Agenda

City Council Regular Meeting and Joint City Council /
Folsom Redevelopment Successor Agency / Folsom
Public Financing Authority / Folsom Ranch Financing
FOLSOM Authority / South of 50 Parking Authority Meeting

CISTINCTIVE BY MATURE

Folsom City Hall | City Council Chambers, First Floor
50 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA 95630

June 25, 2024, 6:30 PM

Welcome to Your City Council Meeting

We welcome your interest and involvement in the city’s legislative process. This agenda includes
information about topics coming before the City Council and the action recommended by city staff. You
can read about each topic in the staff reports, which are available on the city website and in the Office
of the City Clerk. The City Clerk is also available to answer any questions you have about City Council
meeting procedures.

Participation

If you would like to provide comments to the City Council, please:

e Fill out a blue speaker request form, located at the back table.

e Submit the form to the City Clerk before the item begins.

o When it's your turn, the City Clerk will call your name and invite you to the podium.

o Speakers generally have three minutes, unless the presiding officer (usually the mayor)
changes that time.

Reasonable Accommodations

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a person with a disability and you need
a disability-related modification or accommodation to participate in this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk’s Office at (916) 461-6035, (916) 355-7328 (fax) or CityClerkDept@folsom.ca.us. Requests must
be made as early as possible and at least two full business days before the start of the meeting.

How to Watch

The City of Folsom provides three ways to watch a City Council meeting:

In Person Online On TV
R N
lei . I
I M |
City Council meetings take place at Watch the livestream and replay past Watch live and replays of meetings on
City Hall, 50 Natoma Street meetings on the city website, Sac Metro Cable TV, Channel 14

www.folsom.ca.us

More information about City Council meetings is available at the end of this agenda


file:///C:/Users/ELobbato/Downloads/CityClerkDept@folsom.ca.us
http://www.folsom.ca.us/

FOLSOM

City Council Regular Meeting and Joint City Council / Folsom Redevelopment
Successor Agency / Folsom Public Financing Authority / Folsom Ranch Financing
Authority / South of 50 Parking Authority Meeting
Folsom City Hall | City Council Chambers, First Floor
50 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA 95630
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Tuesday, June 25, 2024 6:30 PM

Mike Kozlowski, Mayor
Sarah Aquino, Vice Mayor YK Chalamcherla, Councilmember
Rosario Rodriguez, Councilmember Anna Rohrbough, Councilmember

AGENDA
CALL TO ORDER

ROLL CALL:
Councilmembers: Chalamcherla, Rodriguez, Rohrbough, Aquino, Kozlowski

The City Council has adopted a policy that no new item will begin after 10:30 p.m. Therefore, if you are
here for an item that has not been heard by 10:30 p.m., you may leave, as the item will be continued to
a future Council meeting.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR:

Members of the public are entitled to address the City Council concerning any item within the Folsom
City Council's subject matter jurisdiction. Public comments are generally limited to no more than three
minutes. Except for certain specific exceptions, the City Council is prohibited from discussing or taking
action on any item not appearing on the posted agenda.

AGENDA UPDATE

SCHEDULED PRESENTATIONS:

1. Proclamation of the Mayor of the City of Folsom Proclaiming July 3 - 5, 2024 as Western Rodeo
Days in the City of Folsom

CONSENT CALENDAR:

Items appearing on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and may be approved by one motion.
Councilmembers may pull an item for discussion.


http://www.folsom.ca.us/

2. Approval of June 11, 2024 Regular Meeting Minutes

3. Resolution No. 11218 — A Resolution to Declassify Four Landmark Trees Within the Joint
Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow for Removal as Part of the Sacramento Regional
Transit Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project

4. Resolution No. 11219 — A Resolution Amending Resolution No. 11110 and Enacting the Annual
Inflationary Adjustment for City User Fees for Selected City Services

5. Resolution No. 11222 - A Resolution of the City Council Approving an Acquisition and Shortfall
Agreement for the Community Facilities District No. 23 Improvement Area No. 6 (CMB
Improvement Company, LLC)

6. Resolution No. 11223 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Authorize an Amendment

to the Existing LEED Mechanical Agreement and Appropriation of Funds in the Form of a Five-
year Loan with 4% Simple Interest from the Equipment Replacement Fund (Fund 602) to the
General Fund (Fund 010) for an amount up to $1,200,000 for the Replacement Folsom
Community Center HVAC System

OLD BUSINESS:

7. Resolution No. 11210 - A Resolution Adopting the Fiscal Year 2024-25 Operating and Capital
Budgets for the City of Folsom, the Successor Agency, the Folsom Public Financing Authority,
and the Folsom Ranch Public Financing Authority (Continued from June 11, 2024)

CONVENE JOINT MEETING

JOINT CITY COUNCIL AGENDA
ROLL CALL: Council / Boardmembers: Chalamcherla, Rodriguez, Rohrbough, Aquino,

Kozlowski

CONSENT CALENDAR:

8. Receive and File the City of Folsom, the Folsom Redevelopment Successor Agency, the Folsom
Public Financing Authority, the Folsom Ranch Financing Authority, and the South of 50 Parking
Authority Monthly Investment Reports for the Month of March 2024

ADJOURNMENT

RECONVENE CITY COUNCIL MEETING

COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

CITY MANAGER REPORTS

COUNCIL COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT

NOTICE: Members of the public are entitled to directly address the City Council concerning any item
that is described in the notice of this meeting, before or during consideration of that item. If you wish to
address Council on an issue, which is on this agenda, please complete a blue speaker request card, and
deliver it to a staff member at the table on the left side of the Council Chambers prior to discussion of the
item. When your name is called, stand to be recognized by the Mayor and then proceed to the podium. If
you wish to address the City Council on any other item of interest to the public, when the Mayor asks if



there is any “Business from the Floor,” follow the same procedure described above. Please limit your
comments to three minutes or less.

NOTICE REGARDING CHALLENGES TO DECISIONS: Pursuantto all applicable laws and regulations,
including without limitation, California Government Code Section 65009 and or California Public
Resources Code Section 21177, if you wish to challenge in court any of the above decisions (regarding
planning, zoning and/or environmental decisions), you may be limited to raising only those issues you or
someone else raised at the public hearing(s) described in this notice/agenda, or in written
correspondence delivered to the City at, or prior to, the public hearing.

As presiding officer, the Mayor has the authority to preserve order at all City Council meetings, to remove
or cause the removal of any person from any such meeting for disorderly conduct, or for making personal,
impertinent, or slanderous remarks, using profanity, or becoming boisterous, threatening or personally
abusive while addressing said Council, and to enforce the rules of the Council.

PERSONS INTERESTED IN PROPOSING AN ITEM FOR THE CITY COUNCIL AGENDA SHOULD
CONTACT A MEMBER OF THE CITY COUNCIL.

The meeting of the Folsom City Council is being telecast on Metro Cable TV, Channel 14, the
Government Affairs Channel, and will be shown in its entirety on the Friday and Saturday following the
meeting, both at 9 a.m. The City does not control scheduling of this telecast and persons interested in
watching the televised meeting should confirm this schedule with Metro Cable TV, Channel 14. The City
of Folsom provides live and archived webcasts of regular City Council meetings. The webcasts can be
found on the online services page of the City's website www.folsom.ca.us.

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a person with a disability and you need
a disability-related modification or accommaodation to participate in this meeting, please contact the City
Clerk’s Office at (916) 461-6035, (916) 355-7328 (fax) or CityClerkDept@folsom.ca.us. Requests must
be made as early as possible and at least two full business days before the start of the meeting.

Any documents produced by the City and distributed to the City Council regarding any item on this agenda
will be made available at the City Clerk’s Counter at City Hall located at 50 Natoma Street, Folsom,
California and at the Folsom Public Library located at 411 Stafford Street, Folsom, California during
normal business hours.


http://www.folsom.ca.us/
https://municode.sharepoint.com/sites/WebMeetingsTeam/Shared%20Documents/_Customers/California/Folsom%20California/Meetings%20Project/Templates/CityClerkDept@folsom.ca.us

PROCLAMATION
OF THE MAYOR OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM
PROCLAIMING JULY 3-5, 2024
AS
WESTERN RODEO DAYS IN THE CITY OF FOLSOM

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom proudly recognizes Folsom’s western heritage and
acknowledges the benefits of preserving the traditions and customs of the City’s
history; and

WHEREAS, for over 60 years, the Folsom Pro Rodeo has been a beloved tradition,
bringing together rodeo enthusiasts, families, and the Folsom community for
unforgettable experiences; and

WHEREAS, the rodeo began as a love for Folsom’s rich western heritage and as a
way to honor the family cattle ranches which created the community; and

WHEREAS, this year’s event at the Dan Russell Arena marks the 634 anniversary
of the Folsom Pro Rodeo; and

WHEREAS, event highlights include traditional rodeo events such as saddle and
bareback bronc riding, steer wrestling, team roping, barrel racing, bull riding,
performances by the Painted Ladies Drill Team, Flying Cowboys Motocross, rodeo
clowns, nightly fireworks, mutton busting, and live music in the Saloon Under the
Stars; and

WHEREAS, in honor of the traditional patriotic theme, the Folsom Pro Rodeo will
celebrate with in arena spectacular fireworks; and

WHEREAS, the Folsom Pro Rodeo involves the assistance of hundreds of volunteers
and a tremendous amount of community support.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Mike Kozlowski, on behalf of the City of Folsom, do hereby
proclaim July 3-5, 2024, as WESTERN RODEO DAYS IN FOLSOM and call upon
all citizens to join in the festivities celebrating the Folsom Pro Rodeo.

PROCLAIMED this 25tk day of June 2024.

Mike Kozlowski, Mayor
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File 034-21 24-001
Folsom City Council Minutes
June 11, 2024

City Council Regular Meeting
MINUTES

Tuesday, June 11, 2024 6:30 PM

CALL TO ORDER

The regular City Council meeting was called to order at 6:31 pm with Mayor Mike Kozlowski presiding.

ROLL CALL:

Councilmembers Present: Rosario Rodriguez, Councilmember
Anna Rohrbough, Councilmember
Sarah Aquino, Vice Mayor
YK Chalamcherla, Councilimember
Mike Kozlowski, Mayor

Councilmembers Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The pledge of allegiance was recited.

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR:

The following speakers addressed the City Council:

Summer for Hope — (youth group)
Alma Redhead

Liz Gallagher

Sherri Richter

Nancy Perry

ohrwON=

AGENDA UPDATE

City Attorney Steven Wang advised that there was revised information for item 4 and additional
information for item 12.

