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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
ES.1 Purpose of the SEA/EIR

This Supplemental Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (SEA/EIR) has
been prepared for the Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Project, Phase V Site
Restoration and Related Mitigation Activities. This draft SEA/EIR is a supplement to the 2007
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report for the overall Folsom
Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Project (2007 FEIS/EIR), prepared by the U.S.

Bureau of Reclamation. This project is also known as the Folsom Joint Federal Project (Folsom
JFP). The Folsom JFP is a cooperative effort between the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps; USACE), the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (USBR), the State of California Central
Valley Flood Protection Board (CVFPB), and the Sacramento Area Flood Control Agency
(SAFCA).

The 2007 EIS/EIR indicated that various portions of the overall Folsom JFP project would
ultimately be restored following completion of project construction activities. The 2012 Folsom
Dam Modification Project, Approach Channel Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (2012 SEIS/EIR) was supplemental to the 2007
EIS/EIR and addressed various changes to the project since 2007. It also addressed potential
project restoration activities in more detail than the 2007 EIS/EIR and included new
commitments to mitigate certain project impacts to native trees (e.g. habitat) and to mitigate the
temporary loss of recreational fisheries opportunities.

This SEA/EIR examines the impacts of proposed project restoration activities, which
include: restoration of a 58-acre area referred to as the Haul Road Restoration Area (HRRA);
restoration of a 0.9-acre parking lot within the Dike 7 Office Complex Parking Area, and; partial
restoration of the 8.9-acre Prison Staging Area (PSA). It examines the impacts of proposed oak
woodland mitigation that would be provided to mitigate for past tree impacts that occurred in the
Dike 8 disposal area, as well as proposed mitigation for prior recreational fishing impacts. It
further examines the impacts associated with construction of proposed new guardrails along
Folsom Lake Crossing as well as some other project design changes.

While this SEA/EIR builds upon and incorporates work already completed as part of the
project development process, it does not reproduce in full the prior 2007 EIS/EIR and its
associated Record of Decision (ROD) documentation. Detailed discussions of the changes to the
project and/or conditions of the project area since 2007 are presented in the 2012 SEIS/EIR.
Other joint National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)/California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) documents generated for the Folsom JFP since the time of the 2007 EIS/EIR include:
(1) 2010 Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Project, Supplemental EA/EIR,
Control Structure, Chute, and Stilling Basin Work (2010 SEA/EIR); (2) 2012 Folsom Dam
Safety and Flood Damage Reduction Project, Supplemental EA/EIR, Prison Staging Area and
Stilling Basin Drain (2012 SEA/EIR), and; (3) 2015 Folsom Dam Safety and Flood Damage
Reduction Project, Supplemental EA/EIR, Right Bank Stabilization (2015 SEA/EIR).

This SEA/EIR incorporates information from the 2007 EIS/EIR, the 2012 SEIS/EIR, and the

other NEPA/CEQA documents mentioned above by reference, where applicable. These
documents can be reviewed by accessing the following websites:
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e The 2007 EIS/EIR --
http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_1D=1808

e The 2010 SEA/EIR -
http://www.spk.usace.army.mil/Portals/12/documents/civil_works/JFP/Final%20JFP%?2
0Control%20Structure%20EA%20-%2024Aug10%20-%20Board.pdf

e The 2012 SEIS/EIR --
http://lwww.spk.usace.army.mil/Portals/12/documents/civil_works/JFP/FolsomDamMod
s_ApproachChannel_FSEIS-EIR.pdf

e The 2012 SEA/EIR --
http://lwww.spk.usace.army.mil/Portals/12/documents/civil_works/JFP/Folsm%20Dnstr
m%20Feat%20Final%20EA_EIR%20Sept.pdf

e The 2015 SEA/EIR) --
http://www.spk.usace.army.mil/Portals/12/documents/civil_works/JFP/JFP_Right_Bank
_Stabilization_EA-EIR_wAppendices_Nov2014.pdf

ES.2 Project Area

Folsom Dam is located at the confluence of the North and South Forks of the American
River, approximately 29 miles upstream from the city of Sacramento, near the city of Folsom
(see Figure ES-1). The new auxiliary spillway is being constructed on the left abutment of the
main dam, immediately downstream of the existing left wing dam.

For the purposes of this document, the “project area” consists of the site of the ongoing
spillway construction including all existing project haul roads, staging areas, and disposal areas
at the Folsom Prison property, Folsom Overlook, Dike 7, Dike 8, MIAD West, MIAD East, and
the Dike 7 office complex. The project area also includes a proposed oak woodland mitigation
site located within Rossmoor Bar Park in Rancho Cordova.

