverfront park with half basketball
court, children’s play area, and picnic areas.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: TBD
Features: Proposed extension of existing River Walk
Park.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: 0.75 acres
Features: Future promenade with fitness stations and
public seating.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: TBD
Features: Proposed extension of existing River Walk
Park.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of West Sacramento
Size: Approximately 14.36 acres
Features: River access at the confluence of the
Sacramento and American Rivers, beach, picnic and
BBQ areas, parking, restroom facilities.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: 9.3 miles
Features: Consists of two disconnected segments.
The north segment in the project area starts at
Jiboom Street Bridge in Tiscornia Park and connects
to the American River Parkway Trail.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
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0.3 miles

Yes
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Yes

0.4 miles
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September 2017
A-5

Appendix A.

Map
ID
16

Name
Robert T. Matsui
Waterfront Park

17

Sacramento
River Parkway
(Central Area)

18

Riverfront Park
(proposed)

19

Old Sacramento
State Historic
Park

20

Sacramento
River Parkway
(Future)

21

Crocker Park

22

Central Shops
Plazas
(proposed)

23

Depot Park
(proposed)

24

Vista Park
(proposed)

25

Stanford Walk
(proposed)

Description
Size: 6.5 acres (Phase I)
Features: Public area that contains paved bike path
(Sacramento River Bike Trail) adjacent to the west
bank of the Sacramento River. Second phase of
development will include shade structure, and picnic
and BBQ areas.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 11.52 acres
Features: Parkway along the east bank of the
Sacramento River between Discovery Park and the
Pocket Area of Sacramento. Contains the paved
Sacramento River Parkway Trail and provides
connection to the American River Bike Trail.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 0.04 acres
Features: Future linear park consisting of passive
and active uses, with riparian planting, river access,
and small gathering spaces.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 6.2 acres
Features: Sacramento Railroad Museum and other
historic buildings, picnic areas, and walking tours
through Old Sacramento.
Agency with Jurisdiction: California Department of
Parks and Recreation
Size: Approximately 16 miles
Features: Proposed extension of existing
Sacramento River Parkway that would require many
public right-of-way acquisitions.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 3.62 acres
Features: Picnic area adjacent to Crocker Art
Museum.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 12.53 acres
Features: Future urban plazas that will connect the
Central Shops buildings of the Railyards site.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 1.49 acres
Features: Planned park that will serve as entry way
to “Depot” District of the Sacramento Railyards
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 10.54 acres
Features: Planned park that would contain a playing
field and amphitheater.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 0.77 acre
Features: Future urban linear plaza intended for
pedestrians and bicyclists. Will connect Vista Park to
the Central Shops District.
Agency with Jurisdition: City of Sacramento
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Map
ID
26

27

28

29

30

31

32

A.3.3

Name
Description
Size: Approximately 2.88 acres
Neighborhood
Parks (proposed) Features: Five open space areas for active and
passive community activities including play
structures, gardens, and gathering spaces.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: 0.51 acre
Saint Rose of
Lima Park
Features: Public square with benches, a stage, and
seasonal ice rink.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Leland Stanford Size: 0.6 acre
Mansion State
Features: Historic mansion and gardens. A museum
Historic Park
with daily tours.
Agency with Jurisdiction: California Department of
Parks and Recreation
Size: 3.05 acres
Caesar Chavez
Plaza
Features: Café, fountain, picnic area, stage,
seasonal events including farmers market and
summer concerts
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
Size: Approximately 36 acres
Capitol Park
Features: California State Capitol, gardens,
memorial, walking paths, seating, guided daily tours.
Agency with Jurisdiction: California Department of
Parks and Recreation
Size: 0.95 acre
Zapata Park
Features: Neighborhood park with play structure and
basketball court. Master Plan includes community
garden.
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento
J. Neely Johnson Size 0.96 acre
Park
Features: Community garden
Agency with Jurisdiction: City of Sacramento

Approximate
Distance from
Project Footprint
0.3 mile

Section
4(f)
Resource?
Yes

0.3 mile

Yes

0.5 mile

Yes

0.3 mile

Yes

0.5 mile

Yes

0.45 mile

Yes

0.5 mile

Yes

Section 4(f) De Minimis Determination

Section 6009(a) of the Safe Accountable Flexible Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy
for Users amended Section 4(f) legislation at 23 USC 138 and 49 USC 303 to simplify the
processing and approval of projects that have only de minimis impacts on lands protected by
Section 4(f). This revision provides that once U.S. DOT determines that a transportation use of
Section 4(f) property, after consideration of any impact avoidance, minimization, and mitigation
or enhancement measures, results in a de minimis impact on that property, an analysis of
avoidance alternatives is not required and the Section 4(f) evaluation process is complete.
FHWA’s final rule on Section 4(f) de minimis findings is codified in 23 CFR 774.3 and CFR
774.17.
Responsibility for compliance with Section 4(f) has been assigned to Caltrans pursuant to 23
USC 326 and 327, including determinations and approval of Section 4(f) evaluations, as well as
coordination with those agencies that have jurisdiction over a Section 4(f) resource that may be
affected by a project action.
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Table 3 summarizes the use determination for the recreational resources in the study area,
including proposed parks. There are no differences in acquisition impacts proposed as part of the
City of Sacramento roadway design alternatives. Areas of permanent acquisition are shown in
Figure 2 (Attachment A). The remainder of the resources are discussed in Section A.3.4, Other
Resources Evaluated Relative to the Requirements of Section 4(f).
Table 3. Section 4(f) Parks and Recreation Properties Use Determination Summary
Map
ID
Name
City of West Sacramento
1
Elkhorn Plaza

No

No

No

2

Heritage Green
(proposed)
Raley Field

No

No

No

No

No

No

Washington Plaza
(proposed)
Crossings Yard
(proposed)
Governor’s
Residence State
Park (proposed)
Broderick Boat
Ramp
Off-Leash Dog Park
(proposed)

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

9

River Walk Park

No

No

No

10

Riverfront Park
(proposed)

No

No

No

11

River Walk Park
(proposed)

No

No

No

Access Corridor
(proposed)
13
River Walk Park
(proposed)
City of Sacramento
14
Tiscornia Park

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

15

Sacramento River
Parkway Trail

No

No

Yes

16

Robert T. Matsui
Waterfront Park

No

No

No

17

Sacramento River
Parkway (Central
Area)

Yes

No

No

3
4
5
6

7
8

12

Use?

Constructive
Use?

Temporary
Occupancy?
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Explanation
0.6 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.2 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.45 mile away from project
footprint, no potential for impact.
0.2 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.69 mile away from project
footprint, no potential for impact.
0.3 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
Permanently incorporate 0.135
acre of the park.
Adjacent to project footprint, but no
temporary occupancy or acquisitions
required.
Adjacent to project footprint, but no
temporary occupancy or acquisitions
required.
Adjacent to project footprint, but no
temporary occupancy or acquisitions
required.
City of West Sacramento will
coordinate design and construction
of the two projects. No acquisition of
land would occur.
0.3 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
1 mile away from the project
footprint, no potential for impact.
0.4 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
Project would require temporary
rerouting and detour of trail for
approximately 2 years.
Adjacent to project footprint, but no
construction staging or acquisitions
required.
Permanently incorporate 2.155
acres of the park.
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Map
ID
18

Name
Riverfront Park
(proposed)

Use?
No

Constructive
Use?
No

Temporary
Occupancy?
No

19

Old Sacramento
State Historic Park

No

No

Yes

20

Sacramento River
Parkway (future)

No

No

No

21

Crocker Park

No

No

No

22

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

30

Central Shops Plaza
(proposed)
Depot Park
(proposed)
Vista Park
(proposed)
Stanford Walk
(proposed)
Neighborhood Parks
(proposed)
Saint Rose of Lima
Park
Leland Stanford
Mansion State
Historic Park
Caesar Chavez
Plaza
Capitol Park

No

No

No

31

Zapata Park

No

No

No

32

J. Neely Johnson
Park

No

No

No

23
24
25
26
27
28

29

Explanation
City of Sacramento will coordinate
design and construction of the two
projects. No acquisition of land
would occur.
Temporary occupancy at back of
property when existing I Street
Bridge approach ramp structures
are decommissioned.
Adjacent to project footprint, but no
construction staging or acquisitions
required.
0.5 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.6 ile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.15 mile away from project
footprint, no potential for impact.
0.15 mile away from project
footprint, no potential for impact.
0.2 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.5 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.2 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.4 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.3 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.5 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.
0.45 mile away from project
footprint, no potential for impact.
0.5 mile away from project footprint,
no potential for impact.

As Table 3 demonstrates, the proposed project would result in a Section 4(f) use of two
recreational resources: Broderick Boat Ramp and the Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area).
The project would also result in a temporary occupancy of the Sacramento River Parkway Trail
and Old Sacramento State Historic Park. The temporary occupancy of Old Sacramento State
Historic Park is discussed in Section A.3.4.1, Historic Properties. The boat ramp, parkway, and
trail are discussed further below.
A.3.3.1

Broderick Boat Ramp

Broderick Boat Ramp is a public park that primarily provides boating access to both the
Sacramento and American Rivers. Boats of many sizes may be launched from the boat ramp. It is
located on the west bank of the Sacramento River at 103 4th Street. It contains a boat ramp and
launching dock, parking for trailers, and restroom facilities. The park is approximately 8.87
acres. The majority of the park is undeveloped and does not contain any public facilities or
structures. There is no entrance fee to the park.
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Impacts on Broderick Boat Ramp
A permanent incorporation of 0.135 acre from the resource would be necesssary, which is
approximately 1.2 percent of the entire park. The portion of the park that would be acquired is
along the southern boundary of the park near B Street along a levee road. This section of the park
contains trees and grassy areas, but no park facilities or active recreation areas. The boat ramp,
parking lot, and restrooms are all located on the northern portion of the property. Visitors would
not experience any loss of access or use of active recreational or parking facilities after
construction of the proposed project.
De Minimis Determination for Broderick Boat Ramp
Although a use of 0.135 acre of the park would occur, the impact would be minor. In terms of
recreational value, the affected area of this park does not contain developed recreational
facilities. Access to the park, public facilities, and boat ramp would all be maintained. The
transportation use of the Section 4(f) resource, together with any impact avoidance,
minimization, and mitigation or enhancement measures incorporated into the project, would not
adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify the resource for protection
under Section 4(f) and would quality as a de minimis impact.
Measures to Minimize Harm for Broderick Boat Ramp
Measures necessary to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or
enhancement measures) are considered prior to determining an impact to be de minimis. The
project includes the following elements to reduce impacts on the Broderick Boat Ramp.
Additional minimization measures may be added in coordination with the City of West
Sacramento Parks and Recreation Department.


Maintain safe access to Broderick Boat Ramp at all times.



Ensure that construction equipment in the Broderick Boat Ramp park and other potential
impediments to recreation is equipped with required safety markings (e.g., lights).



Coordinate construction activities with the City of West Sacramento Department of Parks
and Recreation at least 10 days in advance of start of construction and regularly while
construction activities are ongoing in the Broderick Boat Ramp park.



Post written notices in the Broderick Boat Ramp park regarding construction activities.



Restore any areas within the Broderick Boat Ramp park disturbed by construction activities
to preconstruction or better conditions.



Compensate for loss of 0.135 acre of parkland. In accordance with Section 5404 of the
California Public Park Preservation Act, the loss of acreage at the Broderick Boat Ramp park
will be compensated for by either providing new acreage at a suitable location or improving
the unacquired portion of the parkland and facilities. The project proponents will work with
the City of West Sacramento to identify sites that are considered suitable as replacement land
or to identify appropriate park improvements following the steps listed below.
–

Conduct a fair-market value assessment of the value of the land being acquired.
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–

Coordinate with the City of West Sacramento regarding compensation and appropriate
enhancement measures.

Coordination for Broderick Boat Ramp
Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the City of West Sacramento
Department of Parks and Recreation is required regarding activities, features, and attributes that
qualify Broderick Boat Ramp as a Section 4(f) resource. Caltrans will request of the City of West
Sacramento Department of Parks and Recreation concurrence on the de minimis finding under
Section 4(f) after an opportunity for public review and comment concerning the effects of the
project has occurred.
Conclusion for Broderick Boat Ramp
Conversion of a minor portion of the Broderick Boat Ramp into a transportation use would not
adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes that qualify this park for protection under
Section 4(f). Accordingly, the project would have a de minimis impact on Broderick Boat Ramp.
The final determination will be made following the EIR/EA public comment period.
A.3.3.2

Sacramento River Parkway Trail

The Sacramento River Parkway Trail is a recreational land use primarily used by bicyclists,
joggers, and pedestrians accessing various parts of Sacramento. It is made up of two
disconnected segments. The north segment is along the eastern bank of the Sacramento River,
and starts at the northern end of Jibboom Street in Tiscornia Park and ends in Old Sacramento in
the south, passing under the existing I Street Bridge. Portions of the trail are paved, and portions
are considered off road. All portions are designated for recreational use. On Front Street in Old
Sacramento, pedestrians and bicyclists traverse a cobblestone and gravel street. The trail starts
again in Miller Park, outside of the study area. Parking for the Sacramento River Parkway Trail
is available at its northern end at Tiscornia Park.
There are no developed facilities that are a part of the trail. Rather, the trail passes through
various parks that contain facilities, such as Tiscornia Park, the Sacarmento River Parkway, Old
Sacramento State Historic Park, and Miller Park.
Use of Sacramento River Parkway Trail
No permanent acquisition or easement would be required for the project. However, construction
of the project would close the trail in the area between Matsui Waterfront Park and Old
Sacramento and would necessitate a temporary detour. As described below, the temporary use of
Sacramento River Parkway Trail during the construction period would satisfy the requirements
of 23 CFR Section 774.13(d) for a “minimal” temporary occupancy.


The duration of the occupancy must be temporary (i.e., less than the time needed for
construction of the project), and there should be no change in ownership of the land.

The Sacramento River Parkway Trail along Jibboom Street passes directly under the existing
I Street Bridge, and continues north under the location of the proposed new bridge.
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
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Consequently, the trail would require temporary rerouting during construction. The detour would
be in place for approximately 2 years and would ensure uninterrupted use of the trail. The total
project construction schedule is approximately 30 months. Given that the length of occupancy
would be 6 months less than the total construction period and no changes in ownership would
take place, the occupancy is considered temporary.


The scope of work must be minor (i.e., both the nature and magnitude of changes to the
Section 4[f] resource are minimal).

Construction activities would require a temporary rerouting of the trail. A detour (described
below) would be provided for the closed section of trail to ensure safety of pedestrians and
cyclists during construction. The detour would be in place for approximately 2 years, and would
be approximately 0.2 mile longer than the existing route. Once constructed, the trail would be
returned to pre-construction conditions. The trail would remain accessible throughout the
construction period and would be restored after approximately 24 months.


There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, and there will be no
interference with the activities or purpose of the resource, on either a temporary or
permanent basis.

No permanent physical impacts on the trail are proposed as part of the project. The trail would
continue to function in its current purpose. During construction of the project, a portion of the
northern segment of the trail would be rerouted. To the south of Railyards Boulevard the detour
would follow the temporary Jibboom Street alignment. To the north of Railyards Boulevard
cyclists and pedestrians would then continue following a detour north along Bercut Drive to
Richards Boulevard, where they could then connect back to the Parkway on the west side of
Interstate 5 (I-5). Uninterrupted use of the trail would be maintained throughout the construction
period. The existing trail passes through a busy area of Sacramento that includes various
developed areas and busy intersections, and is near a major freeways. A temporary rerouting of
the trail would not adversely impact pedestrians and bicyclists using the trail.


The land being used must be fully restored (i.e., the resource must be returned to a
condition that is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project).

Following construction, all equipment and construction debris would be removed from the site.
The affected portion of the trail would again be located within the Sacramento River Parkway, in
as good or better than current conditions and on its original alignment with the addition of the
new connections to Railyards Boulevard that the proposed project would provide.


There must be documented agreement of the appropriate officials having jurisdiction
over the resource regarding the foregoing requirements.

Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the City of Sacramento Department of
Parks and Recreation, the agency having jurisdiction over this resource, is required in order to
obtain concurrence on the temporary occupancy finding. After an opportunity for public review
and comment concerning the effects of the project has occurred, Caltrans will request
concurrance on the temporary occupancy finding from the City of Sacramento Department of
Parks and Recreation.
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Measures to Minimize Harm for Sacramento River Parkway Trail
The following measures to minimize harm will be incorporated into the project to reduce the
effects of the temporary occupancy.


Provide advance notice regarding project-related construction activities at Sacramento River
Parkway Trail. At least 10 days advance notice will be provided regarding trail closure and
detour at all trailheads and parking lots at Tiscornia Park and Matsui Waterfront Park.



Coordinate construction activities with the City of Sacramento Department of Parks and
Recreation so that trail users can be informed of construction activities.

Conclusion for Sacramento River Parkway Trail
Implementation of the project would not require a Section 4(f) use of the Sacramento River
Parkway Trail because it would not require permanent closure of the trail. The temporary
occupancy of the Sacramento River Parkway Trail meets the criteria outlined in 23 CFR
774.13(d); therefore, the temporary occupancy would not constitute a use under Section 4(f).
A.3.3.3

Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area)

The Sacramento River Parkway plan area is located along the east bank of the Sacramento River
within the city limits. It is approximately 17 miles long and 820 acres in area (City of
Sacramento 1997). The Sacramento River Parkway Plan has the primary objective of preserving
riparian habitat while providing public access to recreational opportunities along the Parkway. It
is envisioned as a recreational resource that links with the American River Parkway, and
eventually connecting with the Laguna Area. Part of the Parkway Plan includes acquiring more
public access to areas that are currently blocked to the public.
The Sacramento River Parkway Central Area, where the project would be located, is between
Jibboom Street and Old Sacramento. The Parkway contains a strip of land adjacent to the river,
and the paved Sacramento River Parkway Trail, which provides connection to the American
River Bike Trail. This portion of the Sacramento River Parkway is primarily used by pedestrians.
It provides riverfront views and other forms of passive recreation. The Central Area of the
parkway does not contain developed public facilities other than the Sacramento River Parkway
Trail, which is analyzed as a separate resource above.
Use of Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area)
The project would require acquisition of 2.155 acres from the Sacramento River Parkway. The
same amount would be necesseary for either of the two City of Sacramento roadway design
alternatives. The area that would be acquired is a strip of land on the eastern portion of the
parkway’s Central Area, adjacent to I-5 and away from the riverbank. Acquiring 2.155 acres
constitutes a loss of 0.26 percent (total) of the Sacramento River Parkway. Such acquisition
constitutes permanent incorporation of land from a Section 4(f) resource into a transportation
use. This acquisition would be a minimal impact because there are no developed facilities or
other resources in this portion of the parkway. The Sacramento River Parkway Trail would be
temporarily rerouted away from this area, and is discussed as a separate resource. The
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construction period is anticipated to last approximately 2 years. Impacts on recreation during
construction would be minimized by maintaining access to the Parkway at all times, including
the Sacramento River Parkway Trail via a detour. Construction equipment in the Parkway during
construction activities and other potential impediments to recreation would be equipped with
required safety markings (e.g., lights).
De Minimis Determination for Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area)
Although a use of 2.155 acre of the Sacramento River Parkway would occur, the impact would
be minor and would qualify as a de minimis impact. In terms of recreational value, this area does
not include any recreational areas or features other than the Sacramento River Parkway Trail,
which is analyzed as a separate resource in Section A.3.3.2. The rest of this portion of the
parkway is mainly open space used for passive recreation. After construction, pedestrian use of
this area for walking and river views would be restored.
Measures to Minimize Harm for Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area)
Measures necessary to minimize harm (such as any avoidance, minimization, mitigation, or
enhancement measures) are considered prior to determining an impact to be de minimis. The
project includes the following elements to reduce impacts.


Maintain safe access to the Sacramento River Parkway Trail at all times.



Ensure that project construction equipment in the Sacramento River Parkway, and other
potential impediments to recreation, is equipped with required safety markings (e.g., lights).



Coordinate construction activities with the City of Sacramento Department of Parks and
Recreation at least 10 days in advance of start of construction and regularly while
construction activities are ongoing in the Parkway.



Post written notices in the Sacramento River Parkway regarding construction activities.



Return construction staging or any areas within the Sacramento River Parkway disturbed by
construction activities to preconstruction or better conditions.

Additional minimization measures may be added in coordination with the City of Sacramento
Department of Parks and Recreation.
Coordination for Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area)
Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the City of Sacramento Department of
Parks and Recreation is required regarding activities, features, and attributes that qualify
Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area) as a Section 4(f) resource. Caltrans will request of the
City of Sacramento Department of Parks and Recreation concurrence on the de minimis finding
under Section 4(f) after an opportunity for public review and comment concerning the effects of
the project has occurred.
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Conclusion for Sacramento River Parkway (Central Area)
The transportation use of Sacramento River Parkway Trail, together with measures to minimize
harm incorporated into the project, would not adversely affect the activities, features, and
attributes that qualify this park for protection under Section 4(f). Accordingly, the project would
have a de minimis impact on Sacramento River Parkway Trail. As stated above, this acquisition
would constitute 0.26 percent of the entire parkway, a minor area. This portion of the parkway
does not contain any developed public facilities, other than the Sacramento River Parkway Trail,
which is analyzed separately. Once construction is complete, pedestrians would be able to access
this portion of the parkway. Furthermore, the portion of the parkway that would be acquired is a
strip of land adjacent to I-5, not the riverfront. The final determination will be made following
the EIR/EA public comment period.
A.3.4

Other Resources Evaluated Relative to the Requirements of Section 4(f)

This section discusses parks, recreational facilities, wildlife refuges, and historic properties found
within or next to the project area that do not trigger Section 4(f) protection because either: 1)
they are not publicly owned, 2) they are not open to the public, 3) they are not eligible historic
properties, 4) the project would not permanently use the property and would not hinder the
preservation of the property, or 5) the proximity impacts would not result in constructive use.
A.3.4.1

Historic Properties

Based on the analysis conducted as part of the Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act, three historic properties qualified as Section 4(f) resources. Two of these properties,
(I Street Bridge and Sacramento River East Levee, described below) are within the project APE.
No adverse effects under Section 106 were identified for these properties. SHPO’s concurrence
with the No Adverse Effect determination is necessary before Caltrans can make a Section 4(f)
approval. Old Sacramento State Historic Park is not within the project APE but is within the
Section 4(f) study limits. Old Sacramento State Historic Park is included in Table 4 and
described below.
As shown in Table 4, no use of any cultural resources protected by the provisions of Section 4(f)
would occur.
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Table 4. Section 4(f) Historic Property Use Determination Summary
Use?

Constructive
Use?

Temporary
Occupancy?

No

No

No

Sacramento
River East
Levee (P-3400490)

No

No

No

Old
Sacramento
State Historic
Park

No

No

Yes

Name
I Street Bridge
(P-34-002349)

Explanation

No physical destruction of the bridge would occur
and, therefore, no adverse effect under Section
106.
No adverse effect finding under Section 106.
No land or portion of the resource would be
permanently incorporated or temporarily occupied.
Proximity impacts to the resource would not be of a
severity such that the protected activities, features,
or attributes that qualify the property for protection
under Section 4(f) are substantially impaired.
Temporary occupancy at back of property when
existing I Street Bridge approach ramp structures
are decommissioned.

The proposed project would not adversely affect the activities, features, or attributes that qualify
these historic resources for protection under Section 4(f); therefore, no use of historic properties
would result from the project. The temporary occupancy of Old Sacramento State Historic Park
is discussed below.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park
Old Sacramento State Historic Park is a public park and a historic part of the City of Sacramento
located along the east bank of the Sacramento River, between Tower Bridge and I Street Bridge.
The park area is a California Historic Landmark and is eligible for listing in the NRHP. The park
contains many historic buildings, as well as the Sacramento Railroad Museum. It is accessible
via the Capitol Mall/Lincoln Highway and J Street. There are two public parking garages as well
as on-street parking along most of the streets in Old Sacramento. This state park is popular in the
region and is frequented by both locals and tourists. Pedestrians shop, dine, and sightsee
throughout the park, and there are views of and access to the Sacramento River. The park is also
a popular location for school field trips and holiday events, such as parades and other gatherings,
which typically draw large crowds to the park. Public facilities are prominent throughout the
park, including public restrooms, drinking fountains, and benches.
Old Sacramento State Historic Park is not located within the architectural APE of the project.
However, it is a California Historic Landmark eligible for listing in the NRHP and a public
recreational resource; therefore, the park is included within the Section 4(f) study area. Within
the jurisdition of the state park is a parking lot just east of the Sacramento Railroad museum.
This lot is located under the location where the existing I Street Bridge approach structures
would be decomissioned.
Temporary Occupancy of Old Sacramento State Historic Park
As described below, the temporary use of Old Sacramento State Historic Park during the
construction period would satisfy the requirements of 23 CFR Section 771.135(p)(7) for a
“minimal” temporary occupancy. Construction activities in the park would last approximately 4
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months. The portion of the park that would be affected is the parking area under the approaches
to the existing I Street Bridge. Parking would be maintained throughout the construction period,
as would access to the state park. Recreational activities would not be impeded during
construction.


The duration of the occupancy must be temporary (i.e., less than the time needed for
construction of the project), and there should be no change in ownership of the land.

Construction activities at the park, primarily demolition of the bridge approaches, would last
approximately 4 months. The total construction period for the project would be 30 months. No
permanent acquisition or easement would be required, so no change in ownership is proposed.


The scope of work must be minor (i.e., both the nature and magnitude of changes to the
Section 4[f] resource are minimal).

Demolition of the bridge approaches would result in minor impacts on this resource. Demolition
activities would require temporary closure of a small portion of the parking lot for safety
purposes. As such, there would be no active recreational uses allowed in the area of demolition
during the duration of the work.


There are no anticipated permanent adverse physical impacts, and there will be no
interference with the activities or purpose of the resource, on either a temporary or
permanent basis.

The portion of the Old Sacramento State Historic Park underneath and around the existing
I Street Bridge approach structures contains parking for cars, buses, and RVs, pedestrian
walkways, and some vegetation. Parking would remain available in the two public parking
garages at the park entrances and on streets throughout the park. Safe access to Old Sacramento
State Historic Park and the Sacramento Railroad Museum, including the parking garages, would
also be maintained during the demolition period.


The land being used must be fully restored (i.e., the resource must be returned to a
condition that is at least as good as that which existed prior to the project).

Following removal of the bridge approach structures, the site would be returned to a condition as
good as or better than current conditions. All equipment and construction debris would be
removed from the site.


There must be documented agreement of the appropriate officials having jurisdiction
over the resource regarding the foregoing requirements.

Prior to making Section 4(f) approvals, coordination with the California Department of Parks and
Recreation, the agency having jurisdiction over this resource, is required in order to obtain
concurrence on the temporary occupancy finding. After an opportunity for public review and
comment concerning the effects of the project has occurred, Caltrans will request concurrance on
the temporary occupancy finding from the California Department of Parks and Recreation.
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Measures to Minimize Harm for Old Sacramento State Historic Park


Provide advance notice regarding project-related construction activities at Old Sacramento
State Historic Park. At least 10 days advance notice will be provided regarding construction
activity near the parking lots at Old Sacramento State Historic Park.



Coordinate construction activities with the California Department of Parks and Recreation, so
that the agency can inform users regarding construction activities.

Conclusion for Old Sacramento Historic Park
Implementation of the project would not constitute a Section 4(f) use of the Old Sacramento
State Historic Park because it would not require acquisition of permanent right-of-way (ROW)
from the park. The portion of the park that would be affected is currently used for parking, not
recreational activities. There are two parking garages as well as on-street parking that would be
available as alternative parking areas during the 4 months that project construction activities
would occur in the parking area. Park activities and facilities would not be affected during
construction. Access to the park, museum, riverfront, and other public recreational facilities
would be fully available during construction. The temporary occupancy of the Old Sacramento
Historic Park meets the criteria outlined in 23 CFR 774.13(d); therefore, the project would not
constitute as a use under Section 4(f).
A.3.4.2

Parks and Recreational Areas

City of West Sacramento
Three public parks (Elkhorn Plaza, Raley Field and River Walk Park) are located within the
study area in the city of West Sacramento but would not be affected by the proposed project.
Elkhorn Plaza is located within the study area, approximately 0.6 mile west of the project
boundary. Access to Elkhorn Plaza is through Sacramento Avenue and Elkhorn Plaza.
Raley Field is located within the study area, approximately 0.45 mile west of the project
boundary. Access to Raley Field is through 5th Street, the Tower Bridge Gateway, and Ballpark
Drive. Parking for Raley Field is located between 5th Street and South River Road.
River Walk Park is located along the west bank of the Sacramento River between the Tower
Bridge and existing I Street Bridge. The park has views of the Sacramento River, Old
Sacramento, and the Sacramento Skyline. There are picnic areas, as well as an area for special
events available for rent. There is also a restroom facility.
No ROW would be acquired from these parks and recreational areas and no temporary
construction easement would be required for staging or other construction activities. Visitors
would not experience any loss of access or use of recreational or parking facilities. Therefore,
there would be no use of these properties under Section 4(f). No further study is required.
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River Walk Park-Proposed Extension
A proposed extension of the Sacramento River Walk Park is described in the City of West
Sacramento Parks Master Plan (2003).
Development of these parcels has not yet occurred. The extensions of the River Walk north and
south of the existing River Walk Park are not yet constructed, and a temporary construction
easement would not be required for staging or other construction activities associated with the
proposed project. The City of West Sacramento, as both one of the project proponents and the
agency with jurisdiction over this resource, will assist with coordination of the design and
construction of the two projects. Therefore there will be no acquisition of land from this
proposed resource.
Other City of West Sacramento Proposed Parks
Other proposed parks are identified in Figure 1 (Attachment A) and described in Table 2 above.
These parks are not yet constructed. There would be no direct use and temporary construction
easements would not be required for staging or other construction activities. Therefore, there
would be no use of these properties under Section 4(f). No further study is required.
City of Sacramento
Downtown Sacramento Parks
Crocker Park, Leland Stanford Mansion State Historic Park, Capitol Park, Saint Rose of Lima
Square, Caesar Chavez Park, J. Neely Johnson Park, and Zapata Park are all located in
downtown Sacramento. These parks are accessible via local streets and are far enough away
from the project boundary that access to these parks would not be affected. No ROW would be
acquired from any of these parks on a permanent basis, and temporary construction easements
would not be required for staging or other construction activities. These parks are far enough
away from the project boundary that visitors would not have views of construction equipment,
nor would they experience temporary construction-related noise effects. There would not be any
loss of access or use of recreational or parking facilities. Therefore, there would be no use of
these properties under Section 4(f). No further study is required.
Tiscornia Park
Tiscornia Park is located north of the project at the confluence of the Sacramento and American
Rivers. It contains beach and river access and picnic areas. This park is accessible from Jibboom
Street. No ROW would be acquired from this park on a permanent basis, and a temporary
construction easement would not be required for staging or other construction activities. Visitors
may have intermittent and temporary views of construction equipment and may also experience
temporary construction-related noise effects, but they would not experience any loss of access or
use of recreational or parking facilities.
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Proposed Riverfront Park
A proposed public Riverfront Park is part of the planned Sacramento Railyards development.
The Sacramento Railyards Specific Plan (City of Sacramento 2016) identifies Open Space areas
that are intended to create a framework for linking the different districts within the Railyards
development. The portion of the proposed Riverfront Park along the riverfront between Tiscornia
Park and Old Sacramento would contain a segment of the Sacramento River Parkway (Central
Area). It would primarily consist of passive open space, and no developed facilities are currently
planned. Another portion of the park along and just east of the riverfront would surround a riveradjacent mixed-use residential/hotel with green and park-like public space. The parks within the
Sacramento Railyards would be privately developed, but under jurisdiction of the City of
Sacramento. They would also be maintained by the City of Sacramento (Rich pers. comm.).
This park is not yet constructed. As currently designed, the proposed project would not require
either temporary construction easements or permanent ROW acquisition in the park; therefore,
there would be no use of this property under Section 4(f). No further study is required.
Other City of Sacramento Proposed Parks
Other proposed parks include other parcels identified in the Sacramento Railyards Specific Plan
as open space (shown in Figure 1 [Attachment A]). These parks are not yet constructed. There
would be no direct use and temporary construction easements would not be required for staging
or other construction activities. Therefore, there would be no use of these properties under
Section 4(f). No further study is required.