SCHEDULED PRESENTATIONS:.

1. Proclamation of the Mayor of the City of Folsom Proclaiming the Month of June as LGBTQ+
Pride Month in the City of Folsom

Mayor Kozlowski read the proclamation.

Draft- Not Official Until Approved by the City Council Page 1
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2. City Manager's Fiscal Year 2023-24 Third Quarter Financial

Chief Financial Officer Stacey Tamagni made a presentation and responded to questions from the City
Council.

CONSENT CALENDAR:

ltems appearing on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and may be approved by one motion.
Councilmembers may pull an item for discussion.

3.
4.

10.

1.

Approval of May 28, 2024 Regular Meeting Minutes

Resolution No. 11204 - A Resolution of the City Council Approving an Acquisition and Shortfall
Agreement for Community Facilities District No. 23 Improvement Area No. 7 (Toll Brothers
Phases 3A & 3B)

Resolution No. 11205 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Non-
Professional Services Agreement with Flex Ground to Replace the Existing Slide Landing Zone
at Econome Park, and Appropriation of Contingency Funds

Resolution No. 11211 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement
with Commercial Pump and Mechanical Inc. for Pump Maintenance and Repair Services on an
As-Needed Basis for Water and Wastewater Facilities

Resolution No. 11212 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute Non-Exclusive
Agreements with Approved Licensed Contractors to Implement the Sacramento Housing and
Redevelopment Agency Inter-Agency Contract for the Seniors Helping Seniors Home Repair
Program

Resolution No. 11213 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute the Assignment
and Assumption Agreement with Terry Gold, dba Golden Spike Entertainment, and Truson
Buegel, Consenting to the Assignment of the Folsom Valley Railway Concession Agreement at
City Lions Park

Resolution No. 11214 - A Resolution Approving the Preliminary Engineer’s Report for the
Following Landscaping and Lighting Districts for Fiscal Year 2024-2025 and Setting Public
Hearing for American River Canyon North, American River Canyon North No. 2, American River
Canyon North No. 3, Blue Ravine Oaks, Blue Ravine Oaks No. 2, Briggs Ranch, Broadstone,
Broadstone No. 4, Broadstone Unit No. 3, Cobble Ridge, Cobble Hills Ridge II/Reflections I,
Folsom Heights, Folsom Heights No. 2, Hannaford Cross, Lake Natoma Shores, Los Cerros,
Natoma Station, Natoma Valley, Prairie Oaks Ranch, Prairie Oaks Ranch No. 2, Prospect Ridge,
Sierra Estates, Silverbrook, Steeplechase, The Residences at American River Canyon, The
Residences at American River Canyon I, Willow Creek Estates East, Willow Creek Estates the
East No. 2, Willow Creek Estates South, and Willow Springs

Resolution No. 11215 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement
with California Diesel and Power for Generator Maintenance and Repair Services on an As-
Needed Basis for Water and Wastewater Facilities

Resolution No. 11217 — A Resolution Authorizing Staff to Submit Arts in California Parks Grant
Application to the California Department of Parks and Recreation for the Johnny Cash Trail Art
Experience Cash’s Pick No. 2

Draft- Not Official Until Approved by the City Council Page 2
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Motion by Councilmember Rodriguez, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla, to approve the
consent calendar. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Rodriguez, Rohrbough, Aquino, Chalamcherla, Kozlowski
NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

PUBLIC HEARING:

12. Resolution No. 11210 - A Resolution Adopting the Fiscal Year 2024-25 Operating and Capital
Budgets for the City of Folsom, the Successor Agency, the Folsom Public Financing Authority,
and the Folsom Ranch Public Financing Authority

City Manager Elaine Andersen and Chief Financial Officer Stacey Tamagni made a presentation and
responded to questions from the City Council. Police Chief Rick Hillman, Parks and Recreation Director
Kelly Gonzales, and Parks and Recreation Planning Manager Brad Nelson also responded to questions
from the City Council.

The public hearing was opened at 8:29 p.m.
The following speakers addressed the City Council:

Joanne Brausch
Brett Hoffstadt
Nilima Patel
Gary Qualset
Robert Goss
Bruce Cline

OO wWN=

The public hearing was closed at 8:49 p.m.

Motion by Vice Mayor Aquino, second by Councilmember Rodriguez, to approve Resolution No.
11210 with the change of instead of devoting $1.1 million to Kids Play Park, it would be a
maximum of $800,000 to Kids Play Park and $300,000 to Parks and Recreation to restore
landscaping services to January 2024 level for the FY 2024-25.

The City Council discussed the budget, including increasing travel funding for Councilmembers, park
development, funding, and continuing the matter to the next meeting.

Vice Mayor Aquino withdrew her motion.The Council agreed to continue the item to the next City
Council meeting, acknowledging that they had no specific assignments for the City Manager other than
to look where she could find savings.

COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Councilmember Rohrbough inquired about cost recovery with the Parks and Recreation Department.
Councilmember Rodriguez inquired about the presentation from the Economic Development consultant.

CITY MANAGER REPORTS

Draft- Not Official Until Approved by the City Council Page 3
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City Manager Elaine Andersen spoke about closures of open spaces with high fire potential, business
licenses, the fire explorer program, PG&E gas meter maintenance work, and free Friday evening
concert series.

COUNCIL COMMENTS

Councilmember Rodriguez had no comments.
Councilmember Rohrbough had no comments.

Councilmember Chalamcherla spoke about an eagle scout ceremony, planting trees, and the California
Tax and Fee Administration.

Vice Mayor Aquino had no comments.

Mayor Kozlowski spoke about the Powerhouse Ministries graduation, SACOG, the Central Business
District Committee, the Sacramento Regional Transit meeting, Folsom Takes Action, the HART of
Folsom meeting, a community party in the Folsom Plan Area, and meeting Erik Estrada at Red Bus
Brewing Company.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the City Council, the meeting was adjourned
at 10:11 p.m.

SUBMITTED BY:

Christa Freemantle, City Clerk

ATTEST:

Mike Kozlowski, Mayor

Draft- Not Official Until Approved by the City Council Page 4



Folsom City Council

Staff ReRort

MEETING DATE: 6/25/2024

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 11218 — A Resolution to Declassify Four Landmark
Trees within the Joint Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow for
Removal as Part of the Sacramento Regional Transit Light Rail
Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project

FROM: Community Development Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Adopt Resolution No. 11218- A Resolution to Declassify Four Landmark Trees within the
Joint Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow for Removal as Part of the Sacramento
Regional Transit Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

Longstanding trees contribute to the City of Folsom’s character and “Distinctive by Nature”
adage. One of the ways in which the City of Folsom shows recognition for particularly
noteworthy specimens is through a Landmark Tree Registry. Landmark trees are trees that
have been designated by the City Council as exceptional due to outstanding characteristics,
special ecological contributions, or historical importance.

On March 9, 1999, the City Council adopted Resolution No. 5911 — 4 Resolution Establishing
Landmark Tree Designation at the JPA Right-of-Way on Folsom Boulevard Between Bidwell
Street and Blue Ravine Road to underscore the historical and ecological value of the native
trees along the Folsom Boulevard scenic corridor. The associated staff report called attention
to the possibility that the Joint Powers Authority (JPA), as the property owner, may potentially
need to declassify one or more Landmark Trees for light rail improvements in the future. By
designating the trees along the Folsom Blvd JPA corridor as Landmark Trees, the City Council
became the decision-making body for any future requests for declassification for the purposes
of any tree removals that might be necessary for light rail improvements.



V;Jhich

Aeria : g the location and span of the Joint Powers Authori (JPA)

/ ir;tage illustratin anmark Grove,
traverses along the east edge of Folsom Blvd between Blue Ravine Rd and Bidwell St.

On January 23, 2024, City Council adopted Resolution No. 11159 — 4 Resolution to Declassify
Five Landmark Trees within the Joint Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow for Removal
as Part of the Sacramento Regional Transit Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom
Project to allow for construction of a passing track, an additional loading platform at the Glenn
station, and the adaptation of the existing platform at this station to accommodate modernized
rail vehicles. Collectively, the improvements are anticipated to increase the operation of light
rail trains from the Sunrise Station (Rancho Cordova) to the Historic Folsom Station reducing
train headway capacity from every 30 minutes to 15 minutes.

Unfortunately, as the light rail improvements progressed, Sacramento Regional Transit
(SacRT) discovered additional tree removals needed to occur as a result of their project.
Consequently, a second application to declassify thirteen more Landmark Trees within the
Folsom Blvd JPA Grove was submitted to the Community Development Department to bring
forward for Council consideration. On February 13, 2024, City Council adopted Resolution
No. 11164 — A Resolution to Declassify Thirteen Landmark Trees within the Joint Powers



Authority Landmark Grove to Allow for Removal as Part of the Sacramento Regional Transit
Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project.

The initial Landmark Tree declassification application submitted by SacRT (and subsequent
adopted resolution) identified five trees requiring removal. However, because SacRT did not
have the trees within the Folsom Blvd JPA Grove surveyed and mapped in conformance with
requirements set forth in Folsom Municipal Code 12.16.140 as part of their project design,
additional tree impacts continue to emerge as their project progresses.

A third application to declassify trees within the Landmark Grove has now been submitted to
the Community Development Department. This application identifies four additional native
oak trees that will require removal and eight others that will need to be pruned to accommodate
the lightrail overhead powerlines, which were not accurately accounted for in previous reports.

Trae Impacts
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Excerpt from the arborist report prepared by Dokken Engineering showing proposed tree work prescriptions
within the JPA Landmark Grove to accommodate the planned light rail improvements

POLICY /RULE

Native oak species measuring six inches in diameter at standard height (54 above grade) and
greater are protected under Chapter 12.16 as Native Oak Trees, requiring a staff level
discretionary tree permit prior to removal. In accordance with Section 12.16.170 of the Folsom
Municipal Code, the Landmark Tree designation established under Resolution No. 5911 adds




protections to all trees within the JPA corridor, inclusive of oak trees smaller than six inches
in diameter at standard height and non-oak species that would not otherwise be protected.
Additionally, the Landmark Tree status escalates the review body for declassification/removal
from City staff to the City Council.