ES.3 Background and Need for Action

The potential effects of the Folsom Dam Modification Project on environmental resources
were evaluated by Reclamation in the 2007 EIS/EIR. The Corps was a cooperating agency in the
development of the 2007 EIS/EIR, and a joint Record of Decision was signed on May 3, 2007.

A Notice of Determination (NOD) and Statement of Findings were issued by the CVFPB on July
20, 2007. The 2007 FEIS/EIR conducted a programmatic or general analysis of proposed design
features available at that time. The anticipated future site restoration was included in the 2007
EIS/EIR, however, design and construction changes have occurred that were not previously
evaluated. The Corps and CVFPB have determined that a supplemental EA/EIR is required.
This SEA/EIR is being prepared as a supplement to the 2007 FEIS/EIR to incorporate new
information and consider alternatives to the proposed action.

ES-3


http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/nepa_projdetails.cfm?Project_ID=1808

=an Franasee &)
Lo

-~
o
-
=5
/n‘ a
(=]

Los Angele

gSan Die go

Roseville

Rossmoor Bar

@ |Mitigation Site

Sacramento

N

F

0 5 10
s = V[I[-5

Figure ES-1. Project location map.
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JFP Phases

The 2007 EIS/EIR noted that the overall Folsom JFP would involve multiple phases of
construction occurring over the course of several years. Since the 2007 EIS/EIR was based on
relatively conceptual project design plans, this document anticipated that supplemental NEPA
and CEQA documents might be necessary in the future to address subsequent project design
refinements and related changes not accounted for in the original 2007 EIS/EIR.

Phase I and 11 of the Folsom JFP included the construction of a long haul internal road from
the auxiliary spillway excavation site to the MIAD West staging area and MIAD East disposal
area. Cut and fill material from the Phase | and Il excavation was reused to construct this
interior haul road. To facilitate a continuous interior haul road to the MIAD staging area, a large
cut was excavated through a hill at the entrance to the Folsom Point Recreation Area. A pre-
manufactured bridge, referred to as the Folsom Point access bridge, was installed over the
interior haul road to carry public traffic to the recreation area and boat launch. The interior haul
road and Folsom Point access bridge provided a safety separation between construction activities
and public access.

Stockpile, staging, and disposal areas were developed during the earlier phases of the
Folsom JFP. The Dike 7 stockpile area was used for temporary stockpiling of construction
materials (i.e., rock and soil), and as a permanent disposal site for waste rock and soil from Phase
I and Phase Il. The Dike 8 disposal area is a permanent disposal site for waste rock and soil
from the Phase 1V excavation. The MIAD West staging area served as both a temporary and
permanent disposal location for waste rock and soil generated in Phases I, Il and 111, as well as a
construction staging area. The MIAD East disposal area was to serve as a temporary disposal
site for excavated materials (sediments, decomposed granite, etc.) generated by Phase IV.
However, this area has thus far only been used by USBR for soil and rock excavation and
processing associated with USBR’s MIAD modification project.

During prior phases of the Folsom JFP, a construction office complex including two parking
areas was built immediately west of Dike 7. This complex has been used to house offices for
construction contractors and includes a portion of an access route extending from Folsom Lake
Crossing to the Dike 7 stockpile area. A construction staging area, known as the Prison Staging
Area, was also built on the south side of Folsom Lake Crossing on property owned by the
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. This area has been used for
construction staging, to house office trailers, and to store various construction materials,
supplies, and equipment.

The disposal of materials at Dike 8 required the removal of trees (see Section 2.3.4). The
Corps is required to compensate for this loss by creating a 14-acre oak woodland site, protected
in perpetuity, as addressed in the 2012 SEIS/EIR. The site would be monitored for 5 years or
until it is determined that the planted seedlings are well established and self-sustaining. The
2012 SEIS/EIR also determined that prior phases of the Folsom JFP (the JFP) would temporarily
impair recreational fishing opportunities in Folsom Lake (the reservoir) and required this impact
to be compensated by re-stocking fish in the lake.

The auxiliary spillway is currently under construction by the Corps and completion is
expected in the fall of 2017. Operation of this spillway would increase water discharge
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capability from the reservoir and help to provide a 200-year level of flood protection to the
Sacramento area. Under the land use agreement (LUA) the Corps has with USBR, the Corps is
obligated to remove all temporary structures, equipment, or other improvements from the
premises upon completion of the overall JFP. The Corps is also obligated to restore areas
disturbed by project construction activities.

