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

January 23, 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: 

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

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

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

 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 

 

  
City Council meetings take place at 

City Hall, 50 Natoma Street 
Watch the livestream and replay past 

meetings on the city website, 
www.folsom.ca.us 

Watch live and replays of meetings on 
Sac Metro Cable TV, Channel 14 

 
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/
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City Council Regular Meeting 
 

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

 
 www.folsom.ca.us   

Tuesday, January 23, 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:     Rohrbough, Aquino, Chalamcherla, Rodriguez, 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 

AGENDA UPDATE 

SCHEDULED PRESENTATIONS: 

1. Recognition of 2023 Folsom Holiday Lights Contest Winners 

2. Folsom Tourism and Economic Development Corporation (TEDCorp) Quarterly Report 

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. 

 

 

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

3. Approval of January 9, 2024 Regular Meeting Minutes 

4. Ordinance No. 1341- An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Repealing Chapter 
2.42 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Initiative, Referendum and Recall Petitions 
(Second Reading and Adoption) 

5. Resolution 11158–A Resolution Authorizing a Transfer of Police Special Revenue Trust Funds-
Drug Asset Forfeiture, to the Police Department Operating Budget and the Appropriation of funds 
for the Purchase of Police Equipment and Training 

NEW BUSINESS: 

6. Ordinance No. 1342 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Adding Subsection 
D to Section 2.36.050 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Design Immunity (Introduction 
and First Reading) 

7. 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 

8. Resolution No. 11160 – A Resolution Approving the North Alternative Alignment as the Preferred 
Alternative for the Folsom Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project and Authorize 
Staff to Apply for Grant Funding through Caltrans Cycle 7 Active Transportation Program 

9. Resolution No. 11161 – A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Citywide 
Quarterly Citizen Award and Recognition Program  

10. Update on Placerville Sacramento Valley Railroad (PSVRR) License Agreement for Excursion 
Rail Operations and Direction to Staff. 

11. Consideration of Letter in Response to Demand Letter Received from Scott Rafferty Regarding 
Alleged Non-Compliance with the Brown Act 

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:   Pursuant to all applicable laws and regulations, 

including without limitation, California Government Code Section 65009 and or California Public 
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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 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. 

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
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Staff ort

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

The Folsom City Council will recognizethe2023 Holiday Lights Contest winners.

BACKGROUND / ISSUE

The City of Folsom hosted the citywide Folsom Holiday Lights Contest in December 2023.The
City received more than 50 entries in five different categories. All participating homes and
businesses were featured on the city website on an interactive map.

The entries were judged by five Folsom City Councilmembers. Winners received a
commemorative sign from the City of Folsom and were recognized in the city e-newsletter and
on city social media pages. This year, the City of Folsom partnered with local news and media
website Folsom Times to promote the contest. The Folsom Times provided each winner with
prizes from local businesses.

2023 Folsom Holiday Lights Contest wmners:
o Holly Jolly Residence - Best overall residence: 530 Flower I)rive
o Clark Griswold - Best use of holiday lights (residential): 360 Listowe Drive
o Hollywood Christmas - Best use of theme andlor fictional characters (residential):152

Witmer Drive
o Merry and Bright Business - Festive commercial business display: Bayside Churcho

870/890 Glenn Drive
o Illuminate the Block - Best multi-house display: Ledgemont Court

I

MEETING DATE: U2312024

AGENDA SECTION: Scheduled Presentations

SUBJECT: Recognition of 2023 Folsom Holiday Lights Contest Winners

FROM: City Manager's Office

Submitted,



Chris Shepard, Communications Officer
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Folsom City Council
Staff Re rt

CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Representatives from Folsom Tourism and Economic Development Corporation (TEDCorp)
will provide a quarterly report. No action is requested of the City Council.

Respectfu lly submitted,

Christa Freemantle, CMC
City Clerk

MEETING DATE: U2312024

AGENDA SECTION: Scheduled Presentations

SUBJECT: Folsom Tourism and Economic Development Corporation
(TEDCorp) Quarterly Report

FROM: City Clerk's Department

1
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Folsom City Council

January 9,2024

Gity Council Regular Meeting
MINUTES

January 9,2024

GALL TO ORDER

The regular City Council meeting was called to order at 6:30 pm with Mayor Mike Kozlowski presiding

ROLL CALL:

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

Councilmembers Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The pledge of allegiance was recited

AGENDA UPDATE

City Attorney Steven Wang announced that item 3 is to be continued to a future meeting and that

additional information had been submitted regarding item 17.

SGHEDULED PRESENTATIONS:

L A Resolution of Commendation - Celebrating the Folsom Zoo Sanctuary's 60th Anniversary

Mayor Kozlowski presented the resolution of commendation.

2. Sacramento RegionalTransit Presentation on Folsom 1S-Minute Light Rail Service Project

Public Works Director Mark Rackovan introduced the item. Regional Transit representative Craig

Norman made a presentation and responded to questions from the City Council.

Speaker Bob Holderness addressed the City Council'

3. Folsom Tourism and Economic Development Corporation (TEDCorp) Quarterly Report

Item 3 was continued to a future meeting.

Droft - Not official lJntil Approved by the City Council
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BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR:
The following speakers addressed the City Council

JudiAlexander
Steve Heard
Dan Caison

GONSENT CALENDAR:
Items appeanng on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and may be approved by one

motion. City Councilmembers may pull an item for discussion.

4. Approval of November 14,2023 Special and Regular Meeting Minutes

5. Approval of November 28,2023 Special and Regular Meeting Minutes

6. Approval of December 12,2023 Special and Regular Meeting Minutes

7 . Resolution No. 1 1 138 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement with

Serpa Chiropractic, lnc. for the Acquisition of a Drainage Easement at 513 Natoma Street in

Relation.to the Natoma Street Drainage lmprovement Project, Project No. PW1901, State Project

No. 5288(047) and Appropriation of Funds

8. Resolution No. 11 149 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement with

Westnet, lnc. for Fire Station No. 35 First-ln Fire Station Alerting System Upgrades

g. Resolution No. 1 1 150 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement with

Westnet, lnc. for Fire Station No. 34 First-ln Fire Station Alerting System

10. Resolution No. 11151- A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Construction
Agreement with CentralValley Engineering & Asphalt, lnc. for the Johnny Cash Trail Cash's Pick

No. 1 Project Construction and Appropriation of Funds

11. pulled for discussion

12. pulled for discussion

13. Resolution No. 11154 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Construction

Agreement with Precision Emprise LLC dba Precision Concrete Cutting for the District 2 Sidewalk

Offset Repair Project

14. Resolution No. 11155 - A Resolution Approving the Application for Grant Funds from the Caltrans

Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program for a Sustainable Transit Connections to

Health Services Planning and Feasibility Study

15. Resolution No. 11156 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement with

Hasa, lnc. for the Supply of Sodium Hypochlorite for the Water Treatment Plant

16. Resolution No. 11157 - A Resolution Approving a Waiver of City Parade fees for Folsom High

School Football Team Celebration

Draft - Not Officiql tJntil Approved by the City Council
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Motion by Vice Mayor Aquino, second by Gouncilmember Rohrbough to approve Consent
Galendar items 4-10,13-16. Motion passed by the following roll-callvote:

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

CONSENT CAL ENDAR ITEMS PULLED FOR DISCI.JSSION:

1 1. Resolution No. 11152 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Consultant and

Professional Services Agreement with GhirardelliAssociates, lnc. for lnspection and Resident
Engineer Services for the East Bidwell/lron Point Road/US50 Onramp lmprovement Project,
Project No. PW2203 and Appropriation of Funds

Councilmember Chalamcherla pulled this item to ask about the bidding process. Public Works Senior
Civil Engin eer Zaeh Bosch responded.