Section 12.16.170(D) of the Folsom Municipal Code allows a property owner to submit an
application to the Community Development Department, requesting that the City Council
declassify by resolution a tree or group of trees previously designated as a Landmark Tree(s).
In order to remove the landmark designation of a tree, the City Council must find that the tree
is no longer a significant community benefit because it meets one or more of the following
factors:

1) The tree(s) has significantly deteriorated in health or appearance.
2) The tree(s) no longer possesses habitat value.

3) The tree(s) prevents reasonable use of the property.

If the City Council declassifies a tree or group of trees previously designated as a Landmark
Tree, a copy of the resolution is provided to the property owner and the city’s Urban Forester
will remove the tree(s) from the Landmark Tree Registry. Subsequently, the owner/applicant
may submit a tree removal permit application to the Community Development Department and
mitigate for the removals in accordance with Folsom Municipal Code 12.16.150.

ANALYSIS

The species distribution of tree resources within the project area of the JPA Landmark Grove
is comprised primarily of interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni), with a small number of blue
(Q. douglasii) and valley (Q. lobata) oaks interspersed throughout; along with a handful of
California black walnut (Juglans hindsii). An updated survey of all the trees located in
proximity to the project area can be found within the arborist report, included herein as
Attachment 3. Of the Landmark Trees surveyed, 39 will require pruning to accommodate the
proposed permanent features of the project or the necessary clearance for access during
construction. Said pruning will require a tree work permit from the Community Development
Department, must be performed by an arborist certified with the International Society of
Arboriculture, and must conform with all applicable City standards and policies.

During the ongoing construction, the project proponent has established a tree protection zone
(TPZ) by enclosing all Landmark Trees to be retained in high-visibility exclusionary fencing
affixed with weatherproof warning signs. Said fencing encompasses as much of the critical
root zone as possible in order to allow for the work and shall remain in place for the duration
of the project.

Twenty-two (22) trees total (including the trees listed in the current application) within the
project area are located within the footprint of the proposed project improvements or are



otherwise in such close proximity that the necessary pruning for required clearances would
constitute a critical impact resulting in the likely death of the tree. If the SacRT Light Rail
Modernization Double Track Project is to move forward, four additional Landmark Trees will
need to be removed. All 22 trees are delineated in Table 1 below with the four newest additions
emphasized in bold text. Following the table is staff’s assessment of applicability for each of
the three findings in Section 12.16.170(D)(2) in consideration for declassification from
Landmark status.

Common Name

Table 1

Oaks Proposed for Removal

Botanical Name

Condition

4829 | Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 20”
4830 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 11”
4831 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 14>
4834 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 11~
4835A | Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 1”?
4837 Black walnut Juglans hindsii Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 8~
4839 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni | Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 7~
4842 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 57
4845 Black walnut Juglans hindsii Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 47
4878 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 16”
4880 Blue oak Quercus douglasii | Removed under Reso No. 11159 | 21~
4882 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni | Removed under Reso No. 11159 | 7~
4885 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni | Removed under Reso No. 11159 | 1~
4893 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11159 | 17
4894 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11159 | 27
4939 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni | Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 5”
4940A Valley oak Quercus lobata good 3”
4941 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 27
4942 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni | Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 2~
4943 Black walnut Juglans hindsii Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 17
4947 Val]ey oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 1”
4948 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 | 1>
TOTAL NEW 35”
TOTAL ALL 144”

The trees have significantly deteriorated in health or appearance
Based on the information provided in the arborist report, which has been verified by the Urban
Forester, the subject trees are in good condition. Therefore, this finding would not apply in
consideration for declassification of the Landmark Tree designation.

The trees no longer have habitat value



Native oaks (genus Quercus) are keystone species, supporting more life-forms than any other
tree genus in North America. Additionally, the California black walnut tree furnishes a
substantial food source for many small mammals and birds. As such, this finding would not
apply in consideration for declassification of the Landmark Tree designation.

The trees prevent reasonable use of the property

As described in the paragraphs above and illustrated in the supplemental documents attached
to this report, SacRT contends that the additional four subject trees cannot feasibly be retained
concurrently with their project as presently designed. Staff have reviewed the application
documents and confirmed that the Light Rail Modernization project as designed is not
compatible with the retention of the trees enumerated above in Table 1.

CONCLUSION

The Urban Forester has confirmed the SacRT Light Rail Modernization endeavor cannot
proceed congruently with retention of the Landmark Trees listed within this report as the
project is currently designed. Thus, staff agree that a finding may reasonably be made for
declassification under Folsom Municipal Code 12.16.170(D)(2)(3): The tree(s) prevents
reasonable use of the property.

As such, staff forward for City Council consideration Resolution No. 11218 — 4 Resolution to
Declassify Four Landmark Trees within the Joint Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow
for Removal as Part of the Sacramento Regional Transit Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes
to Folsom Project with the expectation that the project proponent will remove and mitigate the
subject trees in accordance with the Chapter 12.16 of the Folsom Municipal Code.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The applicant has supplied the $287 application fee for declassifying a Landmark Tree
designation. If approved by City Council, the resolution to declassify the subject trees will
allow the applicant to submit a tree removal permit and associated mitigation in-lieu fees
(estimated at $8,750) to the Community Development Department.

Pursuant to Section 12.16.160 of the Folsom Municipal Code, the anticipated mitigation fees
will be deposited into the City’s Tree Planting and Replacement Fund, which is utilized for
tree planting projects, administration of supplemental tree programs, and maintenance of
Landmark Trees.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

In consideration of environmental impacts, SacRT prepared an Initial Study and Mitigated
Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the project in January of 2020 in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The study found that a less-than significant



impact on air quality and biological resources is expected from the project as a result of tree
removals contingent upon the preparation of an arborist survey and mitigation for the tree
removals through either a tree replacement plan or payment of in-lieu fees in conformance
with local jurisdictional policies.

In keeping with the findings of the IS/MND, SacRT has acquired an arborist survey and
plans on mitigating for the removal of the five subject trees through payment of the
associated in-lieu fees as outlined in Section 12.16.150 of the Folsom Municipal Code.

The full IS/MND document can be accessed by visiting: https://www.sacrt.com/apps/wp-
content/uploads/Folsom-Gold-Line-Double-Track-Final-IS-MND__Jan-2020.pdf
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RESOLUTION NO. 11218 - A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY
FOUR LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT POWERS
AUTHORITY LANDMARK GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL
AS PART OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT
RAIL MODERNIZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT



RESOLUTION NO. 11218

A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY FOUR LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT
POWERS AUTHORITY LANDMARK GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL AS
PART OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT RAIL
MODERNIZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT

WHEREAS, Section 12.16.020 of the Folsom Municipal Code defines Landmark Trees
as a tree or group of trees determined by the City Council to confer a significant community benefit
to the general public due to the size, age, location, historic association or ecological value; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 5911 — A Resolution Establishing Landmark Tree
Designation at the JPA Right-of-Way on Folsom Boulevard Between Bidwell Street and Blue
Ravine Road was adopted on March 9, 1999, to underscore the historical and habitat contribution
of the native grove along Folsom Boulevard JPA scenic corridor. The associated staff report also
called attention to the possibility that the Joint Powers Authority (JPA), as the property owner,
may potentially need to declassify one or more Landmark Trees for light rail improvements in the
future; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom Urban Forester has conducted a review of an application
to declassify four trees within the abovementioned Landmark grove in anticipation of removal for
the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project and confirmed retention of the
subject trees conflicts with the project as designed; and

WHEREAS, the Community Development Department has confirmed that the trees affixed with
tag numbers 4829, 4830, 4835A, and 4940A qualify for declassification of Landmark Tree status
for the reason that they prevent reasonable use of the property; and

WHEREAS, notice has been given in the manner required by City Code; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
hereby finds the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom project cannot move
forward unless the Landmark Trees affixed with tag numbers 4829, 4830, 4835A, and 4940A are
removed and there are no reasonable alternative measures to construct the project as designed and
retain the trees; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that following declassification of the trees affixed with
tag numbers 4829, 4830, 4835A, and 49404, the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to
Folsom project proponent will obtain a tree removal permit and mitigate the subject trees pursuant
to Section 12.16.150 of the Folsom Municipal Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all other trees within the JPA Landmark Grove shall
be protected and managed consistent with ANSI A300 Standards, the International Society of
Arboriculture’s most recent Best Management Practices publications, and all applicable City of

Resolution No. 11218
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Folsom standards and policies for the duration of the SacRT Light Rail Modemization 15 Minutes
to Folsom project; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the oaks affixed with tag numbers 4829, 4830,
4835A, and 4940A as shown on Exhibit A, are hereby declassified from Landmark Tree status
under Chapter 12.16 of the Folsom Municipal Code.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 25" day of June 2024, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Councilmember(s):
NOES: Councilmember(s):
ABSENT:  Councilmember(s):
ABSTAIN: Councilmember(s):

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 11218
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Excerpt from the arborist report prepared by Dokken Engineering illustrating the locations of the thirteen trees
proposed for declassification.

0 "
ag Botanical Name Condition
4829 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 20”
4830 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 11”
4831 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 14”
4834 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 117
4835A Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 1”
4837 Black walnut Juglans hindsii Removed under Reso No. 11164 8”
4839 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 7”
4842 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 5”
4845 Black walnut Juglans hindsii Removed under Reso No. 11164 4
4878 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 16”
4880 Blue oak Quercus douglasii Removed under Reso No. 11159 21”7
4882 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11159 7
4885 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11159 17
4893 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11159 1?
4894 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11159 2”
4939 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 5”
4940A Valley oak Quercus lobata good 3”
4941 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 27
4942 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Removed under Reso No. 11164 27
4943 Black walnut Juglans hindsii Removed under Reso No. 11164 17
4947 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 17
4948 Valley oak Quercus lobata Removed under Reso No. 11164 1”
TOTAL NEW 35”
TOTAL ALL 144”

Resolution No. 11218
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Regional
Transit

Sacramento Regional
Transit District
A Public Transit Agency
and Equal Opportunity Employer

Administrative Offices
1400 29th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
916-321-2800

Mailing Address
P.O.Box 2110
Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

Human Resources
2810 O Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
916-556-0299

Customer Service &
Sales Center
1225 R Street

Sacramento, CA 95811

Route, Schedule & Fare
Information
916-321-BUSS (2877)
TDD 916-483-HEAR (4327)
sacrt.com

Public Transit Since 1973

VIA EMAIL TRANSMISSION ONLY

December 11, 2023

Atte: Bryan Holm
City Hall

50 Natoma Street
Folsom CA, 95630

Re: Rail Modernization — 15 Minute Service to Foisom Project

Subject: Tree Removal Justification Memo

There are four trees that require removal to construct Track Work as part of the
SacRT 15 Minute Service to Folsom Project as shown on the attached plan sheet C-
011. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan approved 10/13/2021 requires a
tree removal permit from the City of Folsom.