Prior to implementation, the effects of the site restoration measures must be evaluated to
determine whether they would have any significant environmental or cultural effects that could
not be avoided or mitigated to less than significance. Without these site restoration measures,
the Corps and CVFB would not be able to meet their obligations as per the 2007 EIS/EIR, the
2007 Record of Decision (ROD) associated with the 2007 EIS/EIR, and the LUA.

ES.4 Alternatives
ES.4.1 Alternative 1 — No Action

Under the No Action alternative, the Corps and the CVFPB would not implement the site
restoration measures or the mitigation measures proposed in this SEA/EIR and therefore would
not meet the obligations of the 2007 FEIS/EIR and its ROD, the 2012 SEIS/EIR and its ROD,
the LUA, CEQA'’s Statement of Findings, and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plans
(MMRP). The interior haul road, stockpile, and disposal areas discussed in Section 2.3.1 would
remain in place. The northern parking lot of the Dike 7 Office Complex would also remain in
place. These features would continue to visually contrast with the surrounding landscape. The
existing security fencing along the interior haul road would remain in place which prevents the
public from accessing the site. USBR would likely need to maintain the interior haul road,
stockpile areas, and disposal areas to prevent erosion or would need to complete the restoration
work proposed herein.

Under the No Action alternative, the Prison Staging Area would remain in its current
condition, thereby violating the lease agreement between the California Department of Water
Resources (DWR) and the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR).
Additionally, no new guardrails would be installed along the north side of Folsom Lake Crossing
as discussed in Section 2.3.3.

ES.4.2 Alternative 2 — Implement Phase V Site Restoration Measures and Related
Mitigation Activities (Preferred Action/Proposed Action)

Major elements of Alternative 2, the proposed action, can be divided into three main
categories of activities/actions. Some of these categories can be divided into different
subcategories. The following provides a synopsis of the main categories and subcategories.

1. Site Restoration Activities

This category or group consists of proposed activities whose objective is to help restore
various areas that were previously disturbed by construction of prior phases of the Folsom JFP.
This category can be subdivided into the three subcategories identified below that are based on
the location of the restoration activities.
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(A) Haul Road Restoration Area (HRRA)

Restoration activities in the HRRA (see Figures ES-2 and ES-3) would mainly include
topographic restoration (contouring, grading) followed by the planting of native grasses and
forbs, along with oak acorns in certain places. The main restoration goal is to restore a more
natural looking topography (landscape) that mimics the appearance of adjacent natural areas
and is similar to pre-project conditions, while ensuring natural drainage patterns and stable,
safe slopes are attained. The restored area would encompass the majority of the existing
internal haul road, the Dike 7 stockpile area, and the Dike 8 disposal area. During the
construction process, a temporary bypass road to Folsom Point would be built to allow
removal of the existing Folsom Point Access Bridge without interrupting vehicular access to
the Folsom Point boat launch and day use area. Folsom Point Road, the primary access to
Folsom Point and location of the bridge removal, would be restored after the bridge is
removed. The temporary bypass road would then be removed.

The northern boundary of the HRRA situated west of the Dike 8 area would vary
depending on Folsom Lake’s water level at the time HRRA construction activities
commence. If the water level is very low, the northern boundary (limits of construction)
would extend to elevation 440 feet NAVD@88 in several, but not all places. This condition is
referred to as the 440 Design Option or the 440 Option and the HRRA would encompass
approximately 58.0 acres based on this option (see Figure ES-2). If the lake’s water level is
relatively high, the northern boundary would only extend to elevation 460 feet NAVD88 in
most places, although there would be isolated portions that would still extend to elevation
440 feet to ensure proper HRRA drainage. This condition is referred to as the 460 Design
Option or the 460 Option and the HRRA would encompass approximately 57.4 acres based
on this option (see Figure ES-3). It is likely that the northern HRRA boundary located west
of the Dike 8 area would actually fall somewhere in between the two extremes represented
by the 440 Option and the 460 Option. All other portions of the HRRA boundary would
essentially be the same under either the 440 Option or the 460 Option.