Motion by Councilmember Ghalamcherla, second by Gouncilmember Rodriguez to approve
Resolution No. 11152. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

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

12. Resolution No. 11153 - A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Amendment to
the Agreement with Terracare Associates LLC for the Maintenance of Parks, Trails and Pet

Stations, Streetscapes/Public Works areas for the City of Folsom

Councilmember Rohrbough pulled this item to propose the matter comes back for further discussion to
preserve services and to considering using general fund contingency to cover the difference in

budgeted amount and cost.

City Manager Andersen sought and received additional information and clarification from City Attorney
Wang.

Motion by Gouncilmember Rohrbough, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla to continue
the item to further discuss the scope of the contract extension and funding options.

The City Council discussed the matter.

Draft - Not Official lJntil Approved by the City Council
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Gouncilmember Rohrbough's motion failed by the following roll-call vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Ghalamcherla, Rohrbough,
Aquino, Rodriguez, Kozlowski
None
None

Motion by Gouncilmember Aquino, second by Gouncilmember Rodriguez to approve Resolution
No. 11153. Motion passed by the following roll-callvote:

AYES: Aquino, Ghalamcherla, Rodriguez, Rohrbough, Kozlowski
NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: NonE

PUBLIG HEARING:

17. Resolution No. 11139 - A Resolution to Adopt an Addendum to the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan

ElRyElS and Approve a Specific Plan Amendment to Modify FPASP Table A.7 (Transportation,

Communication, lnfrastructure) to Add "Electronic Readerboard Sign" as a Conditionally Permitted

Use on a Specific Property (Parcel 61 - APN No. 072-3190-052) Located at the Southwest Corner

of the lntersection of U.S. Highway 50 and East Bidwell Street within the Folsom Plan

Area (continued from the December 12, 2023 meeting)

Principal Planner Steve Banks made a presentation and responded to questions from the City Council.

Mayoi Kozlowski opened the public hearing. Hearing no speakers, the public hearing was closed.

Motion by Gouncilmember Rodriguez, second by Gouncilmember Chalamcherla to approve
Resolution No. 11139. Motion passed by the following roll-callvote:

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

Draft - Not officiol tJntil Approved by the City Council
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NEW BUS INESS:

18. Appointment of Three At-Large Members to the Folsom Historic District Commission

Using a ballot process, the City Council unanimously appointed:

John Lane, Historic Preservation Seat
Mark Dascallos, Business Owner with the Sutter Street Subarea
Kathleen Cole, Resident of the Historic District

1g. Ordinance No. 1341 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Repealing Chapter
2.42 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to lnitiative, Referendum and Recall Petitions
(lntroduction and First Reading)

City Attorney Steven Wang made a presentation and responded to questions from the City Council.

Motion by Vice Mayor Aquino, second by Mayor Kozlowski to introduce Ordinance No. 1341.

Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

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

OLD BUSINESS:

20. Potential Sales Tax Measure for November 2024 General Municipal Election and Direction to Staff

1. Sample Ballot Measure to Add a General Sales Tax at the Rate of One Percent (1.0%)

2. Sample Ballot Measure to Add a Special Sales Tax at the Rate of One Percent (1.0o/o)

City Attorney Steven Wang made a presentation and responded to questions from the City Council.

The following speakers addressed the City Council
Justin Raithel
Mike Reynolds
Loretta Hettinger
Bruce Cline

City Attorney Wang provided additional direction and clarification. The City Council discussed the
potential sales tax measure.

The following speaker addressed the City Council:
Bill Romanelli, consultant for citizens' initiative measure

The City Council discussed the potential sales tax measure'

At the conclusion of further discussion, the City Council directed staff to bring back a potential special

sales tax measure at the second City Council meeting in March for consideration. Prior to giving that

Draft - Not Officiol Until Approved by the City Council
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directive, the City Council agreed to present a revenue measure on the November election ballot, and

further agreed that the revenue measure should be in the form of a special sales tax.

COUNCIL REOUESTS FO FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Councilmember Rohrbough requested a presentation from Police regarding possible solutions to curtail
some of the problems related to homelessness and a presentation regarding impact fee funding for a
police substation.

Councilmember Rodriguez requested information regarding regional collaborative work regarding
homelessness.

Vice Mayor Aquino requested presentations regarding permissible uses of accessory dwelling units
and regarding the possible annexation of the part of American River Canyon that is in the San Juan
boundaries into the Folsom Cordova boundaries.

CITY MANAGER REPORTS:

City Manager Andersen wished City Attorney Wang a happy birthday. She spoke of zoo docent
training, River District area master planning process, and CAPS volunteers.

COUNCIL COMMENTS:

Councilmember Rodriguez thanked law enforcement. She spoke of the ice-skating rink, the FCUSD
board meeting, and the Library Commission's work.

Councilmember Rohrbough spoke of the FCUSD board meeting.

Councilmember Chalamcherla wished everyone a happy new year and thanked city staff.

Vice Mayor Aquino thanked Folsom Police and suggested using refillable water bottles instead of
bottled water at the dais.

Mayor Kozlowski noted the Folsom Bulldog football team's success.

ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the City Council, the meeting was adjourned
at 9:25 pm.

SUBMITTED BY:

ATTEST

Michael D. Kozlowski, Mayor

Droft - Not Official Until Approved by the City Council

Christa Freemantle, City Clerk



Folsom City Council
Staff Re rt

ATIO cIL

Staff recommends that the City Council conduct second reading and adopt Ordinance No'

l34l - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Repealing Chapter 2.42 of
the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Initiative, Referendum and Recall Petitions.

BACKGROUND / ISSUE

The City Council introduced and conducted first reading of this Ordinance at its January 9,

2024 meeting. There is no change to the Ordinance.