The Folsom City Arborist has informed us that these trees are part of a Landmark
Grove that was designated by the City Council approximately 30 years ago; and that
these trees cannot be removed from a Landmark Grove without first having them
“declassified” by the City Council. In order for the Council to make this
declassification, they need to determine one of the following:

1. The tree is dead or dying with no reasonable alternative measures available to
improve tree condition (i.e., mulching, irrigating, pruning, cabling, etc.); or

2. The tree no longer has habitat value; or

3. The tree prevents reasonable use of the property, and no feasible alternative
measures exist to retain the subject tree concurrently with a specified
reasonable use.

Unfortunately, per Item 3 above, there are no feasible alternatives that exist to retain
the trees and deliver the project as planned due to the site constraints of adjacent
roadways, dynamic train envelope, overhead catenary system, and sight distance.

Please accept this letter as justification to remove the trees shown on Plans sheet C-
011. Your timely consideration is appreciated as our contractor, Aldridge Electric Inc.,
did coordinate with the City well in advance, but we understand that our contractor
was not provided the above requirements.

Sincerely,

DALIA SIDAHMED
Resident Engineer
Engineering and Construction

SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT
c: (279) 234-6730

e: dsidahmed@sacrt.com

2811 O Street, Sacramento, CA 95816
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Chapter 1. Introduction

The Sacramento Regional Transit District (SacRT) proposes to construct the SacRT Folsom Light
Rail Modernization Double Track Project (Project) along Folsom Boulevard at the Glenn Station
between Glenn Drive and Parkshore Drive within the City of Folsom. An arborist survey was
completed in the fall of 2023 to inventory the trees within the project footprint. An Arborist Report
was prepared in January 2024 to quantify tree impacts and SacRT subsequently obtained the
necessary tree permits and landmark tree declassifications to complete the tree work as
described in the arborist report.

Tree trimming and removals described in the Arborist Report were completed on May 21, 2024;
however, additional tree work is required to meet minimum clearance requirements for the light
rail overhead powerlines. The purpose of this addendum is to document the additional trees that
will either need to be trimmed for the first time, trimmed again, or removed to meet the minimum
clearance requirements.

1.1. Survey Methodology

After tree trimming and removals were completed in accordance with the Arborist Report on May
21, 2024, the project area was inspected by International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) certified
arborist Scott Salembier (WE-12418A) and Katelynn Mosier, the Project Manager for the
contractor completing the double track project on May 22, 2024.

Using field survey stakes and project plan sheets, it was determined which of the remaining trees
would still conflict with the new overhead lines and need additional trimming. The percentage of
the canopy that must still be removed was visually estimated. If the required trimming would
remove too much of the canopy, disfigure the tree, or otherwise significantly damage the tree, it
was recommended for removal.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 1l
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Chapter 2. Additional Tree Impacts

A total of 13 trees must still be either trimmed, trimmed again, or removed. These trees are
summarized in Table 1 below and impacts are discussed in greater detail in the following section.

Table 1. Additional Tree Impacts Summary Table

Tag# Species Combined | Extrapolated | Health | Heritage | Previous | Additional
DSH DSH Rank | Status Impact Impact
4829 Interior live oak 24 20 Good Trim Remove
4330 Valley oak 11 11 Good Trim Remove
4835A Interior live oak 1 1 Good None Remove
4836 Valley oak 31 31 Good Yes Trim 2" Trim
4841 Interior live oak 28 28 Good None Trim
4849 Interior live oak 61 35 Good Yes Trim 2™ Trim
4850 Interior live oak 121 a7 Good Yes None Trim
4872A Crepe Myrtle 5 5 Good None Remove
4873 Interior live oak 37 37 Good Yes Trim 2" Trim
4876 Interior live oak 23 23 Good Trim 2" Trim
4881 Interior live oak 19 10 Good Trim 2" Trim
4888 Interior live oak 38 38 Good Yes Trim 2" Trim
4940A Valley oak 3 3 Good None Remove

2.1. Description & Justification for Additional Tree Work

21.1. Tree 4829, 24-inch Interior Live Oak (Removal)
Lower branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the arborist report; however,

In order to meet the increased vertical clearance for the light rail overhead power lines,
approximately 50% of the remaining canopy would need be removed including one of the tree's
main leaders. Trimming to this level would have a similar effect as topping and would leave a
disfigured tree more prone to erratic growth and premature failure. In addition, the remaining
canopy would closely overhang the new high-voltage lines and pose a potential fire and public
safety risk. It is therefore recommended for removal.

2.1.2. Tree 4830, 11-inch Valley Oak (Removal)
Lower branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the arborist réport. The entire

tree canopy is leaning out over the planned power lines and in order to meet the increased vertical
clearance for the light rail overhead power lines, more than 80% of the canopy would need to be
removed including all of the main leaders. This would effectively top the tree and leave a disfigured
trunk with almost no canopy to support it. The tree is therefore recommended for removal.

2.1.3. Tree 4835A, 1-inch Interior Live Oak (Removal)
This small tree was not picked up during the previous arborist surveys and was only noticed after

surrounding underbrush was cleared out. The tree is within the footprint of compacted fill for the
new track and must be removed.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 2
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Chapter 2. Additional Tree Impacts

21.4. Tree 4836, 31-inch Valley Oak (2"! Round of Trimming)
Low hanging branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the Arborist Report.

Two additional branches making up about 10 percent of the remaining canopy must now be
removed to meet the increased clearance requirements.

2.1.5. Tree 4841, 28-inch Interior Live Oak (1%t Round of Trimming)
This tree has not been pruned; however, with the increased vertical clearance minor trimming of

outer branches will be necessary to keep the branches out of the power lines. Heading cuts may
be necessary to slow the rate of future growth towards the lines. Less than 5 percent of the canopy
will need to be removed.

2.1.6. Tree 4849, 61-inch Interior Live Oak (2" Round of Trimming)
Low hanging branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the Arborist Report.

Two additional limbs must either be removed or reduced with heading cuts to maintain clearance
from the power lines. Less than 5% of the remaining canopy must be removed.

21.7. Tree 4850, 121-inch Interior Live Oak (15t Round of Trimming)
The tree was not trimmed during previous tree work. Reducing cuts are required on two outer

branches to maintain clearance from the power lines. Less than 5% of the canopy must be
removed.

2.1.38. Tree 4872A, 5-inch Crepe Myrtle (Removal)
This tree is not part of the Landmark Grove along Folsom Boulevard but is a protected street tree

in the center median of Glenn Road. Relocated crossing guards on Glenn Road require the
removal of the tree.

2.1.9. Tree 4873, 37-inch Interior Live Oak (2" Round of Trimming)
Low hanging branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the Arborist Report.

Minor/incidental additional trimming is needed for clearance from the power lines. Less than 5%
of the canopy must be removed.

2.1.10. Tree 4876, 23-inch Interior Live Oak (2"! Round of Trimming)
Low hanging branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the Arborist Report.

With the increased vertical clearance requirement, more of the canopy is now in conflict with the
power lines and approximately 30% of the remaining canopy would need to be removed which
exceeds ANSI standards. The tree is in good health and while removing this much of the canopy
is not ideal, the main leaders will not be removed and the tree has a good chance of recovering.

2.1.11. Tree 4881, 19-inch Interior Live Oak (2" Round of Trimming)
Low hanging branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the Arborist Report.

One additional reduction cut must be made on a large branch to maintain clearance to the power
lines. This will remove approximately 10% of the remaining canopy.

2.1.12. Tree 4888, 38-inch Interior Live Oak (2"! Round of Trimming)
Low hanging branches of this tree were previously trimmed as described in the Arborist Report.

Additional trimming is required to maintain clearance between the tree and power lines. This
would remove approximately 5% of the remaining canopy.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 3
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Chapter 2. Additional Tree Impacts

2.1.13. Tree 4940A, 3-inch Valley Oak (Removal)
This small tree was not picked up during the previous arborist surveys and was only noticed after

surrounding underbrush was cleared out. The tree is within the footprint of compacted fill for the
new track and must be removed.

2.2. Tree Declassification & Mitigation

Five additional trees need to be removed to complete the project. These trees are either rooted
within the grading limits of the project or so much of the tree canopy would need to be trimmed
that the tree is unlikely to survive or thrive after construction. Four of these trees are part of the
Designated Landmark Grove and must first be declassified before they can be removed. The 5"
tree is not part of the Landmark Grove and does not need to be declassified but does need to be
permitted and mitigated as a City Street Tree.

Compensatory mitigation for the 5 additional trees that must be removed will be required on an
inch per inch basis before construction may proceed. Per the City ordinance, the extrapolated
DSH is used to determine the mitigation needed for each tree. Table 6 below lists the trees that
must be removed and the DSH replacement mitigation requirement.

Table 2. Mitigation Requirement

] Extrapolated Replacement PoH
Tag # Species Health Rank - Replacement
DSH Ratio :

Requirement
4829 Interior live oak 20 Good 1:1 20
4830 Valley oak 11 Good 1:1 11
4835A Interior live oak 1 Good 1:1 1
4872A Crepe Myrtle 5 Good 1:1 5
4940A Valley oak 3 Good 1:1 3

Under the City’s tree ordinance, mitigation may take the form of on-site planting, payment of in-
lieu fees, or preservation of existing protected trees measuring one-inch DSH or greater.

SacRT is electing to mitigate for the removal of 40 additional DSH inches by paying the in-lieu
fee. Current in-lieu fees are $250/inch. In-lieu fee payment is estimated to be $10,000.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 4
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Chapter 1. Introduction

The Sacramento Regional Transit District (SacRT) proposes to construct the SacRT Folsom Light
Rail Modernization Double Track Project (Project) along Folsom Boulevard at the Glenn/Robert
G. Holderness Station between Glenn Drive and Parkshore Drive within the City of Folsom,
California. This report presents the results of an arborist survey conducted to quantify tree
resources present within the project footprint. In addition to relaying current size and health of
each tree within the project area, this report also presents an assessment of the effects of the
proposed project on each tree.