A.4

Section 6(f) Assessment

Section 6(f)(3) of the LWCF Act (16 USC Section 460l-4) contains provisions to protect federal
investments in park and recreational resources and the quality of those assisted resources. The
law recognizes the likelihood that changes in land use or development may make park use of
some areas purchased with LWCF funds obsolete over time, particularly in rapidly changing
urban areas, and provides for conversion to other use pursuant to certain specific conditions.
Section 6(f)(3): No property acquired or developed with assistance under this section shall,
without the approval of the Secretary, be converted to other than public outdoor recreation uses.
The Secretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it to be in accord with the then
existing comprehensive statewide outdoor recreation plan and only upon such conditions as he
deems necessary to assure the substitution of other recreation properties of at least equal fair
market value and of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location.

This requirement applies to all parks and other sites that have been the subject of LWCF grants
of any type and includes acquisition of park land and development or rehabilitation of park
facilities.
A review of the LWCF listing of grants for Sacramento and Yolo Counties revealed that several
grants have been allotted to the Sacramento River Parkway (project numbers BG-34-321 and SLDraft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
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34-001) and one grant has been allotted to the Sacramento River Parkway Trail (project number
06-00679). Further consultation with the California Department of Parks and Recreation
confirmed that LWCF funds were used to construct the Sacramento River Parkway Trail in the
vicinity of the project (Attachment B). The trail would be temporarily rerouted during
construction, and the detour would be in place for approximately 2 years. However, the trail
would remain in use during construction, and would be reestablished in its original location to a
condition as good as or better than current conditions. Therefore, there would be no conversion
of any LWCF-funded recreational areas to a non-recreational use, and protection under Section
6(f) would not apply.

A.5
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Attachment B
Correspondence

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Bee, Natalie@Parks <Natalie.Bee@parks.ca.gov>
Wednesday, July 08, 2015 1:16 PM
Christensen, Lindsay
RE: Sacramento I Street Bridge Replacement project
Scanned from OGALS Xerox.pdf

Hi Lindsay,
I’ve attached the map for the Sacramento River Trail that was funded through LWCF from Old Sac to
Discovery, project number 06-00679. Is the City looking to replace the I Street bridge using the
existing footprint or is an additional bridge being installed that would impact the current trail?

Natalie Bee
Associate Park and Recreation Specialist
California State Parks
Office of Grants and Local Services
1416 9th Street, Rm 918
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001
(916) 651-0564 phone
(916) 653-6511 fax

From: Christensen, Lindsay [mailto:Lindsay.Christensen@icfi.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 12:34 PM
To: Bee, Natalie@Parks
Subject: Sacramento I Street Bridge Replacement project

Hi Natalie,
Per our phone conversation, I’m looking to see if any LWCF grants were used in the project area for the I Street Bridge
Replacement Project. I am attaching a draft figure that shows were potential park impacts could occur. Any information
you can provide would be very helpful.
Thank you so much!
LINDSAY CHRISTENSEN | Project Coordinator, Environment & Planning

Division | 916.231.7614 | lindsay.christensen@icfi.com | icfi.com
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.737.3000



Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.
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Appendix C Summary of Relocation Benefits
C.1

C.1.1

California Department of Transportation Relocation Assistance
Program
Declaration of Policy

“The purpose of this title is to establish a uniform policy for fair and equitable treatment of
persons displaced as a result of federal and federally assisted programs in order that such persons
shall not suffer disproportionate injuries as a result of programs designed for the benefit of the
public as a whole.”
The Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution states, “No Person shall…be deprived of life,
liberty, or property, without due process of law, nor shall private property be taken for public use
without just compensation.” The Uniform Act sets forth in statute the due process that must be
followed in Real Property acquisitions involving federal funds. Supplementing the Uniform Act
is the government-wide single rule for all agencies to follow, set forth in 49 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 24. Displaced individuals, families, businesses, farms, and nonprofit
organizations may be eligible for relocation advisory services and payments, as discussed below.
C.1.2

Fair Housing

The Fair Housing Law (Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968) sets forth the policy of the
United States to provide, within constitutional limitations, for fair housing. This act, and as
amended, makes discriminatory practices in the purchase and rental of most residential units
illegal. Whenever possible, minority persons shall be given reasonable opportunities to relocate
to any available housing regardless of neighborhood, as long as the replacement dwellings are
decent, safe, and sanitary and are within their financial means. This policy, however, does not
require the Department to provide a person a larger payment than is necessary to enable a person
to relocate to a comparable replacement dwelling.
Any persons to be displaced will be assigned to a relocation advisor, who will work closely with
each displacee in order to see that all payments and benefits are fully utilized and that all
regulations are observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting
any of their benefits or payments. At the time of the initiation of negotiations (usually the first
written offer to purchase), owner-occupants are given a detailed explanation of the state’s
relocation services. Tenant occupants of properties to be acquired are contacted soon after the
initiation of negotiations and also are given a detailed explanation of the Caltrans Relocation
Assistance Program. To avoid loss of possible benefits, no individual, family, business, farm, or
nonprofit organization should commit to purchase or rent a replacement property without first
contacting a Department relocation advisor.
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C.1.3

Relocation Assistance Advisory Services

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act of 1970, as amended, the Department will provide relocation advisory assistance to any
person, business, farm or nonprofit organization displaced as a result of the acquisition of real
property for public use, so long as they are legally present in the United States. The Department
will assist eligible displacees in obtaining comparable replacement housing by providing current
and continuing information on the availability and prices of both houses for sale and rental units
that are “decent, safe and sanitary.” Nonresidential displacees will receive information on
comparable properties for lease or purchase (for business, farm and nonprofit organization
relocation services, see below).
Residential replacement dwellings will be in a location generally not less desirable than the
displacement neighborhood at prices or rents within the financial ability of the individuals and
families displaced, and reasonably accessible to their places of employment. Before any
displacement occurs, comparable replacement dwellings will be offered to displacees that are
open to all persons regardless of race, color, religion, sex, national origin, and consistent with the
requirements of Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 1968. This assistance will also include the
supplying of information concerning federal and state assisted housing programs and any other
known services being offered by public and private agencies in the area.
Persons who are eligible for relocation payments and who are legally occupying the property
required for the project will not be asked to move without first being given at least 90 days
written notice.
C.1.3.1

Residential Relocation Payments

The Relocation Assistance Program will help eligible residential occupants by paying certain
costs and expenses. These costs are limited to those necessary for or incidental to the purchase or
rental of a replacement dwelling and actual reasonable moving expenses to a new location within
50 miles of the displacement property. Any actual moving costs in excess of the 50 miles are the
responsibility of the displacee. The Residential Relocation Assistance Program can be
summarized as follows:
Moving Costs
Any displaced person, who lawfully occupied the acquired property, regardless of the length of
occupancy in the property acquired, will be eligible for reimbursement of moving costs.
Displacees will receive either the actual reasonable costs involved in moving themselves and
personal property up to a maximum of 50 miles, or a fixed payment based on a fixed moving
cost schedule. Lawful occupants who move into the displacement property after the initiation of
negotiations must wait until the Department obtains control of the property in order to be eligible
for relocation payments.
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Purchase Differential
In addition to moving and related expense payments, fully eligible homeowners may be entitled
to payments for increased costs of replacement housing.
Homeowners who have owned and occupied their property for 180 days or more prior to the date
of the initiation of negotiations (usually the first written offer to purchase the property), may
qualify to receive a price differential payment and may qualify to receive reimbursement for
certain nonrecurring costs incidental to the purchase of the replacement property. An interest
differential payment is also available if the interest rate for the loan on the replacement dwelling
is higher than the loan rate on the displacement dwelling, subject to certain limitations on
reimbursement based upon the replacement property interest rate. The maximum combination of
these three supplemental payments that the owner-occupant can receive is $22,500. If the total
entitlement (without the moving payments) is in excess of $22,500, the Last Resort Housing
Program will be used (see the explanation of the Last Resort Housing Program below).
Rent Differential
Tenants and certain owner-occupants (based on length of ownership) who have occupied the
property to be acquired by the Department prior to the date of the initiation of negotiations may
qualify to receive a rent differential payment. This payment is made when the Department
determines that the cost to rent a comparable “decent, safe and sanitary” replacement dwelling
will be more than the present rent of the displacement dwelling. As an alternative, the tenant may
qualify for a down payment benefit designed to assist in the purchase of a replacement property
and the payment of certain costs incidental to the purchase, subject to certain limitations noted
under the Down Payment section below. The maximum amount payable to any eligible tenant
and any owner-occupant of less than 180 days, in addition to moving expenses, is $5,250. If the
total entitlement for rent supplement exceeds $5,250, the Last Resort Housing Program will be
used.
To receive any relocation benefits, the displaced person must buy or rent and occupy a “decent,
safe and sanitary” replacement dwelling within one year from the date the Department takes
legal possession of the property, or from the date the displacee vacates the displacement
property, whichever is later.
Down Payment
The down payment option has been designed to aid owner-occupants of less than 180 days and
tenants in legal occupancy prior to Caltrans’ initiation of negotiations. The down payment and
incidental expenses cannot exceed the maximum payment of $5,250. The one-year eligibility
period in which to purchase and occupy a “decent, safe and sanitary” replacement dwelling will
apply.
Last Resort Housing
Federal regulations (49 CFR 24) contain the policy and procedure for implementing the Last
Resort Housing Program on federal-aid projects. Last Resort Housing benefits are, except for the
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amounts of payments and the methods in making them, the same as those benefits for standard
residential relocation as explained above. Last Resort Housing has been designed primarily to
cover situations where a displacee cannot be relocated because of lack of available comparable
replacement housing, or when the anticipated replacement housing payments exceed the $22,500
and $5,250 limits of the standard relocation procedure, because either the displacee lacks the
financial ability or other valid circumstances.
After the initiation of negotiations, the Department will within a reasonable length of time,
personally contact the displacees to gather important information, including the following:


Number of people to be displaced.



Specific arrangements needed to accommodate any family member(s) with special needs.



Financial ability to relocate into comparable replacement dwelling which will adequately
house all members of the family.



Preferences in area of relocation.



Location of employment or school.

C.1.4

Nonresidential Relocation Assistance

The Nonresidential Relocation Assistance Program provides assistance to businesses, farms and
nonprofit organizations in locating suitable replacement property, and reimbursement for certain
costs involved in relocation. The Relocation Advisory Assistance Program will provide current
lists of properties offered for sale or rent, suitable for a particular business’s specific relocation
needs. The types of payments available to eligible businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations
are: searching and moving expenses, and possibly reestablishment expenses; or a fixed in lieu
payment instead of any moving, searching and reestablishment expenses. The payment types can
be summarized as follows:
C.1.4.1

Moving Expenses

Moving expenses may include the following actual, reasonable costs:


The moving of inventory, machinery, equipment and similar business-related property,
including: dismantling, disconnecting, crating, packing, loading, insuring, transporting,
unloading, unpacking, and reconnecting of personal property. Items acquired in the right-ofway contract may not be moved under the Relocation Assistance Program. If the displacee
buys an Item Pertaining to the Realty back at salvage value, the cost to move that item is
borne by the displacee.



Loss of tangible personal property provides payment for actual, direct loss of personal
property that the owner is permitted not to move.



Expenses related to searching for a new business site, up to $2,500, for reasonable expenses
actually incurred.
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C.1.4.2

Reestablishment Expenses

Reestablishment expenses related to the operation of the business at the new location, up to
$10,000 for reasonable expenses actually incurred.
C.1.4.3

Fixed In Lieu Payment

A fixed payment in lieu of moving, searching, and reestablishment payments may be available to
businesses that meet certain eligibility requirements. This payment is an amount equal to half the
average annual net earnings for the last two taxable years prior to the relocation and may not be
less than $1,000 nor more than $20,000.
C.1.5

Additional Information

Reimbursement for moving costs and replacement housing payments are not considered income
for the purpose of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, or for the purpose of determining the
extent of eligibility of a displacee for assistance under the Social Security Act, or any other law,
except for any federal law providing local “Section 8” Housing Programs.
Any person, business, farm or nonprofit organization that has been refused a relocation payment
by the Department relocation advisor or believes that the payment(s) offered by the agency are
inadequate may appeal for a special hearing of the complaint. No legal assistance is required.
Information about the appeal procedure is available from the relocation advisor.
California law allows for the payment for lost goodwill that arises from the displacement for a
public project. A list of ineligible expenses can be obtained from Caltrans Right-of-Way.
California’s law and the federal regulations covering relocation assistance provide that no
payment shall be duplicated by other payments being made by the displacing agency.
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Appendix D Avoidance, Minimization and/or
Mitigation Summary
D.1
D.1.1

Land Use
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.1.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Restore Sacramento River Parkway Trail after Construction
In the event that any inadvertent damage occurs to the Sacramento River Parkway Trail, the area
affected will be restored to the condition that existed prior to construction activities or better.
Provide Advance Notification of Sacramento River Parkway Trail Closures
The City of Sacramento will provide advance notification of the Sacramento River Parkway
Trail closure on its websites and trailheads. Notices will include trail closure dates, approximate
duration, and a description of the detour available during closure.

D.2
D.2.1

Growth
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.2.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.
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D.3
D.3.1

Community Impacts
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Prepare a Transportation Management Plan
Prior to construction, the project proponent will prepare a Transportation Management Plan
(TMP). Implementation of a TMP would minimize disruptions to traffic and to emergency
services during construction and ensure that construction would not create major delays. A TMP
is a program of activities for alleviating or minimizing work-related traffic delays by applying
traditional traffic handling practices as well as innovative strategies. A TMP program includes
public awareness campaigns, motorist information, demand management, incident management,
system management, construction methods and staging, and alternate route planning. TMP
strategies also strive to reduce the overall duration of work activities where appropriate. Typical
components of a TMP can include measures such as implementation of staging, traffic handling,
and detour plans; restricting construction work to certain days and/or hours to minimize impacts
on traffic and pedestrians; coordination with other construction projects to avoid conflicts; and
the use of portable changeable message signs to inform the public of construction activities.
Implementation of the measures in the TMP would reduce the temporary access and circulation
impacts of the project that would be caused by potentially lengthy construction delays. In
addition to the measures described above, the TMP will include the following measures.


Any emergency service agency whose ability to respond to incidents will be affected by any
lane closure must be notified prior to that closure.



Work will be coordinated with the local busing system (including school buses and public
systems) to minimize impacts on their bus schedules.

The project proponent will provide information to residents and businesses before and during
project work that may represent a negative impact on commerce and travel surrounding the zone
of construction.
Construct Mid-block East West Road
Construct a new east/west access road south of C Street, just south of the Washington Firehouse
property, to restore on-street parking, emergency access, and circulation to parcels currently
served by 2nd Street, and prevent creation of a cul-de-sac inconsistent with West Sacramento’s
Standard Specifications. The roadway will restore circulation that will be impaired or unusable
due to bridge impacts on the parking lot and the adjacency of the new location of the southeast
corner of 3rd and C Street to the driveway or curb cut into the Washington Firehouse parking.
The roadway will be consistent with the 2nd Street reconfiguration shown in Figure 2.81 and
Figure 2.85 of Washington Realized (City of West Sacramento 2015). Implementation of this
measure will occur concurrent with project construction.
The new access road will provide access to private parcels between 3rd Street and the
Sacramento River and will accommodate pedestrian and bicycle use as well as provide limited
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vehicular access within the same street space. It will be designed to enhance and visually
communicate the shared nature of the street. It may be a “Stubbed” access street connected to 3rd
Street, then terminating in a hammer head or parking lot. Or it may be a “Connecting” access
street connected to the existing 2nd Street and 3rd Street. The new access road will be a
minimum of 60 feet wide with a 20-foot right-of-way for vehicles and a 20-foot “no structure”
zone on each side which may accommodate semi-private uses or parking.
D.3.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.4
D.4.1

Utilities/Emergency Services
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Provide Advance Notice to Utility Service Providers
The project proponent will provide advance notification and coordinate with utility service
providers prior to and during construction to avoid or minimize potential service disruptions.
Prepare a Transportation Management Plan
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.3.1.
Construct 2nd Street Reconfiguration
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.3.1.
D.4.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.5
D.5.1

Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
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D.5.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Prepare a Transportation Management Plan
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.3.1.
Construct Mid-block East West Road
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.3.1.
Implement Roadway and Freeway Improvements
5th Street/E Street, West Sacramento – Under 2040 conditions, construct westbound and
eastbound left-turn lanes with at least 75 feet of storage. Install a traffic signal when warranted,
due to increases in peak-hour volumes or to accommodate the planned streetcar. Implementation
of this measure would result in the following.
2040 operations after mitigation = LOS C or better.
This mitigation would increase crossing lengths for pedestrians and bicyclists, which would
increase their exposure time to vehicles.
5th Street/F Street, West Sacramento – Under 2040 conditions, construct westbound and
eastbound left-turn lanes with at least 75 feet of storage. Install a traffic signal when warranted,
which was previously identified as mitigation for the Raley’s Landing project. Implementation of
this measure would result in the following.
2040 operations after mitigation = LOS C or better.
This mitigation would increase crossing lengths for pedestrians and bicyclists, which would
increase their exposure time to vehicles.
5th Street/Tower Bridge Gateway, West Sacramento – Implement the planned modification
of the 5th Street/West Capitol Avenue intersection, which would eliminate the vehicle
connection to West Capitol Avenue. The proximity of this intersection to 5th Street/Tower
Bridge Gateway creates inefficient signal operations at 5th Street/Tower Bridge Gateway and 3rd
Street/Tower Bridge Gateway. Implementation of this measure would result in the following.
2020 operations after mitigation = LOS D or better based on 2040 conditions that
reflect this configuration with higher peak hour volumes.
North 7th Street/B Street, Sacramento – Under 2020 conditions, widen North 7th Street to
four lanes through the intersection. This capacity expansion is part of the Sacramento Railyards
Specific Plan Update. Implementation of this measure would result in the following.
2020 operations after modification = LOS B in the a.m. peak hour.
Modifications that require construction of additional lanes would increase crossing length for
pedestrians and bicyclists, which would increase their exposure time to vehicles.
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Bercut Drive/Richards Boulevard, Sacramento – Under 2040 conditions, extend the
southbound right-turn lane to provide 200 feet of storage. Implementation of this measure would
result in the following.
2040 operations after modification = LOS F (72 seconds of delay) in the p.m. peak
hour.
This modification may take away on-street parking spots.
North 3rd Street/Richards Boulevard, Sacramento – Under 2040 conditions, operation of this
intersection is constrained by the downstream intersection of I-5 northbound ramps/Richards
Boulevard and Bercut Drive/Richards Boulevard. Providing additional capacity for motorists
heading northbound onto I-5 would improve operations along the corridor, including at North
3rd Street/Richard Boulevard. This could be addressed by providing a second right-turn lane
from Richards Boulevard westbound onto I-5 northbound through converting a westbound
through lane to a through-right shared lane. This modification is consistent with the I-5/Richards
Boulevard Interchange Project Study Report improvement alternatives but would require ramp
modifications that are subject to Caltrans approval and may create a more hazardous conflict
zone between bicyclists and vehicles. Implementation of this measure would result in the
following.
2040 operations after mitigation = LOS F (104 seconds of delay) in the p.m. peak
hour.
North 12th Street/North B Street, Sacramento – Under 2040 conditions, the vehicle traffic
operations at this intersection are constrained by multimodal modifications planned for the
intersection to better accommodate bicycle and pedestrian travel through the intersection,
including a cycle track, bulb outs, and vehicle turn-movement restrictions. These modifications
are consistent with the Sacramento 2035 General Plan for this area, where bicycle and
pedestrian travel have high priorities. Physical mitigation to reduce vehicle delays would require
taking space away from bicycles and pedestrians or from adjacent property to accommodate
more vehicle lanes, which may not be feasible.
I-5 Southbound Weaving Segment between Garden Highway and Richards Boulevard –
Modify ramp meter signal timings at the Garden Highway and West El Camino Avenue
southbound I-5 on-ramps to reduce a.m. peak-hour flows onto the mainline such that mainline
flows in the weaving segment are no higher than under 2020 no build conditions.
Implementation of this measure would result in the following.
2020 operations after mitigation = a.m. peak hour LOS F (maximum service
volume = 2,185)
Changing the ramp meter timing could cause queues to lengthen at the on-ramps, potentially
affecting upstream arterial traffic operations on Garden Highway and West El Camino Avenue.
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D.6
D.6.1

Visual/Aesthetics
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.6.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Compensate for Temporary Effects on and Permanent Loss of Cottonwood Riparian
Forest (including SRA Cover)
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Work with Stakeholders to Determine Bridge Aesthetics
The project proponent will conduct a focused outreach effort and will conduct a public meeting
or charrette session with public stakeholders to develop an aesthetic design approach to aid in
reducing the visual impact of the proposed bridge. This measure will allow concerned viewers to
contribute to creating a bridge that is visually appealing to the general public, while balancing
the need for increased circulation access at this location. Affected stakeholders will be able to
provide input on the preferred architectural style and coloring of the proposed bridge.
Implement Project Landscaping
The project proponent will install landscaping where space and safety considerations allow. This
will improve the visual quality of the project corridor by improving corridor aesthetics and
helping to reduce the apparent scale of new and reconfigured intersections, in addition to
replacing some of the vegetation lost through construction. Prior to approval of the roadway
design, the City of Sacramento and /or City of West Sacramento project landscape architect will
review project designs to ensure that the following elements are implemented in the project
landscaping plan.


Design and implement low-impact development (LID) measures that disperse and reduce
runoff by using such features as vegetated buffer strips/medians between paved areas that
catch and infiltrate runoff. In addition, pervious paving will be evaluated for use in the
proposed project to improve infiltration and to reduce the amount of surface runoff from
entering waterways and the storm water system. LID measures will not be used where
infiltration could result in adverse environmental effects. LID measures, such as cobbled
swales and aggregate mulching, can be used as an aesthetic design element to create an
attractive view while reducing water use.



Require construction contractors to incorporate native grass and wildflower seed to standard
seed mixes, which may be non-native, for erosion control measures that will be applied to all
exposed slopes. Wildflowers will provide seasonal interest to areas where trees and shrubs
are removed and grasslands are disturbed. Only wildflower and grass species that are native
will be incorporated into the seed mix, and under no circumstances will any invasive grass or
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wildflower plant species be used as any component in any erosion control measures. Species
will be chosen that are indigenous to the area and for their appropriateness to the surrounding
habitat. For example, upland grass and wildflower species will be chosen for drier, upland
areas, and wetter species will be chosen for areas that will receive more moisture. If not
appropriate to the surrounding habitat, wildflowers should not be included in the seed mix.


Require the species list to include trees, shrubs, and an herbaceous understory of varying
heights, as well as both evergreen and deciduous types. Plant variety will increase the
effectiveness of the roadside planting areas by providing multiple layers, seasonality, diverse
habitat, and reduced susceptibility to disease. Evergreen groundcovers or low-growing
plants, such as Ceanothus spp., should be used in areas where taller vegetation would
potentially cause driving hazards by obscuring site distances. Species used will be native and
indigenous to the project area and California. Native plant species can be used to create
attractive spaces, high in aesthetic quality, that are not only drought-tolerant but also attract
more wildlife than traditional landscape plant palettes. Use of native species promotes a
visual character of California that is being lost through development and reliance on nonnative ornamental plant species.



Use vegetative accents and screening to reduce the perceived scale and mass of the built
features, while accentuating the design treatments that will be applied to built features.
Special attention should be paid to plant choices near residences to ensure that species chosen
are of an appropriate height, and rely on evergreen species to provide year-round light
screening from nuisance light, if applicable.



Under no circumstances will any invasive plant species be used at any location.



Plant vegetation within the first 6 months following project completion.



Implement an irrigation and maintenance program during the plant establishment period and
carried on, as needed, to ensure plant survival. However, design of the landscaping plan will
try to maximize the use of planting zones that are water efficient. The design also may
incorporate aesthetic features, such as cobbling swales or shallow detention areas, which can
reduce or eliminate the need for irrigation in certain areas.



If an irrigation system is required, use a smart watering system in areas that are irrigated to
evaluate the existing site conditions and plant material against weather conditions to avoid
overwatering of such areas. To avoid undue water flows, manage the irrigation system in
such a manner that any broken spray heads, pipes, or other components are fixed within
1-2 days, or the zone or system will be shut down until it can be repaired.

Apply Minimum Lighting Standards


All artificial outdoor lighting and overhead street lighting is to be limited to safety and
security requirements and the minimum required for driver safety. Lighting will be designed
using Illuminating Engineering Society’s design guidelines and in compliance with
International Dark-Sky Association–approved fixtures. All lighting will be designed to have
minimum impact on the surrounding environment and will use downcast, cut-off type
fixtures that are shielded and direct the light only toward objects requiring illumination.
Therefore, lights will be installed at the lowest allowable height and cast low-angle
illumination while minimizing incidental light spill onto adjacent properties or open spaces,
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or backscatter into the nighttime sky. The lowest allowable wattage will be used for all
lighted areas, and the amount of nighttime lights needed to light an area will be minimized to
the highest degree possible. Light fixtures will have non-glare finishes that will not cause
reflective daytime glare. Lighting will be designed for energy efficiency, with daylight
sensors or timers with an on/off program. Lights will provide good color rendering with
natural light qualities, with the minimum intensity feasible for security, safety, and personnel
access. Lighting, including light color rendering and fixture types, will be designed to be
aesthetically pleasing.


LED lighting will avoid the use of blue-rich white light lamps and use a correlated color
temperature that is no higher than 3,000 Kelvin, consistent with the International Dark-Sky
Associations Fixture Seal of Approval Program (International Dark-Sky Association 2010a,
2010b, 2015). In addition, LED lights will use shielding to ensure that nuisance glare and that
light spill does not affect sensitive residential viewers.



Lights along pathways and bridge safety lighting will use shielding to minimize offsite light
spill and glare, and will be screened and directed away from adjacent uses to the highest
degree possible. The amount of nighttime lights used along pathways will be minimized to
the highest degree possible to ensure that spaces are not unnecessarily over-lit. For example,
the amount of light can be reduced by limiting the amount of ornamental light posts to higher
use areas and by using bollard lighting on travel way portions of pathways.



Technologies to reduce light pollution evolve over time; design measures that are currently
available may help but may not be the most effective means of controlling light pollution
once the project is designed. Therefore, all design measures used to reduce light pollution
will use the technologies available at the time of project design to allow for the highest
potential reduction in light pollution.

D.7
D.7.1

Cultural Resources
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.7.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Conduct Mandatory Cultural Resources Awareness Training for Construction Personnel
Before any ground-disturbing work occurs in the project area, a qualified archaeologist will be
retained to conduct mandatory contractor/worker cultural resources awareness training for
construction personnel. The awareness training will be provided to all construction personnel
(contractors and subcontractors), to brief them on the need to avoid effects on cultural resources
adjacent to and within construction areas and the penalties for not complying with applicable
state and federal laws and permit requirements.
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Develop Interpretative Display for the I Street Bridge
The project proponent will develop an interpretive display and erect the display in Old
Sacramento at a site within clear view of the I Street Bridge. The display will focus on the
removal of vehicular uses from the I Street Bridge, to interpret for future generations the
vehicular uses of the bridge. The project proponents will also assemble a freestanding
interpretive panel that documents the history of the joint railroad-automobile use of the I Street
Bridge, emphasizing the non-rail uses. Details on the implementation on the interpretive display
will be coordinated through Caltrans in consultation with SHPO.
Establish an Environmental Sensitive Area for Resource CA-SAC-658H
An Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) will be established to ensure that resource
CA-SAC-658H is not affected during project implementation. Prior to construction, the
construction contractor will install high-visibility orange construction fencing and/or flagging, as
appropriate, along the perimeter of the area of direct impact (ADI) located within the APE to
restrict access to the portion of CA-SAC-658H outside the ADI. Prior to installation of the ESA
fencing, an Environmentally Sensitive Area Action Plan will be prepared as a stipulation of the
Programmatic Agreement (PA) prepared for the project.