Relying on previous (outdated) sections in the California Elections Code, the Folsom City

Council in1996 added Chapter 2.42,"Iritiative, Referendum and Recall Petitions" to the

Folsom Municipal Code to regulate circulators gathering signatures for local initiatives,

referendum, and recall elections. Chapter 2.42 requires that the circulators be: (l) Folsom

residents; (2) registered voters; (3) registered with the Chief of Police; and (a) licensed if
they are paid to gather signatures.

Since 1996, several cases and a California Attomey General opinion have made the

requirements in Chapter 2.42 unconstitutional and unenforceable:

1

MEETING DATE: 112312024

AGENDA SECTION: Consent Calendar

SUBJECT Ordinance No. 1341 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the

City of Folsom Repealing Chapter2.42 of the Folsom Municipal
Code Pertaining to Initiative, Referendum and Recall Petitions

(Second Reading and Adoption)

FROM: City Attorney's Office



1. The US Supreme Court in 1998 decided in Buckley v. American Constitutional Law

Foundation (525 U.S. 182) thatthe requirement where signature gatherers must be

registered voters is unconstitutional.

2. The California Attorney General in 1999 opined that restricting signature gatherers to

residents of the city is unconstitutional (82 Ops.Cal.Atty.Gen 250 (1999)).

3. The California Court of Appeals for the Fourth Appellate District in 2008 decided in
Preserve ShorecliffHo*ri*rrrc v. City of San Clemente (158 Cal.App.4th I42tlthat
requiring signature gatherers to reside and be eligible to vote in a city is

unconstitutional.

POLICY / RULE

Section 6.01(B) of the City Charter defaults initiatives, referendum and recall procedures to

the State law:

Section 6.01. Election Procedures

B.Initiative, Referendum and Recall. The electors of the

City reserve to themselves the powers of initiative and

referendum and the recall ofelective officers, to be

exercised in the manner prescribed by the State Elections
Code.

ANALYSIS

The provisions in Chapter 2.42 of the Folsom Municipal Code governing signature gatherers

for initiatives, referendum, and recall petitions have been found unconstitutional by courts

deciding similar provisions in other cities over the years. The relevant State laws in the

California Elections Code have since been updated to conform with court decisions and the

State Attorney General's Opinion where signature gatherers no longer must be residents or

registered voters ofa city.

The City Charter already defaults initiatives, referendum and recall procedures to the State

law, which have been updated by the State Legislature to remove the unconstitutional
requirements. State law provides detailed procedures, requirements, and safeguards for
signature gatherers in Chapter 2, "Petitions and Petition Signers" (Elections Code Sections

100 to 108), and the City does not need to have duplicative provisions in the Folsom

Municipal Code that may be confusing or contrary to law.

To avoid confusion, staff respectfully recommend that the City Council conduct second

reading and adopt Ordinance No. 1341 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of
Folsom Repealing Chapter 2.42 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Initiative,
Referendum and Recall Petitions.

2



F'INANCIAL IMPACT

This item has no impact on the City's general fund'

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not

result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment

(CEQA Guidelines g15061(c)(3)), or are otherwise not considered a project as defined by

Public Resources Code 921065 and CEQA Guidelines $15060(c)(3) and $15378. This

Council action meets the above criteria and is not subject to CEQA. No environmental

review is required.

ATTACHMENT

Ordinance No. 1341 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Repealing

Chapter 2.42 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Initiative, Referendum and Recall

Petitions (Second Reading and Adoption)

Respectfully submitted,

Steven Wang, City AttorneY

J



ORDINANCE NO. 1341

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF F'OLSOM REPEALING
CHAPTER 2.42 OF TH'B, F'OLSOM AL CODE PERTAINING TO

INITIATIVE, REFERENDUM AND RECALL PETITIONS

The city council of the city of Folsom does hereby ordain as follows:

SECTION 1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this Ordinance is to repeal Chapter 2.42,"lnitiative, Referendum and

Recall Petitions" in the Folsom Code to eliminate unconstitutional local laws and

conform the initiative, referendum, and recall petition processes with the Californra Elections

Code pursuant to Section 6.01(8) of the City Charter.

SECTION 2 REPEAL TO CODE

Chapter 2.42,"lnitiative, Referendum and Recall Petitions" of the Folsom Municipal Code

is hereby repealed in its entirety. All proceedings with respect to initiatives, referendum, and recall

petitions shall be consistent with the requirements in the California Elections Code.

SECTION 3 SCOPE

Except as set forth in this Ordinance, all other provisions of the Folsom Municipal Code

shall remain in fulI force and effect'

SECTION 4 SEVERABILITY

Ifany section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase in this Ordinance or any part thereof

is for any reason held to be unconstitutional, invalid, or ineffective by any court of competent

jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity or effectiveness of the remaining portions
-of 

tnir Ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council declares that it would have passed each

section irrespective of the fact that any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase

be declared unconstitutional, invalid, or ineffective.

SECTION 5 EFFECTIVE DATE

This Ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days from and after its passage and

adoption, provided it is published in full or in summary within twenty (20) days after its adoption

in a newspaper of general circulation in the City.

This Ordinance was introduced and the title thereof read at the regular meeting of the City

Council on January 9,.2024, and the second reading occurred at the regular meeting of the City

Council on January 23,2024.

Ordinance No. 1341

Page I of2



On a motion by Council Member seconded by Council Member

the foregoing ordinance was passed and adopted by the City Council of the

City of Folsom, State of California, this 23th day of January, 2024 by the following roll-call vote

AYES

NOES

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN

Councilmember(s):

Councilmember(s):

Councilmember(s):

Councilmember(s):

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Ordinance No. i341
Page2 of2
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MEETING DATE: 1t2312024

AGENDA SECTION: Consent Calendar

SUBJECT Resolution 11158- A Resolution Authorizing a Transfer of Police
Special Revenue Trust Funds-Drug Asset Forfeiture, to the Police
Department Operating Budget and Appropriation of Funds for the
Purchase of Equipment and Training

FROM: Police Department

RECOMMENDATION i COIINCIL ACTION

Staff recommends that the City Council adopt Resolution 11158-4 Resolution Authorizing a

Transfer of Police Special Revenue Trust Funds-Drug Asset Forfeiture, to the Police Department
Operating Budget and the Appropriation of funds for the Purchase of Police Equipment and

Training.

BACKGRO / ISSIIE

The Police Department currently participates in federal, state, and local drug asset forfeiture
programs. The goal of these programs is to strip drug traffickers of the profits they derive from
illicit controlled substance sales, thus limiting their ability to continue with their illegal
enterprise. While arrest and drug seizures usually are temporary setbacks for drug traffickers,
asset forfeiture often permanently impairs the criminal's ability to continue with their illegal
commerce.

Education and drug abuse prevention programs are funded with asset forfeiture proceeds.