1.1. Project Description

SacRT proposes to improve its light rail service to Folsom along its Gold Line. The improvements
would allow light rail trains to operate every 15 minutes from the Sunrise Station to the Historic
Folsom Station, rather than the current 30 minutes. The improvements are part of the “Folsom
Light Rail Modernization Project’ that collectively includes new low-floor light rail vehicles,
modification to station platforms to accommodate the new vehicles, and addition of new passing
tracks and signalization. Current service between the Sunrise Station and the eastern terminus
of the Gold Line at the Historic Folsom Station (at Leidesdorff Street and Folsom Boulevard) is
impeded because only a single track provides service between these stations. To remedy this
operational constraint, the proposed project includes “double tracking” (or installing a passing
track) in two locations; updating the signal system that controls train movements so that trains will
be able to operate inbound and outbound between the Sunrise and Historic Folsom Stations with
little or no delay; adding a second loading platform at the Glenn and Hazel Stations; and modifying
the existing platforms at these stations to accommodate the new low-floor light rail vehicles.

1.2, City of Folsom Tree Ordinance

The City regulates the removal, pruning, and impacts to Protected Trees under the Tree
Preservation and Protection Ordinance (Chapter 12.16 of the Municipal Code). The ordinance
defines Protected Trees as including Native Oak Trees, Heritage Trees, Landmark Trees, and
Regulated Trees.

Native Oak Trees include: valley oak (Quercus lobata), blue oak (Quercus douglasii), interior live
oak (Quercus wislizeni), and coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) with a single trunk diameter at
standard height (DSH) of 6 inches or greater or a combined DSH of 20 inches or greater for multi-
stem trees.

Heritage trees include any tree on the City's Master Tree List with a DSH over 30 for single
stemmed trees or over 50 for multi-stemmed trees.

Landmark trees include any tree or group of trees that have been determined by the City Council
to confer a significant community benefit to the general public.

Regulated trees include trees required by City zoning code such as parking lot shade, street
trees, or trees required as conditions of a development project.

Railroad Street Improvement Project Page 2
Arborist Report



Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Mitigation ratios for Protected Trees varies depending on the ASCA Tree Rating System and the
size of replacement trees. Protected trees rated 3, 4 or 5 in the ASCA Tree Rating System (Table
1. ASCA Tree Rating System) shall be replaced at a ratio of one-inch equivalent for every one-
inch of DSH removed as shown in Table 2 (Table 2. Tree Replacement Equivalency Table).
Protected Trees rated 2 shall be replaced at a ratio of 0.5-inch equivalent for every one-inch
removed. Protected Trees rated 0 or 1 require no replacement or any other mitigation unless a
Parking Lot Shading Tree or Street Tree replacement is required under the Zoning Code.

Mitigation may take the form of on-site planting, payment of in-lieu fees, or preservation of existing
protected trees measuring one-inch DSH or greater. A combination of on-site replacement
planting and payment of in-lieu fees may be used where the number of replacement trees cannot
be accommodated on-site. The in-lieu payment shall be reduced based on the number of DSH
inches of the replacement trees planted onsite. Mitigation may be waived if the City Arborist
determines a tree proposed for removal poses a significant risk to health and safety.

Table 1. ASCA Tree Rating System

Rating Rating No. Rating Description
Excellent 5 No problem(s)
Good 4 No apparent problem(s)
Fair 3 Minor problem(s)
Poor 2 Major problem(s)
Hazardous or Non-correctable 1 Extreme problem(s)
Dead Q Dead

Table 2. Tree Replacement Equivalency Table

Replacement Tree Size DSH Equivalency
A sapling tree; or 0.5-Inch DSH
Tree In container less than 15 gallons 0.5-inch D3H
15-gallon container tree 1-inch DSH
24-inch box tree 2-inch DSH
36-inch box tree 3-inch DSH
SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 3
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Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

1.3. Survey Methodology

The project area was surveyed by International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) certified arborist
Scott Salembier (WE-12418A) on November 28, 2023 and December 22, 2023. Following
clarification of project description. the surveyed trees were revisited on January 3, 2024 and
January 19, 2024 in order to evaluate potential effects to each tree. The results included in this
report include all trees that meet the definition of a Protected Tree under the City Tree Ordinance
that may be affected by the proposed project. The species of each tree was identified, and the
location of each tree was mapped with GPS. The DSH of each stem was then measured with a
diameter tape and recorded.

In accordance with the City tree ordinance, the DSH of multi-stem trees each stem was calculated
by adding together the DSH of each stem. This combined DSH is used for determining if a tree
qualifies as a heritage tree. In addition, for the purpose of calculating compensatory mitigation the
extrapolated DSH was calculated by measuring the DSH of each stem and then taking the square
root of the sum of each individual stem’s DSH squared. Both combined and extrapolated DSH
values are provided in the survey results. Each tree was briefly inspected then rated according to
the ASCA Tree Rating System for consistency with the City’s tree ordinance. Dead trees were
not recorded. Table 3 beiow includes the ASCA Tree Health Ratings.

Table 3. Tree Health and Structure Rating System

ASCA Tree Health Ratings
No evidence of disease or decline. Tree is exhibiting excellent vigor and
5 | Excellent strong consistent growth. Wounds are well closed with little to no sign of
decay. No evidence of stress, nutrient deficiency, or insect infestation.
Average or below-average deadwood/dieback for the age and species.
Leaf size, color, and density typical for the species. Buds are normal size,
viable, abundant, and uniform. Current and past growth increments are
generally average or better. Wounds are well closed with little to no sign of
decay. Very little evidence of stress, disease, nutrient deficiency, and/or
insect infestation.
Above-average deadwood/dieback for the age and species. Leaf size and
density below what is typically expected for the species. Leaves may be
discolored, stunted, or deformed. Buds are normal size and viable but may
be sparse. Current and past growth increments may be below average.
Some wounds not closed. Some decay may be present. Some to moderate
level of stress, nutrient deficiency, disease, and/or infestation.
Abundant deadwood/dieback. Leaf size and density are well below what is
typically expected for the species. Leaves may be discolored or deformed
from nutrient deficiency or infection. Few viable buds are present
2 | Poor throughout the canopy. Current and past grown increments indicate
minimal growth. Wounds show minimal closure. Decay may be present.
The tree is strongly exhibiting signs of stress, nutrient deficiency, disease,
and/or infestation. Tree is in decline.
Major structural hazards and/or severe decline leading to an elevated risk
1 | Hazardous | of major branch failure or complete tree failure. Tree is recommended for
immediate removal.

4 | Good

3 | Fair

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 6
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Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

A total of 85 trees were included in the survey results. Each tree was surveyed following the
methods described in the previous chapter and was tagged with an aluminum tree tag. Table 4
lists each tree and that was found during the survey and identifies species, Combined DSH &
Extrapolated DSH, ASCA Health Ranking, and Heritage Tree Status.

Table 4. Tree Survey Results

Tag # Species Combined Extrapolated Health Heritage
DSH DSH Rank Status
4824 Interior live oak 47 34 Good
4823 Valley oak 4 4 Good
4825 Valley oak 4 4 Good
4826 Valley oak 7 7 Good
4827 Valley oak 31 31 Good Yes
4328 Interior live oak 15 15 Good
4829 Interior live oak 24 20 Good
4830 Valley oak 11 11 Good
4331 Valley oak 14 14 Good
4832 Valley oak 13 13 Good
4833 Black Walnut 20 20 Good
4834 Interior live oak 25 11 Good
4835 Valley oak 21 21 Good
4836 Valley oak 31 31 Good Yes
4837 Black Walnut 8 8 Good
4838 Interior live oak 17 17 Good
4839 Interior live oak 7 7 Good
4840 Black Walnut 6 6 Good
4841 Interior live oak 28 28 Good
4842 Valley oak 5 5 Good
4843 Interior live oak 42 30 Good
4844 interior live oak 50 35 Good Yes
4845 Black Walnut 4 4 Good
4846 Interior live oak 5 5 Good
4847 Interior live oak 27 19 Poor
4848 Black Walnut 6 6 Good
4849 Interior live oak 61 35 Good Yes
4850 Interior live oak 121 47 Good Yes
4851 Interior live oak 61 29 Good Yes
4852 Interior live oak 124 48 Good Yes
4853 Interior live oak 141 40 Poor Yes
4854 Interior live oak 25 18 Good
4855 Interior live oak 51 22 Good Yes
4856 Interior live oak 44 17 Good
4857 Interior live oak 25 15 Good
4858 Interior live oak 13 13 Good
SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 7
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Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Arborist Report

Tag # Species Combined Extrapolated Health Heritage
DSH DSH Rank Status

4859 Interior live oak 7 7 Good

4860 Interior live oak 10 10 Good

4861 Interior live oak 13 13 Fair

4862 Interior live oak 24 24 Fair

4863 Interior live oak 10 10 Poor

4864 Interior live oak 24 17 Good

4865 Interior live oak 60 35 Good Yes
4866 Interior live oak 11 7 Good

4867 Interior live oak 20 10 Good

4868 Interior live oak 59 30 Good Yes
4869 Interior live oak 66 30 Good Yes
4870 Interior live oak 44 22 Good

4871 Interior live oak 35 25 Good

4872 Interior live oak 45 27 Good

4873 Interior live oak 37 37 Good Yes
4874 interior live oak 28 28 Good

4875 Interior live oak 10 10 Good

4876 Interior live oak 23 23 Good

4877 Interior live oak 11 11 Good

4878 Interior live oak 16 16 Good

4879 Interior live oak 8 8 Good

4880 Blue Oak 21 21 Good

4881 Interior live oak 19 10 Good

4882 Interior live oak 20 12 Good

4883 Interior live oak 11 11 Good

4884 Interior live oak 78 40 Good Yes
4885 Interior live oak 2 1 Good

4886 Interior live oak 34 24 Good

4887 Interior live oak 23 16 Good

4888 Interior live oak 38 38 Good Yes
4889 Interior live oak 5 4 Good

4890 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4891 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4892 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4893 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4894 Valley oak 4 2 Good

4895 interior live oak 3 3 Good

4937 Interior live oak 4 3 Good

4938 Interior live oak 27 19 Good

4939 Interior live oak 9 5 Good

4940 Interior live oak 44 33 Good

4941 Interior live oak 2 2 Good

4942 Interior live oak 2 2 Poor

4943 Black Walnut 1 1 Good

4944 Interior live oak 46 28 Good

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 8



Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Tag# Species Combined Extrapolated Health Heritage
DSH DSH Rank Status

4945 Interior live oak 20 20 Good

4946 Interior live oak 37 26 Good

4947 Valley oak 1 1 Good

4948 Valley oak 1 1 Good

All trees found within the project area were in either good or fair health at the time of the survey
except for three Interior Live Oaks (#4853, #4863 and #4992). The locations of all trees found
within the project area are shown on Figure 3.