Develop a Programmatic Agreement for the Project
A project-specific PA between Caltrans, the City of Sacramento and the SHPO will be developed
for the project. The PA will assure fulfillment of the NHPA requirements of Section 106 and will
ensure proper evaluation and treatment of any previously unknown archaeological resources
uncovered during ground-disturbing construction activities. Additionally, the PA will establish
responsibilities for the treatment of historic properties, the implementation of mitigation
measures, and ongoing consultation efforts with Native American groups.
The PA will include development of a plan for archaeological test trenching within the APE on
the West Sacramento side of the river, since this area has a high archaeological sensitivity for
both historic-period and prehistoric material. A plan will be prepared for this work similar to a
Caltrans Extended Phase I (XPI) Plan. Excavations will be conducted prior to construction, and
will aid in the identification of unknown subsurface archaeological deposits that may be present
within the APE.
The PA will also require preparation of Environmentally Sensitive Area Action Plan, as
discussed above, for CA- SAC-658HThe PA will require preparation of an Archaeological
Resource Management Plan (ARMP), prepared to Caltrans and City of Sacramento and City of
West Sacramento standards. The ARMP will designate procedures for treatment of previously
unidentified cultural resources encountered during test trenching or construction, including steps
for the mitigation of resources that are determined eligible for the NRHP.
The ARMP will specify that a qualified archaeologist and a Native American monitor will be
retained to monitor all initial ground disturbing activities (e.g., vegetation removal, grading,
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excavation, bridge construction). The purpose of the monitoring is to ensure that measures
identified in the environmental document are properly implemented to avoid and minimize
effects to cultural resources and to ensure that the project complies with all applicable permit
requirements and agency conditions of approval. Conditions for monitoring and project reporting
will be specified.
Implement Avoidance and Notification Procedures for Cultural Resources Discovered
during Construction
It is Caltrans’ and the City of Sacramento’s policy to avoid cultural resources whenever possible.
If cultural materials are discovered during construction, all earthmoving activity within and
around the immediate discovery area will be diverted until a qualified archaeologist can assess
the nature and significance of the find. All reasonable measures will be implemented to avoid,
minimize, or mitigate further harm to the resource. If appropriate, the project proponent will
notify Indian tribes or Native American groups that may attach religious or cultural significance
to the affected resource.
If human remains are discovered, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 states that further
disturbances and activities shall cease in any area or nearby area suspected to overlie remains,
and the county coroner shall be contacted. Pursuant to PRC Section 5097.98, if the remains are
thought to be Native American, the coroner will notify the NAHC, which will then notify the
Most Likely Descendent (MLD). The project proponent will work with the MLD to avoid the
remains and, if avoidance is not feasible, to determine the respectful treatment of the remains.
Further provisions of PRC Section 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable.

D.8
D.8.1

Hydrology and Floodplain
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.8.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.
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D.9
D.9.1

Water Quality
Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Implement Measures to Protect Water Quality during Construction
Impacts from the staging and storage areas would be avoided or minimized because all
construction activities, including disturbed soil areas in staging areas, would comply with a
variety of permits, requirements and agencies. As required in the Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), staging areas must be sufficiently stabilized and returned to their preproject conditions for final Regional Water Quality Control Board approval. The CGP (Order
No. 2009-0009-DWQ, as amended by Order Nos. 2010-0014-DWQ and 2012-0006-DWQ) is
applicable to all entities disturbing more than an acre of soil. By law, all storm water discharges
associated with construction activity where clearing, grading, and excavation results in soil
disturbance of at least 1 acre of total land area (such as this project) must comply with the
provisions of the CGP and develop and implement an effective SWPPP. As required by the
Construction General Permit, the project proponent will prepare the SWPPP prior to the
beginning of construction. Implementation of the SWPPP starts with the commencement of
construction and continues through the completion of the project.
The SWPPP would include the following elements.


Project Description – The Project description includes maps and other information related to
construction activities and potential sources of pollutants.



Minimum Construction Control Measures – These measures may include limiting
construction access routes, stabilizing areas denuded by construction, and using sediment
controls and filtration.



Erosion and Sediment Control – The SWPPP is required to contain a description of soil
stabilization practices, control measures to prevent a net increase in sediment load in storm
water, controls to reduce tracking sediment onto roads, and controls to reduce wind erosion.



Non-Storm Water Management – The SWPPP includes provisions to reduce and control
discharges other than storm water.



Post-Construction Storm Water Management – The SWPPP includes a list of storm water
control measures that provide ongoing (permanent) protection for water resources.



Waste Management and Disposal – The SWPPP includes a waste management section,
including, for example, equipment maintenance waste, used oil, and batteries. All waste must
be disposed of as required by state and federal law.



Maintenance, Inspection, and Repair – The SWPPP requires an ongoing program to ensure
that all controls are in place and operating as designed.



Monitoring – This provision requires documented inspections of the control measures.
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Reports – The contractor will prepare an annual report on the construction project and submit
this report on July 15 each year. This report will be submitted to the State Water Board on
the Storm Water Multiple Application and Report Tracking System website.



Training – The SWPPP provides documentation on the training and qualifications of the
designated Qualified SWPPP Developer and Qualified SWPPP Practitioner. Trained
personnel must perform inspections, maintenance, and repair of construction site BMPs.



Construction Site Monitoring Program – The SWPPP includes a Construction Site
Monitoring Program detailing the procedures and methods related to the visual monitoring
and sampling and analysis plans for non-visible pollutants, sediment and turbidity, and pH
and bioassessment.

The following minimum BMPs would be necessary for the project to comply with the CGP.






Soil stabilization
–

Hydroseeding

–

Geotextiles, mats, plastic covers, and erosion control blankets

–

Hydraulic mulch

Sediment control
–

Fiber rolls

–

Silt fence

–

Sediment trap

–

Gravel bag berm

–

Check dams

–

Storm drain inlet protection

Tracking control practices
–





Temporary construction entrance

Non-storm water controls
–

Dewatering operations

–

Material and equipment use over water

–

Clear water diversion

–

Temporary stream crossing

–

Potable water/irrigation

Water management and materials pollution control
–

Concrete waste management

–

Hazardous waste management and contaminated soil management
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Because the project proponent and the construction contractor must comply with conditions
stipulated in water quality permits for the project, no additional measures are required during
construction.
Implement Measures to Protect Water Quality during Project Operation and Maintenance
The project design will incorporate Construction General Permit SWPPP post-construction
measures, site design measures, LID measures, and other permanent erosion control elements
found in Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership’s SQIP, the City of West Sacramento’s
SWMP, and Caltrans’ MS4 program guidance documents. The NPDES MS4 permits contains
provisions to reduce, to the maximum extent practicable, pollutant loadings from the facility
once construction is complete. Thus, design features or BMPs would be developed and
incorporated into the project design and operations prior to project construction. These measures
would reduce the suspended particulate loads, and thus pollutants associated with the particles,
from entering waterways. Under the Sacramento County MS4 Permit, storm water mitigation
measures are required to be incorporated into project design plans for Planning Priority Projects.
These include development projects or land-disturbing activity that results in the creation,
addition, or replacement of 5,000 square feet or more of impervious surface area on an already
developed site. Traditional permittees, such as City of West Sacramento, are required to comply
with Section E of the Statewide Phase II MS4 Permit, which specifies requirements for site
design measures1, LID design standards, alternative post-construction stormwater management
program, and operations and management requirements for post construction stormwater
management. Additionally, an operation and maintenance program would be implemented for
permanent control measures.
Low-impact development measures are proposed to reduce the rate of runoff, filter pollutants,
and allow infiltration into the ground. The proposed measures would address peak-flow
attenuation impacts and can include structural measures, such as detention, underground storage,
and non-structural measures, through the modification of proposed treatment BMPs to
accommodate flow and volume control.
Caltrans-approved treatment BMPs/low-impact development measures that have been studied
and verified to remove targeted design constituents and provide general pollutant removal
include the following.


Biofiltration systems



Infiltration devices



Detention devices



Dry weather flow division



Gross solids removal devices (GSRDs)



Media filters

1

Site design measures are implemented to reduce site runoff. Examples of these measures include stream setbacks
and buffers, soil quality improvement and maintenance, tree planting and preservation, rooftop and impervious area
disconnection, porous pavement, green roofs, vegetated swales, and rain barrels and cisterns.
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
I Street Bridge Replacement Project

September 2017
D-13

Appendix D. Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Summary



Multi-chamber treatment train



Wet basins

The project proponent would be responsible for maintaining the treatment BMPs discussed
above. The Maintenance Stormwater Coordinator would be involved in the design review of any
permanent storm water treatment BMPs and would need to approve any such devices at the end
of the plans, specifications, and estimate phase. The Caltrans Maintenance Unit would be able to
provide guidance on the following project-related issues to ensure that BMPs function as needed.


Drainage patterns (particularly known areas of flooding and debris)



Stability of slopes and roadbed (help to determine whether the Project can be built and
maintained economically)



Possible material borrow or spoil sites



Concerns of the local residents



Existing and potential erosion problems



Facilities within the right-of-way that will affect design



Special problems such as deer crossings and endangered species



Whether facilities are safe to maintain



Known environmentally sensitive areas



Frequency of traction sand use and estimate of sand quantity applied annually

BMPs will address soil stabilization, sediment control, wind-erosion control, non-storm water
management, vehicle tracking control, and waste management practices and will be based on the
best available technology. Implementation of these measures will ensure that storm water runoff
would reduce or avoid permanent impacts on water quality. Because project proponent and the
construction contractor must comply with conditions stipulated in the MS4 permit for the project,
and an operation and maintenance program would be implemented for permanent control
measures, no additional measures are required during operation and maintenance.
D.9.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.10 Geology/Soils/Seismic/Topography
D.10.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
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D.10.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.11 Paleontology
D.11.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.11.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Educate Construction Personnel in Recognizing Fossil Material
All construction personnel will receive training provided by a qualified professional
paleontologist experienced in teaching non-specialists to ensure that construction personnel can
recognize fossil materials in the event that any are discovered during construction.
Stop Work if Substantial Fossil Remains Are Encountered during Construction
If substantial fossil remains (particularly vertebrate remains) are discovered during earthdisturbing activities, activities will stop immediately until a State-registered professional
geologist or qualified professional paleontologist can assess the nature and importance of the
find and a qualified professional paleontologist can recommend appropriate treatment. Treatment
may include preparation and recovery of fossil materials so that they can be housed in an
appropriate museum or university collection, and may include preparation of a report for
publication describing the finds. The project proponent will ensure that recommendations
regarding treatment and reporting are implemented.
Include Resource Stewardship Measures in Standard Specifications for the Project
The following measures will be added to the standard specifications for the project.
If paleontological resources are discovered at the job site, do not disturb the material and
immediately:
1. Stop all work within a 60-foot radius of the discovery
2. Protect the area
3. Notify the Resident Engineer
The project proponent will investigate and modify the dimensions of the protected area if
necessary.
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Do not take paleontological resources from the job site. Do not resume work within the specified
radius of the discovery until authorized.
The project proponent will alert the construction contractor that paleontological monitoring will
occur during activities that will disturb native sediments.

D.12 Hazardous Waste/Materials
D.12.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Conduct Phase II Site Assessments
The project proponent will conduct a Phase II assessment within the proposed acquisition area of
the parcels described below.


APNs 010-371-005 and 010-371-006 to assess the site for possible soil/groundwater
contamination.



Existing Caltrans right-of-way and C Street Site Y for previous ADL impacts and metals
within the depth of construction as metals could potentially originate from historical Capitol
Plating operations.



APNs 001-019-017, 001-210-018, and 002-010-023 to evaluate the site’s potential for
metals, TPH, and PCB impacts for all construction activities that will result in soil excavation
within the proposed right-of-way adjacent to Jibboom Street at these parcels. Based on the
findings of the Phase II investigation, a soils management plan and health and safety plan
may be necessary.

The Phase II assessment will include sampling and laboratory analysis to confirm the presence of
hazardous materials and may include the following.


Surficial soil and water samples



Testing of underground storage tanks



Subsurface soil borings



Groundwater monitoring well installation, sampling, and analysis (may be appropriate on
neighboring properties as well to determine the presence of contamination)



Asbestos, lead, and other regulated material testing

Conduct a Detailed Review of Existing Records
To determine the site history for APN 010-482-011, the project proponent will conduct a detailed
review of existing records at Yolo County Environmental Health Services and the Central Valley
RWQCB and conduct an owner/tenant interview, if possible. If additional information is not
available, the project proponent will conduct a Phase II assessment within the proposed
acquisition area.
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Develop and Implement Plans to Address Worker Health and Safety
The project proponent will develop and implement the necessary plans and measures required by
Caltrans and federal and state regulations, including a health and safety plan, BMPs, and/or an
injury and illness prevention plan. The plans will be prepared and implemented to address
worker safety when working with potentially hazardous materials, including potential ACMs,
LCPs, lead or chromium in traffic stripes, ADL, and other construction-related materials within
the right-of-way during any soil-disturbing activity.
Conduct Sampling, Testing, Removal, Storage, Transportation, and Disposal of
Yellow/White Traffic Striping
As required by Caltrans’ standard special provisions, the construction contractor will sample and
test yellow/white traffic striping scheduled for removal to determine whether lead or chromium
is present. All aspects of the project associated with removal, storage, transportation, and
disposal will be in strict accordance with appropriate regulations of the California Health and
Safety Code. The stripes will be disposed of at a Class 1 disposal facility. The responsibility of
implementing this measure will be outlined in the contract between the project proponent and the
construction contractor. Implementing this measure will minimize potential effects from these
hazardous materials.
Perform Soil Testing and Appropriately Dispose of Soils Contaminated with ADL
The project proponent will conduct soil testing for ADL contamination in the project area along
C Street, 2nd Street, and at the bridge approach/viaduct leading from C Street in West
Sacramento; and within the proposed project limits in Sacramento at the bridge approach/viaduct
leading from I Street, and along Jibboom Street and Bercut Drive.
Soils in the project limits identified as having hazardous levels of ADL will be disposed of or
reused according to federal and state regulations. Soils within the right-of-way that contain
hazardous waste concentrations of ADL may be reused under the authority of variances issued
by DTSC. These variances include stockpiling, transporting, and reusing soils with
concentrations of lead below maximum allowable levels in the project right-of-way. Stockpiling,
transporting, and reusing of soil will also be conducted following Caltrans’ standard special
provisions.
Develop a Lead and Asbestos Abatement Plan
For the structures proposed to be removed or renovated as part of the project, a hazardous
materials survey will be conducted prior to demolition or significant renovation. If lead or
asbestos is found in these structures, an abatement plan will be developed prior to removal or
renovation. The abatement plan will provide for a California-certified asbestos consultant and
California Department of Health Services–certified lead project designer to prepare hazardous
materials specifications for abatement of the ACM and LCP. This specification should be the
basis for selecting qualified contractors to perform the proposed asbestos and lead abatement
work. The project proponent will retain a California-licensed asbestos abatement contractor to
perform the abatement of any asbestos-containing construction materials and LCP deemed
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potentially hazardous. Abatement of hazardous building materials will be completed prior to any
work on these structures.
Comply with the Land Use Covenant for the Northern Shops and Sacramento Station
Study Areas
The land use covenant (LUC) outlines approved land use and provisions for soil, soil vapor, and
groundwater management. These provisions include the Northern Shops study area and
Sacramento Station study area sites. The project proponent will comply with the provisions of
the LUC, including the following.
1. No activities that will disturb the soil shall be allowed on the property without a soil
management plan (SMP) approved in writing by the Department of Toxic Substances Control
(DTSC).
2. Any soil brought to the surface shall be managed in compliance with all applicable
provisions of state and federal law and a SMP approved in writing by DTSC.
3. No groundwater will be extracted, except as approved of in advance in writing by DTSC in a
groundwater management plan.
4. Vapor intrusion mitigation management is required for enclosed structures or buildings.
Comply with the Land Use Covenant or Guidance Documents for the Manufactured Gas
Plant Study Area
If soil remedy is complete and soils are certified prior to construction in the Manufactured Gas
Plant study area, the project proponent will comply with the resulting LUC and/or guidance
documents. If site characterization is not complete, the project proponent will conduct a Phase II
assessment within the depth and area of construction improvements.
D.12.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.13 Air Quality
D.13.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Develop a Lead and Asbestos Abatement Plan
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.12.1.
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D.13.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Implement Control Measures for Construction Emissions of Fugitive Dust
Caltrans’ Standard Specification Section 14, “Environmental Stewardship” addresses the
construction contractor’s responsibility on many items of concern, such as air pollution;
protection of lakes, streams, reservoirs, and other waterbodies; use of pesticides; safety;
sanitation; convenience for the public; and damage or injury to any person or property as a result
of any construction operation. Section 14-9.02 includes specifications relating to air pollution
control for work performed under a contract, including compliance with air pollution control
rules, regulations, ordinances, and statutes provided in Government Code Section 11017 (Public
Contract Code Section 10231). Section 14-9.03 is directed at controlling dust. Caltrans’ Standard
Specifications are incorporated into all Caltrans’ construction contracts.
Sacramento Metro Air Quality Management District
Additional measures to control dust in Sacramento County will be borrowed from SMAQMD’s
recommended list of dust control measures and implemented to the extent practicable when the
measures have not already been incorporated in, and do not conflict with, the requirements of
Caltrans’ Standard Specifications, special provisions, the NPDES permit, the Biological
Opinions, the CWA Section 404 permit, CWA Section 401 Certification, and other permits
issued for the project. The following measures are taken from SMAQMD’s (2016) CEQA Guide
and represent their basic control measures for fugitive dust.


Water all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are not limited to soil
piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and access roads.



Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or
other loose material on the site. Any haul trucks that would be traveling along freeways or major
roadways should be covered.



Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible trackout mud or dirt onto adjacent
public roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.



Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph.



All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, parking lots to be paved should be completed as soon as
possible. In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding
or soil binders are used.

Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District
Additional measures to control dust in Yolo County will be borrowed from YSAQMD’s
recommended list of dust control measures and implemented to the extent practicable when the
measures have not already been incorporated in, and do not conflict with, the requirements of
Caltrans’ Standard Specifications, special provisions, the NPDES permit, the Biological
Opinions, the CWA Section 404 permit, CWA Section 401 Certification, and other permits
issued for the project. The following measures are taken from YSAQMD’s Construction Dust
Mitigation Measures (Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District 2007).
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Water all active construction sites at least twice daily. Frequency should be based on the type of
operation, soil, and wind exposure.



Haul trucks shall maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard.



Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials.



Apply non-toxic binders (e.g., latex acrylic copolymer) to exposed areas after cut and fill
operations and hydroseed area.



Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areas (disturbed lands within construction
projects that are unused for at least four consecutive days).



Plant tree windbreaks on the windward perimeter of construction projects if adjacent to open
land.



Plant vegetative ground cover in disturbed areas as soon as possible.



Cover inactive storage piles.



Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried out from the construction site.



Treat accesses to a distance of 100 feet from the paved road with a 6- to 12-inch layer of wood
chips or mulch.



Treat accesses to a distance of 100 feet from the paved road with a 6-inch layer of gravel.

Sacramento Railyards Specific Plan
Construction activity within the Sacramento Railyards Specific Plan area will comply with the
mitigation measures contained in the adopted Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the Railyards
development (City of Sacramento 2016). Wet suppression and wind speed reduction are the two
most common methods used to control open dust sources at construction sites because a source
of water and material for wind barriers tend to be readily available on a construction site.
Implement SMAQMD’s Recommended Construction GHG BMPs
The City will implement the following SMAQMD’s recommended GHG reduction measures, to
the extent feasible.


Improve fuel efficiency from construction equipment:
–

Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the
time of idling to no more than 3 minutes (5 minute limit is required by the state airborne
toxics control measure [Title 13, sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485 of the California Code of
Regulations]). Provide clear signage that posts this requirement for workers at the
entrances to the site.

–

Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to
manufacturer’s specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified mechanic
and determined to be running in proper condition before it is operated.

–

Train equipment operators in proper use of equipment.

–

Use the proper size of equipment for the job.
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–

Use equipment with new technologies (repowered engines, electric drive trains).



Perform on-site material hauling with trucks equipped with on-road engines (if determined to
be less emissive than the off-road engines).



Use alternative fuels for generators at construction sites such as propane or solar, or use
electrical power.



Use an ARB-approved low carbon fuel for construction equipment. (NOx emissions from the
use of low carbon fuel must be reviewed and increases mitigated.)



Encourage and provide carpools, shuttle vans, transit passes and/or secure bicycle parking for
construction worker commutes.



Reduce electricity use in the construction office by using compact fluorescent bulbs,
powering off computers every day, and replacing heating and cooling units with more
efficient ones.



Recycle or salvage non-hazardous construction and demolition debris (goal of at least
75 percent by weight).



Use locally sourced or recycled materials for construction materials (goal of at least
20 percent based on costs for building materials, and based on volume for roadway, parking
lot, sidewalk and curb materials). Wood products utilized should be certified through a
sustainable forestry program.



Minimize the amount of concrete for paved surfaces or utilize a low carbon concrete option.



Produce concrete on-site if determined to be less emissive than transporting ready mix.



Use SmartWay certified trucks for deliveries and equipment transport.



Develop a plan to efficiently use water for adequate dust control.

D.14 Noise
D.14.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Measures to Minimize Noise Effects from Construction
Standard Caltrans procedures include implementation of the following measures to minimize the
temporary noise effects from construction.


All equipment will have sound-control devices that are no less effective than those provided
on the original equipment. No equipment will have an unmuffled exhaust.



The construction contractor will implement appropriate additional noise measures, including
changing the location of stationary construction equipment, turning off idling equipment,
rescheduling construction activity, notifying adjacent residents in advance of construction
work, and installing acoustic barriers around stationary construction noise sources.
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D.14.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Build Pavement Surface Designed to Reduce Tire-Pavement Noise
Provide a “quieter pavement” surface on C Street that is designed to reduce noise from the tirepavement interface. Pavement surfaces such as Open-Graded Asphalt Concrete have been shown
to be effective at reducing vehicle noise emissions by 3 dB or more. Once the noise-reducing
surface is installed, post-construction noise level testing shall be done at locations in line with
building façade locations to determine compliance with City exterior noise limits.
Ensure Building Compliance with City Noise Limits for Interior Spaces
This measure will only be implemented if measured noise level at a residential building façade
exceeds 70 Ldn after implementation of quieter pavement. To comply with City noise standards
for interior spaces, the Project Proponent shall ensure that building assemblies (composite of
window, wall and door assemblies as applicable) provide a composite Outdoor-Indoor
Transmission Class (OITC) rating of 29 as a minimum value, in residential facades facing C
Street. Since closed windows are implicit in the OITC rating, buildings are required to include
ventilation or air-conditioning system to provide adequate ventilation to interior spaces. The
composite attenuation from building assemblies rated at OITC 29 or higher is expected to ensure
compliance with the 45 Ldn City standard for interior spaces. Documentation of OITC
performance of existing buildings may be available in architectural documents. However, in
some cases, an acoustical consultant may be retained to determine performance of building
assemblies, if architectural plans are not available. Where building assemblies do not meet an
OITC value of 29, window, wall and door assemblies will be evaluated and replaced as
appropriate. The sound-insulation performance of buildings facing the C Street segment of the
project shall be documented in a supplemental report.
Use Noise-Reducing Construction Practices
To the extent feasible, construction contractors will control noise from construction activity such
that noise does not exceed applicable noise ordinance standards specified by the City of West
Sacramento. Measures that can be implemented to control noise include:


Locate noise-generating equipment as far away as practical from residences and other noisesensitive uses.



Equip all construction equipment with standard noise attenuation devices such as mufflers to
reduce noise and equip all internal combustion engines with intake and exhaust silencers in
accordance with manufacturer’s standard specifications.



Establish equipment and material haul routes that avoid residential uses to the extent
practical, limit hauling to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and 10:00 p.m., and specify maximum
acceptable speeds for each route.



Use electrically powered equipment in place of equipment with internal combustion engines
where practical, where electric equipment is readily available, and where this equipment
accomplishes project work as effectively and efficiently as equipment powered with internal
combustion engines.
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Restrict the use of audible warning devices such as bells, whistles, and horns to those
situations that are required by law for safety purposes.



Provide noise-reducing enclosure around stationary noise-generating equipment.



Provide temporary construction noise barriers between active construction sites that are in
close proximity to residential and other noise-sensitive uses. Temporary barriers can be
constructed or created with parked truck trailers, soil piles, or material stock piles.



Route haul trucks away from residential areas where practical.

The construction contractor will develop a construction noise control plan which identifies
specific feasible noise control measures that will be employed and the extent to which the
measure will be able to control noise to specific noise ordinance limits. The plan will identify
areas where it not considered feasible to comply with applicable noise ordinance limits. The
noise control plan will be submitted to and approved by the project proponent before any noisegenerating activity begins.
Use Vibration-Reducing Construction Practices
The construction contractor will, to the extent feasible, maintain the following minimum
distances between vibration-generating construction activity and nearby buildings:
Impact pile driving – 200 feet
Sonic pile driving – 125 feet
Vibratory roller – 75 feet
For cases where this is not feasible, the resident or property owner will be notified in writing
prior to construction activity that construction may occur within these distances of their building.
The project proponent will inspect the potentially affected buildings prior to construction to
inventory existing cracks in paint, plaster, concrete, and other building elements. The project
proponent will retain a qualified acoustical consultant or engineering firm to conduct vibration
monitoring at potentially affected buildings to measure the actual vibration levels during
construction and to keep vibration at those buildings below 0.1 in/sec where feasible. Following
completion of construction, the City will conduct a second inspection to inventory changes in
existing cracks and new cracks or damage, if any that occurred as a result of constructioninduced vibration. If new damage is found, then the City will promptly arrange to have the
damaged repaired, or will reimburse the property owner for appropriate repairs.
In addition, if construction activity is required within 100 feet of residences or other vibrationsensitive buildings, a designated complaint coordinator will be responsible for handling and
responding to any complaints received during such periods of construction. A reporting program
will be required that documents complaints received, actions taken, and the effectiveness of these
actions in resolving disputes.
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D.15 Energy
D.15.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.15.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.16 Natural Communities
D.16.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.16.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Install Orange Construction Fencing between the Construction Area and Adjacent
Sensitive Biological Resources
The project proponent and/or their contractor will install orange construction fencing between
the construction area and adjacent sensitive biological resource areas. Sensitive biological
resources that occur adjacent to the construction area that could be directly affected by the
project include natural communities of special concern; special-status wildlife habitats for valley
elderberry longhorn beetle; nest sites of Swainson’s hawk, purple martin, or other migratory
birds; roosting bats; and protected trees to be avoided.
Barrier fencing around sensitive areas will be installed as one of the first orders of work and
prior to equipment staging. Before construction begins, the construction contractor will work
with the project engineer and a resource specialist to identify the locations for the orange
construction fencing, and will place stakes around the sensitive resource sites to indicate these
locations. The protected areas will be designated as environmentally sensitive areas and clearly
identified on the construction plans and described in the specifications. To minimize the potential
for snakes and other ground-dwelling animals from being caught in the orange construction
fencing, the fencing will be placed with at least a 1-foot gap between the ground and the bottom
of the orange construction fencing. The exception to this condition is where construction barrier
fencing overlaps with erosion control fencing and must be secured to prevent sediment runoff.
Barrier fencing will be installed before construction activities are initiated, maintained
throughout the construction period, and removed after completion of construction.
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Conduct Environmental Awareness Training for Construction Employees
The project proponent will retain a qualified biologist to conduct environmental awareness
training for construction crews before project implementation. The awareness training will be
provided to all construction personnel and will brief them on the need to avoid effects on
sensitive biological resources (e.g., native trees, natural communities of special concern, and
special-status species habitats in and adjacent to the construction area). The education program
will include a brief review of the special-status species with the potential to occur in the BSA
(including their life history and habitat requirements, and photographs of the species). The
training will identify the portions of the BSA in which the species may occur, as well as their
legal status and protection. The program also will cover the restrictions and guidelines that must
be followed by all construction personnel to reduce or avoid effects on these species during
project implementation. This will include the steps to be taken if a sensitive species is found
within the construction area (i.e., notifying the crew foreman, who will call a designated
biologist). In addition, construction employees will be educated about the importance of
controlling and preventing the spread of invasive plant infestations. An environmental awareness
handout that describes and illustrates sensitive resources to be avoided during project
construction and identifies all relevant permit conditions will be provided to each crew member.
The crew foreman will be responsible for ensuring that crew members adhere to the guidelines
and restrictions. Education programs will be conducted for appropriate new personnel as they are
brought on the job during the construction period.
Conduct Periodic Biological Monitoring
The project proponent will retain a qualified biological monitor for the project who will visit the
site a minimum of once per week to ensure that fencing around environmentally sensitive areas
is intact and that activities are being conducted in accordance with the agreed upon project
schedule and agency conditions of approval. The monitor will provide the project proponent with
a monitoring log for each site visit.
Certain activities will require a biological monitor to be present for the duration of the activity or
during the initial disturbance of an area to ensure that impacts on special-status species are
avoided. The activities that require specific monitoring are identified in Sections 2.17, 2.18, 2.19,
and 2.20.
Compensate for Temporary Effects on and Permanent Loss of Cottonwood Riparian
Forest (including SRA Cover)
The project proponent will compensate for the permanent loss of up to 1.44 acres of riparian
forest. In addition, any unavoidable loss of riparian forest in the temporary work area will be
mitigated. The project proponent will implement onsite and, if necessary, offsite compensation
measures and/or purchase mitigation bank credits to compensate for losses of cottonwood
riparian forest on the waterside slope of the existing levees, including riparian forest supporting
SRA cover habitat (as described in Section 2.20, “Threatened and Endangered Species,” portions
of the cottonwood riparian forest in the BSA also provide SRA cover habitat for fish). Onsite
compensation will be used to the maximum extent practicable. Compliance with the USACE
levee vegetation policy (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2014), the Urban Levee Design Criteria
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(California Department of Water Resources 2012), or other engineering constraints may limit the
ability to achieve full onsite compensation. Therefore, offsite compensation and/or purchase of
mitigation bank credits may be needed to achieve no net loss of existing in-kind riparian and
SRA cover habitat values. Each of these options is discussed below.
1. Onsite and/or Offsite Restoration and/or Enhancement along the Sacramento River.
Riparian habitat restoration and/or enhancement onsite or offsite should occur in the same
year construction is completed. For onsite or offsite replacement plantings, the project
proponent will prepare a mitigation planting plan, including a species list and number of each
species, planting locations, and maintenance requirements. Plantings will consist of cuttings
taken from local plants or plants grown from local material. Planted species for the
mitigation plantings will be similar to those removed from the project area and will include
native species, such as Fremont cottonwood, valley oak, black walnut, Oregon ash, boxelder,
and black willow. The final planting plan will be developed based on results of the arborist
survey for species to be removed (see additional discussion below). All plantings will be
fitted with exclusion cages or other suitable protection from herbivory. Plantings will be
irrigated for up to 3 years or until established. Plantings will be monitored annually for
3 years or as required in the project permits. If 75 percent of the plants survive at the end of
the monitoring period, the revegetation will be considered successful. If the survival criterion
is not met at the end of the monitoring period, planting and monitoring will be repeated after
mortality causes have been identified and corrected.
2. Mitigation Bank Credit Purchase. If this option is chosen, the project proponent will
provide written evidence to the resource agencies that compensation has been established
through the purchase of mitigation credits. The amount to be paid will be the fee that is in
effect at the time the fee is paid. The mitigation will be approved by CDFW and may be
modified during the permitting process. Mitigation can be in the form of creation and/or
preservation credits. If mitigation is in the form of restoration/creation credits, the mitigation
will be at a minimum ratio of 1:1 (1 acre of restored or created riparian habitat for each acre
of riparian habitat removed). If mitigation is in the form of preservation credits, the
mitigation will be at a minimum ratio of 2:1 (2 acres of preserved riparian habitat for each
acre of riparian habitat removed). The final compensation ratio will be approved by CDFW
in order to result in no net loss of riparian habitat. The project proponent will purchase
riparian habitat credits from an approved mitigation bank near the project, such as the
Cosumnes Floodplain Mitigation Bank, Fremont Landing Conservation Bank, or Elsie
Gridley Mitigation Bank. Replacement riparian forest habitat will include trees species that
would support nesting Swainson’s hawk (i.e., oak, cottonwood) and will occur within the
range of nesting Swainson’s hawk within the Sacramento Valley.
To provide a more accurate estimate of tree loss, an arborist survey will be conducted upon
completion of 90 percent design plans for the project. In addition to a description of the tree, the
arborist survey report will include the precise location of the trunk and size of the dripline for all
trees whose trunk or canopy overlap with the project footprint. Riparian forest compensation will
be consistent with the requirements of the City of West Sacramento and City of Sacramento tree
ordinances to ensure compensation for losses of individual protected trees.
In addition to mitigating for the loss of riparian forest habitat, specific measures will be included
to satisfy National Marine Fisheries Service requirements and compensate for the loss of SRA
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cover (area and linear feet). However, the acreage will not be duplicated, such that the acreage of
riparian forest habitat restored for SRA cover mitigation will apply toward riparian forest habitat
mitigation requirements. SRA cover mitigation will include the following riparian replacement
requirements.