Additionally, by statute, law enforcement agencies are permitted to use the proceeds of asset

forfeiture to purchase safer, more effective equipment they could otherwise not afford. In a very
real way, then, asset forfeiture allows law enforcement agencies to turn criminal profits into
supplemental funding which, in turn, is used to address illegal drug sales and serve to enhance

educational and preventive programs.

The Police Department is requesting approval to transfer special revenue funds-drug asset

forfeiture, to the Police Department operating budget and appropriation of funds for the purchase

1



of police equipment and training that is necessary for the effective and safe implementation of
the Department' s mission.

POLICY / RULE

Folsom Municipal Cqdg Section 3.02.030 requires that any transfer of funds from unappropriated

balances be approved by the City Council.

ANALYSIS

Section 11489(d) of the California Health and Safety Code allows for the use of drug asset

forfeiture monies to purchase law enforcement equipment, training and other items that would
assist law enforcement efforts, provided the monies do not supplant any state or local funds that
would, in the absence of section 11489(d) of the California Health and Safety Code, be made

available to support law enforcement efforts in that agency'

The letter and spirit of asset forfeiture law allows for local law enforcement agencies to utilize
legally seized and adjudicated assets from drug traffickers to be used to purchase equipment the

agencies would not normally be able to afford. Given the City's current fiscal challenges,

training and equipment to be purchased in this proposal, while necessary, would be unfeasible

without utilizing asset forfeiture funds.

In the City of Folsom, asset forfeiture proceeds are maintained in a special revenue trust fund
(Fund 751). These funds are non-supplanting and restricted and the proposed equipment
purchase is consistent with prior City Council direction on the expenditure of asset forfeiture
proceeds.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The projected cost of this proposal is $90,000. The approved FY 2023-24 budget for Police

Operations and the Police Special Revenue Trust Fund (Fund75I) do not include appropriations

for these purchases.

For the cost to purchase police equipment and training, staff is requesting to transfer fund balance

from the Police Special Revenue Trust Fund (Fund 751) to the Police Department's Operating

Budget in the General Fund (Fund 010). Additionally, staff is requesting an appropriation of
$90,000 in the Police Department's Operating Budget in the General Fund (Fund 010). Sufficient
funds arc available in the Police Special Revenue Trust Fund (Fund 751) for the fund balance

transfer.

ATTACHMENTS

Resolution No. 11158- A Resolution Authorizing a Transfer of Police Special Revenue Trust
Funds-Drug Asset Forfeiture, to the Police Department Operating Budget and the Appropriation
of funds for the Purchase of Police Equipment and Training

2



Submitted,

Rick Hillman, Chief of Police
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RESOLUTION NO. 11158

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A TRANSFER OF POLICE SPECIAL REVENUE
TRUST F'UNDS. DRUG ASSET FORFEITURE'TO THE POLICE DEPARTMENT

OPERATING BUDGET AND APPROPRIATION OF FUNDS FOR THE PURCHASE OF
POLICE EQUIPMENT AND TRAINING

WHEREAS, the police equipment and training purchased with these funds is necessary for
employees of the police department to safely and effectively carry out the department's mission; and

WHEREAS, the purchase of this police equipment and training is consistent with the spirit
and intent of drug asset forfeiture law; and

WHEREAS, For the cost to purchase police equipment and training, staff is requesting to

transfer $90,000 of fund balance from the Police Special Revenue Trust Fund (Fund 751) to the Police

Department's Operating Budget in the General Fund (Fund 010). Additionally, staff is requesting an

appropriation of $90,000 inthe Police Department's Operating Budget inthe General Fund (Fund 010);
and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are available in the Police Special Revenue Trust Fund (Fund

751) for the fund balance transfer; and

WHEREAS, the equipment purchased will include computers, advanced firearms training
equipment, personal protective equipment, audio visual equipment, training room equipment upgrades

and pre-employment testing software; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom's Core Values support innovation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom

authorizes the Finance Director to transfer fund balance in the amount of $90,000 from the Police

Special Revenue Trust Fund (Fund 7 5l) to the General Fund (Fund 01 0), and to increase appropriations
in the Police Department's Operating Budget by $90,000 in the General Fund (Fund 010)

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

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

ATTEST:

Councilmember(s
Councilmember(s
Councilmember(
Councilmember(

):
):
):
):

s

S

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 11158

Page I of I

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR



Folsom City Council
Staff ort

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Staff recommends that the City Council introduce and conduct first reading of Ordinance No
1342 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Adding Subsection D to
Section 2.36.050 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Design Immunity.

BACKGROUND / ISSUE

Design immunity under Government Code Section 830.6 is one of the most powerful
affirmative defenses for public entities. Partly due to a large number of lawsuits filed against
public agencies alleging dangerous condition of public property with multi-million dollar
demands, the City's risk pool, Northern California Cities Self-Insured Fund Q.{CCSIF) has

requested that its member cities adopt an ordinance to formally document and preserve

design immunity in those types of lawsuits.

POLICY / RULE

Pursuant to Section 2.02 of the City Charter, all powers of the City shall be vested in the City
Council except as otherwise provided by the City Charter.

I

MEETING DATE: U23/2024

AGENDA SECTION: New Business

SUBJECT: Ordinance No. 1342 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the
City of Folsom Adding Subsection D to Section 2.36.050 of the
Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Design Immunity
(Introduction and First Reading)

FROM: City Attorney's Office



ANALYSIS

California law provides various causes of actions for aggrieved parties to sue for monetary

and non-monetary damages, as well as immunities and defenses where the State Legislature

has deemed to be important public policy to shield certain individuals and entities from

liability. An exampli is legislative immunity where the City Council cannot be held liable

for enacting laws. Another example is judiciat immunity where judges cannot be held liable

for making rulings contrary to popular sentiment'

Pertinent to public agencies being sued for an alleged dangerous condition of public property,

the defense of design immunity will almost always be raised in a motion for summary

judgment where th- judge will be asked to decide whether there is any substantial evidence

ittuittr. public property *ar r"arotrably designed. A civil engineer's opinion that the design

*u, ,"urorably approved constitutes substantial evidence suffrcient to support design

immunity regardless of any conflicting witness testimony to the contrary.

The final design of all of the City's public works projects has routinely been approved by

either the Pubiic Works Director or the City Engineer. Their signatures on the plan

documents constitute substantial evidence that the public works project was reasonably

designed, therefore entitling the City to assert the design immunity defense in lawsuits

alleging dangerous condition of public property. The City has always relied on a civil

"rrgin.Jr', 1i.e., City Engineer or the Public Works Director) stamp and signature on design

documents to assert design immunity wherever appropriate. This Ordinance is prepared at

the request of the Crty's risk pool NCCSIF to fomally document and preserve the City's

ability to raise design immunity as a defense.