Restoration construction in the HRRA would require removal and disposal of
substantial quantities of rip-rap. One or more of 3 options would be used for rip-rap
disposal. Option 1 would involve a state or other non-federal agency picking up the
excavated rip-rap and transporting it off-site to one of the agency’s projects. Option 2
would involve permanent disposal of the rip-rap within a portion of the MIAD East disposal
site (see Figure ES-4). The resultant rip-rap field would occupy as much as 6.5 to 8 acres.
Option 3 would involve permanent disposal of the rip-rap within the existing Overlook In-
Lake Disposal (OILD) site (see Figure ES-5). The rip-rap would be placed along the side
slopes of the disposal mound(s) created within this site by JFP Phase IV construction
activities. The open-water impact “footprint” of the rip-rap disposed would vary depending
on the amount of rip-rap and the configuration of the Phase IV disposal mound(s); however,
it would be completely contained within the boundaries of the 21.2-acre OILD site.

The rip-rap disposal option(s) that would actually be used will be determined prior to
starting rip-rap removal activities within the HRRA. If a non-federal agency executes a
binding agreement to gather the rip-rap and transport it off-site for use at a non-federal
project site, then it is likely this option would be employed and might be the only one used if
the receiving agency can use all the rip-rap. If such an agreement is not executed in
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Figure ES-2. Proposed Haul Road Restoration Area (HRRA) and the Dike 7 Office Complex Parking Area. HRRA boundaries, shown in red, are based on the 440 Design Option.
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Figure ES-3. Proposed Haul Road Restoration Area (HRRA) and the Dike 7 Office Complex Parking Area. HRRA boundaries, shown in red, are based on the 460 Design Option.
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advance of the date rip-rap removal needs to start, then rip-rap disposal at the MIAD East
site would be selected as the preferred option. Use of the MIAD East area for disposal
purposes first requires executing a land use agreement between the Corps and the Bureau
since the Bureau is the underlying property owner. In the unlikely case that the necessary
land use agreement cannot be completed in advance of the date rip-rap removal needs to
begin, then the last remaining rip-rap disposal option would be used, e.g. disposal within the
OILD site. Note that the quantity of rip-rap requiring disposal is still being determined. If
the quantity is larger than presently anticipated, it is possible that more than one of the
optional disposal areas discussed would be utilized to accommodate the large quantity.

(B) Dike 7 Office Complex Parking Area

Restoration activities here would include the removal of the northern parking area,
encompassing roughly 0.9 acre (see Figures ES-2 and ES-3). This area would be re-graded
to restore pre-construction topography and then planted with native grass and forb seeds. It
is noted that the future Folsom Dam Raise project may need to use the northern parking area
for construction staging or related purposes. If it is determined that this is the case, the JFP
Phase V project would not restore the northern parking area. Instead, restoration of this
parking area would be conducted as part of the Folsom Dam Raise project (e.g. Dam Raise
project would restore the parking area as described above after the parking area is no longer
needed for construction purposes).

(C) Prison Staging Area (PSA)

Restoration activities at the 8.9-acre Prison Staging Area (see Figure ES-6) would
include the removal of office trailers, materials, equipment, and a septic system. The area
occupied by the office trailers would be re-graded to match the surrounding grade. A
portion of the west end of the site would be re-graded to route stormwater runoff westward.
All re-graded areas would be planted with native grass and forb seeds.

2. Miscellaneous Project Construction Activities

This category includes only one proposed activity; the construction of new guardrails along
the north side of Folsom Lake Crossing (roadway) for safety purposes. This new construction
was not covered in prior NEPA/CEQA documents for the Folsom JFP. There would be five
guardrail segments totaling roughly 5,300 linear feet, beginning near the bridge over the
American River and continuing eastward (see Figure ES-6).

3. Mitigation Activities for Prior JFP Impacts

This category consists of proposed activities whose objective is to provide mitigation
(compensation) for certain impacts resulting from prior phases of the JFP. These impacts and the
proposed mitigation were addressed in the 2012 SEIS/EIR. This category can be subdivided
into two subcategories identified below that address two different mitigation actions.

(A) Rossmoor Bar 14-Acre Mitigation Site (mitigation for past tree/habitat impacts)

Approximately 3,140 native trees and shrubs would be planted to mitigate for the prior
removal of 29 native trees at the Dike 8 disposal site. The mitigation area would occupy
approximately 14 acres located in Rossmoor Bar Park (see Figure ES-7) and would be
protected and preserved in perpetuity.
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Figure ES-6. Prison Staging Area (PSA) to be Partially Restored and the Proposed
Guardrails Along Folsom Lake Crossing.
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(B) Mitigation for Recreational Fishing Impacts

The 2012 SEIS/EIR included a commitment to compensate (mitigate) for lost angler
opportunities within Folsom Lake that may have occurred due to actions in earlier phases of
the JFP (e.g. actions detrimental to recreational fisheries). The proposed mitigation would
involve a stocking program (re-stocking) whereby 6,000 catchable-size triploid (sterile)
rainbow trout would be placed in Folsom Lake.