Replace the 890 linear feet and 0.44 acre of affected SRA cover vegetation (see
Section 2.19.3.1, “Loss of Shaded Riverine Aquatic Cover”) at a 3:1 replacement ratio (i.e., 3
linear feet replaced for every 1 foot affected and 3 acres replaced for every acre affected) by
planting native riparian trees in temporary impact areas and along existing onsite or offsite
unshaded banks along the Sacramento River.



Plant native riparian trees onsite to the maximum extent practicable, followed by planting on
adjacent reaches of the Sacramento River to minimize the need for purchasing offsite
mitigation bank credits.



Plant riparian trees that are intended to provide SRA cover along the water’s edge at summer
low flows up to the OHWM and at sufficient densities to provide shade along at least 85
percent of the bank’s length when the trees reach maturity. This will ensure that riparian
plantings intended for SRA cover mitigation will contribute to instream SRA cover when
they are inundated during winter/spring flows and overhead cover (shade) during summer
flows when they approach maturity.



Monitor and evaluate the revegetation success of riparian plantings intended for SRA cover
mitigation as described above.



If mitigation for SRA cover is in the form of offsite mitigation bank credits, credits will need
to be purchased from an approved mitigation bank within the approved service area for the
project that provides riparian forest floodplain conservation credits as off-site compensation
for impacts on state- and federally listed fish species, designated critical habitat, and essential
fish habitat for Pacific salmon.

Compensate for Loss of Protected Trees not in Riparian Habitat
Within 1 year prior to construction, the project proponent will have a certified arborist conduct a
preconstruction inventory of all heritage trees to be removed within the areas defined as ruderal
woodland and landscaped land cover types. The inventory will include the location, species, and
diameter of all trunks; approximate height and canopy diameter; and approximate age, in support
of a tree permit for removal of the heritage trees. All conditions of the tree permit will be
implemented.
The project proponent will mitigate the loss of protected trees using one or a combination of the
two following options.


Because it is unlikely that adequate space will be available in the project area for tree
planting after construction, pay an in-lieu fee to the City of West Sacramento, which would
be used to purchase and plant trees elsewhere in West Sacramento. Replacement trees will be
required at a ratio of 1:1 (i.e., 1-inch diameter of replacement tree planted for every 1-inch
diameter of tree removed). Replacement trees will be of the same species, except for the
replacement of tree of heaven and black locust, which are invasive species and will be
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replaced with native tree species. Mitigation will be subject to approval by the City’s tree
administrator and will take into account species affected, replacement species, location,
health and vigor, habitat value, and other factors to determine fair compensation for tree loss.
Replacement trees will be monitored annually for 3 years to document vigor and survival. If
any of the replacement trees die within 3 years of the initial planting, the project proponent
will plant additional replacement trees and monitor them until all trees survive for a
minimum of 3 years after planting.


If feasible, plant replacement trees at or near the location of the tree removal, following the
same replacement ratio, species, monitoring, and tree survival requirements described for the
option above.

D.17 Wetlands and Other Waters
D.17.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.17.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Install Orange Construction Fencing between the Construction Area and Adjacent
Sensitive Biological Resources
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Conduct Environmental Awareness Training for Construction Employees
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Conduct Periodic Biological Monitoring
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Protect Water Quality and Prevent Erosion and Sedimentation in Drainages and Wetlands
The project proponent and/or their construction contractor will comply with all construction site
BMPs specified in the Water Quality Assessment Report prepared for the project (ICF
International 2016b) and the final SWPPP that will be developed for the project, as well as any
other permit conditions to minimize introduction of construction-related contaminants and
mobilization of sediment in the Sacramento River and the riparian forest/shrub wetland near the
construction area. Broadly, these BMPs will address soil stabilization, sediment control, wind
erosion control, vehicle tracking control, non-storm water management, and waste management
practices. The BMPs will be based on the best conventional and best available technology.
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The proposed project is subject to storm water quality regulations established under the NPDES,
described in Section 402 of the federal CWA. In California, the NPDES program requires that
any construction activity disturbing 1 or more acres comply with the statewide General Permit,
as authorized by the State Water Board. The General Permit requires elimination or minimization
of non-storm water discharges from construction sites and development and implementation of a
SWPPP for the site. The primary elements of the SWPPP include the following.


Description of site characteristics—including runoff and streamflow characteristics and soil
erosion hazard—and construction procedures



Guidelines for proper application of erosion and sediment control BMPs



Description of measures to prevent and control toxic materials spills



Description of construction site housekeeping practices

In addition to these primary elements, the SWPPP specifies that the extent of soil and vegetative
disturbance would be minimized by control fencing or other means and that the extent of soil
disturbed at any given time would be minimized. The SWPPP must be retained at the
construction site.
The BMPs will be selected to achieve maximum sediment removal and represent the best
available technology that is economically achievable; they are subject to review and approval by
the project proponent. The project proponent will perform routine inspections of the construction
area to verify that the BMPs are properly implemented and maintained. The project proponent
will notify contractors immediately of a noncompliance issue and will require compliance.
The BMPs will include, but are not limited to, the following.


All earthwork or foundation activities involving wetlands or the intermittent vegetated stream
will occur in the dry season (between May 1 and October 31). All in-water work within the
Sacramento River will be conducted between May 1 and November 30 to minimize or avoid
potential impacts on sensitive life stages (migration, spawning, egg and embryo incubation,
and rearing) of special-status fish species.



Equipment used in and around drainages and wetlands will be in good working order and
free of dripping or leaking engine fluids. All vehicle maintenance will be performed at least
300 feet from all streams. Any necessary equipment washing will be carried out where the
water cannot flow into drainages or wetlands.



Develop a hazardous material spill prevention control and countermeasure plan before
construction begins. The plan will include strict onsite handling rules to keep construction
and maintenance materials from entering the river, including procedures related to refueling,
operating, storing, and staging construction equipment and to preventing and responding to
spills. The plan also will identify the parties responsible for monitoring a spill response.
During construction, any spills will be cleaned up immediately according to the spill
prevention control and countermeasure plan. The project proponent will review and approve
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the contractors’ spill prevention control and countermeasure plan before allowing
construction to begin.


Prohibit the following types of materials from being rinsed or washed into the streets,
shoulder areas, or gutters: concrete, solvents and adhesives, thinners, paints, fuels, sawdust,
dirt, gasoline, asphalt and concrete saw slurry, and heavily chlorinated water.



Take any surplus concrete rubble, asphalt, or other rubble from construction to a local
landfill.



Prepare and implement an erosion and sediment control plan for the proposed project that
will include the following provisions and protocols. The SWPPP for the project will detail
the applications and type of measures and the allowable exposure of unprotected soils.
–

Discharge from dewatering operations, if needed, and runoff from disturbed areas will be
made to conform to the water quality requirements of the waste discharge permit issued
by the RWQCB.

–

Apply temporary erosion control measures, such as sandbagged silt fences, throughout
construction of the proposed project and remove them after the working area is stabilized
or as directed by the engineer. Soil exposure will be minimized through use of temporary
BMPs, groundcover, and stabilization measures. Exposed dust-producing surfaces will be
sprinkled daily, if necessary, until wet; this measure will be controlled to avoid producing
runoff. Paved roads will be swept daily following construction activities.

–

The contractor will conduct periodic maintenance of erosion and sediment control
measures.

–

Plant an appropriate seed mix of native species on disturbed areas upon completion of
construction.

–

Cover or apply nontoxic soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas (previously graded
areas inactive for 10 days or more) that could contribute sediment to waterways.

–

Enclose and cover exposed stockpiles of dirt or other loose, granular construction
materials that could contribute sediment to waterways. Material stockpiles will be located
in non-traffic areas only. Side slopes will not be steeper than 2:1. All stockpile areas will
be surrounded by a filter fabric fence and interceptor dike.

–

Contain soil and filter runoff from disturbed areas by berms, vegetated filters, silt
fencing, straw wattle, plastic sheeting, catch basins, or other means necessary to prevent
the escape of sediment from the disturbed area.

–

Use other temporary erosion control measures (such as silt fences, staked straw
bales/wattles, silt/sediment basins and traps, check dams, geofabric, sandbag dikes, and
temporary revegetation or other ground cover) to control erosion from disturbed areas as
necessary.

–

Avoid earth or organic material from being deposited or placed where it may be directly
carried into the channel.
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The project proponent also will obtain a 401 Water Quality Certification from the Central Valley
RWQCB, which may contain additional BMPs and water quality measures to ensure the
protection of water quality.
Compensate for Loss of Perennial Stream
The project proponent will comply with any regulatory requirements determined as part of the
state (Section 401 Water Quality Certification or WDRs, LSAA) and federal (Section 404 and
Section 10 permits) processes for the work that would occur in the Sacramento River. The
project proponent will compensate for the permanent fill of up to 1.85 acre of other waters of the
United States in the Sacramento River by purchasing mitigation bank credits, which can be in the
form of preservation and/or creation credits using the following minimum ratios.


A minimum of 2:1 (2 acres of mitigation for each acre filled), for a total of up to 3.7 acres, if
credits are for preservation of habitat; or



A minimum of 1:1 (1 acre of mitigation for each acre filled), for a total of up to 1.85 acre, if
credits are for creation of habitat.

The actual compensation ratios will be determined through coordination with the Central Valley
RWQCB and USACE as part of the permitting process. The project proponent will compensate
for permanent loss of perennial stream by implementing one or a combination of the following
options.


Purchase credits for created riparian stream channel at a USACE- approved mitigation bank
with a service area that encompasses the project area, such as the Cosumnes Floodplain
Mitigation Bank, Fremont Landing Conservation Bank, or Elsie Gridley Mitigation Bank.
The project proponent will provide written evidence to the resource agencies that
compensation has been established through the purchase of mitigation credits.



Compensate out-of-kind for loss of perennial stream by implementing compensatory
mitigation for cottonwood riparian forest impacts described in Section 2.16, “Natural
Communities” (Compensate for Temporary Effects on and Permanent Loss of Cottonwood
Riparian Forest [including SRA Cover]). The acreage restored or created to compensate for
loss of perennial stream will be added to the acreage restored or created for loss of riparian
habitat.

D.18 Plant Species
D.18.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
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D.18.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

No measures are necessary.

D.19 Animal Species
D.19.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.19.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Install Orange Construction Fencing between the Construction Area and Adjacent
Sensitive Biological Resources
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Conduct Environmental Awareness Training for Construction Employees
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Conduct Periodic Biological Monitoring
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Compensate for Temporary Effects on and Permanent Loss of Cottonwood Riparian
Forest (including SRA Cover)
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Protect Water Quality and Prevent Erosion and Sedimentation in Drainages and Wetlands
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.17.2.
Compensate for Loss of Perennial Stream
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.17.2.
Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Western Pond Turtle and Allow Turtles to Leave
Work Area Unharmed
To avoid potential injury to or mortality of western pond turtles, the project proponent will retain
a qualified biologist to conduct a preconstruction survey for western pond turtles immediately
prior to construction activities (including vegetation removal) along the banks of the Sacramento
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River. The biologist will survey the aquatic habitat, river banks, and adjacent riparian and ruderal
habitat within the construction area immediately prior to disturbance.
If a western pond turtle is found within the immediate work area during the preconstruction
survey or during project activities, work shall cease in the area until the turtle is able to move out
of the work area on its own. Information about the location of turtles seen during the
preconstruction survey will be included in the environmental awareness training (Conduct
Environmental Awareness Training for Construction Employees) and provided directly to the
construction crew working in that area to ensure that areas where turtles were observed are
inspected each day prior to the start of work to ensure that no turtles are present.
If a western pond turtle nest is discovered during the preconstruction survey or during project
construction, the project proponent will coordinate with CDFW to determine whether additional
avoidance measures (e.g., no-disturbance buffer or monitoring) is prudent.
Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Nesting Migratory Birds, Including Special-Status
Birds, and Establish Protective Buffers
The project proponent will retain a qualified wildlife biologist to conduct nesting surveys before
the start of construction. These nesting surveys will be conducted in conjunction with the
Swainson’s’ hawk nesting surveys (see Conduct Focused Surveys for Nesting Swainson’s Hawk
prior to Construction in Section 2.20) and will include a minimum of three separate surveys to
look for active nests of migratory birds, including raptors. Surveys will include a search of all
trees and shrubs, ruderal areas, and grassland vegetation that provide suitable nesting habitat
within 50 feet of disturbance. In addition, a 0.25-mile area from the river will be surveyed for
nesting raptors in order to identify raptors that might be affected by pile driving. Surveys should
occur during the height of the breeding season (March 1 to June 1), with one survey occurring in
each of the 2 consecutive months within this peak period and the final survey occurring within 1
week of the start of construction. If no active nests are detected during these surveys, no
additional measures are required.
If an active nest is found in the survey area, a no-disturbance buffer will be established to avoid
disturbance or destruction of the nest site until the end of the breeding season (September 15) or
until after a qualified wildlife biologist determines that the young have fledged and moved out of
the construction area (this date varies by species). The extent of these buffers will be determined
by the biologist in coordination with CDFW and will depend on the level of noise or construction
disturbance taking place, line-of-sight between the nest and the disturbance, ambient levels of
noise and other non-project disturbances, and other topographical or artificial barriers. Suitable
buffer distances may vary between species.
Conduct Tree Removal during Non-Sensitive Periods for Wildlife
The project proponent will remove or trim trees during the non-breeding season for tree-nesting
migratory birds and raptors, and prior to periods when bats would be hibernating (generally
between September 15 and October 31). If tree removal cannot be confined to this period, the
project proponent will retain a qualified wildlife biologist with knowledge of the wildlife species
that could occur in the project area to conduct the appropriate preconstruction surveys and
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establish no-disturbance buffers for sensitive wildlife species as described under measures for
Swainson’s hawk (see Conduct Focused Surveys for Nesting Swainson’s Hawk prior to
Construction in Section 2.20), nesting birds, and roosting bats. Implementation of the following
measures will avoid and minimize impacts on purple martins, as well as other nesting birds and
bats that use the approach structures.
Avoid and Minimize Impacts on Purple Martins during Construction Activities
No construction activity that results in ground disturbance, modification of the I Street Bridge
approach structure, loud noises, and/or vibrations will be conducted within 100 feet of the edge
of the purple martin colony during the purple martin nesting season (March 15 to August 15). In
addition, no construction-related vehicles or machinery shall be operated or stored beneath the
colony during this period or until a qualified biologist determines that the purple martins have
completed nesting and are no longer occupying the structure.
Avoid and Minimize Impacts on Nesting Birds and Roosting Bats from Demolition of
Approach Structures
Because all four of the approach structures that are associated with the I Street Bridge are used
by nesting birds (including purple martin) and roosting bats, the removal of these structures will
take place outside of the breeding season for migratory birds and bats, and will be conducted in
the following manner to avoid and minimize direct harm and temporary disturbance to nesting
birds and roosting bats.
Timing of Approach Structure Demolition
To avoid and minimize potential impacts on purple martins and bats, the approach structures will
not be removed or be altered until after the new I Street Bridge and associated replacement
habitat on the bridge and/or elsewhere is in place and available for use by birds and bats for at
least one overlapping nesting/maternal season, which generally would be from March 15 to
September 15. Exclusion activities will be initiated between September 15 and October 31 to
avoid affecting nesting purple martins and other birds, and to avoid affecting maternal and
hibernating bat roosts. The exact date of beginning exclusion will be determined based on the
results of preconstruction surveys that will be conducted in mid- to late August to document the
status of bird nests and bat roosts. Active nests will be periodically monitored until it is verified
that they are no longer being used. The non-volant (non-flying) period for most young bats is
between April and the beginning of September (Johnston et al. 2004:26).
To avoid and minimize potential noise impacts on migratory birds nesting adjacent to project
demolition activities, all demolition activities resulting in loud noise will be conducted outside of
the nesting season, which is generally September 15 to February 1, to the extent feasible.
Approach Structure Exclusion Measures
The following exclusion measures will be implemented before demolition of the approach
structures and will be approved by the project proponent and CDFW prior to implementation.
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The vent holes and expansions joints on the approach structures will be altered to exclude birds
and bats from using them prior to initiating demolition activities. After it has been confirmed that
purple martins or other birds are no longer nesting in the vent holes, one-way doors will be
installed on the vent holes to allow any wildlife (e.g., birds and bats) that may be occupying the
hollow box-girders on the existing approach structure to exit and not re-enter. After the one-way
doors have been in place for 48 hours, they will be removed and the vent holes will be sealed off
to prevent any wildlife from re-entering prior to demolition.
One-way door devices also will be installed along the expansion joints to allow bats to exit but
not re-enter. These one-way door devices will be designed such that they do not contain netting
or wire mesh that bats could become entangled in. The one-way doors will remain in place for 48
hours, after which they will be inspected for remaining bats. Once each expansion joint is
confirmed to be unoccupied, they will be sealed close with an expanding foam sealant to prevent
bats from reoccupying the approach structures.
Implementation of the following measures will partially compensate for the loss of purple martin
habitat and the long-term effects on the Sacramento area population.
Create Purple Martin Replacement Habitat
Purple martin nesting habitat that will be lost due to demolition of the I Street Bridge approach
structure will be mitigated in part with replacement habitat. The amount of replacement habitat
will be based on the maximum number of pairs observed nesting in the existing approach
structure that is proposed for removal, which was 37 pairs in 2002 (Airola et al. 2014:14).
Because of the uncertainty of replacement habitat being used and due to the magnitude of the
impact (effects on approximately 25 percent of the Sacramento population), replacement habitat
will be provided at a ratio of 2:1 (replacement habitat to habitat removed). Therefore, the
following replacement habitat will be of sufficient size to accommodate at least 74 nesting pairs
of purple martins.
Replacement Habitat on New Bridge Structure
The new bridge will include a hollow box-girder design with at least 74 vent holes on the
underside to allow for purple martins to use the new structure for nesting. Vent holes intended
for use by martins will be at least 20 feet above the ordinary high water mark of the Sacramento
River. Each vent hole will be associated with an individual chamber (i.e., a four sided chamber)
that is intended for use by a breeding pair and will be at least 10 feet square. Nest guards
consisting of ½ inch wire mesh will be installed along the interior edge of the vent hole to
prevent nestlings from falling out. The wire mesh will extend at least 1 inch above the floor of
the chamber.
Landscaping will be designed to not disrupt the flight access within 120 feet of replacement
nesting habitat (i.e., will not physically or visually obstruct the space around the nesting habitat).
Small to medium non-fruit-bearing trees shall be incorporate into the landscaping plans. Where
possible, pine trees (Pinus spp.) also will be incorporated into landscaping plans to provide a
permanent source of nesting material for purple martins. If feasible, some mowed or cut
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vegetation along the West Sacramento levee in the BSA will be left in place between March 15
and May 15 to allow purple martins to use this material for nesting.
Implement a Monitoring and Management Plan for Purple Martins
Because of the current status of the population in the region and the impact of the project on this
population, the project proponent will develop and implement a purple martin monitoring and
management plan. This plan at a minimum will include the following.


The monitoring and management plan will be implemented by a wildlife biologist with
knowledge of the life history, behavior, and habitat requirements of purple martin and with
demonstrated prior experience in monitoring purple martin colonies.



Monitor use of replacement habitat by purple martins over a 10-year period for a minimum
of 5 monitoring years (e.g., years 2, 3, 5, 7, and 10) following the completion of the new
bridge and the demolition of the existing approach structure that provides nesting habitat for
purple martins. The monitoring period may be extended if it is found that (1) purple martins
are not using the replacement habitat; or (2) the replacement habitat is not functioning as
intended and repairs are made, or additional replacement habitat is created. At a minimum,
the following information will be recorded.





–

Number of nesting pairs

–

Documentation of which vent holes (or other replacement structures) are used

–

Documentation of use of perching structures

–

Effectiveness of landscaped areas and semi-natural areas (vegetated levee) in providing
nesting materials

–

Observations of predation or presence of known predators

–

Changes in habitat in and around the colony

To provide context for how the I Street Bridge colony is doing relative to the remaining
population, at least 3 reference colonies in the Sacramento population also will be monitored
over the same 10-year period for a minimum of 5 monitoring years following the completion
of the project. The reference population monitoring will be conducted concurrently with the
replacement monitoring. Information collected during the reference colony monitoring will
include at a minimum the following.
–

The number of nesting pairs in at least three historical colonies

–

Other relevant observations on the status of the colonies (e.g., sources of predation,
changes in habitat).

The monitoring and management plan will include adaptive management measures to correct
problems with replacement habitat, make other habitat improvements, and/or implement
management recommendations within or adjacent to the BSA, or elsewhere within the
Sacramento population, in an attempt to boost nesting success. These measures may include
but would not be limited to the following.
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–

A commitment to replacing poor-functioning or damaged free-standing purple martin
nesting and/or perching habitat such that there is no net loss in the amount of created
habitat.

–

A process for making and implementing recommendations on the management of
vegetation around Sacramento area colonies.

Conduct Preconstruction Surveys for Roosting Bats and Implement Protective Measures
To avoid and minimize potential impacts on pallid bat, western red bat, and non-special-status
bat species from the removal of trees and buildings, the project proponent will implement the
following actions.
Preconstruction Surveys
Within 2 weeks prior to tree trimming or removal and any building demolition (e.g., homes,
sheds, other outbuildings), a qualified biologist will examine trees to be removed or trimmed and
buildings planned for demolition for suitable bat roosting habitat. High-quality habitat features
(e.g., large tree cavities, basal hollows, loose or peeling bark, larger snags, abandoned buildings,
attics) will be identified, and the area around these features searched for bats and bat sign (e.g.,
guano, culled insect parts, staining). Riparian woodland and stands of mature broadleaf trees will
be considered potential habitat for solitary foliage-roosting bat species.
If suitable roosting habitat and/or bat sign is detected, biologists will conduct an evening visual
emergence survey of the source habitat feature, from a half hour before sunset to 1–2 hours after
sunset for a minimum of 2 nights. Full-spectrum acoustic detectors will be used during
emergence surveys to assist in species identification. If site security allows, detectors should be
set to record bat calls for the duration of each night. All emergence and monitoring surveys will
be conducted during favorable weather conditions (calm nights with temperatures conducive to
bat activity and no precipitation predicted). The biologist will analyze the bat call data using
appropriate software and prepare a report that will be submitted to the project proponent and
CDFW.
Timing of Tree Removal and Building Demolition
Trees and buildings planned for removal and demolition will have exclusion devices installed
between September 15 and October 31 to avoid affecting maternal and hibernating bat roosts.
The exact timing of removal and demolition will be determined based on preconstruction surveys
of trees and buildings.
Protective Measures
Protective measures may be necessary if it is determined that bats are using buildings or trees in
the BSA as roost sites, or if sensitive bats species are detected during acoustic monitoring. The
following measures will be implemented when roosts are found within trees or buildings planned
for removal according to the timing discussed above. Specific measures will be approved by the
project proponent and CDFW prior to excluding bats from occupied roosts.
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Exclusion from buildings or bridge structures will not take place until temporary or
permanent replacement roosting habitat is available.



Exclusion from roosts will take place late in the day or in the evening to reduce the
likelihood of evicted bats falling prey to diurnal predators, and will take place during weather
and temperature conditions conducive to bat activity.



Biologists experienced with bats and bat evictions will carry out or oversee the exclusion
tasks and will monitor tree trimming and removal, and buildings if they are determined to be
occupied.



Trees that provide suitable roost habitat will be removed in pieces, rather than felling the
entire tree and should be done late in the day or in the evening to reduce the likelihood of
evicted bats falling prey to diurnal predators, and will take place during warm weather
conditions conducive to bat activity.



Structural changes may be made to a known roost proposed for removal, to create conditions
in the roost that are undesirable to roosting bats and encourage the bats to leave on their own
(e.g., open additional portals so that temperature, wind, light and precipitation regime in the
roost change). Structural changes to the roost will be authorized by CDFW and will be
performed during the appropriate exclusion timing (listed above) to avoid harming bats.



Non-injurious harassment at the roost site, such as ultrasound deterrents or other sensory
irritants, may be used to encourage bats to leave on their own.



One-way door devices will be used where appropriate to allow bats to leave the roost but not
to return.



Prior to building demolition and/or tree removal/trimming and after other eviction efforts
have been attempted, any confirmed roost site will be gently shaken or repeatedly struck with
a heavy implement such as a sledge hammer or an axe. Several minutes should pass before
beginning demolition work, felling trees, or trimming limbs to allow bats time to arouse and
leave the roost. A biological monitor will search downed vegetation for dead and injured
bats. The presence of dead or injured bats will be reported to CDFW. Injured bats will be
transported to the nearest CDFW-permitted wildlife rehabilitation facility.

Replace Bat Roosting Habitat Lost from Demolition of Approach Structures
Bat roosting habitat will be incorporated into the new bridge and, if necessary, additional freestanding roosting habitat (e.g., bat houses) will be created and installed within or adjacent to the
BSA. At a minimum ratio of 1:1, 1,132 linear feet of roosting habitat will be created to
compensate for the loss of bat roosting habitat associated with the approach structures. Bat
replacement habitat will consist of crevice habitat built into the new bridge. Bat replacement
habitat will be designed generally following the guidelines in California Bat Mitigation
Techniques, Solutions, and Effectiveness (Johnston et al. 2004), which provides a review of
mitigation options for bats in relation to Caltrans projects. Final plans for bat habitat replacement
will be approved by the project proponent and CDFW.
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Monitor Bat Replacement Habitat
The project proponent will be responsible for monitoring replacement bat habitat over a 5-year
period for a minimum of 3 years (e.g., years 2, 3, and 5) to determine whether bats are using the
habitat, determine whether the habitat is functioning as intended, and identify any corrective
actions that need to be made to the habitat to improve its use by bats. Bat use will be documented
through a combination of visual observation (bats and bat sign), which could be conducted
during the day where roosting bats are visible or at night during an emergence survey. Acoustic
recordings will be used in combination with emergence surveys to attempt to identify the species
of bat(s) using the replacement habitat. The locations and amount of occupied habitat will be
recorded. Recommendations for corrective actions will be presented to the project proponent and
CDFW for approval. Annual monitoring reports will be sent to the project proponent and CDFW.
Conduct All In-Water Construction Activities between May 1 and November 30 and
during Daylight Hours Only
The project proponent will conduct all in-water construction work and pile driving (in-water and
shore-based within 250 feet of the Sacramento River), installation of cofferdams, removal of
temporary sheet piles, and placement of rock revetment between May 1 and November 30 to
avoid or minimize causing disturbance and injury to, or mortality of, special-status fish species in
the affected reaches of the Sacramento River. In addition, in-water work will be conducted
during daylight hours only to provide fish in the affected reaches of the Sacramento River with
an extended quiet period during nighttime hours for feeding and unobstructed passage.
Limiting in-water construction to the May 1–November 30 period would achieve several goals.


