Agenda
City Council Regular Meeting
Folsom City Hall | City Council Chambers, First Floor

50 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA 95630
FOLSOM  fepruary 13, 2024, 6:30 PM

DISTINCTIVE BY MATURE

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.

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

e 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
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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/

CITY OF

FOLSOM

City Council Regular Meeting
Folsom City Hall | City Council Chambers, First Floor
50 Natoma Street, Folsom, CA 95630
www.folsom.ca.us

Tuesday, February 13, 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: Rodriguez, Rohrbough, Aquino, Chalamcherla, 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. A Resolution of Commendation Honoring the Folsom Jr. Bulldogs for Earning the 2023
Excellence in Academics and Athletics Award

2. A Resolution of Commendation Honoring Leadership Folsom Class of 2022-2023 for Receiving
the 2023 Folsom Arts Achievement Award

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/

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.

4.
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Approval of January 23, 2024 Regular Meeting Minutes

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 (Second
Reading and Adoption)

Resolution No. 11162 - A Resolution Authorizing the City to Accept Credit Cards Citywide and
Impose a Service Fee

Resolution No. 11163 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Certification
Form for the Folsom Fire Department to Participate in a Medi-Cal Intergovernmental Transfer
(IGT) Program with the Department of Health Care Services (DHCS) for Reimbursement of PP-
GEMT IGT Services for the Service Period of January 1, 2024, through December 31, 2024, and
Make Transfers not to Exceed $282,974

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

Resolution No. 11165 - A Resolution Approving a Mitigated Negative Declaration and Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program in Accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act,
for the Folsom-Placerville Rail Trail Project

Resolution No. 11166 — A Resolution Authorizing Staff to Submit a Grant Application for
Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) Carbon Reduction Program for the Folsom
Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project

10. Resolution No. 11167 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Agreement

with HydroScience Engineers, Inc. for Design and Engineering Services During Construction for
the Tower Tank Rehabilitation Project

11. Appointment of At-Large Member to the Folsom Landscaping and Lighting District Advisory

12.

Committee to Represent the Lake Natoma Shores District

Receive and File the City of Folsom Annual Comprehensive Financial Report for the Year Ended
June 30, 2023

NEW BUSINESS:

13.
14.

Direction on the Future Steam Train Operations at Folsom City Lions Park

FY 2024-25 Preliminary Budget Workshop with Presentation of Departmental Budget Priorities,
Review of the City’s Financial Challenges and Projected Structural Deficit, and the City’s Budget
Allocations by Department and Direction to Staff

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

City of Folsom
Resolution of Commendation

Honoring

THE FOLSOM JR. BULLDOGS
for earning the

2023
EXCELLENCE IN ACADEMICS AND ATHLETICS AWARD

WHEREAS, the Folsom Jr. Bulldogs is an official youth football and cheer association in
Folsom; and

WHEREAS, the Folsom Jr. Bulldogs organization is committed to both academic and
athletic excellence; and

WHEREAS, members of the Folsom Jr. Bulldog football and cheer teams maintained a
grade point average of 3.0 or better during the football and cheer season; and

WHEREAS, this level of academic achievement merits recognition from the Board of
Directors of Folsom Youth Football and Cheer and the City of Folsom.

NOW, THEREFORE, |, Michael D. Kozlowski, Mayor of the City of Folsom, on behalf of the
Folsom City Council and the Folsom community, do hereby extend commendations in the
highest regard to the

Members of the Folsom Jr. Bulldogs

who earned the Excellence in Academics and Athletics Award 2023 and encourage their
continued scholastic excellence in the future.

COMMENDED this 13" day of February 2024.

Michael D. Kozlowski, Mayor
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City of Folsom
Resolution of Commendation

Honoring

Leadership Folsom Class of 2022-2023

For Receiving 2023 Folsom Arts Achievement Award

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

WHEREAS,

the Art Achievement Award is presented to recognize and honor the Leadership
Folsom Class of 2022-2023; and

Folsom Leadership Class created and executed Heartbeat of Folsom, a community
project that exhibited a series of beautifully designed and painted heart sculptures;
and

through a thoughtful process the Leadership Class issued a call for artists to
design and paint 20 hearts that were sponsored by 20 area businesses and
organizations; and

the Folsom Leadership Class identified Folsom Powerhouse Ministries as the
beneficiary of collected monies that amounted to a $20,000 contribution; and

the vision of Leadership Folsom is for every project to have a positive impact on
our city, our community, and our region; and

the Folsom Leadership Class of 2022-2023 is recognized for their dedication to
the arts and for their outstanding commitment to beautify our community one
heart at a time.

NOW, THEREFORE, I, Michael D. Kozlowski, Mayor of the City of Folsom, on behalf of the
Folsom City Council, the Folsom Arts and Culture Commission, and the Folsom community, do
hereby extend commendations in the highest regard to the Folsom Leadership Class of 2022-2023
for receiving the 2023 Folsom Arts Achievement Award.

COMMENDED this 13™ day of February 2024.

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR
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File 034-21 24-001
Folsom City Council Minutes
January 23, 2024

City Council Regular Meeting
MINUTES

January 23, 2024

CALL TO ORDER

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

ROLL CALL:

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

Councilmembers Absent: None

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The pledge of allegiance was recited.