ES.5 Environmental Effects and Mitigation

There would be no significant effects to resources. The project would cause temporary
effects to air quality, noise, traffic, recreation, vegetation and wildlife, fisheries, water quality,
and Waters of the United States but these effects would be less than significant. Restoration
elements of the project would cause permanent effects to aesthetics; however, these effects
would largely improve aesthetics and visual resources and thus would be less than significant.
Construction associated with the project’s restoration elements would cause permanent effects to
11 elderberry shrubs and would thereby affect the federally-listed valley elderberry longhorn
beetle. By providing mitigation for this impact in accordance with US Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) requirements, the effect would be less than significant. Table ES-1 summarizes the
potential effects of the alternatives, the significance of those effects, and any potential mitigation
measures that would be implemented to reduce any effects to less than significance.

ES.6 Compliance with Applicable Laws, Policies, and Plans

This document will be adopted as a joint Supplemental EA/EIR and will fully comply with
National Environmental Policy Act and California Environmental Quality Act requirements.
The project will comply with all Federal laws, regulations, and Executive Orders. In addition,
the non-Federal sponsor will comply with all State and local laws and permit requirements.

ES.7 Public Involvement

This draft Supplemental EA/EIR will be circulated for a 45-day review to: Federal, State,
and local agencies; organizations; and individuals who have an interest in the project. A public
meeting to discuss the proposed action and obtain public input will be held during the 45-day
public review period. All comments received during the public review period will be considered
and incorporated into the final SEA/EIR, as appropriate.

ES.8 Areas of Controversy

No significant issues have been identified for implementing the proposed action. Significant
issues identified as areas of controversy by agencies and the public related to construction of the
entire Folsom JFP are summarized below. These issues are based on preliminary studies and
comments from previous phases during formal and informal agency meetings, workshops, public
meetings, telephone discourse, letters, and emails.

e Preliminary air quality emission calculations indicated that concurrent construction of
the JFP project phases would result in air emissions that could lead to violations of
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applicable State ambient air quality standards and not comply with the Federal Clean
Air Act (CAA).

e Construction is expected to increase noise levels, affecting local recreationists and
adjacent residents, even under circumstances of compliance with the City of Folsom
noise ordinances.

e Public comments to the 2007 EIS/EIR identified concerns over temporary curtailment
of recreational activities in the project area. However, Folsom Point and the Folsom
Point boat launch area will remain open to recreationists.

e Recreational experience may be degraded in and adjacent to the Folsom JFP project
area. Noise, visual aesthetics, and access will be compromised during construction
during years 2013 to 2017.

ES.9 Unresolved Issues

The only unresolved issue at this time is which of the three options under consideration for
the disposal of rip-rap removed from the HRRA will be utilized (see Section ES.4.2). The Corps
will continue working with the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District and
the California Air Resources Board to ensure compliance with the CAA.
ES.10 Preferred Plan

Based on the results of the technical, economic, and environmental analyses; coordination

with the non-Federal sponsor; and public input, Alternative 2 has been identified as the preferred
plan.
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Table ES-1. Comparative Summary of Environmental Effects, Mitigation, and Levels of Significance.

Alternative 1 — No Action

Alternative 2 — Implement Proposed Action

Geology, Mineral Resources, & Seismicity

Effect No effect. No effect.
Significance Not applicable. Not applicable.
Mitigation Not applicable. Not applicable.
Hazardous, Toxic, and Radiological Waste
Effect No effect. No effect.
Significance Not applicable. Not applicable.
Mitigation Not applicable. Not applicable.
Land Use and Socioeconomics
Effect No effect. No effect.
Significance Not applicable. Not applicable.
Mitigation Not applicable. Not applicable.
Aesthetics

Temporary degradation of aesthetics/visual resources during construction.
Effect No effect. Long-term improvement of aesthetics/visual resources following project

completion.
Significance Not applicable. Less than significant.
Mitigation Not applicable. Not applicable.

Air Quality

Effect No effect. NOyx and PMzo Wou_ld exceed S_MAQ_I\/ID th_resholds duri_ng construction. Other

temporary adverse impact to air quality during construction.
Significance Not applicable. Less than significant with mitigation.