In-water construction activities with the potential to generate harmful levels of underwater
noise (e.g., driving piles with an impact hammer) would avoid the primary migration periods
of adults and juveniles of special-status fish species.



The length of the in-water construction period would be maximized, thereby limiting the
number of construction seasons that in-water construction would be needed and the number
of year classes of fish species that potentially would be exposed to in-water construction
effects.

Implement Measures to Minimize Exceedance of Interim Threshold Sound Levels during
Pile Driving
The project proponent will require the contractor to implement the following measures,
developed in coordination with project design engineers, to minimize the exposure of listed fish
species to potentially harmful underwater sounds.


If feasible, the contractor will vibrate all piles to the maximum depth possible before using an
impact hammer.



No more than 20 piles will be driven per day, and pile driving with an impact hammer will
occur on no more than 75 individual days total during construction.
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During impact driving, the contractor will limit the number of strikes per day to the minimum
necessary to complete the work and will limit the total number of hammer strikes to
16,000 strikes per day (i.e., 800 hammer strikes per pile, per day) for piles for the bridge
piers and temporary trestles, and 20,000 strikes per day (i.e., 1,000 hammer strikes per pile,
per day) for the piles for the bridge fender system.



The smallest pile driver and minimum force necessary will be used to complete the work.



During impact driving, the project proponent will require the contractor to use a bubble
curtain or similar device, if feasible, to minimize the extent to which the interim peak and
cumulative SEL thresholds are exceeded.



No pile driving activity will occur at night, thereby providing fish with an extended quiet
period during nighttime hours on days pile driving is being conducted for feeding and
unobstructed passage.

Develop and Implement a Hydroacoustic Monitoring Plan
The project proponent and/or its construction contractor will develop and implement a
hydroacoustic monitoring plan. The monitoring plan will be submitted to the resource agencies
(CDFW, NMFS, and USFWS) for approval at least 60 days before the start of project activities.
The plan will include the following requirements.


The project proponent and/or its construction contractor will monitor underwater noise levels
during all impact pile driving activities on land and in water to ensure that that peak and
cumulative SELs) do not exceed estimated values (Table 2.19-8).



The monitoring plan will describe the methods and equipment that will be used to document
the extent of underwater sounds produced by pile driving, including the number, location,
distances, and depths of the hydrophones and associated monitoring equipment.



The monitoring plan will include a reporting schedule for daily summaries of the
hydroacoustic monitoring results and for more comprehensive reports to be provided to the
resource agencies on a monthly basis during the pile driving season.



The daily reports will include the number of piles installed per day; the number of strikes per
pile; the interval between strikes; the peak SPL, SEL, and RMS per strike; and the
accumulated SEL per day at each monitoring station.



The project proponent or its contractors will ensure that a qualified fish biologist is on site
during impact pile driving to document any occurrences of stressed, injured, or dead fish. If
stressed, injured, or dead fish are observed during pile driving, the project proponent and/or
its construction contractor will reduce the number of strikes per day to ensure that fish are no
longer showing signs of stress, injury, or mortality.

Monitor Turbidity in the Sacramento River
The project proponent will require the construction contractor to monitor turbidity levels in the
Sacramento River during in-water construction activities (e.g., pile driving, extraction of
temporary sheet piles used for cofferdams, placement of RSP). Turbidity will be measured using
Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
I Street Bridge Replacement Project

September 2017
D-40

Appendix D. Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Summary

standard techniques upstream and downstream of the construction area to determine whether
changes in ambient turbidity levels exceed 20 percent, the threshold derived from the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers Basins Plan (Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board 2011). If it is determined that turbidity levels exceed the 20-percent threshold, then the
project proponent and/or its contractors will adjust work to ensure that turbidity levels do not
exceed the 20-percent threshold.
Implement Cofferdam Restrictions
The following restrictions will be implemented during installation of the cofferdams and
cofferdam dewatering.


The extent of cofferdam footprints will be limited to the minimum necessary to support
construction activities.



Sheet piles used for cofferdams will be installed and removed using a vibratory pile driver.



Cofferdams will be installed and removed only during the proposed in-water work window
(between May 1 and November 30).



Cofferdams will not be left in place over winter where they could be overtopped by
winter/spring flows and when juveniles of listed species are most likely to be present in the
construction area.



All pumps used during dewatering of cofferdams will be screened according to CDFW and
NMFS guidelines for screens.



Cofferdam dewatering and fish rescue/relocation from within cofferdams will commence
immediately following cofferdam closure.

Prepare and Implement a Fish Rescue and Relocation Plan
The project proponent and/or its construction contractor will develop and implement a fish
rescue and relocation plan to recover any fish trapped in cofferdams. The fish rescue and
relocation plan will be submitted to the resource agencies (CDFW, NMFS, and USFWS) for
approval at least 60 days before initiating activities to install cofferdams. At a minimum, the plan
will include the following.


A requirement that fish rescue and relocation activities will commence immediately after
cofferdam closure and that dewatering has sufficiently lowered water levels inside
cofferdams to make it feasible to rescue fish.



A description of the methods and equipment proposed to collect, transfer, and release all fish
trapped within cofferdams. Capture methods may include seining, dip netting, and/or
electrofishing as approved by CDFW, NMFS, and USFWS. The precise methods and
equipment to be used will be developed cooperatively by CDFW, NMFS, USFWS, and the
project proponent and/or contractor.



A requirement that only CDFW-, NMFS-, and USFWS-approved fish biologists will conduct
the fish rescue and relocation.

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
I Street Bridge Replacement Project

September 2017
D-41

Appendix D. Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Summary



A requirement that fish biologists will contact CDFW, NMFS, and USFWS immediately if
any listed species are found dead or injured.



A requirement that a fish rescue and relocation report be prepared and submitted to CDFW,
NMFS, and USFWS within 5 business days following completion of the fish relocation. Data
will be provided in tabular form and at a minimum will include the species and number
rescued and relocated, approximate size of each fish (or alternatively, approximate size range
if large number of individuals are encountered), date and time of their capture, and general
condition of all live fish (e.g., good–active with no injuries; fair–reduced activity with some
superficial injuries; poor–difficulty swimming/orienting with major injuries). For dead fish,
additional data will include fork length and description of injuries and/or possible cause of
mortality if it can be determined.

Prevent the Spread or Introduction of Aquatic Invasive Species
The project proponent or its contractors will implement the following actions to prevent the
potential spread or introduction of AIS associated with the operation of barges and other in-water
construction activities. Species of concern related to the operation of barges and other equipment
in the lower Sacramento River include invasive mussels (e.g., quagga mussels [Dreissena
bugensis] and zebra mussels [Dreissena polymorpha]) and aquatic plants (e.g., Brazilian
waterweed [Egeria densa] and hydrilla [Hydrilla verticillata]) (California Department of Fish
and Game 2008).


The project proponent or its contractors will coordinate with the CDFW’s Invasive Species
Program to ensure that the appropriate BMPs are implemented to prevent the spread or
introduction of AIS.



Educate construction supervisors and managers about the importance of controlling and
preventing the spread of AIS.



Train vessel and equipment operators and maintenance personnel in the recognition and
proper prevention, treatment, and disposal of AIS.



If feasible, prior to departure of vessels from their place of origin and before in-water
construction equipment is allowed to operate within the waters of the Sacramento River,
thoroughly inspect and remove and dispose of all dirt, mud, plant matter, and animals from
all surfaces that are submerged or may become submerged, or places where water can be held
and transferred to the surrounding water.

Minimize or Avoid Temporary Construction Lighting and Permanent Bridge Lighting
from Directly Radiating on Water Surfaces of the Sacramento River
The project proponent will minimize or avoid the effects of nighttime lighting on special-status
fish species by implementing the following actions.
Temporary Construction Lighting


Avoiding construction activities at night, to the maximum extent practicable.
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Using the minimal amount of lighting necessary to safely and effectively illuminate the work
areas.



Shielding and focusing lights on work areas and away from the water surface of the
Sacramento River, to the maximum extent practicable.

Permanent Bridge Lighting


Minimizing nighttime lighting of the bridge structure for aesthetic purposes.



Using the minimal amount of lighting necessary to safely and effectively illuminate
vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian areas on the bridge.



Shielding and focusing lights on vehicular, bicycle, and pedestrian areas and away from the
water surface of the Sacramento River, to the maximum extent practicable.

D.20 Threatened & Endangered Species
D.20.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
D.20.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Install Orange Construction Fencing between the Construction Area and Adjacent
Sensitive Biological Resources
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Conduct Environmental Awareness Training for Construction Employees
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Conduct Periodic Biological Monitoring
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Compensate for Temporary Effects on and Permanent Loss of Cottonwood Riparian
Forest (including SRA Cover)
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.16.2.
Protect Water Quality and Prevent Erosion and Sedimentation in Drainages and Wetlands
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.17.2.
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Compensate for Loss of Perennial Stream
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.17.2.
Conduct All In-Water Construction Activities between May 1 and November 30 and
during Daylight Hours Only
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Implement Measures to Minimize Exceedance of Interim Threshold Sound Levels during
Pile Driving
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Develop and Implement a Hydroacoustic Monitoring Plan
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Monitor Turbidity in the Sacramento River
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section 2.19.4.
Implement Cofferdam Restrictions
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Prepare and Implement a Fish Rescue and Relocation Plan
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Prevent the Spread or Introduction of Aquatic Invasive Species
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Minimize or Avoid Temporary Construction Lighting and Permanent Bridge Lighting
from Directly Radiating on Water Surfaces of the Sacramento River
Please refer to the discussion of this measure in Section D.19.2.
Avoid and Minimize Impacts on Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle
The following measures will be implemented prior to and during construction to ensure that the
proposed project does not adversely affect elderberry shrubs adjacent to the project footprint.


Contractors will be briefed on the need to avoid damaging the elderberry shrubs and the
possible penalties for not complying with these requirements. Crews also will be educated on
the status of the VELB and the need to protect its habitat.
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All elderberry shrubs that are outside of the permanent project footprint or that can be
avoided will be identified on construction drawings, with notes indicating that they are
sensitive resources to be avoided.



Orange construction barrier fencing will be placed at a minimum of 20 feet from each
shrub’s dripline [fencing around shrub 6 (construction will be within 20 feet) will be placed
as far out from the dripline as possible]. No construction activities will be permitted within
the buffer zone other than those activities necessary to erect the fencing. As specified in the
Conservation Guidelines for the Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle (Guidelines) (U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service 1999), signs will be posted every 50 feet (at a minimum) along the
perimeter of the buffer area fencing. The signs will contain the following information: This
area is habitat of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle, a threatened species, and must not
be disturbed. This species is protected by the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended.
Violators are subject to prosecution, fines, and imprisonment. The signs should be clearly
readable from a distance of 20 feet and must be maintained for the duration of construction.



Buffer area fences around the shrubs will be inspected weekly by a biological monitor during
ground-disturbing activities and monthly after ground-disturbing activities until project
construction is complete or until the fences are removed, as approved by the biological
monitor. The biological monitor will be responsible for ensuring that the contractor maintains
the buffer area fences around elderberry shrubs throughout construction. Biological
inspection reports will be provided to USFWS and the project proponent.

Transplant Elderberry Shrubs That Cannot Be Avoided
Elderberry shrubs that cannot be avoided will be transplanted to a USFWS-approved
conservation area in accordance with the Guidelines (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 1999).
Transplanting will occur during the plant’s dormant phase (approximately November through the
first 2 weeks of February, after they have lost their leaves). A qualified specialist familiar with
elderberry shrub transplantation procedures will supervise the transplanting. The location of the
conservation area transplantation site will be approved by USFWS before removal of the shrubs.
Implementation of the following measures will compensate for direct impacts on VELB habitat.
Compensate for Impacts on Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle Habitat
Before construction begins, the project proponent will compensate for direct impacts (including
transplanting) on all elderberry stems measuring 1 inch or more at ground level (i.e., habitat for
VELB) that are located within 20 feet of proposed construction activities. Compensation will
include planting replacement elderberry seedlings or cuttings and associated native plantings in a
USFWS-approved conservation area, at a ratio between 1:1 and 8:1 (ratio = new plantings to
affected stems), depending on the diameter of the stem at ground level, the presence or absence
of exit holes, and whether the shrub is located in riparian habitat (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1999).
Mitigation credits for VELB will be purchased at a USFWS-approved mitigation bank. The exact
amount and location of compensatory mitigation will be based on consultation with USFWS.
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Table 3-18 summarizes the compensation required for direct effects on up to five elderberry
shrubs (shrubs 1, 2, 3, 5, and 7) that provide VELB habitat. Based on stem counts listed in
Table 3-18 for these five shrubs and in accordance with the Guidelines, 34 elderberry seedlings
and 34 associated native plants will be planted in a USFWS-approved conservation area. This
compensation may be reduced if some of the shrubs occurring within temporary impact areas
(shrubs 1, 2, 3, and 7) can be avoided once more detailed plans are available.
Table 3-18. Required Compensation for Directly Affected Elderberry Shrubs

Habitat
Riparian

Nonriparian

Total

Stem Diameter

Number of
Exit Holes?
Stems

Native
Plant
Ratio

Seedling
Ratio

Total
Native
Plants

Total
Seedling

Stems >1" to <3"

0

No

2:1

1:1

0

0

Stems >1" to <3"

0

Yes

4:1

2:1

0

0

Stems >3" to <5"

0

No

3:1

1:1

0

0

Stems >3" to <5"

0

Yes

6:1

2:1

0

0

Stems >5"

1

No

4:1

1:1

4

4

Stems >5"

0

Yes

8:1

2:1

0

0

Stems >1" to <3"

22

No

1:1

1:1

22

22

Stems >1" to <3"

0

Yes

2:1

2:1

0

0

Stems >3" to <5"

1

No

2:1

1:1

2

2

Stems >3" to <5"

0

Yes

4:1

2:1

0

0

Stems >5"

2

No

3:1

1:1

6

6

Stems >5"

0

Yes

6:1

2:1

0

0

34

34

26

Conduct Focused Surveys for Nesting Swainson’s Hawk prior to Construction
The project proponent will retain a wildlife biologist experienced in surveying for Swainson’s
hawk to conduct surveys for the species in the spring/summer prior to construction. The surveys
will be conducted within the limits of disturbance and in a buffer area up to 0.25 mile from the
limits of disturbance. The size of the buffer area surveyed will be based on the type of habitat
present and the line-of-sight from the construction area to surrounding suitable breeding habitat.
Surveys will follow the methods in Recommended Timing and Methodology for Swainson’s
Hawk Nesting Surveys in California’s Central Valley (Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory
Committee 2000). A minimum of six surveys will be conducted according to these methods. If a
variance of the survey distance or number of surveys is necessary, the project proponent will
coordinate with CDFW regarding appropriate survey methods based on proposed construction
activities. Surveys generally will be conducted from February to July. Survey methods and
results will be reported to the project proponent and CDFW.
Conduct Tree Removal during Non-Sensitive Periods for Wildlife
The project proponent will remove or trim trees during the non-breeding season for tree-nesting
migratory birds and raptors, and prior to periods when bats would be hibernating (generally
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between September 15 and October 31). If tree removal cannot be confined to this period, the
project proponent will retain a qualified wildlife biologist with knowledge of the wildlife species
that could occur in the project area to conduct the appropriate preconstruction surveys and
establish no-disturbance buffers for sensitive wildlife species as described under measures for
Swainson’s hawk, nesting birds, and roosting bats.
Monitor Active Swainson’s Hawk Nests during Pile Driving and Other Construction
Activities
Active Swainson’s hawk and white-tailed kite nests within 600 feet of the BSA will be
monitored during pile driving and other construction activities. Monitoring will be conducted by
a wildlife biologist with experience in monitoring Swainson’s hawk and white-tailed kite nests.
The monitor will document the location of active nests, coordinate with the project proponent
and CDFW, and record all observations in a daily monitoring log. The monitor will have the
authority to temporarily stop work if activities are disrupting nesting behavior to the point of
resulting in potential take (i.e., eggs and young chicks still in nests and adults appear agitated and
could potentially abandon the nest). The monitor will work closely with the contractor, the
project proponent, and CDFW to develop plans for minimizing disturbance, such as modifying
or delaying certain construction activities.
A minimum non-disturbance buffer of 600 feet (radius) will be established around all active
Swainson’s hawk and white-tailed kite nests. No entry of any kind related to construction will be
allowed within this buffer while the nest is active, unless approved by CDFW through issuance
of an Incidental Take Permit or through consultation during project construction. The buffer size
may be modified based on site-specific conditions, including line-of-sight, topography, type of
disturbance, existing ambient noise and disturbance levels, and other relevant factors. Entry into
the buffer for construction activities will be granted when the biological monitor determines that
the young have fledged and are capable of independent survival or that the nest has failed and the
nest site is no longer active. All buffer adjustments will be approved by CDFW.
Purchase Channel Enhancement Credits for Impacts on Critical Habitat
Permanent impacts on critical habitat (bank and substrate below the OHWM and water column
habitat), totaling 3.11 acres (up to 80,449 square feet [1.85 acre] from the new bridge piers and
RSP and up to 55,000 square feet [1.26 acre] from bridge shading of aquatic habitat) will be
mitigated at a 3:1 ratio. The project proponent proposes to mitigate the permanent loss of critical
habitat through purchase of 9.33 acres of mitigation credits at a NMFS-approved anadromous
fish conservation bank.

D.21 Invasive Species
D.21.1

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

No measures are necessary.
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D.21.2

CEQA Mitigation Measures

Avoid the Introduction and Spread of Invasive Plants
The project proponent or their contractor will be responsible for avoiding the introduction of new
invasive plants and the spread of invasive plants previously documented in the study area.
Accordingly, the following measures will be implemented during construction.


Educate construction supervisors and managers on weed identification and the importance of
controlling and preventing the spread of invasive weeds.



Dispose of invasive species material removed during project construction offsite at an
appropriate disposal facility to avoid the spread of invasive plants into natural areas.



Minimize surface disturbance to the greatest extent feasible to complete the work.



Use weed-free imported erosion-control materials (or rice straw in upland areas).



Use locally grown native plant stock and native or naturalized (noninvasive) grass seed
during revegetation.



If feasible, remove trees of heaven located in and adjacent to the temporary impact area on
the east side of 2nd Street in the City of West Sacramento.
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Appendix E

Incomplete or Unavailable
Information for Project-Specific
MSAT Health Impacts Analysis

The following is from the FHWA memorandum Interim Guidance Update on Mobile Source Air
Toxic Analysis in NEPA - Appendix C (Federal Highway Administration 2012).
CEQ Provisions Covering Incomplete or Unavailable Information (40 CFR 1502.22)
Sec. 1502.22 INCOMPETE OR UNAVAILABLE INFORMATION
When an agency is evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse effects on the human
environment in an environmental impact statement and there is incomplete or unavailable
information, the agency shall always make clear that such information is lacking.
(a) If the incomplete information relevant to reasonably foreseeable significant adverse
impacts is essential to a reasoned choice among alternatives and the overall costs of
obtaining it are not exorbitant, the agency shall include the information in the
environmental impact statement.
(b) If the information relevant to reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts cannot
be obtained because the overall costs of obtaining it are exorbitant or the means to obtain
it are not known, the agency shall include within the environmental impact statement:
1. a statement that such information is incomplete or unavailable;
2. a statement of the relevance of the incomplete or unavailable information to
evaluating reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human
environment;
3. a summary of existing credible scientific evidence which is relevant to evaluating the
reasonably foreseeable significant adverse impacts on the human environment; and
4. the agency’s evaluation of such impacts based upon theoretical approaches or
research methods generally accepted in the scientific community. For the purposes of
this section, “reasonably foreseeable” includes impacts that have catastrophic
consequences, even if their probability of occurrence is low, provided that the
analysis of the impacts is supported by credible scientific evidence, is not based on
pure conjecture, and is within the rule of reason.
(c) The amended regulation will be applicable to all environmental impact statements for
which a Notice to Intent (40 CFR 1508.22) is published in the Federal Register on or
after May 27, 1986. For environmental impact statements in progress, agencies may
choose to comply with the requirements of either the original or amended regulation.

Incomplete or Unavailable Information for Project-Specific MSAT Health Impacts
Analysis
In FHWA’s view, information is incomplete or unavailable to credibly predict the projectspecific health impacts due to changes in MSAT emissions associated with a proposed set of
highway alternatives. The outcome of such an assessment, adverse or not, would be influenced
more by the uncertainty introduced into the process through assumption and speculation rather
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than any genuine insight into the actual health impacts directly attributable to MSAT exposure
associated with a proposed action.
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is responsible for protecting the public health
and welfare from any known or anticipated effect of an air pollutant. They are the lead authority
for administering the Clean Air Act and its amendments and have specific statutory obligations
with respect to hazardous air pollutants and MSAT. The EPA is in the continual process of
assessing human health effects, exposures, and risks posed by air pollutants. They maintain the
Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS), which is “a compilation of electronic reports on
specific substances found in the environment and their potential to cause human health effects”
(EPA, http://www.epa.gov/iris/). Each report contains assessments of non-cancerous and
cancerous effects for individual compounds and quantitative estimates of risk levels from
lifetime oral and inhalation exposures with uncertainty spanning perhaps an order of magnitude.
Other organizations are also active in the research and analyses of the human health effects of
MSAT, including the Health Effects Institute (HEI). Two HEI studies are summarized in
Appendix D of FHWA’s Interim Guidance Update on Mobile source Air Toxic Analysis in
NEPA Documents. Among the adverse health effects linked to MSAT compounds at high
exposures are; cancer in humans in occupational settings; cancer in animals; and irritation to the
respiratory tract, including the exacerbation of asthma. Less obvious is the adverse human health
effects of MSAT compounds at current environmental concentrations (HEI,
http://pubs.healtheffects.org/view.php?id=282) or in the future as vehicle emissions substantially
decrease (HEI, http://pubs.healtheffects.org/view.php?id=306).
The methodologies for forecasting health impacts include emissions modeling; dispersion
modeling; exposure modeling; and then final determination of health impacts - each step in the
process building on the model predictions obtained in the previous step. All are encumbered by
technical shortcomings or uncertain science that prevents a more complete differentiation of the
MSAT health impacts among a set of project alternatives. These difficulties are magnified for
lifetime (i.e., 70 year) assessments, particularly because unsupportable assumptions would have
to be made regarding changes in travel patterns and vehicle technology (which affects emissions
rates) over that time frame, since such information is unavailable.
It is particularly difficult to reliably forecast 70-year lifetime MSAT concentrations and exposure
near roadways; to determine the portion of time that people are actually exposed at a specific
location; and to establish the extent attributable to a proposed action, especially given that some
of the information needed is unavailable.
There are considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of toxicity of the
various MSAT, because of factors such as low-dose extrapolation and translation of occupational
exposure data to the general population, a concern expressed by HEI
(http://pubs.healtheffects.org/view.php?id=282). As a result, there is no national consensus on air
dose-response values assumed to protect the public health and welfare for MSAT compounds,
and in particular for diesel PM. The EPA (http://www.epa.gov/risk/basicinformation.htm#g) and
the HEI (http://pubs.healtheffects.org/getfile.php?u=395) have not established a basis for
quantitative risk assessment of diesel PM in ambient settings.
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There is also the lack of a national consensus on an acceptable level of risk. The current context
is the process used by the EPA as provided by the Clean Air Act to determine whether more
stringent controls are required in order to provide an ample margin of safety to protect public
health or to prevent an adverse environmental effect for industrial sources subject to the
maximum achievable control technology standards, such as benzene emissions from refineries.
The decision framework is a two-step process. The first step requires EPA to determine an
“acceptable” level of risk due to emissions from a source, which is generally no greater than
approximately 100 in a million. Additional factors are considered in the second step, the goal of
which is to maximize the number of people with risks less than 1 in a million due to emissions
from a source. The results of this statutory two-step process do not guarantee that cancer risks
from exposure to air toxics are less than 1 in a million; in some cases, the residual risk
determination could result in maximum individual cancer risks that are as high as approximately
100 in a million. In a June 2008 decision, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia
Circuit upheld EPA’s approach to addressing risk in its two step decision framework.
Information is incomplete or unavailable to establish that even the largest of highway projects
would result in levels of risk greater than deemed acceptable.
Because of the limitations in the methodologies for forecasting health impacts described, any
predicted difference in health impacts between alternatives is likely to be much smaller than the
uncertainties associated with predicting the impacts. Consequently, the results of such
assessments would not be useful to decision makers, who would need to weigh this information
against project benefits, such as reducing traffic congestion, accident rates, and fatalities plus
improved access for emergency response, that are better suited for quantitative analysis.
Due to the limitations cited, a discussion such as the example provided in this Appendix
(reflecting any local and project-specific circumstances), should be included regarding
incomplete or unavailable information in accordance with Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) regulations [40 CFR 1502.22(b)]. The FHWA Headquarters and Resource Center staff
Victoria Martinez (787) 766-5600 X231, Bruce Bender (202) 366-2851, and Michael Claggett
(505) 820-2047, are available to provide guidance and technical assistance and support.
Source:
Federal Highway Administration. 2012. Interim Guidance Update on Mobile Source Air Toxic
Analysis in NEPA. Appendix C. December 6. Available at:
<http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/air_toxics/policy_and_guidance/aqint
guidmem.cfm>. Accessed: May 24, 2016.
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Appendix F

Sub‐Area Travel Forecasting Model
Development and Validation

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM

Date:

May 28, 2014

To:

Zach Siviglia & Rob Himes – Mark Thomas & Company

From:

Kwasi Donkor & Ronald T. Milam – Fehr & Peers

Subject:

I Street Bridge Replacement Over The Sacramento River Project - Sub-Area Travel
Forecasting Model Development and Validation
RS14-3220

INTRODUCTION
Fehr & Peers has developed a sub-area travel forecasting model for the I Street Bridge Replacement
Project using a modified version of the regional SACMET model. The original model was based on
network and socioeconomic inputs from the SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). Over time, the model has undergone a variety of refinements and
modifications to improve its level of detail and sensitivity for the following projects.


City of Sacramento General Plan



American River Crossing Study



Entertainment and Sports Complex EIR



Downtown/Riverfront Streetcar Plan



McKinley Village

For the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, more refinements were necessary, especially in West
Sacramento, where the network and traffic analysis zone (TAZ) system had limited detail. Once the
refinements were completed, the sub-area model was validated within the overall I Street Bridge
Replacement project study area.
Model validation describes a model’s performance relative to how well its output matches observed
conditions in the base year and how well it responds to input variable changes. Static validation tests
are used to statistically measure the model’s ability to replicate observed conditions while dynamic

1|P a g e

Zach Siviglia & Rob Himes
May 28, 2014
Page 2 of 8
validation tests are used to measure whether the model responds in the correction direction and
magnitude when input variables are changed.
SUBAREA MODEL REFINEMENTS
Key modifications that are a part of the I Street Bridge Replacement Project sub-area model are listed
below:


Updated the base year roadway network to include greater detail within areas of the City of
Sacramento and City of West Sacramento, and corrected inconsistencies between model
inputs and field observations related to roadway network speeds and capacity. Figure 1
shows the detailed model network refinements.



Updated the future year roadway network to reflect base year changes and include more
detail for planned roadways.



Added new traffic analysis zones (TAZs) in the study area to increase the level of detail and
improve the loading of traffic from TAZs onto the transportation network. Figure 2 shows the
added TAZ refinements.

VALIDATION
The 2010 California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines, published by the California Transportation
Commission, contain the following guidance, criteria, and thresholds for model validation.
General


Agencies that use metropolitan planning organization (MPO) models for purposes other than
regional planning should ensure that the model provides the appropriate scale and sensitivity
for applications at a sub‐regional level such as corridor, sub‐area, or local planning studies.
Below the regional level, model refinements are likely necessary to ensure the model meets
the validation targets established in these guidelines and is appropriately sensitive to smaller
scale changes associated with sub‐regional studies.
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Before Network Refinements

Path: C:\Users\kdonkor\Desktop\I_Street\Network_Refinements.mxd

After Network Refinements

Not to Scale

MODEL NETWORK REFINEMENTS
FIGURE 1

Before TAZ Refinements

Path: C:\Users\kdonkor\Desktop\I_Street\TAZ_Boundary_Refinements.mxd

After TAZ Refinements

Not to Scale

TAZ BOUNDARY REFINEMENTS

FIGURE 2
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Static Validation


At least 75 percent of the roadway links for which counts are available should be within the
maximum desirable deviation, which ranges from approximately 15 to 60 percent depending
on total volume (the larger the volume, the less deviation is permitted).



A correlation coefficient of at least 0.88 - The correlation coefficient estimates the overall level
of accuracy between observed traffic counts and the estimated traffic volumes from the
model. This coefficient ranges from 0 to 1.0, where 1.0 indicates that the model perfectly fits
the data.



The percent root mean square error (RMSE) below 40% - The RMSE is the square root of the
model volume minus the actual count squared, divided by the number of counts. It is a
measure similar to standard deviation in that it assesses the accuracy of the model.