FIN IMPACT

This item has no impact on the City's general fund'

E,NVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) does not apply to activities that will not

result in a direct or reasonably foreseeable indirect physical change in the environment

(CEQA Guidelines g15061(c)(3)), or are otherwise not considered a project as defined by
public Resources Code g21065 and CEQA Guidelines $15060(cX3) and $15378. This

Council action meets the above criteria and is not subject to CEQA. No environmental

review is required.

2



ATTACHMENT
Ordinance No. 1342 - An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Folsom Adding
Subsection D to Section2.36.050 of the Folsom Municipal Code Pertaining to Design
Immunity (Introduction and First Reading)

Respectfully submitted,

Steven Watg, City Attorney

3



ORDINANCE NO. 1342

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF FOLSOM ADDING
SUBSECTION D TO SECTION 2.36.050 OF THE FOLSOM MUNICIPAL CODE

PERTAINING TO DESIGN IMMUNITY

The City Council of the City of Folsom does hereby ordain as follows:

SECTION 1 PURPOSE

The purpose of this Ordinance is to add subsection D to Section2.36.050, "Authority and

duties", of the Folsom Municipal Code to formally document and preserve design immunity in
lawsuits involving public works projects. This Ordinance confirms and ratifies past City
practices of preserving and asserting the defense of design immunity in lawsuits where said

immunity was raised and asserted by the City.

SECTION 2 ADDITION TO CODE

Section 2.36.050(D) is hereby added to the Folsom Municipal Code to read as follows:

2.36.050 Authority and duties.

D. The Public Works Director and City Engineer are authorizedto approve plans or designs for
purposes of design immunity pursuant to Government Code Section 830.6 for all public works

projects approved by the City. Nothing in this section is intended to, nor will it, preclude the City
Council from separately or additionally approving plans or designs for purposes of design

immunity pursuant to Government Code Section 830.6.

SECTION 3 SCOPE

Except as set forth in this Ordinance, all other provisions of the Folsom Municipal Code

shall remain in full force and effect.

SECTION 4 SEVERABILITY

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase in this Ordinance or any part thereof

is for any reason held to be unconstitutional, invalid, or ineffective by any court of competent
jurisdiction, such decision shall not affectthe validity or effectiveness of the remaining portions

of this Ordinance or any part thereof. The City Council declares that it would have passed each

section irrespective of the factthat any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase

be declared unconstitutional, invalid, or ineffective.

Ordinance No. 1342
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SECTION 5 EFFECTIVE DATE

This Ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days from and after its passage and

adoption, provided it is published in fulI or in summary within twenty (20) days after its adoption

in a newspaper of general circulation in the City.

This Ordinance was introduced and the title thereof read at the regular meeting of the City

Council on January 23,2024, and the second reading occurred at the regular meeting of the City
Council on February 13,2024.

On a motion by Council Member seconded by Council Member

the foregoing ordinance was passed and adopted by the City Council of the

City of Folsom, State of California, this 13th day of February,2024by the following roll-call vote

AYES

NOES:

ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

Councilmember(s):

Councilmember(s):

Councilmember(s):

Councilmember(s):

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR

ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Ordinance No. 1342

Page2 of2
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h
Folsom City Council

Staff Re ort

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Adopt Resolution No. 11159 - A Resolution to Declassifu 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.

BACKGRO / ISSIIF],

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. 591 1 - A 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 declassifu 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, 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.

I

MEETING DATE: 1123/2024

AGENDA SECTION: New Business

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 11159 - A Resolution to Declassiff 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

FROM: Community Development Department



JPA Landmark Grove

Aerial image illustrating the location and span of the Joint Powers Authority (JPA) Landmark Grove, which

traverses along the east edge of Folsom Blvd berween Blue Ravine Rd and Bidwell St.

On December 11, 2023, an application to declassifu multiple trees within the JPA Landmark

Grove was submitted to the Community Development Department by Dokken Engineering on

behalf of Sacramento Regional Transit District (SacRT) in anticipation of their Folsom Light
Rail Modemization Double Track Project. The planned project entails the construction of a
passing track, adding a loading platform at the Glenn station, and adapting an 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 hgadway capacity from every 30

minutes to 15 minutes. As planned and approved, the project will require the removal of five
(5) oak trees, which conflict with the project footprint, as well as the pruning of several others

along the corridor to provide necessary clearance for construction activities and the new light
rail infrastructure.
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The City's application for Landmark declassification requires a letter of justification. The

SacRT letter ofjustification dated December I1,2023 (Attachment 1) initially identified four

trees requiring removal to allow for the project. However, following review and comment by

City staff, an updated arborist report was submitted to the Community Development

Department in early January 2024 v,rhich identified five oaks requiring removal and an

additional 32 requiring pruning in order to accommodate the project.

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 declassificatiorVremoval

from City staff to the City Council.
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Section 12.I6.170(D) of the Folsom Municipal Code allows a property owner to submit an

application to the Community Development Department, requesting that the City Council

declassiff 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:

l) 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 ofthe 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. dougtasii) and valley (Q. lobata) oaks interspersed throughout; along with a single black

walnut (Juglans nigra). A detailed survey of all the trees located in proximity to the project

area can be found within the arborist report, included herein as Attachment 2. Of the Landmark

Trees surveyed, 32 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.

Prior to the onset of construction, the project proponent will be required to establish a ttee

protection zone (TPZ) by enclosing all Landmark Trees to be retained in high-visibility
exclusionary fencing affixed with weatherproof warning signs. Said fencing shall encompass

as much of the critical root zone as possible in order to allow for the work and shall remain in
place for the duration ofthe project.

Five oaks 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 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, these five oaks will need to be

removed. The five oaks are delineated in Table 1 below, followed by staff s assessment of

4



applicability for each of the three findings in Section 12.16.170(D)(2) in consideration of
declassification of the subject Landmark Trees.

Table I
Oaks Proposed for Removal

Tae # Common Name Botanical Name Condition DSH
4880 Blue oak Quercus douglasii Good 21"

4882 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Good 7"
4885 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni Good 1

t)

4893 Interior live oak Q.uercus wislizeni Good 1
),

4894 Valley oak Quercus lobata Good 2"
TOTAL 32"

The trees have signfficantly deteriorated in health or appearance

Based on the information provided in the arborist report, which has been verified by the Urban
Forester, the subject five oaks 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. As such, this finding would not apply in consideration for declassification of the

Landmark Tree designation.

The trees prevent reasonable use ofthe property
As described in the paragraphs above and illustrated in the supplemental documents attached

to this report, SacRT contends that the five 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 oak #s 4880, 4882,4885, 4893, and 4894.