21. Protected Tree Status

Native Oak Trees
The survey area included 1 Blue oak, 47 interior live oaks, and 7 valley oaks that meet the
minimum 6-inch DSH size criteria to be Protected Native Oak Trees under the City Ordinance.

Heritage Trees
The survey area included 2 valley oak and 13 interior live oaks that meet the minimum size criteria
to Protected Heritage Trees under the City Ordinance.

Landmark Trees

Per conversations with the City Arborist, it was discovered that all trees within the JPA right-of-
way along Folsom Boulevard between Bidwell Street and Blue Ravine were designated as a
Landmark Grove by the City Council. Landmark trees may not be removed without prior
declassification by the City Council. This designation includes every tree in the survey: 6 Black
Walnuts, 1 Blue Oak, 65 Interior Live Oaks, and 13 Valley Oaks (85 trees total).

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 9
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Chapter 3. Project Impacts & Discussion

3.1. Tree Impact Summary

Identification of the extent of project activities and footprint that will affect project area trees were
gained through direction of the SacRT with additional clarification provided by the project
contractor. On January 19, 2024 the City’s Urban Forester and representatives from SacRT, the
Contractor, and the Contractor supplied arborist walked the project alignment to review impacts
to each tree. To aid in this effort, the Contractor’s surveyor had marked the limits of trimming and
ground disturbance. These are as follows:

e Trimming of all branches that overhang within 10 feet of the easternmost rail of the future
tracks for the train envelope. If this action would remove most of a tree’s canopy, the tree
will need to be removed.

e Removal of all trees rooted within the limits of future fill slopes and drainage ditches.

Of the 85 trees found within the Project Area, 18 must be removed and 39 must be trimmed. All
57 affected trees are in conflict with either permanent project features or access requirements
during construction. The location of trees that will be impacted by the project are shown on Figure
4. Tree Impacts. The remaining trees are located far enough away from proposed improvements
that they can be protected in place for the duration of construction and will not need to be trimmed
or removed.

3.2, Tree Trimming

As discussed above, 39 trees will need to be trimmed to complete the project to provide the legally
required minimum clearances around the train envelope. During the January 19" site walk, the
City Urban Forester reviewed each tree that will be trimmed and worked with the contractor tree
company to determine which limbs were to be cut to preserve the natural form of the tree,
minimize the amount of canopy lost to meet the project requirements. To the extent feasible,
trimming will follow the City of Folsom Tree Care and Maintenance Standards with two notable
exceptions. For trees 4844 and 4841, there is no way to preserve major limbs and non-standard
stub cuts will be made. Trees that will be pruned are listed on the following table and included in
Figure 3.

Table 5. Trees that will be Trimmed

1 Combined | Extrapolated Heritage

Tag # Species DBH DEH Health Statusg
4824 Interior live oak 47 34 Good

4826 Valley oak 7 7 Good

4828 Interior live oak 15 15 Good

4829 Interior live oak 24 20 Good

43830 Valley oak 11 11 Good

4832 Valley oak 13 13 Good

4836 Valley oak 31 31 Good Yes
4843 Interior live oak 42 30 Good

Railroad Street Improvement Project Page 10
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Chapter 3. Project Impacts and Discussion

3 Combined | Extrapolated Heritage

Tag # Species DBH DI;H Health Statuf
4846 Interior live oak 5 5 Good

4847 Interior live oak 27 19 Poor

4849 Interior live oak 61 35 Good Yes
4851 Interior live oak 61 29 Good Yes
4853 Interior live oak 141 40 Poor Yes
4854 Interior live oak 25 18 Good

4855 Interior live oak 51 22 Good Yes
4873 Interior live oak 37 37 Good Yes
4874 Interior live oak 28 28 Good

4875 Interior live oak 10 10 Good

4876 Interior live oak 23 23 Good

4877 Interior live oak 11 11 Good

4881 Interior live oak 19 10 Good

4883 Interior live oak 11 11 Good

4884 Interior live oak 78 40 Good Yes
4886 Interior live oak 34 24 Good

4887 Interior live oak 23 16 Good

4888 Interior live oak 38 38 Good Yes
4889 Interior live oak 5 4 Good

4890 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4891 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4892 Interior live oak 1 1 Good

4895 Interior live oak 3 3 Good

4937 Interior live oak 4 3 Good

4938 Interior live oak 27 19 Good

4940 Interior live oak 44 33 Good

4944 Interior live oak 46 28 Good

4945 Interior live oak 20 20 Good

4946 Interior live oak 37 26 Good

4841 Interior live oak 28 28 Good

4844 Interior live oak 50 35 Good Yes

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project
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Chapter 3. Project Impacts and Discussion

3.3. Tree Removal & Mitigation

A total of 18 trees need to be removed to complete the project. These trees are either rooted
within the grading limits of the project or so much of the tree canopy would need to be trimmed
that the tree is unlikely to survive or thrive after construction. During the January 19" sidewalk
with the City Urban Forester, each of these trees was reviewed and found that they could not be
saved. As part of a Designated Landmark Grove, each of these trees must first be declassified
before it can be removed.

Compensatory mitigation for the 18 trees that must be removed will be required on an inch per
inch basis before construction may proceed. Per the City ordinance, the extrapolated DSH is used
to determine the mitigation needed for each tree. Table 6 below lists the trees that must be
removed and the DSH replacement mitigation requirement.

Table 6. Mitigation Requirement

Tag# Species Extrapolated | ASCA Health | Replacement RepI:cs:ment
DSH Ranking Ratio ‘
Requirement
4831 Valley oak 14 Good 1:1 14
4834 Interior live oak 11 Good 1:1 11
4837 Black Walnut 8 Good 1:1
4839 Interior live oak 7 Good 1:1 7
4842 Valley oak 5 Good 1:1 5
4845 Black Walnut 4 Good 1:1 4
4878 Interior live oak 16 Good 1:1 16
4880 Blue Oak 21 Good 1:1 21
4882 Interior live oak 12 Good 1:1 12
4885 Interior live oak 1 Good 1:1 1
4893 Interior live oak 1 Good 1:1 1
4894 Valley oak 2 Good 1:1 2
4939 Interior live oak 5 Good 1:1 5
4941 Interior live oak 2 Good 1:1 2
4942 Interior live oak 2 Poor 1:1 2
4943 Black Walnut 1 Good 1.1 1
4947 Valley oak 1 Good 1:1 1
4948 Valley oak 1 Good 1:1 1
Total DSH Replacement Requirement 115

Under the City’s tree ordinance, mitigation may take the form of on-site planting, payment of in-
lieu fees, or preservation of existing protected trees measuring one-inch DSH or greater.

SacRT is electing to mitigate for the removal of 115 DSH inches by paying the in-lieu fee. Current
in-lieu fees are $250/inch. In-lieu fee payment is estimated to be $28,750.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project Page 12
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ATTACHMENT 35

LIGHT RAIL MODERNIZATION IMPROVEMENT PLAN
EXCERPT
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ATTACHMENT 6

RESOLUTION NO. 5911 — A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING
LANDMARK TREE DESIGNATION AT THE JPA RIGHT-OF-WAY
ON FOLSOM BOULEVARD BETWEEN BIDWELL STREET AND
BLUE RAVINE ROAD



RESOLUTION NO. 5911
A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING LANDMARK TREE DESIGNATION AT THE JPA RIGHT-OF-WAY
ON FOLSOM BOULEVARD BETWEEN BIDWELL STREET AND BLUE RAVINE ROAD

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 12.16 of the Folsom Municipal
Code, establishes basic standards, measures and compliance to the preservation and protection of trees for the use
and enjoyment of present and future generations; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom’s Tree Preservation Ordinance, Section 12.16.090 of the Folsom
Municipal Code, provides a means to designate Landmark Trees by Resolution of the City Council based upon one
or more of the following attributes: 1) historical value; 2) excellent health rating; 3) outstanding habitat value; 4)
unusual species; or 5) superior beauty; and

WHEREAS, the Planning, Inspections and Permitting Department has recommended that the City
Council find that the grove of trees within the JPA right-of-way on Folsom Boulevard between Bidwell Street and
Blue Ravine Road, based on the historical and habitat value along the Folsom Boulevard scenic corridor, be
designated as Landmark Trees; and

WHEREAS, the Planning, Inspections and Permitting Department has recommended that the City Council
find that an annual arborist ¢valuation of all the trees within the JPA right-of-way on Folsom Boulevard between
Bidwell Street and Blue Ravine Road is not practical, and that staff determine when an arborist evaluation is warranted
to monitor overall stand health; and

WHEREAS, notice has been given at the time and in the manner required by State Law and City Code;
and

WHEREAS, this project is exempt from environmental review pursuant to Section 15307 of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Folsom City Council adopts this Resolution for the

establishment of Landmark Trees located at the JPA right-of-way on Folsom Boulevard between Bidwell Street and
Blue Ravine Road.