Dynamic Validation


Dynamic validation can include the following model sensitivity tests, as appropriate given the
type of regional model and alternatives under evaluation (for purposes of this study, the first
two tests were performed).
o

Add lanes to a link

o

Delete a link

o

Add a link

o

Change link speeds

o

Change link capacities

In addition to the static test criteria above, the subarea model volume-to-count ratio was measured
against a desired maximum threshold of no more than a 10 percent deviation.
General Performance
As described above and shown in Figures 1 and 2, the sub-area model received refinements to its
network and TAZ system. These changes were made in direct response to the need for the model to
include sufficient detail to forecast traffic volume changes in response to a local bridge modification.
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Static Validation
The static validation of the subarea model was tested for 87 individual roadway segments and 12
freeway segments in the project study area under daily conditions. Under normal circumstances, the
base year model volumes would be compared to base year traffic counts. The model’s base year is
2008 and a complete set of traffic counts is not available for 2008. Further, the 2008/09 recession
caused a substantial reduction in employment within the model area that has not yet fully recovered.
A comparison of 2012 traffic counts conducted for more than 250 roadway segments throughout the
City of Sacramento revealed that overall traffic counts were about 8 percent less than the counts for
these same locations in 2007. As such, this model validation relied on traffic counts from 2012-2014.
Because current employment levels have not yet reached 2008 levels in many areas, the model’s base
year traffic volume forecasts are expected to slightly overestimate the 2012-2014 traffic counts. Table
1 presents the static validation results produced using the modified subarea model.

TABLE 1 – FINAL RESULTS OF DAILY MODEL VALIDATION
Validation Item

Criterion of Acceptance

Model Results

Model Wide Volume-to-Count Ratio

Within + 10%

+7%

% of Links Within Deviation Allowance

At Least 75%

70%

Correlation Coefficient

At Least 88%

97%

40% or less

25%

RMSE

Green shading denotes the model results pass the applicable test.
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2013.

In general, the sub-area model generated traffic volume estimates that closely matched roadway and
freeway volumes with overall volumes being slightly higher than counts as expected. The sub-area
model performed well passing 3 of the 4 static tests and improving on results compared to the original
off-the-shelf model. The largest differences occurred on low volume roadways and on select segments
in downtown Sacramento where the grid street pattern makes it difficult for a model to perfectly
match localized travel patterns with multiple path choices.
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Dynamic Validation
For this sub-area model, the dynamic validation tests focused on roadway network changes given the
proposed project to add a new bridge crossing over the Sacramento River. Previous dynamic tests for
other projects have confirmed that the SACMET model generally responds in the correct direction and
magnitude when making land use and network changes. So, the specific dynamic validation tests for
this sub-area model focused on what happens when the I Street Bridge is eliminated or the number of
lanes for the I Street Bridge is increased.

Table 2 summarizes the dynamic validation results for the

roadway network changes.

TABLE 2 – DYNAMIC VALIDATION: CHANGE IN ROADWAY NETWORK (DAILY DEMAND)
Before Change
Roadway Change

After Change

Changed Link

Screenline

Changed Link

Screenline

Volume

Volume (1)

Volume

Volume (1)

Delete the I Street Bridge links

16,173

221,505

0

216,653

Add one lane in each direction to the I Street Bridge

16,173

221,505

17,460

221,922

Note:
(1)

Screenline includes the I Street Bridge, Tower Bridge, and Pioneer Bridge (US 50)

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014.

The results in Table 2 reveal that the model output responds in the correct direction and magnitude
given the input changes. When an important link such as a bridge is eliminated, trips must shift to
other bridges but often experience much higher delays due to capacity constraints. The results show
the trips shifted to Tower Bridge and US 50 (proportional to their relative capacities) and that total
trips across the screenline declined slightly due to the higher overall travel delays. The SACMET model
contains a feedback mechanism between trip assignment and trip distribution that can influence trip
destinations and mode choice such that a major capacity constraint can result in less overall vehicle
trips. Likewise, when lanes are added to the I Street Bridge, the model accounts for the opposite
pattern where not only do traffic volumes increase on the I Street Bridge, but the capacity expansion
reduces travel times enough that additional trips are induced.
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Fehr & Peers also prepared preliminary traffic volume forecasts used to evaluate potential alignments
for the new I Street Bridge prior to the model validation. River crossings at both Railyards Boulevard
and Camille Lane were modeled using the 2035 version of the SACMET model. The results of the
analysis (shown in Table 3) were consistent with the dynamic validation results and serve as another
reasonableness check of the model.

TABLE 3 – PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS RESULTS: BRIDGE ALIGNMENT ALTERNATIVES (DAILY DEMAND)
Before Change
Roadway Change
New 2-lane Bridge Crossing at Railyards Boulevard
Add one lane in each direction (for a total of 4
lanes) to the Railyards Boulevard Bridge
New 2-lane Bridge Crossing at Camille Lane
Add one lane in each direction (for a total of 4
lanes) to the Camille Lane Bridge

After Change

Changed Link

Screenline

Changed Link

Screenline

Volume

Volume (1)

Volume

Volume (1)

0

314,521

35,851

319,635

35,851

319,635

48,637

328,201

0

314,521

32,489

318,169

32,489

318,169

44,611

325,376

Note:
(1)

Screenline includes the new I Street Bridge alignments, Tower Bridge, Pioneer Bridge (US 50), and the Broadway Bridge

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2014.
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Notice of Preparation

DATE: September 22, 2014
TO:

Interested Persons

FROM: Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
Community Development Department
RE:

NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT AND SCOPING MEETING
FOR THE I STREET BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT: A NEW BRIDGE OVER THE SACRAMENTO
RIVER (IDENTIFIED BY THE U.S. COAST GUARD AS THE “C STREET BRIDGE”)
COMMENT PERIOD
September 22, 2014 to October 21, 2014
INTRODUCTION

The City of Sacramento (“City”) is the Lead Agency for preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) for the proposed I Street Bridge Replacement over the Sacramento River (Project). The EIR will
evaluate potential significant environmental effects of the project. Written comments regarding the
issues that should be covered in the EIR, including potential alternatives to the Project and the scope of
the analysis, are invited. The EIR for the Project is being prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Project is subject to state as well as federal environmental
review requirements, and project documentation will be prepared in compliance with both CEQA and
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The City of West Sacramento, co-sponsor of the project, is
a Responsible Agency under CEQA. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is the NEPA
lead agency and anticipates preparation of an Environmental Assessment. In addition, the Federal
Highway Administration’s responsibilities for environmental review, consultation, and any other action
required in accordance with applicable Federal laws for this Project will be carried out by Caltrans as
assigned under Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21) (23 United States Code [USC]
327), effective on October 1, 2012.
Under CEQA, upon deciding to prepare an EIR, the City of Sacramento as lead agency must issue a
Notice of Preparation (NOP) to inform trustee, the public, and responsible agencies of that decision. The
purpose of the NOP is to provide information describing the Project and its potential environmental
effects to those who may wish to comment regarding the scope and content of the information to be
included in the EIR. Agencies should comment on such information as it relates to their statutory
responsibilities in connection with the Project.
The project description, location, and environmental issue areas that may be affected by development
of the proposed project are set forth below. The EIR will evaluate the project-specific and cumulative

impacts, identify mitigation measures that may be feasible to lessen or avoid such impacts, and identify
alternatives to the proposed project.
SUBMITTING COMMENTS
Comments and suggestions as to the appropriate scope of analysis in the EIR are invited from all
interested parties. Written comments or questions concerning the EIR for the proposed project should
be directed to the environmental project manager at the following address by October 21, 2014. Please
include the contact person’s full name and address in order for staff to respond appropriately:
Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd., Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811
Telephone: (916) 808-2762
E-mail: DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org
SCOPING MEETING
A public scoping meeting will be held on Thursday, October 9th, 2014 from 3:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. at
the following location:
Stanford Gallery
111 I Street
in Old Sacramento
Responsible agencies and members of the public are invited to attend and provide input on the scope
of the EIR. The scoping meeting will be conducted in an open house format. Written comments
regarding relevant issues may be submitted at the meeting.
PROJECT LOCATION/SETTING
The Project is located in both the City of Sacramento and the City of West Sacramento and crosses the
Sacramento River. The location is shown on the attached figure. The project area is approximately
bounded by the I Street Bridge, the intersection of C Street with 3rd Street in West Sacramento, the
intersection of Bercut Drive with Railyards Boulevard (under construction) in the Railyards planned
development, Jibboom Street, and the I Street/I-5 onramp near 3rd Street in Sacramento.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The proposed I Street Bridge Replacement Project would be constructed north of the existing I Street
Bridge as shown in the attached location map. The Project would include the construction of a new
bridge across the Sacramento River between the Sacramento Railyards and the West Sacramento
Washington planned developments. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle, bicycle, and
pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in Sacramento. The
proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow passage for watercraft. Additional
roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom Street and Bercut Drive connecting at

Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed
bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento,
which connects to the American River Bike Trail at Discovery Park, would be extended to the new
roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the proposed bridge. The levee maintenance road in
West Sacramento will intersect at grade with the new crossing.
The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and pedestrian traffic
would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J Street in the City
of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished.
The proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered under separate CEQA/NEPA review.
Additional information and materials relating to the proposed project are available on the City’s website
at http://portal.cityofsacramento.org/Public-Works/Engineering-Services/Projects/ Current-Projects/IStreet-Bridge-Replacement.
ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS AND SCOPE OF THE EIR
The EIR will analyze potentially significant impacts that could result from construction and operation of
the Project. Pursuant to section 15063(a) of CEQA Guidelines, an Initial Study has not been prepared for
the Project. The EIR will evaluate the full range of environmental issues contemplated for consideration
under CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The environmental factors that the City has determined would
potentially be affected by the Project include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Transportation/Traffic
Cultural Resources
Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Biological Resources
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hydrology/Water Quality
Land Use/Planning
Aesthetics
Noise
Recreation

The EIR will identify and evaluate alternatives to the proposed project.
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Letters Received in Response to Notice of Preparation

From: john@goldengatesalmon.org [mailto:john@goldengatesalmon.org]
Sent: Monday, October 06, 2014 11:14 AM
To: Ciara Zanze
Subject: [FWD: I Street Bridge Replacement Project ‐ Environmental Scoping Meeting Thursday October
9]
Hi Ciara
The email below was forwarded to me. I don't know if this email will reach the intended
targets but any discussion of rebuilding any bridge over the Sacramento River should take
into account the damage that night lighting of the river below can have on ESA-listed
salmon as well as other fish. Here's a link to a piece I wrote on the
issue http://www.redding.com/opinion/john-mcmanus-lights-on-the-river-kill-salmon
Attached is a document with a more detailed discussion of the problems associated with
lights illuminating the Sacramento River at night. I would hope these concerns will be
proactively addressed as the planning for the replacement structure proceeds. Thanks.
John McManus
Executive Director
Golden Gate Salmon Association
650-218-8650
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DRAFT
D.6. Project: Eliminate or reduce lighting at in-river structures.
Relevant Stressor Reduction Target: To reduce predation on juvenile salmon.
Action: This project proposes to reduce night-time predation in the vicinity of man-made
structures in the rivers and Delta (e.g., fish screens, bridges, docks, marinas) by eliminating or
altering lighting methods and equipment.
Expected Outcome: Reduced predation, increased fish survival, increased fish production.
Background: Artificial night-time lighting at structures near water is believed to have adverse
impacts on juvenile salmon by altering fish behavior and making the fish more prone to
predation. For example, in 1984, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the California
Department of Fish and Game (DFG) requested that the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation turn off
large sodium vapor lights on top of the Red Bluff Diversion Dam on the Sacramento River to
reduce the opportunities for Sacramento pikeminnow predation on juvenile salmon passing the
dam (Vogel and Smith 1984), a measure that was ultimately believed to be beneficial for salmon
(Vogel et al. 1988). More recently DFG identified a potentially severe problem with lighting on
the Sundial pedestrian bridge (Figures D.6.1 and D.6.2) over the Sacramento River in Redding:
Assessment of the impacts from light sources along the Sacramento River which
lead to increased predation on juvenile salmonids is also needed. The most
upstream issue is the Sundial Bridge in Redding which uses numerous flood lights
which illuminate the Sacramento River all night long every night of the year.
Approximately 80% of the winter-run Chinook salmon population in the state
spawn upstream of the bridge and the out-migrating juveniles must pass through
the lighted portion of the river below the bridge and face predators. Studies in
Washington State have found lighted portions of streams have significantly higher
predation rates on juvenile fish. Downstream of the Sundial Bridge from Redding
to the bay, there are several other light sources ranging from highway bridges to
lighted water intake structures. These should all be evaluated and
recommendation should be developed to fix identified problems (DFG 2011).
The primary purpose of the Sundial Bridge is aesthetics. The massive array of lights shining
directly down on the river all night posed significant risks to fry and juvenile salmon. At night,
the structure was likely causing mortality of young fish, including threatened and endangered
species. Fortunately, in mid 2013 the city of Redding, working with the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife, greatly reduced the lights to the point where they are believed to no longer
pose a significant threat to salmon.
The Sacramento River between Redding and the Delta has dozens of structures over or
immediately adjacent to the river illuminated at night which may disrupt the downstream
migration of juvenile salmon and make the fish more susceptible to predation. The cumulative
impact on rearing or migrating salmon from the upper rivers to the Delta could be enormous.
1

Predators are known to take advantage of lighting on bridges in the Pacific Northwest to prey on
migrating salmonids (Nightingale and Simenstad 2002). The USFWS found that lighting on a
bridge over the Cedar River in Washington state was having a severe adverse impact to
migrating sockeye fry which was largely eliminated by adding shielding over the lights directing
light away from the river (Washington DOT 2001). This problem may be particularly severe in
the Sacramento River and its tributaries because of relatively clear-water conditions. Those
structures having a federal nexus and creating adverse impacts on salmon caused by nighttime
lighting may constitute “take” of federally listed species under the Endangered Species Act.

Figure D.6.1. Before photos of the Sundial pedestrian bridge over the Sacramento River in Redding at night. Photo
credit: Eric Cassano.
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After shot of the Sundial bridge showing reduced lighting

Longcore and Rich (2010) identified several options for addressing light pollution and its
impacts on the environment:
1) Determination if the need for lighting is actually needed,
2) Direct the light toward where it is needed and eliminate light escaping in other
directions,
3) Reduce excess intensity of lighting to more-appropriate levels,
4) Reduce the duration of night-time lighting and,
5) Eliminate full spectrum light and use other wavelengths less disruptive to the
ecosystem.
Opportunities and Challenges: This project proposes to eliminate or reduce night-time lighting
at structures over or adjacent to the Sacramento River and its tributaries to reduce predation on
juvenile salmon. Many structures possess night-time lighting that could likely be simply turned
off due to a lack of real need. Some structures possessing night-time lighting for security
purposes could be altered to provide motion sensor activation. Many structures could probably
be altered by directing the lighting away from shining directly down into the river, shielding the
fixtures, using less-disruptive wavelengths or lower-intensity lighting.
This project will require an initial study identifying structures lit at night and the relative risks to
salmonids. The outcome of that study would lead to implementation of a program to eliminate
or reduce impacts of night-time lighting on salmon.
Cost or Difficulty: The estimated cost for an initial study to identify structures posing risks to
salmon from night-time lighting is $150,000. Owners of facilities lit up at night near water are
3

initially unlikely to be willing to turn off their lights at night, physically alter the lighting, or
change the methods of lighting; associated costs and security will be of concern. Opposition
from owners of night-time lit structures will require education on the need for change in lighting
methods or equipment. In some instances, lighting changes may result in cost savings due to
lower power consumption. The cost for implementation of remedial actions to eliminate or
reduce night-time illumination is unknown until after the initial survey is completed.
Certainty: High probability of reducing night-time predation near man-made structures in the
rivers and Delta.
References:
California Department of Fish and Game. 2011. Draft Conservation Strategy for Restoration of
the Sacramento – San Joaquin Delta Ecological Management Zone and the Sacramento and San
Joaquin Valley Regions. July 2011. 336 p.
Longcore, T. and C. Rich. 2010. Light pollution and ecosystems. Available online at:
http://www.actionbioscience.org/environment/longcore_rich.html
Nightingale, B. and C. Simenstad. 2002. Artificial night-lighting effects on salmon and other
fishes in the Northwest. Ecological consequences of artificial night lighting: conference
abstracts. February 23 – 24, 2002. Los Angeles, CA.
Vogel, D.A., K.R. Marine, and J.G. Smith. 1988. Fish passage action program for Red Bluff
Diversion Dam. Final Report on Fishery Investigations. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Report
No. FR1/FAO-88-19. Fisheries Assistance Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. October
1988. 77 p.
Vogel, D.A. and J.G. Smith. 1984. Fish passage action program for Red Bluff Diversion Dam.
Annual progress report. USFWS Report No. FR1/FAO-85-4. Fisheries Assistance Office, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service. December 1984. 72 p. plus appendices.
Washington State Department of Transportation. 2001. Cedar River salmon saved by shielding
light fixtures. Signals maintenance shapes salmon solution. Northwest Region, Bulletin 01-12.
March 23, 2001.
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From: jesales@surewest.net [mailto:jesales@surewest.net]
Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2014 11:38 AM
To: Tom Buford; Dana Mahaffey
Subject: Fwd: IDA Statement on Nobel Prize for Physics

As noted below IDA recommends a correlated color temperature (CCT) of 3000 Kelvin or less for
white LED lighting systems. ... see statement attached.
This would be a good standard to include in lighting portions of the zoning code or
even better the Outdoor Lighting section of our zoning code (like Citrus Heights).
See IDAs - Blue Rich White Light Paper --- http://www.darksky.org/assets/documents/Reports/IDA-Blue-Rich-Light-WhitePaper.pdf
Seeing Blue ---http://www.darksky.org/assets/documents/SeeingBlue.pdf
Blue Light Threatens Animals and Humans --- http://www.darksky.org/assets/documents/PR/2009/PR_Blue_White_Light.pdf
A compromise that would be the upper limit could be a correlated color temperature
(CCT) of 3000 Kelvin.
An incandescent lamp is normally rated at a CCT of 2700 Kelvin and nearly all LED
lamps in Home Depot/Lowe's etc. are 2700K.
As noted below "energy-efficient nature of LEDs encourages the use of excessive
amounts of light", this is an issue that must be addressed.
Close to home dimming and other lighting controls have been pioneered by the
California Lighting Technology Center at UC Davis. http://cltc.ucdavis.edu
Directors Michael Siminovitch and Konstantinos (Kosta) Papamichael have been at
the forefront of dimming and concern about blue light.
Please have a look around the CLTC web site and see some of the projects they
have been doing at Davis and other campuses.
Regards
Jack Sales
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Scan of printed content provided by Jack Sales follows.

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Jesse Gothan
Dana Mahaffey; Bromund, Claire; Rob Himes; Zach Siviglia; Ciara Zanze (czanze@aimconsultingco.com); Gladys
Cornell
Luken, Mike
FW: Comments on I Street Bridge Replacement Project Scoping Meeting
Friday, October 17, 2014 9:01:33 AM

This NOP comment just arrived. -Jesse
From: timcastleman@gmail.com [mailto:timcastleman@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Practical Cycle Tim
Sent: Friday, October 17, 2014 8:54 AM
To: Steve Hansen; Jim Brown; James E. Houpt; Jesse Gothan
Subject: Comments on I Street Bridge Replacement Project Scoping Meeting

I attended the October 9 event for a short time and was pleased to see the plan includes a bike
trail to go under the new roadway to retain the continuous bike path to and from Old
Sacramento.
It is important that bikes are not forced to a stop to cross the new roadway.
In view of the vision for a connected "Loop" defined in the 2003 Riverfront Master Plan,
planning MUST include the connection through Old Sacramento to Tower Bridge. I was
disappointed to see that the City still has NO PLAN for improvements to the bike trail
through Old Sacramento.
This vital segment of the Sacramento River Parkway on the waterfront between the
Tower bridge and the I Street railroad bridge would connect Sacramento and the Bay
Area via the Great California Delta Trail. This “gap” also blocks riders from connecting
to the American River Parkway and denies access to the Historic Riverfront Area for
those with disabilities.
To ensure these problems are addressed we are asking the City of Sacramento to
include improvements to the bike path from the Tower bridge to the I street railroad
bridge, including a safe railroad crossing at J Street, a widened and leveled path,
with a smooth surface and room for all users, as part of the Old Sacramento
Infrastructure (Riverfront Boardwalk) project and the I Street Bridge Replacement
project.
Please use this email as my public comment instead of the brief note on the postcard
I returned.
Thank you,
Tim Castleman
Practical Cycle

October 21, 2014
Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd., Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org
Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the I Street Bridge
Replacement Project
Dear Ms. Mahaffey,
The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) appreciates the opportunity to
provide comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact
Report for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project. SMUD is the primary energy
provider for Sacramento County and the proposed project location. SMUD’s vision is
to empower our customers with solutions and options that increase energy efficiency,
protect the environment, reduce global warming, and lower the cost to serve our
region. As a Responsible Agency, SMUD aims to ensure that the proposed project
limits the potential for significant environmental effects on SMUD facilities, employees,
and customers.
It is our desire that the I Street Bridge Replacement Project will acknowledge any project
impacts related to the following:






Overhead and or underground transmission and distribution line easements
Electrical load needs/ requirements
Energy Efficiency
Utility line routing
Climate Change

SMUD would like to be involved in discussing these issues as early as possible. We aim to
be partners in the efficient and sustainable delivery of the proposed project. Please ensure
that the information included in this response is conveyed to the project planners and the
appropriate project proponents.

SMUD HQ | 6201 S Street | P.O. Box 15830 | Sacramento, CA 95852-0830 | 1.888.742.7683 | smud.org

Environmental leadership is a core value of SMUD and we look forward to collaborating with
you on this project. Again, we appreciate the opportunity to provide input on the NOP. If you
have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Rob Ferrera, SMUD Environmental
Specialist at (916) 732-6676.
Sincerely,

Rob Ferrera
Environmental Specialist
Environmental Management
Legislative & Regulatory Affairs
Sacramento Municipal Utility District
Cc: Pat Durham
Beth Tincher
Steve Johns
Joseph Schofield

SMUD HQ | 6201 S Street | P.O. Box 15830 | Sacramento, CA 95852-0830 | 1.888.742.7683 | smud.org

10/21/2014

VIA EMAIL

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd., Third Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for the proposed I Street Bridge
Replacement Project
Dear Ms. Mahaffey:
WALKSacramento has reviewed the Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report for
the I Street Bridge Replacement Project. We offer the following comments on the scope of the
EIR.
Walking provides many benefits to individuals and the public, among which are improved
physical health and mobility. Walking, instead of driving, between Sacramento and West
Sacramento can help people attain the minimum-recommended physical activity of thirty
minutes of moderate exercise per day, and it can reduce the demand for vehicle crossings on the
proposed bridge replacement and the existing and new roadways connecting to the bridge.
In order to fully evaluate the impacts of the proposed bridge replacement on pedestrians, the
EIR should consider changes to pedestrian mobility and safety that occur due to construction and
operation of the bridge. Mobility evaluation could include pedestrian travel time between the
3rd Street/C Street intersection in West Sacramento and the 2nd Street/I Street intersection in
Sacramento. Because the bridge landing point on the Sacramento side changes considerably
with the new bridge, travel times to several destinations could also be calculated to evaluate
overall mobility. Safety of pedestrians on sidewalks should be considered if there is mixing of
pedestrians and bicyclists. Pedestrian safety should also be considered in respect to changes to
new or additional intersection and road crossings required to complete walking trips. Wider
roadways with longer crossing times, greater crossing distances and less frequent crossing
opportunities can put pedestrians at greater risk to vehicle collisions.
WALKSacramento is working to support increased physical activity such as walking and bicycling
in local neighborhoods as well as helping to create community environments that support
walking and bicycling. The benefits include improved physical fitness, less motor vehicle traffic
congestion, better air quality, and a stronger sense of cohesion and safety in local
neighborhoods.

909 12th Street, Suite #203 • Sacramento, CA 95814 • 916-446-9255
www.walksacramento.org

Page 2 of 2

Thank you for your consideration of these comments and recommendations. If you have
questions or need additional information, please contact me at (916) 446-9255 or
cholm@walksacramento.org.
Sincerely,
Chris Holm
Project Analyst

909 12th Street, Suite #203 • Sacramento, CA 95814 • 916-446-9255
www.walksacramento.org

October 21, 2014

Ms. Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento
Community Development Department
300 Richards Boulevard 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811
Re:

RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR THE I-STREET BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT:
A NEW BRIDGE OVER THE SACRAMENTO RIVER (IDENTIFIED BY THE
U.S. COAST GUARD AS THE “C STREET BRIDGE”) SCH # 2014092069

Dear Ms. Mahaffey:
Thank you for the Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) of an Environmental Impact Report
(“EIR”) for the I-Street Bridge Replacement Project: a new bridge over the Sacramento
River (identified by the U.S. Coast Guard as the “C-Street Bridge) (“Project”).
The proposed project, as described in the NOP, has the potential to impact the West
Sacramento Project – West Sacramento’s flood risk reduction plans to achieve the statemandated 200-year level of flood protection. These potential impacts include, but are not
necessarily limited to: geology & soils; hydrology & water quality; and recreation. As your
Project moves forward, we request the project design and EIR consider both the impacts
to the existing levee and the future flood risk reduction improvements. More specifically,
we request your Project incorporate levee improvements, or be compatible with the future
levee improvements.
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the NOP. We appreciate the
Project’s purpose and beneficial impact it will have for both cities. If you have any
questions about our comments, please contact me at (916) 617-4850 or via e-mail at
gregf@CityofWestSacramento.org.
Sincerely,

Greg Fabun
Flood Protection Manager
cc:

Mike Luken, Transportation Manager, City of West Sacramento
Denix Anbiah, Director of Public Works, City of West Sacramento

October 21, 2014
Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento, Community Development Department
Environmental Planning Services
300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811-0218
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org
Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the I Street Bridge
Replacement Project

Dear Ms. Mahaffey:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the subject NOP. We greatly appreciate that the Cities
of Sacramento and West Sacramento are planning to build a new low-level, neighborhood friendly
bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge will help address the critical lack of convenient
and safe crossings of the river for bicyclists and allow many more people to use bicycles for trips to
jobs, shopping, entertainment, or the Sacramento Valley Station. We believe the bicycle facilities
on the bridge should be designed for the large proportion of the population (~60%) that is
interested in bicycling but concerned about interacting with high speeds or volumes of vehicle
traffic (Mekuria et al. 2012).
To assist the City of Sacramento in achieving the goals of its Climate Action Plan, every project should
make it possible for its residents, employees, and visitors to safely and conveniently take more trips by
bicycle. The proposed project will cause a significant adverse effect on the environment if it will not
adequately provide access by bicycle for the majority of our population. Therefore the project must be
designed and constructed to be friendly for bicyclists of all ages and abilities:









Either the bridge must be designed for not more than 30 mph vehicle traffic or, if vehicle
speed limit is intended to be greater, vehicle lanes must be separated from bicycle lanes
(e.g. with buffers that are painted and delineated with flexible bollards)
Vehicle parking should not be placed alongside the bicycle lanes to prevent the hazard of
car doors being opened in front of bicyclists (if vehicle parking is designed on the bridge
and/or its approaches, ensure the combined width of parking lane and bicycle lane is at
least 14 ft)
Traffic control devices should be installed at the intersections of the bridge with Jibboom
Street in Sacramento and at 2nd St in West Sacramento to ensure vehicle speeds do not
exceed 30 mph
Convenient connections between the bicycle lanes across the bridge and the river front
bicycle paths must be provided on both sides of the river.