4885

4882

4880

4894
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CONCL IISION

The Urban Forester has confirmed the SacRT Light Rail Modernization endeavor cannot

proceed congruently with retention of Landmark Tree #s 4880, 4882,4885, 4893, and 4894 as

the project is currently designed. Thus, staff agree that a finding can 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 recommends the City Council adopt Resolution No. 11159 - A Resolution to

Declassify Five LandmarkTrees within the Joint Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow

.for Removal as Part of the Sacramento Regional Transit Light Rail Modernization l5 Minutes

to Folsom Proiect 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.

FINANCIA I,IMPACT

The applicant has supplied the $287 application fee for declassifuing a Landmark Tree

designation. If approved by City Council, the resolution to declassiff the subject trees will
allow the applicant to submit a tree removal permit and associated mitigation in-lieu fees

(estimated at $8,000) 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 qualrty 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 j urisdictional policies.

In keeping with the findings of the ISiMND, 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.I50 of the Folsom Municipal Code.

The full IS/MND document can be accessed by visiting: httos : //www. sacrt. com/aoos/wn-

content/uploads/Folsom-Gold-Line-Double-Track-Final-IS-MND Jan-2020.pdf
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ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. I ll59 - A Resolution to Declassiff Five Landmark Trees within the

Joint Powers Authority Landmark Grove to Allow for Removal as Part of the

Sacramento Regional Transit Light Rail Modemization 15 Minutes to Folsom

Project.

2. SacRT Letter of Justification

3. Arborist Report

4. Light Rail Modemizationlmprovement Plan Exceqpt

5. ResolutionNo.5911

6. Current Map of Landmark Trees

Submitted,

PAM JOHNS
Community Development Director

7



ATTACHMENT 1

RESOLUTION NO. 11159 - A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIF'Y F'IVE
LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY
LANDMARI( GROVE TO ALLOW FOR REMOVAL AS PART OF

THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT LIGHT RAIL
MODERNTZATION 15 MINUTES TO FOLSOM PROJECT



RESOLUTION NO. 11159

A RESOLUTION TO DECLASSIFY FIVE LANDMARK TREES WITHIN THE JOINT
POWERS AUTHORITY LANDMARI( 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 declassifr 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 declassifu five oaks within the abovementioned Landmark grove in anticipation of removal for

the SacRT Light Rail Modemization 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 reconlmended that the oaks

with affixed tag numbers 4880, 4882, 4885, 4893, and 4894 qualifi' 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 F'URTHER 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 proteoted and managed consistent with ANSI 4.300 Standards, the International Society of
Arboriculture's most recent Best Management Practices publications, and all applicable City of

Resolution No. I1159
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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'd day of January,2024,by the following roll-call vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:
ABSTAIN:

Councilmember(s):
Councilmember(s):
Councilmember(s):
Councilmember(s):

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 11159
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Exhibit A
Site Map

Annotated excerptfrom the arborist report prepared by Dokken Engineering calling out thefive oaks

pr op os ed for decl ass iJi c ation
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ResolutionNo. 11159
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ATTACHMENT 2

SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT
LETTER OF JUSTIFICATION



Regional
Transit

Sacramento Regional
Transit District

A Public TransitAgency
and Equal opportunity Employer

Administrative Offices
1400 29th Street

Sacramento, CA 95816
916-32'l-2800

Mailing Address
P.O. Box 2110

sacramento, cA 95812-21 10

Human Resources
2810 O street

Sacramento, CA 95816
91 6-556-0299

Customer Sen ice &
Sales Center

1 225 R Street
Sacramento, CA 9581 1

Route, Schedule & Fare
lnformation

9r6-321-BU55 (2877)
TDD 91 6-4e3-HEAR (4327)

sacrt.com

Public Transit 5ince 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 Folsom 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 1011312021 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. ln 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 ltem 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 lnc.,

did coordinate with the City well in advance, but we understand that our contractor
was not provided the above requirements.

Sincerely

DALIA S]DAHMED
Resrdenf Engineer
Eng i n ee ri ng a nd Con struction

SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT
c: (279)234-6730
e: dsidahmed@sacrt.com
2811 O Street, Sacramento, CA 95816



ATTACHMENT 3

ARBORIST REPORT



Arborist Report
SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track

Project (v3)

Prepared for:
The City of Folsom
50 Natoma Street

Folsom, California 95630

Prepared by:
Dokken Engineering

110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 200
Folsom, California 95630

January 2024
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Ghapter'1. lntroduction

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. ln 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 wislizenr), 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.
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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.S-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 Rrting No. Rating llercription

Excellent 5 No problein{s)

Good -l No apparent prcbletn(s)

Fair J hlinar problent{s}

Poor 2 Major prnblern(sJ

I lazardous or Non-concctnble Extrerne problem(s)

Dead t] Dead

Table 2. Tree Replacement Equivalency Table

Rcplacrmcnt Tree Sire D$H Equhnlcncy

A sapling tree; or 0.5-inch DSH

Tree in container less than 15 gallons 0.5-inch DSH

15-gallon container tree 1-inch DSH

24-inch box tree 2-inch DSH

16-inch box tree 3-inch DSH

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

1.3. Survey MethodologY

The project area was surveyed by lnternational Society of Arboriculture (lSA) 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 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.

ln 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. ln 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 below includes

the ASCA Tree Health Ratings.

Table 3. Tree Health and Structure Ratin m

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report

ASCATTee Health
No evidence of disease or decline. Tree is exhibiting excellent vigor and

strong consistent growth. Wounds are well closed with little to no sign of
No evidence of stress, nutrient deficiency, or insect infestation

5 Excellent

Good

Average or below-average deadwood/dieback for the age

Leaf size, color, and density typical for the species. Buds are normal size,

viable, abundant, and uniform. Current and past groMh 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.

and species.

4

3 Fair

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

throughout the canopy. Current and past grown increments indicate

minimal groMh. 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.

2 Poor

Major structural hazards and/or severe decline

of major branch failure or complete tree failure. Tree is recommended for
immediate removal.

leading to an elevated risk

1 Hazardous
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Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Ghapter 2. Tree SurveY Results

A total of 67 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 Tred Status.