APPROVED AND ADOPTED this 9th day of March, 1999, by the following call vote:
AYES: Councilmembers: Aceituno, Dow, Drew, Howell, Miklos
NOES: Councilmembers: None
ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None

ATTEST:

City Clerk
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RESOLUTION NO. 11159 — A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY
FIVE LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT POWERS
AUTHORITY LANDMARK GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL
AS PART OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT
RAIL MODERNIZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT
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RESOLUTION NO. 11159

A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY FIVE LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT
POWERS AUTHORITY LANDMARK GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL AS
PART OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT RAIL
MODERNIZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT

WHEREAS, Section 12.16.020 of the Folsom Municipal Code defines Landmark Trees
as a tree or group of trees determined by the City Council to confer a significant community benefit
to the general public due to the size, age, location, historic association or ecological value; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 5911 — A Resolution Establishing Landmark Tree
Designation at the JPA Right-of-Way on Folsom Boulevard Between Bidwell Street and Blue
Ravine Road was adopted on March 9, 1999, to underscore the historical and habitat contribution
of the native grove along Folsom Boulevard JPA scenic corridor. The associated staff report also
called attention to the possibility that the Joint Powers Authority (JPA), as the property owner,
may potentially need to declassify one or more Landmark Trees for light rail improvements in the
future; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom Urban Forester has conducted a review of an application
to declassify five oaks within the abovementioned Landmark grove in anticipation of removal for
the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project and confirmed retention of the
subject trees conflicts with the project as designed; and

WHEREAS, the Community Development Department has recommended that the oaks
with affixed tag numbers 4880, 4882, 4885, 4893, and 4894 qualify for declassification of
Landmark Tree status for the reason that they prevent reasonable use of the property; and

WHEREAS, notice has been given in the manner required by City Code; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
hereby finds the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom project cannot move
forward unless the Landmark oaks affixed with tag numbers 4880, 4882, 4885, 4893, and 4894
are removed and there are no reasonable alternative measures to construct the project as designed
and retain the trees; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that following declassification of the oaks affixed with
tag numbers 4880, 4882, 4885, 4893, and 4894, the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes
to Folsom project proponent will obtain a tree removal permit and mitigate the subject oaks
pursuant to Section 12.16.150 of the Folsom Municipal Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all other trees within the JPA Landmark Grove shall
be protected and managed consistent with ANSI A300 Standards, the International Society of
Arboriculture’s most recent Best Management Practices publications, and all applicable City of

Resolution No. 11159
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Folsom standards and policies for the duration of the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes
to Folsom project; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the oaks affixed with tag numbers 4880, 4882, 4885,
4893, and 4894 as shown on Exhibit A, are hereby declassified from Landmark Tree status under
Chapter 12.16 of the Folsom Municipal Code.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 23" day of January, 2024, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Councilmember(s): Rohrbough, Aquino, Chalamcherla, Rodriguez, Kozlowski
NOES: Councilmember(s): None
ABSENT: Councilmember(s): None
ABSTAIN: Councilmember(s): None

DocuSigned by:

‘ Mikt, komlowski
Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 11159
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Exhibit A
Site Map

Tree Survey Area

Trees Protecled in Place
¢ Trees to be Timmed

Tress to be Removed

Annotated excerpt from the arborist report prepared by Dokken Engineering calling out the five oaks
proposed for declassification

Resolution No. 11159
Page 3 of 3
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RESOLUTION NO. 11164 - A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY
THIRTEEN LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT POWERS
AUTHORITY LANDMARK GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL
AS PART OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT
RAIL MODERNIZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT
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RESOLUTION NO. 11164

A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY THIRTEEN LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE
JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY LANDMARK GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL
AS PART OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT RAIL
MODERNIZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT

WHEREAS, Section 12.16.020 of the Folsom Municipal Code defines Landmark Trees
as a tree or group of trees determined by the City Council to confer a significant community benefit
to the general public due to the size, age, location, historic association or ecological value; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 5911 — A4 Resolution Establishing Landmark Tree
Designation at the JPA Right-of-Way on Folsom Boulevard Between Bidwell Street and Blue
Ravine Road was adopted on March 9, 1999, to underscore the historical and habitat contribution
of the native grove along Folsom Boulevard JPA scenic corridor. The associated staff report also
called attention to the possibility that the Joint Powers Authority (JPA), as the property owner,
may potentially need to declassify one or more Landmark Trees for light rail improvements in the
future; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom Urban Forester has conducted a review of an application
to declassify thirteen trees within the abovementioned Landmark grove in anticipation of removal
for the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom Project and confirmed retention of
the subject trees conflicts with the project as designed; and

WHEREAS, the Community Development Department has recommended that the trees
affixed with tag numbers 4831, 4834, 4837, 4839, 4842, 4845, 4878, 4939, 4941, 4942, 4943,
4947, and 4948 qualify for declassification of Landmark Tree status for the reason that they prevent
reasonable use of the property; and

WﬁEREAS, the Urban Forester has concluded the Landmark Tree affixed with tag
number 4841 will incur a significant impact from the project and may potentially need to be
removed pending asscssment following the construction activities; and

WHEREAS, notice has been given in the manner required by City Code; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
hereby finds the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom project cannot move
forward unless the Landmark Trees affixed with tag numbers 4831, 4834, 4837, 4839, 4842, 4845,
4878, 4939, 4941, 4942, 4943, 4947, and 4948 are removed and there are no reasonable alternative
measures to construct the project as designed and retain the trees; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that following declassification of the trees affixed with
tag numbers 4831, 4834, 4837, 4839, 4842, 4845, 4878, 4939, 4941, 4942, 4943, 4947, and 4948,
the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom project proponent will obtain a tree

Resolution No. 11164
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removal permit and mitigate the subject trees pursuant to Section 12.16.150 of the Folsom
Municipal Code; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all other trees within the JPA Landmark Grove shall
be protected and managed consistent with ANSI A300 Standards, the International Society of
Arboriculture’s most recent Best Management Practices publications, and all applicable City of
Folsom standards and policies for the duration of the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes
to Folsom project; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that all efforts shall be made to preserve the Landmark
Tree affixed with tag number 4841, which shall retain its Landmark Tree designation unless
determined to be irreparably damaged by the Urban Forester following construction activities
from the SacRT Light Rail Modernization 15 Minutes to Folsom project. If determined to be
irreparably damaged from the project activities by the Urban Forester, tree #4841 shall be
removed and mitigated in conformance with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance at SacRT’s
expense; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the oaks affixed with tag numbers 4831, 4834, 4837,
4839, 4842, 4845, 4878, 4939, 4941, 4942, 4943, 4947, and 4948 as shown on Exhibit A, are
hereby declassified from Landmark Tree status under Chapter 12.16 of the Folsom Municipal

Code.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13" day of February 2024, by the following roll-call vote:
AYES: Councilmember(s): Rodriguez, Rohrbough, Chalamcherla, Aquino
NOES: Councilmember(s): None

ABSENT:  Councilmember(s): Kozlowski
ABSTAIN: Councilmember(s): None

DoouSigned by:
‘ Saral Rapsins
Sarah Aquino, VICE MAYOR

ATTES oy

------
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Site Map and Tree Removal Table

Exhibit A
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Figure 3

Tree Impacts Map
Sheel 1 of 4

cRT Folsom Light Rall

Modernlzation Double Track Project

Excerpt from the arborist report prepared by Dokken Engineering illustrating the locations of the thirteen trees

proposed for declassification.

Trees Declassified for Removal

Tag # Common Name Botanical Name Condition DSH
4831 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 14”
4834 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 11”7
4837 Black walnut Juglans hindsii good 8”
43839 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 7’
*4841* Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 28”
4842 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 5”
4845 Black walnut Juglans hindsii good 4
4878 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 16”
4939 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 5”
4941 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 2”
4942 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 2”
4943 Black walnut Juglans hindsii good 1?
4947 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 17
4948 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 1”
TOTAL 77

*Tree #4841 is planned for preservation but will incur substantial encroachment impacts from the project. The Urban
Forester shall assess the potential for survival following the construction activities. Unless determined by the Urban
Forester to warrant removal, this tree shall retain its Landmark Designation.

Resolution No. 11164
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Folsom Landmark Tree Map
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Folsom City Council

Staff Regort

MEETING DATE: 6/25/2024

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 11219 — A Resolution Amending Resolution No.
11110 and Enacting the Annual Inflationary Adjustment for City
User Fees for Selected City Services

FROM: Finance Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

The Finance Department requests that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 11219 — A
Resolution Amending Resolution No. 11110 and Enacting the Annual Inflationary Adjustment
for City User Fees for Selected City Services.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE
In May 2006, the Folsom City Council adopted Resolution No. 7815 which established a new
user fee schedule for selected city services and also adopted an annual inflationary adjustment.

The inflationary adjustment was last applied on November 1, 2023.

POLICY /RULE

City of Folsom Municipal Code Section 3.50.020 states, “The city manager is hereby directed
to recommend to the council the adjustment of fees and charges to recover the percentage of
costs reasonably borne in providing the regulation, products or services enumerated in this
chapter and on the schedule of rate review as hereinafter established in this chapter. Costs
reasonably borne shall be as are defined in Section 3.50.030.”

City Council Resolution No. 7815 adopted on May 23, 2006, approved an annual inflationary
adjustment to be applied each fiscal year for selected city user fees along with fee increases
based on a fee study.



ANALYSIS

The annual inflationary adjustment to be applied is 2.62%. This is based on the US Bureau of
Labor Statistics & CA Department of Finance CPI-West Urban Consumers, all items, San
Francisco CMSA, Annual amount as of December of the previous calendar year as set forth in
Resolution No. 7815. The proposed fee schedules were derived by applying the annual
inflationary adjustment to the current fees if allowed. Some fees were removed, reduced or
remained the same per Director or Chief request.

The proposed June 25, 2024, fee schedule is included as part of Resolution No. 11219 and will
be effective July 1, 2024.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 11219 — A Resolution Amending Resolution No. 11110 and Enacting the
Annual Inflationary Adjustment for City User Fees, for Selected City Services

2. United States Consumer Price Index — All Urban Consumers as published by the United
States Bureau of Labor Statistics CPI-West Urban consumers, all items, San Francisco
CMSA as of December 2023

Submitted, 2

Sticey Tamagni, Finance Director
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Resolution No. 11219 — A Resolution Amending Resolution No.
11110 and Enacting the Annual Inflationary Adjustment for City
User Fees, for Selected City Services



RESOLUTION NO. 11219

A RESOLUTION AMENDING RESOLUTION NO. 11110 AND
ENACTING THE ANNUAL INFLATIONARY ADJUSTMENT FOR
CITY USER FEES FOR SELECTED CITY SERVICES

WHEREAS, City of Folsom Municipal Code Section 3.50.020 states “The city manager
is hereby directed to recommend to the council the adjustment of fees and charges to recover the
percentage of costs reasonably borne in providing the regulation, products or services enumerated
in this chapter and on the schedule of rate review as hereinafter established in this chapter. Costs
reasonably borne shall be as are defined in Section 3.50.030.”; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 7815 adopted by the Folsom City Council on May 23, 2006,
allowed for an annual inflationary adjustment to User Fees each fiscal year; and

WHEREAS, Resolution No. 11110 adopted by City Council on October 10, 2023 set the
most recent User Fee schedule; and

WHEREAS, the annual inflationary adjustment is based on the US Bureau of Labor
Statistics & CA Department of Finance CPI-West Urban Consumers, all items, San Francisco
CMSA annual amount as of December of the previous calendar year

WHEREAS, As of December 31, 2023 the annual inflationary adjustment applied is
2.62%; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
Amends Resolution No. 11110 and Enacts the Annual Inflationary Adjustment for City User Fees
as of July 1, 2024 for Selected City Services as set forth in the fee schedules attached hereto;