SABA works to ensure that bicycling is safe, convenient, and desirable for everyday transportation.
Bicycling is the healthiest, cleanest, cheapest, quietest, most energy efficient, and least congesting
form of transportation.
Thank you for considering our comments.
Sincerely,

Jim Brown
Executive Director
CC:

Paul Philley, SMAQMD (pphilley@airquality.org)
Ed Cox, City of Sacramento Alternative Modes Coordinator (ecox@cityofsacramento.org)
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Species Lists

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING, 2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
PHONE: (916)414-6600 FAX: (916)414-6713

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-SLI-0340
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2015-E-01724
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement

April 17, 2015

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:
The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and/or
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirements of the
Service under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C.
1531 et seq.).
Please follow the link below to see if your proposed project has the potential to affect other
species or their habitats under the jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service:
http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/protected_species/species_list/species_lists.html
New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.
The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)

of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.
A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.
If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF
Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.
Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
The table below outlines lead FWS field offices by county and land ownership/project type.
Please refer to this table when you are ready to coordinate (including requests for section 7
consultation) with the field office corresponding to your project, and send any documentation
regarding your project to that corresponding office. Therefore, the lead FWS field office may
not be the office listed above in the letterhead. Please visit our office's website
(http://www.fws.gov/sacramento) to view a map of office jurisdictions.
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Lead FWS offices by County and Ownership/Program

County

Ownership/Program

Species

Office Lead*

Alameda

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
Bays

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Alameda

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

Alpine

Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest

All

RFWO

Alpine

Lake Tahoe Basin Management
Unit

All

RFWO

Alpine

Stanislaus National Forest

All

SFWO

Alpine

El Dorado National Forest

All

SFWO

Colusa

Mendocino National Forest

All

AFWO

Colusa

Other

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

Contra Costa

Legal Delta (Excluding ECCHCP)

All

BDFWO

Contra Costa

Antioch Dunes NWR

All

BDFWO

Contra Costa

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
Bays

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Contra Costa

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO
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El Dorado

El Dorado National Forest

El Dorado

LakeTahoe Basin Management Unit

Glenn

Mendocino National Forest

All

AFWO

Glenn

Other

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

Lake

Mendocino National Forest

All

AFWO

Lake

Other

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

Lassen

Modoc National Forest

All

KFWO

Lassen

Lassen National Forest

All

SFWO

Lassen

Toiyabe National Forest

All

RFWO

Lassen

BLM Surprise and Eagle Lake
Resource Areas

All

RFWO

Lassen

BLM Alturas Resource Area

All

KFWO

Lassen

Lassen Volcanic National Park

All (includes
Eagle Lake
trout on all
ownerships)

SFWO

Lassen

All other ownerships

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)
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All

SFWO

RFWO

Marin

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
Bays

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Marin

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

Mendocino

Russian River watershed

All

SFWO

Mendocino

All except Russian River watershed

All

AFWO

Napa

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

Napa

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
San Pablo Bay

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Nevada

Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest

All

RFWO

Nevada

All other ownerships

All

By jurisdiction (See
map)

Placer

Lake Tahoe Basin Management
Unit

All

RFWO

Placer

All other ownerships

All

SFWO

Sacramento

Legal Delta

Delta Smelt

BDFWO

Sacramento

Other

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

San Francisco

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
San Francisco Bay

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO
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San Francisco

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

San Mateo

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
San Francisco Bay

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

San Mateo

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

San Joaquin

Legal Delta excluding San Joaquin
HCP

All

BDFWO

San Joaquin

Other

All

SFWO

Santa Clara

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
San Francisco Bay

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Santa Clara

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

Shasta

Shasta Trinity National Forest
except Hat Creek Ranger District
(administered by Lassen National
Forest)

All

YFWO

Shasta

Hat Creek Ranger District

All

SFWO

Shasta

Bureau of Reclamation (Central
Valley Project)

All

BDFWO

Shasta

Whiskeytown National Recreation
Area

All

YFWO

Shasta

BLM Alturas Resource Area

All

KFWO

6

Shasta

Shasta

Caltrans

By jurisdiction

Ahjumawi Lava Springs State Park Shasta crayfish

SFWO/AFWO

SFWO

Shasta

All other ownerships

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

Shasta

Natural Resource Damage
Assessment, all lands

All

SFWO/BDFWO

Sierra

Humboldt Toiyabe National Forest

All

RFWO

Sierra

All other ownerships

All

SFWO

Solano

Suisun Marsh

All

BDFWO

Solano

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
San Pablo Bay

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Solano

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

Solano

Other

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

Sonoma

Tidal wetlands/marsh adjacent to
San Pablo Bay

Salt marsh
species, delta
smelt

BDFWO

Sonoma

All ownerships but tidal/estuarine

All

SFWO

Tehama

Mendocino National Forest

All

AFWO

Shasta Trinity National Forest
7

Tehama

except Hat Creek Ranger District
(administered by Lassen National
Forest)

All

YFWO

Tehama

All other ownerships

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

Yolo

Yolo Bypass

All

BDFWO

Yolo

Other

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

All

FERC-ESA

All

By jurisdiction (see
map)

All

FERC-ESA

Shasta crayfish

SFWO

All

FERC-Relicensing (non-ESA)

All

BDFWO

*Office Leads:

AFWO=Arcata Fish and Wildlife Office

BDFWO=Bay Delta Fish and Wildlife Office

KFWO=Klamath Falls Fish and Wildlife Office

RFWO=Reno Fish and Wildlife Office

YFWO=Yreka Fish and Wildlife Office

Attachment
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Official Species List
Provided by:
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING
2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
(916) 414-6600

Non-participating U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service office(s):
The following office(s) have jurisdictions that overlap your project area, but do not provide automatically generated Species list
documents. Please contact them directly to request a Species list document. Do this by visiting their website, if it is provided
below. If a website is not provided, contact the office(s) by mail or phone.

San Francisco Bay-Delta Fish and Wildlife
650 CAPITOL MALL
SUITE 8-300
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 930-5603

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-SLI-0340
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2015-E-01724
Project Type: Bridge Construction / Maintenance
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement
Project Description: Construct a new public crossing of the Sacramento River north of the Union
Pacific Railroad-owned I Street Bridge and south of Richards Boulevard.
Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches, the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the 'Provided by'
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/17/2015 11:24 AM

1

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Project Location Map:

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-121.5027735 38.5843329, -121.5047883
38.5852705, -121.5078353 38.5861763, -121.5098974 38.5869831, -121.5099403 38.5881236, 121.5097687 38.5896331, -121.5094683 38.5907719, -121.5079662 38.5908071, -121.5073654
38.5891635, -121.5049192 38.5897002, -121.5053484 38.5909396, -121.5047476 38.5908725, 121.5047047 38.5895308, -121.5037176 38.5900339, -121.5033743 38.5889605, -121.5030739
38.5882896, -121.504533 38.5880548, -121.5046188 38.585975, -121.5041038 38.5855725, 121.5031168 38.5850693, -121.502516 38.5846667, -121.5027735 38.5843329)))

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/17/2015 11:24 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Project Counties: Sacramento, CA | Yolo, CA

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/17/2015 11:24 AM

3

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Endangered Species Act Species List
There are a total of 8 threatened or endangered species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions.

Amphibians

Status

Has Critical Habitat

California Tiger Salamander

Endangered

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

(Ambystoma californiense)
Population: U.S.A. (CA - Sonoma County)

California red-legged frog (Rana
draytonii)
Population: Entire

Crustaceans
Vernal Pool fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta lynchi)
Population: Entire

Vernal Pool tadpole shrimp
(Lepidurus packardi)
Population: Entire

Fishes
Delta smelt (Hypomesus
transpacificus)
Population: Entire

steelhead (Oncorhynchus (=salmo)

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/17/2015 11:24 AM
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Condition(s)

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

mykiss)
Population: Northern California DPS

Insects
Valley Elderberry Longhorn beetle

Threatened

Final designated

(Desmocerus californicus dimorphus)
Population: Entire

Reptiles
Giant Garter snake (Thamnophis

Threatened

gigas)
Population: Entire

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/17/2015 11:24 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Critical habitats that lie within your project area
There are no critical habitats within your project area.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 04/17/2015 11:24 AM
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING, 2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
PHONE: (916)414-6600 FAX: (916)414-6713

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-SLI-0340
January 27, 2016
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2016-E-01499
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24
Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed
project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:
The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and/or
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirements of the
Service under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C.
1531 et seq.).
Please follow the link below to see if your proposed project has the potential to affect other
species or their habitats under the jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service:
http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/protected_species/species_list/species_lists.html
New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.
The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)

of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.
A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.
If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF
Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.
Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
Attachment
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24

Official Species List
Provided by:
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING
2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
(916) 414-6600

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2015-SLI-0340
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2016-E-01499
Project Type: BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION / MAINTENANCE
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24
Project Description: Construct a new public crossing of the Sacramento River north of the Union
Pacific Railroad-owned I Street Bridge and south of Richards Boulevard.
Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches, the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the 'Provided by'
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 01/27/2016 12:24 PM

1

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24

Project Location Map:

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-121.5027735 38.5843329, -121.5047883
38.5852705, -121.5078353 38.5861763, -121.5098974 38.5869831, -121.5099403 38.5881236, 121.5097687 38.5896331, -121.5094683 38.5907719, -121.5079662 38.5908071, -121.5073654
38.5891635, -121.5049192 38.5897002, -121.5053484 38.5909396, -121.5047476 38.5908725, 121.5047047 38.5895308, -121.5037176 38.5900339, -121.5033743 38.5889605, -121.5030739
38.5882896, -121.504533 38.5880548, -121.5046188 38.585975, -121.5041038 38.5855725, 121.5031168 38.5850693, -121.502516 38.5846667, -121.5027735 38.5843329)))
Project Counties: Sacramento, CA | Yolo, CA

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 01/27/2016 12:24 PM

2

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24

Endangered Species Act Species List
There are a total of 9 threatened or endangered species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions.

Amphibians

Status

Has Critical Habitat

California red-legged frog (Rana

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

draytonii)
Population: Entire

California tiger Salamander
(Ambystoma californiense)
Population: U.S.A. (Central CA DPS)

Birds
Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus)
Population: Entire

Crustaceans
Vernal Pool fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta lynchi)
Population: Entire

Vernal Pool tadpole shrimp
(Lepidurus packardi)
Population: Entire

Fishes

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 01/27/2016 12:24 PM
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Condition(s)

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24

Delta smelt (Hypomesus

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

transpacificus)
Population: Entire

steelhead (Oncorhynchus (=salmo)
mykiss)
Population: Northern California DPS

Insects
Valley Elderberry Longhorn beetle
(Desmocerus californicus dimorphus)
Population: Entire

Reptiles
Giant Garter snake (Thamnophis

Threatened

gigas)
Population: Entire

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 01/27/2016 12:24 PM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement -- created on April 17, 2015 11:24

Critical habitats that lie within your project area
The following critical habitats lie fully or partially within your project area.

Fishes

Critical Habitat Type

Delta smelt (Hypomesus transpacificus)

Final designated

Population: Entire

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 01/27/2016 12:24 PM
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING, 2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
PHONE: (916)414-6600 FAX: (916)414-6713

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2017-SLI-0452
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2017-E-00836
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement

December 06, 2016

Subject: Updated list of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed
project location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:
The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service (Service) that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project and/or
may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the requirements of the
Service under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C.
1531 et seq.).
Please follow the link below to see if your proposed project has the potential to affect other
species or their habitats under the jurisdiction of the National Marine Fisheries Service:
http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/protected_species/species_list/species_lists.html
New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.
The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)

of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.
A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.
If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:
http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF
Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.
Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
Attachment
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Official Species List
Provided by:
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
FEDERAL BUILDING
2800 COTTAGE WAY, ROOM W-2605
SACRAMENTO, CA 95825
(916) 414-6600

Expect additional Species list documents from the following office(s):
San Francisco Bay-Delta Fish and Wildlife
650 CAPITOL MALL
SUITE 8-300
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 930-5603
http://kim_squires@fws.gov

Consultation Code: 08ESMF00-2017-SLI-0452
Event Code: 08ESMF00-2017-E-00836
Project Type: BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION / MAINTENANCE
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement
Project Description: Construct a new public crossing of the Sacramento River north of the Union
Pacific Railroad-owned I Street Bridge and south of Richards Boulevard.
Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches, the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the 'Provided by'
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 12/06/2016 09:55 AM

1

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Project Location Map:

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOLYGON (((-121.50386171345434 38.58301907037809, 121.50355677133562 38.584723918026924, -121.50365326256579 38.58489686422338, 121.50493081334031 38.58557329362821, -121.50906402104778 38.5865398212973, 121.5093462250166 38.58812256485836, -121.51316500101463 38.588665866523, 121.51305221245535 38.589087138091074, -121.51000165942715 38.588710033671774, 121.50517118653293 38.591411669912404, -121.50353402906273 38.591500513436955, 121.50337353110986 38.58824087817738, -121.50248334285739 38.586300858470246, 121.50206563405716 38.584909217561744, -121.50086601846203 38.58357171765275, 121.50206105028106 38.58381649187633, -121.50386171345434 38.58301907037809)))
Project Counties: Sacramento, CA | Yolo, CA

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 12/06/2016 09:55 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Endangered Species Act Species List
There are a total of 9 threatened or endangered species on your species list. Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species. Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area. See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project. Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions.

Amphibians

Status

Has Critical Habitat

California red-legged frog (Rana

Threatened

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

Threatened

Final designated

Endangered

Final designated

draytonii)
Population: Wherever found

California tiger Salamander
(Ambystoma californiense)
Population: U.S.A. (Central CA DPS)

Birds
Least Bell's vireo (Vireo bellii
pusillus)
Population: Wherever found

Crustaceans
Vernal Pool fairy shrimp
(Branchinecta lynchi)
Population: Wherever found

Vernal Pool tadpole shrimp
(Lepidurus packardi)
Population: Wherever found

Fishes

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 12/06/2016 09:55 AM
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Condition(s)

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Delta smelt (Hypomesus

Threatened

Final designated

transpacificus)
Population: Wherever found

steelhead (Oncorhynchus (=salmo)

Threatened

mykiss)
Population: Northern California DPS

Insects
Valley Elderberry Longhorn beetle

Threatened

Final designated

(Desmocerus californicus dimorphus)
Population: Wherever found

Reptiles
Giant Garter snake (Thamnophis

Threatened

gigas)
Population: Wherever found

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 12/06/2016 09:55 AM
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United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Project name: I Street Bridge Replacement

Critical habitats that lie within your project area
The following critical habitats lie fully or partially within your project area.

Fishes

Critical Habitat Type

Delta smelt (Hypomesus transpacificus)

Final designated

Population: Wherever found

http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac, 12/06/2016 09:55 AM
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Osmondson, Jennifer A@DOT
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Osmondson, Jennifer A@DOT
Wednesday, June 08, 2016 1:44 PM
'nmfsswcrca.specieslist@noaa.gov'
NMFS Species List

NMFS Species List
Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration – California Division
Federal Agency Address: 650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100, Sacramento, CA 95814-4708
Non-Federal Agency Representative: California Department of Transportation
Non-Federal Agency Representative Address: 703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement Project (BRLS-5002(164))
Point-of-Contact: Jennifer Osmondson, Jennifer_Osmondson@dot.ca.gov, (530) 740-4807
Quad Name Sacramento West
ESA Anadromous Fish
Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon ESU (T)
X
Sacramento River Winter-run Chinook Salmon ESU (E) X
California Central Valley Steelhead DPS (T)
X
sDPS Green Sturgeon (T)
X
ESA Anadromous Fish Critical Habitat
Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat
X
Sacramento River Winter-run Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat X
California Central Valley Steelhead Critical Habitat
X
sDPS Green Sturgeon Critical Habitat
X
Essential Fish Habitat
Chinook Salmon EFH X
Groundfish EFH
X

Quad Name Sacramento East
ESA Anadromous Fish
Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon ESU (T)
X
Sacramento River Winter-run Chinook Salmon ESU (E) X
California Central Valley Steelhead DPS (T)
X
sDPS Green Sturgeon (T)
X
ESA Anadromous Fish Critical Habitat
1

Central Valley Spring-run Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat X
California Central Valley Steelhead Critical Habitat
X
sDPS Green Sturgeon Critical Habitat
X
Essential Fish Habitat
Chinook Salmon EFH X
Groundfish EFH
X

Jennifer Osmondson | Biologist
California Department of Transportation
703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901
Phone: (530) 740-4807

2

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Osmondson, Jennifer A@DOT
"nmfswcrca.specieslist@noaa.gov"
FHWA-Caltrans - I Street Bridge Replacement Project
Thursday, February 02, 2017 9:16:00 AM

NMFS Species List
Federal Agency: Federal Highway Administration – California Division
Federal Agency Address: 650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100, Sacramento, CA 95814-4708
Non-Federal Agency Representative: California Department of Transportation
Non-Federal Agency Representative Address: 703 B Street, Marysville, CA 95901
Project Name: I Street Bridge Replacement Project (BRLS-5002(164))
Point-of-Contact: Jennifer Osmondson, Jennifer_Osmondson@dot.ca.gov, (530) 740-4807
Quad Name

Sacramento West

Quad Number 38121-E5
ESA Anadromous Fish
SONCC Coho ESU (T) CCC Coho ESU (E) CC Chinook Salmon ESU (T) CVSR Chinook Salmon ESU (T) - X
SRWR Chinook Salmon ESU (E) - X
NC Steelhead DPS (T) CCC Steelhead DPS (T) SCCC Steelhead DPS (T) SC Steelhead DPS (E) CCV Steelhead DPS (T) -

X

Eulachon (T) sDPS Green Sturgeon (T) -

X

ESA Anadromous Fish Critical Habitat
SONCC Coho Critical Habitat CCC Coho Critical Habitat CC Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat CVSR Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat - X
SRWR Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat - X
NC Steelhead Critical Habitat CCC Steelhead Critical Habitat SCCC Steelhead Critical Habitat SC Steelhead Critical Habitat CCV Steelhead Critical Habitat -

X

Eulachon Critical Habitat sDPS Green Sturgeon Critical Habitat -

X

ESA Marine Invertebrates
Range Black Abalone (E) Range White Abalone (E) ESA Marine Invertebrates Critical Habitat
Black Abalone Critical Habitat ESA Sea Turtles
East Pacific Green Sea Turtle (T) -

Olive Ridley Sea Turtle (T/E) Leatherback Sea Turtle (E) North Pacific Loggerhead Sea Turtle (E) ESA Whales
Blue Whale (E) Fin Whale (E) Humpback Whale (E) Southern Resident Killer Whale (E) North Pacific Right Whale (E) Sei Whale (E) Sperm Whale (E) ESA Pinnipeds
Guadalupe Fur Seal (T) Steller Sea Lion Critical Habitat Essential Fish Habitat
Coho EFH Chinook Salmon EFH -

X

Groundfish EFH -

X

Coastal Pelagics EFH Highly Migratory Species EFH MMPA Species (See list at left)
ESA and MMPA Cetaceans/Pinnipeds
See list at left and consult the NMFS Long Beach office
562-980-4000
MMPA Cetaceans MMPA Pinnipeds Quad Name

Sacramento East

Quad Number 38121-E4
ESA Anadromous Fish
SONCC Coho ESU (T) CCC Coho ESU (E) CC Chinook Salmon ESU (T) CVSR Chinook Salmon ESU (T) - X
SRWR Chinook Salmon ESU (E) - X
NC Steelhead DPS (T) CCC Steelhead DPS (T) SCCC Steelhead DPS (T) SC Steelhead DPS (E) CCV Steelhead DPS (T) -

X

Eulachon (T) sDPS Green Sturgeon (T) -

X

ESA Anadromous Fish Critical Habitat
SONCC Coho Critical Habitat CCC Coho Critical Habitat -

CC Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat CVSR Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat - X
SRWR Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat NC Steelhead Critical Habitat CCC Steelhead Critical Habitat SCCC Steelhead Critical Habitat SC Steelhead Critical Habitat CCV Steelhead Critical Habitat -

X

Eulachon Critical Habitat sDPS Green Sturgeon Critical Habitat -

X

ESA Marine Invertebrates
Range Black Abalone (E) Range White Abalone (E) ESA Marine Invertebrates Critical Habitat
Black Abalone Critical Habitat ESA Sea Turtles
East Pacific Green Sea Turtle (T) Olive Ridley Sea Turtle (T/E) Leatherback Sea Turtle (E) North Pacific Loggerhead Sea Turtle (E) ESA Whales
Blue Whale (E) Fin Whale (E) Humpback Whale (E) Southern Resident Killer Whale (E) North Pacific Right Whale (E) Sei Whale (E) Sperm Whale (E) ESA Pinnipeds
Guadalupe Fur Seal (T) Steller Sea Lion Critical Habitat Essential Fish Habitat
Coho EFH Chinook Salmon EFH -

X

Groundfish EFH -

X

Coastal Pelagics EFH Highly Migratory Species EFH MMPA Species (See list at left)
ESA and MMPA Cetaceans/Pinnipeds
See list at left and consult the NMFS Long Beach office
562-980-4000
MMPA Cetaceans MMPA Pinnipeds -

From: Russo, Kenneth W@DOT
Sent: Monday, August 14, 2017 7:18 AM
To: 'nmfswcrca.specieslist@noaa.gov' <nmfswcrca.specieslist@noaa.gov>
Subject: I Street Bridge updated NMFS list

Sacramento West
Quad Number 38121-E5

Quad Name

ESA Anadromous Fish
SONCC Coho ESU (T) CCC Coho ESU (E) CC Chinook Salmon ESU (T) CVSR Chinook Salmon ESU (T) - X
SRWR Chinook Salmon ESU (E) - X
NC Steelhead DPS (T) CCC Steelhead DPS (T) SCCC Steelhead DPS (T) SC Steelhead DPS (E) CCV Steelhead DPS (T) X
Eulachon (T) sDPS Green Sturgeon (T) X
ESA Anadromous Fish Critical Habitat
SONCC Coho Critical Habitat CCC Coho Critical Habitat CC Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat CVSR Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat - X
SRWR Chinook Salmon Critical Habitat - X
NC Steelhead Critical Habitat CCC Steelhead Critical Habitat SCCC Steelhead Critical Habitat SC Steelhead Critical Habitat CCV Steelhead Critical Habitat X
Eulachon Critical Habitat sDPS Green Sturgeon Critical Habitat - X
1

ESA Marine Invertebrates
Range Black Abalone (E) Range White Abalone (E) ESA Marine Invertebrates Critical Habitat

Black Abalone Critical Habitat ESA Sea Turtles
East Pacific Green Sea Turtle (T) Olive Ridley Sea Turtle (T/E) Leatherback Sea Turtle (E) North Pacific Loggerhead Sea Turtle (E) ESA Whales
Blue Whale (E) Fin Whale (E) Humpback Whale (E) Southern Resident Killer Whale (E) North Pacific Right Whale (E) Sei Whale (E) Sperm Whale (E) ESA Pinnipeds
Guadalupe Fur Seal (T) Essential Fish Habitat
Coho EFH Chinook Salmon EFH Groundfish EFH Coastal Pelagics EFH Highly Migratory Species EFH -

X
X

MMPA Species (See list at left)
ESA and MMPA Cetaceans/Pinnipeds
See list at left and consult Monica DeAngelis
monica.deangelis@noaa.gov
562-980-3232
2

MMPA Cetaceans MMPA Pinnipeds Kenneth Russo
Associate Environmental Planner,
Natural Science (Biology)
Caltrans District 3, Marysville, Ca.
(530) 741-4291

3

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Opinion

Native American Consultation

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Hoffman, Robin
Tuesday, April 07, 2015 7:17 AM
'nahc@nahc.ca.gov'
SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project
I-St-Bridge_NAHC-request_04072015.pdf

Importance:

High

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

I would like to request a Sacred Lands File search and list of Native American contacts for the City of Sacramento’s I St.
Bridge Replacement Project. The formal request form and APE map is attached. Please let me know if you have any
questions.
Thank you,
Robin D. Hoffman, MA, RPA | Senior Consultant – Archaeologist | 916.231.7684 (w) | 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814

1

Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
1550 Harbor Blvd, Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95501
(916) 373-3710
(916) 373-5471 – Fax
nahc@nahc.ca.gov
Information Below is Required for a Sacred Lands File Search

Project:

I St. Bridge Replacement Project

County: Sacramento; Yolo
USGS Quadrangle
Sacramento East; Sacramento West
Name:
Township: 9N
Range: 4E
Section(s): [Rancho New Helvetia]
Company/Firm/Agency:
ICF International
Contact Person: Robin D. Hoffman
Street Address: 630 K St., Suite 400
City:

Sacramento, CA

Phone: (916) 231-7684
(916) 737-3030
Fax:

Zip: 95814
Extension:

Email: robin.hoffman@icfi.com
Project Description:
The City of Sacramento proposes to replace the existing I St. Bridge spanning the Sacramento River
between the Cities of Sacramento and West Sacramento. The purpose of the Project is to reduce
congestion, improve traffic operations, and enhance safety. The Project will use federal funds and is
subject to compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as well as CEQA. Caltrans is the
lead federal agency for the Project.

✔ Project Location Map is attached

SLF&Contactsform: rev: 05/07/14

Path: K:\Projects_1\mark_thomas\xxxxx_14_I_St_Bridge\mapdoc\cultural\APE_20150326.mxd; User: 19016; Date: 4/3/2015

Legend
Project Footprint

Architectural/Built APE
Archaeological APE

´

0

300

600

Feet

Figure 1
Area of Potential Effects
I Street Bridge

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Microsoft Outlook
"Debbie Pilas-Treadway"
Relayed: FW: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project
Thursday, April 09, 2015 9:18:47 AM
FW SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project.msg

Delivery to these recipients or groups is complete, but no delivery notification was sent by the destination server:
'Debbie Pilas-Treadway' (dpt_nahc@pacbell.net) <mailto:dpt_nahc@pacbell.net>
Subject: FW: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project

From:
To:
Bcc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:
Importance:

Hoffman, Robin
"Debbie Pilas-Treadway"
Sorvari, Tina; Havelaar, Christiaan
FW: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project
Tuesday, April 28, 2015 9:19:00 AM
I-St-Bridge_NAHC-request_04072015.pdf
High

Ms. Pilas-Treadway,
    Could you please confirm that the NAHC is still processing the Sacred Lands File request referred
to in the subject line of this email. If so, do you have any estimate on when the request might be
completed? For your use, the original request with attached documentation is included as an
attachment to this email.
Thank you,
-Robin

From: dpt_nahc@pacbell.net [mailto:dpt_nahc@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Hoffman, Robin
Subject: Re: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project
Thanks Robin, we will start to process your request.
Debbie

On Thursday, April 9, 2015 9:18 AM, "Hoffman, Robin" <Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com> wrote:

Ms. Pilas-Treadway,
   I am forwarding you the SLF and contacts request below, with attached
documentation, that was sent Tuesday to nahc@nahc.ca.gov. I have yet to receive a
receipt of delivery or read receipt, so I would like to confirm that the NAHC received
it. If not, could you please process the request at your convenience.
Thank you,
Robin D. Hoffman, MA, RPA | Senior Consultant – Archaeologist | 916.231.7684 (w) | 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814

From: Hoffman, Robin
Sent: Tuesday, April 07, 2015 7:17 AM
To: 'nahc@nahc.ca.gov'
Subject: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement
Project
Importance: High
I would like to request a Sacred Lands File search and list of Native American

contacts for the City of Sacramento’s I St. Bridge Replacement Project. The formal
request form and APE map is attached. Please let me know if you have any
questions.
Thank you,
Robin D. Hoffman, MA, RPA | Senior Consultant – Archaeologist | 916.231.7684 (w) | 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814

Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
1550 Harbor Blvd, Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95501
(916) 373-3710
(916) 373-5471 – Fax
nahc@nahc.ca.gov
Information Below is Required for a Sacred Lands File Search

Project:

I St. Bridge Replacement Project

County: Sacramento; Yolo
USGS Quadrangle
Sacramento East; Sacramento West
Name:
Township: 9N
Range: 4E
Section(s): [Rancho New Helvetia]
Company/Firm/Agency:
ICF International
Contact Person: Robin D. Hoffman
Street Address: 630 K St., Suite 400
City:

Sacramento, CA

Phone: (916) 231-7684
(916) 737-3030
Fax:

Zip: 95814
Extension:

Email: robin.hoffman@icfi.com
Project Description:
The City of Sacramento proposes to replace the existing I St. Bridge spanning the Sacramento River
between the Cities of Sacramento and West Sacramento. The purpose of the Project is to reduce
congestion, improve traffic operations, and enhance safety. The Project will use federal funds and is
subject to compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act, as well as CEQA. Caltrans is the
lead federal agency for the Project.

✔ Project Location Map is attached

SLF&Contactsform: rev: 05/07/14

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Microsoft Outlook
"Debbie Pilas-Treadway"
Relayed: FW: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project
Tuesday, April 28, 2015 9:20:15 AM
FW SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project.msg

Delivery to these recipients or groups is complete, but no delivery notification was sent by the destination server:
'Debbie Pilas-Treadway' (dpt_nahc@pacbell.net) <mailto:dpt_nahc@pacbell.net>
Subject: FW: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

dpt_nahc@pacbell.net
Hoffman, Robin
Re: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project
Tuesday, April 28, 2015 9:36:24 AM

The letter was typed up yesterday and will be faxed out today. Thanks for the follow up.
Debbie Treadway
Native American Heritage Commission

On Tuesday, April 28, 2015 9:19 AM, "Hoffman, Robin" <Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com> wrote:

Ms. Pilas-Treadway,
    Could you please confirm that the NAHC is still processing the Sacred Lands File
request referred to in the subject line of this email. If so, do you have any estimate on
when the request might be completed? For your use, the original request with attached
documentation is included as an attachment to this email.
Thank you,
-Robin

From: dpt_nahc@pacbell.net [mailto:dpt_nahc@pacbell.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 09, 2015 9:32 AM
To: Hoffman, Robin
Subject: Re: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement
Project
Thanks Robin, we will start to process your request.
Debbie

On Thursday, April 9, 2015 9:18 AM, "Hoffman, Robin" <Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com> wrote:

Ms. Pilas-Treadway,
   I am forwarding you the SLF and contacts request below, with attached
documentation, that was sent Tuesday to nahc@nahc.ca.gov. I have yet to receive a
receipt of delivery or read receipt, so I would like to confirm that the NAHC received
it. If not, could you please process the request at your convenience.
Thank you,
Robin D. Hoffman, MA, RPA | Senior Consultant – Archaeologist | 916.231.7684 (w) | 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814

From: Hoffman, Robin
Sent: Tuesday, April 07, 2015 7:17 AM
To: 'nahc@nahc.ca.gov'
Subject: SLF and Contacts Request - City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement
Project
Importance: High
I would like to request a Sacred Lands File search and list of Native American
contacts for the City of Sacramento’s I St. Bridge Replacement Project. The formal
request form and APE map is attached. Please let me know if you have any
questions.
Thank you,
Robin D. Hoffman, MA, RPA | Senior Consultant – Archaeologist | 916.231.7684 (w) | 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Jason Camp
THPO, United Indian Community of the Auburn
Rancheria
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Jason Camp:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Gene Whitehouse, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Marcos Guerrero, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
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Figure 1
Project Location Map
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June 10, 2015
The Honorable Cynthia Clarke
Native Cultural Renewal Committee, Yocha Dehe
Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Cynthia Clarke:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Leland Kinter, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Grayson Coney
Cultural Director, T’si‐Akim Maidu
P.O. Box 1316
Colfax, CA 95713

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Grayson Coney:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Eileen Moon, T’si‐Akim Maidu
Don Ryberg, T’si‐Akim Maidu

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Rose Enos
15310 Bancroft Road
Auburn, CA 95603

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Rose Enos:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Kesner Flores
P.O. Box 1047
Wheatland, CA 95692

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Kesner Flores:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Daniel Fonseca
Cultural Resources Director, Shingle Springs Band
of Miwok Indians
P.O. Box 1340
Shingle Springs, CA 95682

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Daniel Fonseca:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Nicholas Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Hermo Olanio, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Nicholas Fonseca
Chairperson, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok
Indians
P.O. Box 1340
Shingle Springs, CA 95682

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Nicholas Fonseca:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Daniel Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Hermo Olanio, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Marcos Guerrero
Tribal Preservation Committee, United Indian
Community of the Auburn Rancheria
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Marcos Guerrero:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Gene Whitehouse, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Jason Camp, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Leland Kinter
Chairperson, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Leland Kinter:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Native Cultural Renewal Committee, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Cynthia Clarke, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Eileen Moon
Vice Chairperson, T’si‐Akim Maidu
P.O. Box 1246
Grass Valley, CA 95945

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Eileen Moon:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Grayson Coney, T’si‐Akim Maidu
Don Ryberg, T’si‐Akim Maidu

June 10, 2015
The Honorable April Wallace Moore
19630 Placer Hills Road
Colfax, CA 95713

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable April Wallace Moore:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3

June 10, 2015
The Honorable
Native Cultural Renewal Committee, Yocha Dehe
Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Native Cultural Renewal Committee:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Leland Kinter, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Cynthia Clarke, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Hermo Olanio
Vice Chairperson, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok
Indians
P.O. Box 1340
Shingle Springs, CA 95682

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Hermo Olanio:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Daniel Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Nicholas Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Don Ryberg
Chairperson, T’si‐Akim Maidu
P.O. Box 1246
Grass Valley, CA 95945

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Don Ryberg:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Eileen Moon, T’si‐Akim Maidu
Grayson Coney, T’si‐Akim Maidu

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Gene Whitehouse
Chairperson, United Indian Community of the
Auburn Rancheria
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Gene Whitehouse:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.
Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Marcos Guerrero, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Jason Camp, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria

June 10, 2015
The Honorable Charlie Wright
Chairperson, Cortina Band of Indians
P.O. Box 1630
Williams, CA 95987

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Re:
Invitation to Consultation for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, City of Sacramento and
City of West Sacramento
Dear Honorable Charlie Wright:
The City of Sacramento, in cooperation with the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing to
construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new vehicle,
bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard in
Sacramento (see attached map). The proposed bridge would include a moveable center span to allow
passage for watercraft. Additional roadwork would include new signalized intersections at Jibboom
Street and Bercut Drive connecting at Railyards Boulevard and the extension of C Street from the
intersection of 3rd Street to the proposed bridge. The River Walk Park in West Sacramento and the
Sacramento River Parkway trail in Sacramento, which connects to the American River Bike Trail at
Discovery Park, would be extended to the new roadway and pass underneath the abutments of the
proposed bridge. In West Sacramento, a portion of the existing levee where the proposed bridge
alignment connects to C Street would be reconstructed; the improved levee portion would include a
slurry cutoff wall. The existing I Street Bridge would continue to be used by the railroad. Vehicle and
pedestrian traffic would be removed. The existing approach structures for Jibboom Street, I Street and J
Street in the City of Sacramento and C Street in the City of West Sacramento would be demolished. The
proposed bridge crossing could also accommodate future transit options, including a streetcar
alignment within the bridge. No such use is proposed as part of this project; any future streetcar
expansion would be considered separately.
ICF International archaeologist Christiaan Havelaar, Co‐Principal Investigator, is a consultant
representing the City of Sacramento and will be contacting you to initiate Native American consultation.
Mr. Havelaar will be requesting information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural
properties, values, or other cultural resource considerations within the project area so this information
may be incorporated into the planning phase of the project.
Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of Section 106
consultation pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality
Act.