Table 4. Tree Survey Results

Tag # Species
Combined

DSH

Multi-
Stem

Extrapolated
DSH

ASCA Health
Ranking

Heritige
Status

4824 lnterior live oak 47 Yes 34 Good

4826 Valley oak 7 7 Good

4827 Valley oak 31 3L Good Yes

4828 lnterior live oak 15 15 Good

4829 lnterior live oak 24 Yes 20 Good

4830 Valley oak 11 7T Good

483L Valley oak 14 1.4 Good

4832 Valley oak 13 13 Good

4833 Black Walnut 20 20 Good

4834 lnterior live oak 25 Yes 1.t Good

4835 Valley oak 21 2T Good

4836 Valley oak 31 31 Good Yes

4837 Black Walnut 8 8 Good

4838 lnterior live oak 17 17 Good

4839 lnterior live oak 7 7 Good

4840 Black Walnut 6 5 Good

4841- lnterior live oak 28 28 Good

4843 lnterior live oak 42 Yes 30 Good

4844 lnterior live oak 50 Yes 35 Good Yes

4847 lnterior live oak 27 Yes 19 Poor

4848 Black Walnut b 6 Good

4849 lnterior live oak 61 Yes 35 Good Yes

4850 lnterior live oak 121 Yes 47 Good Yes

4851 lnterior live oak 61 Yes 29 Good Yes

4852 lnterior live oak 124 Yes 48 Good Yes

4853 lnterior live oak 141 Yes 40 Poor Yes

4854 lnterior live oak 25 Yes 18 Good

4855 lnterior live oak 51 Yes 22 Good Yes

4855 lnterior live oak 44 Yes T7 Good

4857 lnterior live oak 25 Yes 15 Good

4858 lnterior live oak 13 13 Good

4859 lnterior live oak 7 7 Good

4860 lnterior live oak 10 10 Good

486L lnterior live oak 13 13 Fair

4862 lnterior live oak 24 24 Fair

4863 lnterior live oak 10 10 Poor

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Projeqt

Arborist Report
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Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Tag S Species
Combined

DSH

Multi-
Stem

Extrapolated
DSH

ASCA Health
Ranking

Heritage
Status

4864 lnterior live oak 24 Yes t7 Good

4855 lnterior live oak 60 Yes 35 Good Yes

4867 lnterior live oak 20 Yes 10 Good

4858 lnterior live oak 59 Yes 30 Good Yes

4869 lnterior live oak 66 Yes 30 Good Yes

4870 lnterior live oak 44 Yes 22 Good

487r lnterior live oak 35 Yes 25 Good

4872 lnterior live oak 45 Yes 27 Good

4873 lnterior live oak 37 37 Good Yes

4874 lnterior live oak 28 28 Good

4875 lnterior live oak 10 10 Good

4876 lnterior live oak 23 23 Good

4877 lnterior live oak 11 1L Good

4878 lnterior live oak 16 16 Good

4879 lnterior live oak 8 8 Good

4880 Blue Oak 21 2T Good

4881 lnterior live oak 19 Yes 10 Good

4882 lnterior live oak 7 7 Good

4883 lnterior live oak 11 1.L Good

4884 lnterior live oak 78 Yes 40 Good Yes

4885 lnterior live oak 2 Yes t Good

4886 lnterior live oak 34 Yes 24 Good

4887 lnterior live oak 23 Yes 15 Good

4888 lnterior live oak 38 38 Good Yes

4889 lnterior live oak 5 Yes 4 Good

4890 lnterior live oak 1 I Good

4891 lnterior live oak 1 1 Good

4892 lnterior live oak 1 t Good

4893 lnterior live oak ,| L Good

4894 Valley oak 4 Yes 2 Good

4895 lnterior live oak 3 3 Good

All trees found within the project area were in either good or fair health at the time of the survey

except for two lnterior Live Oaks (#4853 and #4863). The locations of all trees found within the
project area are shown on Figure 3. Tree Survey Results.

2.1. 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 1 valley oak and 14 interior live oaks that meet the minimum size criteria

to Protected Heritage Trees under the City Ordinance.

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

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 includes every tree in the survey. ln addition to the Native

Oak Tree species reported above, an additional 7 interior live oaks and 1 valley oak with less than

6-inch DSH were included in the survey and are subject to Landmark tree provisions. A total of

67 trees were surveyed in the study area.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report

Page 8



Creek
Lew Howard

Ed Mitchell

a
FI

Project Location
C

50
50

Lenrbi Park

Hill Reservoir

Manrr Park aroo

c)

A'
^s\9

s
Rd

o"'u:*o
.d!

Q"

Natonra Slation f\4rni

I

Anros B Catlin PaIk

Livernrore Conrm utlit-v
Community Park

Natonra Station Minr
Staiiorr Neighborhood PK lron poin

G

-

Park Folsom Lake st Rec Area Pond 
Folsom Lake

"t-"

Hanrraford Fan]ily Park

^o$
v\ ooa c\" Egloff Fanrily Park 1l

Oak Oa k Ave

Lin a- 4 o
l{

Park c:eek

Folsom State
Prison

evale Comm CTR and Park

American/River e \\

Orangevale Folsom City

Rodeo Park

E14 CR E14

isades Park

Park

qt

Snipes-Pbrshing Park l{

Madison

Little Pheonix Park a'
C1

trJ'
^ o\

edg"

rlt Lake State Rec Area

A e

Fhoenix Park

Davic Park

Fair Oaks
wil\o$

Folsom Lake
State Rec

Area

Lake Naloma.

Lake Natoma

!
(E
(L

@
FIGURE 2

Project Location

SacRT Folsom Light Rail
Modernization Double Track Project

Folsom, Sacramento County, California
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

Miles



Tree Survey Area

Trees Protected in Place

Trees to be lmpacted

o

o

Sourco: Bd, Ma&r Ea6#r GeE€phics,andlheOlS ussrConnlniry
C€rld !t: kja@bson, Oab: 1/4i2024 Figure 3

Tree Survey Results
SacRT Folsom Light Rail

Modernization Double Track Project
1 inch = 200 feet

--_--__rFeet0 100 200 300 400
@

'' .t
j '$l

tn
r#

"{r
tssl 43€ 'irffiMMW

;h

p
6r

d
.Bi6 aor-
4877

;

triE72
4AT1
e+gf,, 

rsco

:eic

_ "G," ."1.',u61

,1, i864 o r86.i.

%*^ ' -t.%
rT6il .'i..t

.4i5a'-rrsr

1855 J853
4852 tt 6

H.
q
a
IJ

A
*- r851

J85C

rrrr " 
o8"J aea3

i94g 4846 rBij

ft,,, lgis 1e:: ag32
....t.:--

!83 1

4929

4888 re?s

J825 4326
18!1 1869 l8_9i

ta" . 
-. 

,t,ilttt.



Ghapter 3. Project lmpacts & Discussion

3.1. Tree lmpact Summary

ldentification 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. These are as follows:

. Specific trimming and removal requirements for trees at the north end of the project

alignment (trees with tag numbers 4880 to 4885)

. Clearance within 10 feet of the easternmost rail of the existing tracks (1O-foot buffer)

except for 1) trees adjacent to the existing Glenn Station which will be left as is, and 2)

tree branches that arch over the 1O-foot buffer and occur higher than the existing catenary
poles will not be trimmed.

. Trees in the vicinity of a utility shed at the northeast corner of Glenn Drive and Folsom

Boulevard will require trimming beyond the 10-foot buffer to allow for equipment access

and clearance.