Incorporation of SMAQMD Basic Construction Emission Control Practices,

Enhanced Exhaust Control Practices, Fugitive Dust Emission Mitigation
Mitigation Not applicable. Measures, Enhanced Fugitive Particulate Matter Dust Control Practices. Use

of other air quality mitigation measures (ex., use of higher tiered equipment,
use of model year 2010 or newer haul trucks). State mitigation fee payments
for excess NOx and PMyo emissions.
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Alternative 1 — No Action

Alternative 2 — Implement Proposed Action

Climate Change

Temporary increase in GHG emissions during construction. GHG emissions
would not exceed federal thresholds; however, CO, emissions would exceed

Effect No effect. SMAQMD recommended CO; threshold. After construction, increased
sequestration of CO..
Significance Not applicable. Less than significant with mitigation.
Refer to mitigation for air quality effects. In addition, GHG emissions would
Mitigation Not applicable be monitore_d a_nd any_emissions over the GHG thresho_ld of 25,000 metric tons
' of carbon dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) would be mitigated through a GHG
Reduction Plan.
Cultural Resources
Effect No effect. No adverse effect.
Significance Not applicable. Not applicable.
If archeological deposits/historic properties are found during project activities,
Mitigation Not applicable Wprk WOL_JId b(_e stopped_ in the area of discovery pursuant to _36 CFR 800.1_3(b),
' Discoveries without Prior Planning, to determine the significance of the find
and, if necessary, complete appropriate discovery procedures.
Noise
Effect No effect Increased noise during construction._ Cons?ruction activities during non-
' exempt hours could exceed local noise ordinance standards.
Significance Not applicable. Less than significant with mitigation.
Conduct continuous noise monitoring at designated locations if any
construction occurs during non-exempt hours, and cease such construction if
exterior noise standards are exceeded until adequate noise attenuation measures
Mitigation Not applicable. are implemented. Prohibit use of engine brakes within city limits. Schedule

heavy truck deliveries during hours exempt from noise standards. Provide
residents and businesses near project area with advance notice of project
activities/schedule, and maintain a 24-hour hotline for noise complaints.
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Alternative 1 — No Action

Alternative 2 — Implement Proposed Action

Recreation

Effect

No effect.

Temporary re-routing of vehicular access to Folsom Point until Folsom Point
Access Bridge is removed and Folsom Point Road is restored at bridge site.
Recreational fishing and boating access in waters within and adjacent to the
OILD site temporarily prohibited during construction (if OILD site used for
rip-rap disposal). Rip-rap would remain within the OILD site following
construction completion (if OILD site is used for rip-rap disposal). Roughly
1.7 acres to 1.9 acres of existing rip-rap would remain along the Folsom Lake
shoreline adjacent to the north boundary of the HRRA. Temporary closure of
one lane of 2-lane bike path along north side of Folsom Crossing during
guardrail installation. Public access to 14 acres within Rossmoor Bark Park (at
14-acre Rossmoor Mitigation site) prohibited for up to 5 years.

Significance

Not applicable.

Less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation

Not applicable.

Employ traffic safety measures during HRRA construction activities and
installation of guardrails. Install traffic warning signs and restricted access
signs as necessary. Conduct public outreach (mailings, signs, etc.) to inform
public of temporary Folsom Point access changes. Install hazard buoys in
Folsom Lake parallel to rip-rap bands remaining in the lake adjacent to the northern
HRRA boundary. If the OILD site is used for rip-rap disposal, install hazard buoys
around areas of disposed rip-rap.
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Alternative 1 — No Action

Alternative 2 — Implement Proposed Action

Special Status Species

Effect

No effect.

Permanent loss of 11 elderberry shrubs, thereby affecting the valley elderberry
longhorn beetle (VELB). If present, potential disturbance to Swainson’s hawk,
Cooper’s hawk, and white-tailed kites. Potential disturbance of migratory
birds.

Significance

Not applicable.

Less than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation

Not applicable.

Purchase 6 conservation credits from VELB conservation bank; remove
affected existing elderberry shrubs and transplant them at the conservation
bank. Conduct surveys for active nests of state-listed birds and, if necessary,
implement CDFW recommendations concerning active nests. Prior to
demolition of Folsom Point Access Bridge, remove migratory bird nests from
the bridge during non-nesting season and install bird exclusion materials to
prevent further nesting. Conduct surveys for active nests of other migratory
birds and, if necessary, implement USFWS recommendations concerning any
active nests.

Vegetation and