June 10, 2015
Page 2

Due to federal funding, Caltrans will provide oversight to ensure compliance with Section 106 of the
National Historic Preservation Act as well as other federal laws and regulations.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City of Sacramento as they move forward with
their project. If you have any questions or concerns with the project, please contact Christiaan Havelaar
via email (christiaan.havelaar@icfi.com) or at his office (916‐737‐3000). Mr. Havelaar’s mailing address
is:
Christiaan Havelaar
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.
Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department

Attachments:

cc:

Project Location map
Draft Area of Potential Effects map

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Jason Camp
THPO, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Jason Camp:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Gene Whitehouse, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Marcos Guerrero, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Cynthia Clarke
Native Cultural Renewal Committee, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Cynthia Clarke:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Leland Kinter, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Grayson Coney
Cultural Director, T’si‐Akim Maidu
P.O. Box 1316
Colfax, CA 95713
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Grayson Coney:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Eileen Moon, T’si‐Akim Maidu
Don Ryberg, T’si‐Akim Maidu

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Rose Enos
15310 Bancroft Road
Auburn, CA 95603
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Rose Enos:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Kesner Flores
P.O. Box 1047
Wheatland, CA 95692
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Kesner Flores:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Daniel Fonseca
Cultural Resources Director, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
P.O. Box 1340
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Daniel Fonseca:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Nicholas Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Hermo Olanio, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Nicholas Fonseca
Chairperson, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
P.O. Box 1340
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Nicholas Fonseca:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Daniel Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Hermo Olanio, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Marcos Guerrero
Tribal Preservation Committee, United Indian Community of the
Auburn Rancheria
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Marcos Guerrero:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Gene Whitehouse, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Jason Camp, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Leland Kinter
Chairperson, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Leland Kinter:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Native Cultural Renewal Committee, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Cynthia Clarke, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Eileen Moon
Vice Chairperson, T’si‐Akim Maidu
P.O. Box 1246
Grass Valley, CA 95945
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Eileen Moon:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Grayson Coney, T’si‐Akim Maidu
Don Ryberg, T’si‐Akim Maidu

November 4, 2015
The Honorable April Wallace Moore
19630 Placer Hills Road
Colfax, CA 95713
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable April Wallace Moore:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Native Cultural Renewal Committee
Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Native Cultural Renewal Committee:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Leland Kinter, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Cynthia Clarke, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Hermo Olanio
Vice Chairperson, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
P.O. Box 1340
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Hermo Olanio:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Daniel Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Nicholas Fonseca, Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Don Ryberg
Chairperson, T’si‐Akim Maidu
P.O. Box 1246
Grass Valley, CA 95945
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Don Ryberg:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
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Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Eileen Moon, T’si‐Akim Maidu
Grayson Coney, T’si‐Akim Maidu

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Gene Whitehouse
Chairperson, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Gene Whitehouse:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
Page 2

Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Marcos Guerrero, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Jason Camp, United Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Charlie Wright
Chairperson, Cortina Band of Indians
P.O. Box 1630
Williams, CA 95987
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Charlie Wright:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
Page 2

Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Hoffman, Robin
Friday, November 13, 2015 11:21 AM
'mdelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov'
City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting
I-St-Bridge_Letter_Kinter_11042015.pdf

Marilyn,
It was nice to talk with you. As you requested, the original meeting invitation letter is attached. Please let me know if
you have any questions or comments.
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

1

November 4, 2015
The Honorable Leland Kinter
Chairperson, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
P.O. Box 18
Brooks, CA 95606
Re:

03‐SAC‐0‐SAC
PROJ # BRLS 5002(164)
I Street Bridge Replacement

Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

Dear Honorable Leland Kinter:
As described in our letter to you dated June 10, 2015, the City of Sacramento (City), in cooperation with
the City of West Sacramento and Caltrans, is proposing the I Street Bridge Replacement Project, which
would construct a new bridge across the Sacramento River. The new bridge would provide a new
vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian crossing connecting C Street in West Sacramento to Railyards Boulevard
in Sacramento.
The City invites you to attend an informational meeting on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in
West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The
purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information and give you the
opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project. So that the meeting can
be as productive as possible, by November 11, please share with us any relevant information or
materials (e.g., sensitivity maps) you have so that we may better tailor the discussion.
Your comments and concerns will be important to the City as we move forward with the project. ICF
International is an environmental consultant representing the City—please contact their archaeologist
Robin Hoffman via email at robin.hoffman@icfi.com or telephone at 916‐231‐7684 with any questions
or concerns, or if you are willing to share information prior to the meeting. Mr. Hoffman’s mailing
address is:
Robin Hoffman
ICF International
630 K Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
If you have questions regarding the content of this letter you can contact me at
DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org or 916‐808‐2762.

November 4, 2015
Page 2

Sincerely,

Dana Mahaffey, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Department
cc:

Erin Dwyer, Caltrans D3
Jesse Gothan, City of Sacramento
Native Cultural Renewal Committee, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation
Cynthia Clarke, Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hoffman, Robin
Friday, November 13, 2015 11:26 AM
Marcos Guerrero (mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com); 'jcamp@auburnrancheria.com'
Invitation to Information Meeting for the I Street Bridge Replacement Project

This is a follow‐up email to the City of Sacramento’s (City[‘s]) November 4, 2015 letter inviting you to attend an
informational meeting regarding the City’s I Street Bridge Replacement Project. As noted in the letter, the meeting will
be held on Monday, November 16, 2015 at 10 a.m. in West Sacramento at the public parking lot located at the
intersection of 2nd Street and C Street. The purpose of the meeting is to provide you with additional project information
and give you the opportunity to share any information you may have regarding sites, traditional cultural properties,
values, or other cultural resources considerations associated with the project.
Could you please let me know if you are planning on attending the meeting and if you have any information or materials
(e.g., sensitivity maps) you have and would like to share regarding the project. Also, please let me know if you have any
questions or comments.
Thanks again,
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Marilyn Delgado <MDelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov>
Friday, November 13, 2015 1:27 PM
Hoffman, Robin
Anthony Flores
RE: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Importance:

High

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Robin,
Thank you for sending me the letter. We will have someone at the meeting and will notify you later today who will be in
attendance.
Thank you,
Marilyn
Marilyn Delgado
Director of Cultural Resources
and California Tribal College
Tewe Kewe Cultural Center
PO Box 18 | Brooks, CA 95606
c 530.723.0444 | p 530.796.3400 | f 530.796.2143
mdelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov
www.yochadehe.org
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Marilyn Delgado
Subject: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Marilyn,
It was nice to talk with you. As you requested, the original meeting invitation letter is attached. Please let me know if
you have any questions or comments.
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

1

Meeting Notes
Project: I Street Bridge Replacement Project
Date, Time: November 16, 2015, 10:00 am
Location: West Sacramento, on‐site (parking area at 2nd Street and C Street)
Attendees: City of Sacramento:

Jesse Gotham (Supervising Engineer, Project Manager), Dana Mahaffey
(Associate Planner)
City of West Sacramento:
Jason McCoy (Senior Transportation Planner), David Tilley (Principal Planner),
Katy Jacobson (Senior Program Manager)
United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC):
Tristan Evans (Cultural Resources Administrative Assistant)
Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation (YDWN):
Anthony Flores (Site Protection Manager), Laverne Bill (Tribal Monitor)
Mark Thomas & Company:
Zach Siviglia (Project Manager), Megan Johnson (Project Engineer)
ICF International (ICF):
Claire Bromund (Project Manager), Robin Hoffman (Project Archaeologist),
Tina Sorvari (Project Coordinator/Archaeologist)



Introductions and sign‐in



Robin Hoffman distributed two exhibits: Area of Potential Effects (APE) map (signed by Caltrans)
and project design elements drawing



Zach Siviglia provided an overview of the project:




Purpose/need, funding


Community‐centered bridge needed, vehicular/pedestrian/cyclist safety currently an issue,
must be movable for river boat traffic.



Federal funds provided to City of Sacramento. Project also involves a large number of
regulatory agencies. Caltrans is the lead federal agency, City of Sacramento is the lead local
agency.

Described project and alternatives (Alts. 1 and 2 in West Sacramento)


Alternative 1 has been eliminated from further consideration because it is not feasible to
relocate the levee.



Removal of existing approach structures will consist of removing the superstructure, cutting
existing piers/supports at ground level, breaking up and removing footings to
approximately 3 feet deep, then backfilling the area with soil.

I St. Bridge Replacement Project
Notes of Meeting Held 11/16/2015
Page 2 of 2


Abutment areas and new roadway approach area will require ground
disturbance/excavation of approximately 3 feet deep to remove existing vegetation and
organic material, then excavation of approximately 10‐15 feet deep on water side of existing
levee for installation of abutment. The existing levee will be slightly cut on water side to
allow for gradual slope to new levee profile. In West Sacramento, the levee will be extended
west (land side) to comply with levee design standards – fill will be used to extend levee.
Slurry wall will be installed in middle of new levee profile at new road location plus
approximately 50 feet north and south of new road location. Slurry wall will be in a trench
approximately 3‐4 feet wide and between 70 and 110 feet deep. Abutments will be
constructed with approximately 50 piles driven to depths of approximately 70 feet (W. Sac
side) and 80 feet (Sac side).



Two piers will be installed on both sides of river at existing toe of riverbank/levee.



Two additional piers will be placed within river channel.



Current dirt path on water side of existing levee on W. Sac side is approximate location of
new bike path.



Bike lane along C Street will require small amount of excavation (maximum 3 feet) on south
side of C Street, then a concrete bike path on top.



Group walked along W. Sac levee portion of project site.



Anthony Flores (YDWN) asked if the archaeological survey had been conducted and if an Extended
Phase I (XPI) will be conducted.


Robin Hoffman replied that the pedestrian survey had been completed and explained what
resources (all historic‐period) had been identified. Hoffman stated that whether an XPI would
be necessary was still being determined by Caltrans.



Hoffman provided Flores with a set of six maps showing historic Sanborn Maps with the APE
overlaid. Hoffman stated that he would provide Flores, Laverne Bill, and Tristan Evans, via email,
with the maps in electronic format. Hoffman also said he would share the project cultural resources
records search results with Flores, Bill, and Evans.



Hoffman asked Flores, Bill, and Evans if they had any questions or comments.




Evans stated that Marcos Guerrero (UAIC) had asked him to tell Hoffman that UAIC knows of a
Traditional Cultural Property (TCP) within or close to the APE on both sides of the river, and
that UAIC knows of archaeological sites within or close to the APE on both sides of the river.
Evans stated that UAIC requests additional consultation and would like to share information the
TCPs and archaeological sites, in addition to discussing potential project effects.
Flores stated that YDWN would like additional consultation and would be providing the City of
Sacramento with a formal letter regarding the project.



Claire Bromund asked the group if anyone had any additional questions or comments – to which
everyone stated they did not.



Meeting adjourned.

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Hoffman, Robin
Monday, November 16, 2015 11:58 AM
'Marilyn Delgado'
RE: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Marilyn,
We just finished our meeting regarding the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. It was great to see Anthony and Laverne
again. We are preparing a summary to send out to the attendees, but I cannot make out Laverne’s email address from
the sign‐in sheet. When you have the chance, could you please send me his address so we can include him in the email.
Thank you,
‐Robin
From: Marilyn Delgado [mailto:MDelgado@yochadehe‐nsn.gov]
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 1:27 PM
To: Hoffman, Robin <Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com>
Cc: Anthony Flores <AFlores@yochadehe‐nsn.gov>
Subject: RE: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting
Importance: High
Robin,
Thank you for sending me the letter. We will have someone at the meeting and will notify you later today who will be in
attendance.
Thank you,
Marilyn
Marilyn Delgado
Director of Cultural Resources
and California Tribal College
Tewe Kewe Cultural Center
PO Box 18 | Brooks, CA 95606
c 530.723.0444 | p 530.796.3400 | f 530.796.2143
mdelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov
www.yochadehe.org
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Marilyn Delgado
Subject: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Marilyn,
It was nice to talk with you. As you requested, the original meeting invitation letter is attached. Please let me know if
you have any questions or comments.
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
1

Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

2

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Hoffman, Robin
Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46 PM
'tevans@auburnrancheria.com'
Marcos Guerrero (mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com); 'jcamp@auburnrancheria.com'
I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results
I-St-Bridge_HistoricMap_Overlays.pdf

Tristan,
It was nice to meet you today and to have the chance to discuss the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. Attached are the
historic map overlays I promised you.
Thanks again for taking the time to meet,
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Hoffman, Robin
Monday, November 16, 2015 4:49 PM
'aflores@yochadehe-nsn.gov'; 'lbill@yochadehe-nsn.gov'
'Marilyn Delgado'
I Street Bridge Replacement Project Historic Map Overlays
I-St-Bridge_HistoricMap_Overlays.pdf

Anthony and Laverne,
It was nice to see you today and to have the chance to discuss the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. Attached are
electronic copies of the historic map overlays I promised you.
Thanks again for taking the time to meet,
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Marilyn Delgado <MDelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov>
Monday, November 16, 2015 5:03 PM
Hoffman, Robin
RE: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Hi Robin,
I’m just catching up on my emails from today. I see that you got Laverne’s email address! I am glad they were there to
assist.
Thank you,
Marilyn
Marilyn Delgado
Director of Cultural Resources
and California Tribal College
Tewe Kewe Cultural Center
PO Box 18 | Brooks, CA 95606
c 530.723.0444 | p 530.796.3400 | f 530.796.2143
mdelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov
www.yochadehe.org
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 11:58 AM
To: Marilyn Delgado
Subject: RE: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Marilyn,
We just finished our meeting regarding the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. It was great to see Anthony and Laverne
again. We are preparing a summary to send out to the attendees, but I cannot make out Laverne’s email address from
the sign‐in sheet. When you have the chance, could you please send me his address so we can include him in the email.
Thank you,
‐Robin
From: Marilyn Delgado [mailto:MDelgado@yochadehe‐nsn.gov]
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 1:27 PM
To: Hoffman, Robin <Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com>
Cc: Anthony Flores <AFlores@yochadehe‐nsn.gov>
Subject: RE: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting
Importance: High
Robin,

1

Thank you for sending me the letter. We will have someone at the meeting and will notify you later today who will be in
attendance.
Thank you,
Marilyn
Marilyn Delgado
Director of Cultural Resources
and California Tribal College
Tewe Kewe Cultural Center
PO Box 18 | Brooks, CA 95606
c 530.723.0444 | p 530.796.3400 | f 530.796.2143
mdelgado@yochadehe-nsn.gov
www.yochadehe.org
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Friday, November 13, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Marilyn Delgado
Subject: City of Sacramento I St. Bridge Replacement Project Meeting

Marilyn,
It was nice to talk with you. As you requested, the original meeting invitation letter is attached. Please let me know if
you have any questions or comments.
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

2

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Bromund, Claire
Monday, November 16, 2015 4:28 PM
aflores@yochadehe-nsn.gov; l.bill@yochadehe-nsn.gov; tevans@auburnrancheria.com;
(JGothan@cityofsacramento.org); Dana Mahaffey; Jason McCoy
(mccoyj@cityofwestsacramento.org); davidt@cityofwestsacramento.org;
katyj@cityofwestsacramento.org; Zach Siviglia; Megan Johnson; Hoffman, Robin;
Sorvari, Tina
Dwyer, Erin T@DOT
I Street Bridge Replacement Project Info Meeting Sign-in Sheet
I-St-Bridge_InfoMtg_signin-11162015.pdf

Attached is the sign‐in list for this morning’s meeting. Thank you for your participation. Follow‐up communications
summarizing what was discussed will be sent out separately.
CLAIRE BROMUND | Senior Project Manager | 916.231.9520 (d) | claire.bromund@icfi.com | icfi.com
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.737.3000 (o)

Connect with us on social media.

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bromund, Claire
Monday, November 16, 2015 4:47 PM
Hoffman, Robin
FW: I Street Bridge Replacement Project Info Meeting Sign-in Sheet

FYI
From: Tristan Evans [mailto:tevans@auburnrancheria.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:44 PM
To: Bromund, Claire <Claire.Bromund@icfi.com>
Cc: Marcos Guerrero <mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com>; Jason Camp <jcamp@auburnrancheria.com>
Subject: RE: I Street Bridge Replacement Project Info Meeting Sign‐in Sheet
Hi Claire,
Thank you for sending this over and for taking the time to meet with UAIC. I know Marcos and Jason look forward to
following up with further consultation.
‐Tristan
From: Bromund, Claire [mailto:Claire.Bromund@icfi.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:28 PM
To: aflores@yochadehe‐nsn.gov; l.bill@yochadehe‐nsn.gov; Tristan Evans <tevans@auburnrancheria.com>;
(JGothan@cityofsacramento.org) <JGothan@cityofsacramento.org>; Dana Mahaffey
<DMahaffey@cityofsacramento.org>; Jason McCoy (mccoyj@cityofwestsacramento.org)
<mccoyj@cityofwestsacramento.org>; davidt@cityofwestsacramento.org; katyj@cityofwestsacramento.org; Zach
Siviglia <zsiviglia@markthomas.com>; Megan Johnson <mjohnson@markthomas.com>; Hoffman, Robin
<Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com>; Sorvari, Tina <Tina.Sorvari@icfi.com>
Cc: Dwyer, Erin T@DOT <erin.dwyer@dot.ca.gov>
Subject: I Street Bridge Replacement Project Info Meeting Sign‐in Sheet
Attached is the sign‐in list for this morning’s meeting. Thank you for your participation. Follow‐up communications
summarizing what was discussed will be sent out separately.
CLAIRE BROMUND | Senior Project Manager | 916.231.9520 (d) | claire.bromund@icfi.com | icfi.com
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.737.3000 (o)

Connect with us on social media.

Nothing in this e-mail is intended to constitute an electronic signature for purposes of the Electronic
Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act (E-Sign Act), 15, U.S.C. §§ 7001 to 7006 or the
Uniform Electronic Transactions Act of any state or the federal government unless a specific
statement to the contrary is included in this e-mail.

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Tristan Evans <tevans@auburnrancheria.com>
Monday, November 16, 2015 5:15 PM
Hoffman, Robin
Marcos Guerrero; Jason Camp
RE: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Hi Robin,
Thank you for taking the time to meet with UAIC. I know Jason and Marcos are looking forward to further consultation
on the project, but site visits are always appreciated.
‐Tristan
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46 PM
To: Tristan Evans <tevans@auburnrancheria.com>
Cc: Marcos Guerrero <mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com>; Jason Camp <jcamp@auburnrancheria.com>
Subject: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results
Tristan,
It was nice to meet you today and to have the chance to discuss the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. Attached are the
historic map overlays I promised you.
Thanks again for taking the time to meet,
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

Nothing in this e-mail is intended to constitute an electronic signature for purposes of the Electronic
Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act (E-Sign Act), 15, U.S.C. §§ 7001 to 7006 or the
Uniform Electronic Transactions Act of any state or the federal government unless a specific
statement to the contrary is included in this e-mail.

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Tristan Evans <tevans@auburnrancheria.com>
Wednesday, November 18, 2015 4:55 PM
Hoffman, Robin
Marcos Guerrero; Jason Camp
RE: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow Up
Flagged

Hi Robin,
Thank you for taking the time to meet with UAIC and for sending over those maps. Marcos would like to have a follow‐
up meeting to discuss the project. Does Monday, November 30 work? If not we can schedule some other dates.
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46 PM
To: Tristan Evans <tevans@auburnrancheria.com>
Cc: Marcos Guerrero <mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com>; Jason Camp <jcamp@auburnrancheria.com>
Subject: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results
Tristan,
It was nice to meet you today and to have the chance to discuss the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. Attached are the
historic map overlays I promised you.
Thanks again for taking the time to meet,
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

Nothing in this e-mail is intended to constitute an electronic signature for purposes of the Electronic
Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act (E-Sign Act), 15, U.S.C. §§ 7001 to 7006 or the
Uniform Electronic Transactions Act of any state or the federal government unless a specific
statement to the contrary is included in this e-mail.

1

Hoffman, Robin
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Hoffman, Robin
Tuesday, November 24, 2015 11:18 AM
Marcos Guerrero
Jason Camp; 'Tristan Evans'
RE: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results

Marcos,
Yes, let’s set up a meeting, though it’ll have to be after November 30. Mark Thomas (the engineering company) is
putting together some more detailed maps that will be good to have at the meeting and it might take them another
week or so to finish them. We, or the City, will get back to you soon to schedule a meeting.
Best,
Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107

From: Tristan Evans [mailto:tevans@auburnrancheria.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 18, 2015 4:55 PM
To: Hoffman, Robin <Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com>
Cc: Marcos Guerrero <mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com>; Jason Camp <jcamp@auburnrancheria.com>
Subject: RE: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results
Hi Robin,
Thank you for taking the time to meet with UAIC and for sending over those maps. Marcos would like to have a follow‐
up meeting to discuss the project. Does Monday, November 30 work? If not we can schedule some other dates.
From: Hoffman, Robin [mailto:Robin.Hoffman@icfi.com]
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2015 4:46 PM
To: Tristan Evans <tevans@auburnrancheria.com>
Cc: Marcos Guerrero <mguerrero@auburnrancheria.com>; Jason Camp <jcamp@auburnrancheria.com>
Subject: I St. Bridge Replacement Project Historic Maps and Records Search Results
Tristan,
It was nice to meet you today and to have the chance to discuss the I St. Bridge Replacement Project. Attached are the
historic map overlays I promised you.
Thanks again for taking the time to meet,
‐Robin
Please note my new contact information below
Robin Hoffman, MA, RPA | Archaeologist | 415.677.7183 (w) 707.494.3349 (c)
ICF INTERNATIONAL | 620 Folsom Street, 2nd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94107
1

Nothing in this e-mail is intended to constitute an electronic signature for purposes of the Electronic
Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act (E-Sign Act), 15, U.S.C. §§ 7001 to 7006 or the
Uniform Electronic Transactions Act of any state or the federal government unless a specific
statement to the contrary is included in this e-mail.
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State Historic Preservation Officer Consultation

STATE OF CALIFORNIA – THE NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY

EDMUND G. BROWN, JR., Governor

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
rd

1725 23 Street, Suite 100
SACRAMENTO, CA 95816-7100
(916) 445-7000 Fax: (916) 445-7053
calshpo@parks.ca.gov
www.ohp.parks.ca.gov

February 7, 2017
VIA EMAIL
In reply refer to: FHWA_2016_1229_002
Laura Loeffler, Chief
Environmental Management, M1 Branch
Caltrans District 3
703 B Street
Marysville, CA 95901
Subject: Determinations of Eligibility for the Proposed I Street Bridge Replacement
Project, Sacramento and West Sacramento, CA
Dear Ms. Loeffler:
Thank you for consulting with me about the subject undertaking in accordance with the
January 1, 2014 First Amended Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway
Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State
Historic Preservation Officer, and the California Department of Transportation
Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as it
Pertains to the Administration of the Federal-Aid Highway Program in California (PA).
The cities of Sacramento and West Sacramento, in cooperation with Caltrans, propose
to construct a new crossing for vehicular and pedestrian traffic over the Sacramento
River that will replace the upper deck of the I Street Bridge, which would no long carry
such traffic. A full project description and the depiction of the area of potential effect
(APE) can be found in Attachment A of the HPSR.
Consultation and identification efforts identified the I Street Bridge, a property listed in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), within the APE.
Caltrans also determined that the Sacramento River East Levee Segment (P-34-000490),
along the east bank of the Sacramento River, is individually eligible under Criterion A as a
physical representation of the precedent set for flood control management in California
between 1850 and 1911, more specifically flood control management policy and
development in the Sacramento Valley. Levees, canals and drainages built within this
timeframe are associated with early advances in water management in California that
resulted in making settlement and expansion of infrastructure in the region possible. It set
the standard for post-1911 efforts to achieve a more unified and standardized approach
to levee construction in the Sacramento Valley. As part of the first Reclamation District,
RD 1, it is a strong example of the pre-1911 era of flood control measures overseen by
local interests.

Ms. Loeffler
February 7, 2017
Page 2 of 2
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Caltrans has also determined that the following properties are not eligible for the NRHP:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

201 3rd Street, West Sacramento, CA
213 3rd Street, West Sacramento, CA
nd
212 2 Street, West Sacramento, CA
214 2nd Street, West Sacramento, CA
216 2nd Street, West Sacramento, CA
Washington Water Company Tower at 231 2nd Street, West Sacramento, CA
Reclamation District 811/900 Levee Segment

Based on my review of the submitted documentation I concur with the above
determinations.
Finally, pursuant to Stipulation VII.C.3. of the PA, Caltrans is considering CA-SAC-658H
to be eligible for the NRHP for the purposes of the project. The site is located adjacent to,
but outside of, the Area of Direct Impact for the project. Caltrans proposes to protect the
site by establishing an Environmentally Sensitive Area and using exclusionary fencing to
avoid impacts.
Due to portions of the project area not being accessible prior to construction, Caltrans is
proposing to prepare a programmatic agreement (PPA) specific to this undertaking to
ensure that identification and evaluation of archaeological properties within the APE, and
any resolution of adverse effects on those properties, is completed. The PPA will have
as an attachment an Archaeological Resources Management Plan which will include a
detailed protocol for identification, evaluation, and treatment of any adversely affected
historic properties, protocols for archaeological monitoring, and evaluation and treatment
of any unanticipated discoveries that may be encountered during implementation.
I look forward to working with Caltrans on the preparation of this agreement document.
Thank you for considering historic properties during project planning. If you have any
questions, please contact Natalie Lindquist of my staff at (916) 445-7014 with e-mail at
natalie.lindquist@parks.ca.gov or Alicia Perez at (916) 445-7020 with e-mail at
alicia.perez@parks.ca.gov .
Sincerely,

Julianne Polanco
State Historic Preservation Officer

Appendix H

List of Technical Studies

Appendix H List of Technical Studies
Copies of the following technical studies are available on the project website at
http://www.cityofsacramento.org/Public-Works/Engineering-Services/Projects/CurrentProjects/I-Street-Bridge-Replacement.

Proposed Project


Draft Project Report (Mark Thomas & Company 2016)

Human Environment


Community Impact Assessment (ICF International 2016)



Traffic Technical Data and Calculations (Fehr & Peers 2015)



Visual Impact Assessment (ICF International 2015)



Historic Property Survey Report, including Archaeological Survey Report (ICF International
2016), Historical Resources Evaluation Report (ICF International 2016)

Physical Environment


Water Quality Assessment Report (ICF International 2016)



Scour Analysis (Tetra Tech 2016)



Preliminary Geotechnical and Foundation Report (GEI Consultants 2014)



Initial Site Assessment Update (Blackburn Consulting 2016)



Air Quality Study Report (Terry A. Hayes Associates 2016)



Noise Study Technical Report (ICF International 2016)

Biological Environment


Request for Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination (ICF International 2016)



Natural Environment Study (ICF International 2016)



Biological Assessment/Essential Fish Habitat Assessment (ICF International 2016)



Biological Assessment (ICF International 2016)

Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Assessment
I Street Bridge Replacement Project

September 2017
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