Of the 67 trees found within the Project Area, 5 must be removed and 32 must be trimmed. All 37

affected trees are in conflict with either permanent project features or access requirements during

construction. Of the 37 trees, 29 are of sufficient girth to be protected by the City tree ordinance

and all 37 are part of the Landmark Grove designated by the City Council. Two of the trees meet

the minimum size requirements to be heritage trees. Of the 37 trees, 16 have multiple trunks and

the extrapolated DSH for mitigation purposes was calculated by taking the square root of the sum

total of each individual stem diameter squared in accordance with the City's tree ordinance. Trees

impacted by the project are listed in Table 6 below.

Table 5. Trees lmpacted by the Project

Tag f Species Multi-Stem?
Combined

DSH

Extrapolated
DSH

Heritage
Status

lmpact
Type

4824 lnterior live oak (18+29) 47 34 Trim

4826 Valley oak No 7 7 Trim

4828 lnterior live oak No 15 15 Trim

4829 lnterior live oak (20+4) 24 20 Trim

4830 Valley oak No 11 11 Trim

4831 Valley oak No 14 t4 Trim

4836 Valley oak No 3'1 31 Yes Trim

484t lnterior live oak No 28 28 Trim

4843 lnterior live oak (2o+22) 42 30 Trim

4844 lnterior live oak (27+231 50 35 Yes Trim

4847 lnterior live oak (11+16) 27 19 Trim

4849 lnterior live oak (2I+2L+r9l 61 35 Yes Trim

4853 lnterior live oak
(17+8+9+9+13+8+12+

10+4+8+13+ t4+4+L2\
141 40 Yes Trim

4854 lnterior live oak (11+L4) 25 18 Trim

4855 lnterior live oak (13+6+11+8+9+4) 51 22 Yes Trim

Railroad Street lmprovement Project

Arborist Report
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tag f Species Multi-Stem?
Combined

DSH

Extrapolated
DSH

Heritage
Status

lmpact
Type

4873 lnterior live oak No 37 37 Yes Trim

4874 lnterior live oak No 28 28 Trim

4875 lnterior live oak No 10 10 Trim

4876 lnterior live oak No 23 23 Trim

4877 lnterior live oak No 11 TL Trim

4878 lnterior live oak No 16 16 Trim

4880 Blue Oak No 21, 2t Remove

4881 lnterior live oak (6+5+4+4) 19 10 Trim

4882 lnterior live oak No 7 7 Remove

4883 lnterior live oak No LI 7I Trim

4884 lnterior live oak (24+22+L6+1,6) l8 40 Yes Trim

4885 lnterior live oak (1+1) 2 T Remove

4886 lnterior live oak No 38 Yes Trim

4887 lnterior live oak (20+L4) 34 24 Trim

4888 lnterior live oak (13+10) 23 t6 Trim

4889 lnterior live oak (3+2) 5 4 Trim

4890 lnterior live oak 1 t Trim

489t lnterior live oak 1 1 Trim

4892 lnterior live oak I 1. Trim

4893 lnterior live oak 1 1. Remove

4894 Valley oak (2+1+1) 4 2 Remove

4895 lnterior live oak 3 3 Trim

The location of trees that will be impacted by the proposed project are shown on Figure 4. Tree

lmpacts. 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. Details on tree trimming and justifications for tree removals are included on the following

pages.

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

3.2. Tree Trimming Justifications

Tree 4824,lnterior Live Oak, '18+29lnches

it
l+

I

Tree 4824 is a large 2-stemmed tree rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches

that lean towards the construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and

equipment clearance. Proposed trimming includes multiple branchlets less than 1 inch in

diameter. The canopy above catenary pole height overhangs the area needing trimming, so no

canopy area will be affected. The trimming is not expected to affect the long-term health of the

tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4826, Valley Oak,7 lnches

Approx. limit of :

branchlet trimming ,

Tree 4826 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes approximately 5 branchlets less than 1 inch in diameter. The canopy

above catenary pole height overhangs the area needing trimming, so no canopy area will be

affected. The trimming is not expected to affect the longterm health of the tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report

Page L8



Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4828, lnterior Live Oak, 15Inches

Tree 4828 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance'

Proposed trimming includes 5 lateral branches of 1-2-inch diameter and multiple branchlets less

than 1 inch in diameter. Trimming will remove approximately 5% of the canopy and is not expected

to affect the long-term health of the tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4829, Interior Live Oak 20+4lnches

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming

Tree 4829 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes 3 lateral branches of 2-3-inch diameter and a few branchlets less

than 1 inch in diameter. Trimming will remove approximately 10% of the canopy and is not

expected to affect the longterm health of the tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4830, Valley Oak, 11 lnches

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming

Tree 4830 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes a few branchlets less than 1 inch in diameter. The canopy above

catenary pole height overhangs the area needing trimming, so no canopy area will be affected.

The trimming is not expected to affect the long-term health of the tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4831, Valley Oak, 14Inches

t

Tree 4831 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes 3 lateral branches of 1-2-inch diameter. The canopy above catenary

pole height overhangs the area needing trimming, so no canopy area will be affected. The

trimming is not expected to affect the long-term health of the tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4836, Valley Oak, 31 Inches

*
\

I
,,..{j

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming

Tree 4836 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes 4 lateral branches of 1-2-inch diameter. The canopy above catenary

pole height overhangs the area needing trimming, so no canopy area will be affected. The

trimming is not expected to affect the long-term health of the tree'

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming

Tree 4841, lnterior Live Oak, 28 lnches

' 7lr'ryf

Tree 4841 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes 4 lateral branches of 1-inch diameter. The canopy above catenary

pole height overhangs the area needing trimming, so no canopy area will be affected. The

trimming is not expected to affect the long-term health of the tree.

SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track Project

Arborist Report
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Chapter 3. Project lmpacts and Discussion

Tree 4843, lnterior Live Oak 20+22Inches

J

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming

&-.

Tree 4843 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance'

Proposed trimming includes one lateral branch of 3-inch, two of 2-inch, and two of 1-inch diameter,

plus multiple branchlets less than 1 inch in diameter. Trimming will remove approximately 10% of

the canopy and is not expected to affect the long-term health of the tree.

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

Tree 4844,Interior Live Oak, Z7+23lnches

Approx. limit of
branchlet trimming

Tree 4844 is rooted outside of the project footprint but ends of branches that lean towards the

construction area will need to be trimmed to allow for vehicle access and equipment clearance.

Proposed trimming includes one lateral branch of 4-inch, two of 2-inch, and four of 1-inch

diameter, plus multiple branchlets less than 1 inch in diameter. Trimming will remove

approximat ely 10% of the canopy and is not expected to affect the long-term health of the tree.
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