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 25th day of June, 2024, by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Councilmember(s):
NOES: Councilmember(s):
ABSENT:  Councilmember(s):
ABSTAIN: Councilmember(s):

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 11219
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City of Folsom

Master Fee Schedule as of July 1, 2024

ANNUAL
. FEE FEE
# DEPARTMENT/ASERVICE INFLATION
/02023 ADJUSTMENT 07/01/2024
Reso 11110 Annual CPL' Proposed
Finance
FN-la |Returned Check Fe - Initial b 2518 - | 25
FN-1b |Returned Check Fee - Additional b} 351§ - 3 35
FN-2  |Lien/Delinquency Admin Fee $ 1251 § - $ 125
FN-2a |Admin/Disconnect Fee 5 75| S - s 75
FN-2b |Reconneet Fee - during business hours $ 5018 - |5 50
FN-2¢ |Reconnect Fee - after business hours $ 1351 % - ] 135
Business License Certificate .
FN-4 |New License Review Fee 5 2715 1]5 28
PE-165 |[New Home Occupation Review Pernit Sce PE-165 Sce PE-165
FN-5 |License Reprint Fee $ 1418 0]s 14
FN-7  |Customer Business Lists - Year b 2009 1S 21
FN-8  |Customer Business Lists - | month $ 2008 118 21
Annual Historic District Surcharge Tax S 60| § E S 60
Home Occupation Annual Certificate S 40| $ - s 40
Business License Certificate Fee Table Class. A-C Class. A-C
Specialty Operations Class. D Class. D
X Li F
FN-9  |Application and investigation S 690 | § 1318 708
FN-10 |Annual Livense Renewal $ 92]% 2ls M4
FN-12 |PER Table Fee par QUARTER $ 273 | % 718 280
EN-13 JAlternative Method of Payment 2.75% - % 2.75% - 3%
MWater
W-3  |Construction Meter Rental Rate per Month S 100]$ - $ 100
W-4  |Security Deposit for 2.5 inch Construction Meter 3 900 | § - |5 900
W-5  |Security Deposit for 4 inch Construction Meter S 2,700 | § - § 2,700
W-6  |Relocation of Construction Meter 5 rall . b3 25
W-7  |Repent Disinfection Testing of Mew Facilities 5 2008 - b 200
W-§  |Backflow Testing Tag 5 155 - 3 15
W-9  |Testing of Backilow Device $ 100 | . 3 100
Wastewater
WW-1 |Emergency Call Out {After Hours/1fourly Rale) § 135 | § - $ 135
Clean up of Sanitary Sewer Overflow From Private Lateral or
WW-2 [collection ssytem (Hourly rate) b3 200 | § - 3 200
Inspection of Private Collection Systems (o Include Manholes,
il Maines and Laterals (Hourdy Rate) 3 150 |% ) $ .

Resolution No., 11219
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DEPARTMENT/SERVICE ek I\T e i
] EPARTMENT/SERVICE N NFLATION N
11/00/2023 ADJUSTMENT 07/01/2024
Reso 11110 Annual CPI ' Troposed
Fafice
P-1 Vehicle Release $ 178 | & 515 183
p-2 Livescan bt 26| 3 11$ 27
pP-3 Alarn Permit {New) 5 46| % 11§ 47
P-1b  |Alarm Permit (Renewal - Commereial) s %] 5 nls 18
P-4 Fabste Alorm (2md False alorm - infor. not updoted) b 9% | § 318 101
P-d4b  |False Alarm (3rd fulse alorm) s oR | § kN ] 101
P-4¢ False Alarm (4ih false alann) b 113 | § 118 114
P-4d Fabse Alarm (5thi false alarm) 5 171 | § 3ls 174
P-6 Repossessions 5 151 % 0fs 15
P-7 VIN Verification 5 46| % 013 46
P-8 Clearance Letter-Clear S 411 % nls 41
P-9 Vehicle Sign-OfF 5 461 % L I 46
P-10  [Fircarms Permit $ 480 | 5 1215 492
P-15  |Adult Businesses 3 1451 % 41% 149
P-17 S 1153% Regstration 3 2613 118 27
P-18  |Police report copy s 3 -8 5
Firg
[FR-1  [Calitornia Fire Code Inspection - HSC 13146.2 and 13146.3 b 2001 % 51% 205
Pre-license Inspection = 25 - HSC 13233 $ 32|% 118 53
Pre-license Inspection > 28 - HSC 13235 b 104 | 3 s 107
FR-2  |Re-Inspection (2nd and subseguent reinspections) 3 2971 % 618% 233
FR-3  |Fire Stand Pipe Systern Plan Review bldg pmt val bidg pmt val bldg pmt val
FR-4  |Fire Hydrant System PC bldg pmt val bidg pml val bldg pmt val
FR-3  |Firc Sprinkler System Plan Review bldg pmt val bldg pmt val bldg pmt val
FR-6  |Fire Pump Plan Review bldg pint val bldg pnt val bldg pmit val
FR-7  |Fire Alunn System Plan Review bldy pmt val bldg pmt val bldg pmt val
FR-10 |Fixed Fire Protection Systemn Plan Review bldg pmt val bldg pmt val bldg pmt val
FR-11 |Gas System Plan Review (Medical, LPG, Compressed, cte) bldg pmt val bldg pmt val bidg pmt val
FR-14 |Public Fireworks Display PC bldg pnt val bidg pmt val bldg pmt val
FR-15 |Speciul Fire Inspection (ufler hours or by request) $ 266 | $ 715 273
FR-23 |Safe & Sane Fireworks Stand Inspection $ A 91% 36l
FR-24 |Incident/Inspection Report Copy S 0|s - $ 20
FR-25 |Paticnt Care Report (PCR) and'or Medical Billing § 321 - b 32
Fire Hazard/Vegelation Management Adminitrative fee per Re
FR-26 |lospection b 65| § 418 169
Weed Abatement Cost - City's cost S 1000 Minimum SEO000 Minimum
FR-28 |False Alarm (2nd (adse alarm - infor. aot updated) $ 98| % ils 101
FR-28b |False Alacta (2ed false alarm) $ 98| 3 ils tal
FR-28¢ |False Alurm (4th false alann) by 1171 % ils 120
FR-28d |Fulse Alurm (Sth {alse atarm) $ 173 ] & 518 178
FR-36 |Fire Hydrant Flow Test 5 217 8 618 223
FR-39 |Fite Photograph(s) Flush Rrive b3 2% 115 n
FR-42 |Expedited Servioes Fee 1.5 X Reg Fee .5 X Reg Fee
FR-43

Fire Safety Qticer Standby, Third Party review or Inspection

Resolution No. 11219
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FEE ANNUAL FEE
# DEPARTMENT/SERVICE L1/01/2023 INFLATION 07/01/2024
ADJUSTMENT
Reso 11110 Annual CPI ! Proposed
City Clerk
CC-20 |Document Prinfing & Copying (First 10 pages frec) % 010] s o000 |s 0.10
-3 |Document Printing Pages ereater than 17x 14 or color copies (per | 5 il s ogs 5
side/per page)
fcc-e  Joopy DVD $ s|s ols 5
CC-8  JFolsom Munivipal Code Cosl to Produce Cost to Produce]  Cost to Produce
CC-9  JUpdates w Folsom Municipal Code Cost o Produce Cost to Produce]  Cost to Produce
€10 [Planning Commission Decision Appeal - Owner oceupied. single | $ 371 s 715 264
tamily dwelting
CC-11 fPlanning Commission Decision Appeal - All others $ 522] 8 1415 336
CC-12 fTruancy Fee (Monies puid through City Clerk) % LY B - REMOQVE
CC-13 fCude Enforcement Administrative Heaving s 1l s 51s 198
Library’
JLB-¢  JReturned check Fec City standard fee City stondard fee
(swe Finunce) NA {s¢e Finance)
LB-8a [Scll service copy charges - (B & W) s 0I5 s onols 0.15
LB-8b Sclf service copy charges - (Color) £ 100 page $ - £.50/page
LB-10 [interlibrary foen'item (plus add'l lending library fees) 3 ils - s 5
LB-t1 JLosl or damaged books in Folsom colloction Up wcostof item | § = Up 1o cost of item
plus $5.00 plus §5.00 provessing
processing fec fee
LB-12 JLost or damuged materiuls from interlibrary loan Up tocost of item, | $ - Up 1o cost of item.
plus charges form plus charges form
lending library, plus lending library. plus
£5.00 local %5.00 local
processing fec processing fee
LB-13 [Relerral fee for materinl and fee recovery services (for accounts | S 0] - $ 10.00
with billed overdue materials und tow] owstanding charges of
$25 or more)

¥ Annual inflationary adjustment based on the US Burean of Labor Statistics & CA Department of Finance CPI-West Urban
Consumers, all items, San Francisco CMSA, Annwal amonnt as of December of the previous calendar year,
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# DEPARTMENT/SERVICE

# |Parks & Recreation®
PR-7 |Zookeeping/Gate
PR-9 |Zoo-Gifl Shop
PR-10 |Zoo-Education/Tours
PR-13 |Aquativs - Rec/Lap Swim
PR-14 | Aqualics - Swim Lessons
PR-13 [Aguatics - Swim Team
PR-1O |Aquitics -~ Aguacise
PR-17 | Agquatics - Swim Camps
PRI} |Aqualics - School Purties
PR-1Y [Aquatics - Birthday Partics
PR-21 |Aquanivs - Swim Meets
PR-22 [Ayualics - Rental/Spons.
PR-23 |Aquulics - Concessions
PR-24 |Cummings Park/Skate
PR-25 [Comm Center - Resident
Comm Center - Non-Resident
Comun Center - FCUS}
PR-26 |Rotary Clubhouse (sce Comm Center)
PR-30 |Purk Remtals
PR-32 | Youth Spec. Interest
PR-33 |Culiura! Classes
PR-37 |Fec Based Spec Events
PR-38 |Youth Day Camps
PR-3? |Teens
PR-40 |Culiural Sves/Preschool
PR-2 |Scaiors
PR3 |Sponsorship
PR-45 |Kemp Concessions
PR-A® | Adult Sports
PR-47 Y outh Sports
PR [Comm, Youth Lengues
PR-49 |Sports Facility Rentals

2 N d .
Parky and Recreation bees are set by the department. Cost rocovery
Tevels gre set vl the progrom tevel,
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