AGENDA UPDATE

City Attorney Steven Wang announced that there were no agenda updates.

SCHEDULED PRESENTATIONS:

1. Recognition of 2023 Folsom Holiday Lights Contest Winners

Communications Officer Chris Shepard introduced the item, and each Councilmember recognized their
selected contest winners.

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

TEDCorp representative Joe Gagliardi made a presentation and responded to questions from the City
Council.

BUSINESS FROM THE FLOOR:
The following speakers addressed the City Council:

o Debra Roberson, proposing both a Dr. Martin Luther King parade and a diversity, equity, and
inclusion department within the City

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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¢ Michael Reynolds, regarding recusal criteria for the Historic District Commission

CONSENT CALENDAR:
ltems appearing on the Consent Calendar are considered routine and may be approved by one
motion. City 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

Motion by Councilmember Rodriguez, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla to approve the
Consent Calendar. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

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

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)

City Attorney Steven Wang presented information and responded to questions from the City Council.

Motion by Vice Mayor Aquino, second by Councilmember Rodriguez to introduce Ordinance No.
1342. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

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

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

Urban Forester Aimee Nunez made a presentation and responded to questions from the City Council.

Motion by Councilmember Rodriguez, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla to approve
Resolution No. 11159. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council



File 034-21 24-001
Folsom City Council Minutes
January 23, 2024

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

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

Senior Trails Planner Brett Bollinger made a presentation and responded to questions from the City
Council.

Motion by Counciimember Rodriguez, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla to approve
Resolution No. 11160. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

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

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

Communications Officer Chris Shepard made a presentation and responded to questions from the City
Council.

Motion by Councilmember Rohrbough, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla to approve
Resolution No. 11161, with amendments to annual instead of quarterly award and for each
councilmember to nominate one to two individuals. Motion passed by the following roll-call
vote:

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

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

Brett Bollinger, speaking as CEO of the Transportation Corridor JPA, made a presentation and
responded to questions from the City Council. Public Works Director Mark Rackovan provided
additional information.

The following speakers addressed the City Council regarding the item:

Jim Harville
Bernard Wozny
Gary Gross
Jennifer Gross
Don Rose
Gary Putman

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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7. Steve Nemeth

8. Richard Dunbar

9. Chris Vanthull

10. Manuel Cordeiro
11. Jake Boston

12. Mark Boston

13. Kaden Prudhomme

14. Sharon Kindel, reading her husband’s comments

15. Sherry Toutges
16. Roberta Long

17. Ginny McCormick, Friends of El Dorado Trails

18. Robert Goss, Friends of Folsom Parkways
19. Jack Henry

20. Bill Wilde

21. Marty Swindell

22. Greg Hampton

23. Matt Wetter

24. Jerry Bernau

25. Tony Powers

File 034-21 24-001
Folsom City Council Minutes
January 23, 2024

Brett Bollinger provided additional information. The City Council discussed the matter further.

Motion by Councilmember Rohrbough, second by Councilmember Chalamcherla to support
extending the license agreement for seven years and to direct staff to work with PSVRR
representatives to explore alternatives, with the exclusion of the alternative to move the base

south of Highway 50. Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Rohrbough, Aquino, Chalamcherla, Rodriguez, Kozlowski

NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

11. Consideration of Letter in Response to Demand Letter Received from Scott Rafferty Regarding

Alleged Non-Compliance with the Brown Act

Motion by Vice Mayor Aquino, second by Councilmember Rodriguez to approve the reply letter.

Motion passed by the following roll-call vote:

AYES: Rohrbough, Aquino, Chalamcherla, Rodriguez, Kozlowski

NOES: None
ABSENT: None
ABSTAIN: None

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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COUNCIL REQUESTS FOR FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Councilmember Rohrbough requested updates on the strategic plan and on previous homeless and
crime discussions.

Councilmember Chalamcherla requested a discussion regarding funding mechanisms for schools.
Mayor Kozlowski spoke regarding previous homeless and crime discussions.

CITY MANAGER REPORTS:

City Manager Andersen spoke about recycling locations, rain, sandbags, and firework sale applications.

COUNCIL COMMENTS:

Councilmember Rodriguez indicated she is looking forward to the State of the City address and spoke
about the railroad.

Councilmember Chalamcherla spoke about the Police CAPS program, Folsom Boulevard closure, and
the State of the City speech.

Vice Mayor Aquino spoke about Dignity Health’s planned health center.

Mayor Kozlowski spoke about a recent SACOG meeting and congratulated the Bulldogs.
ADJOURNMENT

There being no further business to come before the City Council, the meeting was adjourned

at 9:44 pm.
SUBMITTED BY:

Christa Freemantle, City Clerk

ATTEST:

Michael D. Kozlowski, Mayor

Draft — Not Official Until Approved by the City Council
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Folsom City Council

Staff Regort

MEETING DATE: 2/13/2024

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

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 (Second
Reading and Adoption)

FROM: City Attorney's Office

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Staff recommends that the City Council conduct second reading and adopt 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

The City Council introduced and conducted first reading of this Ordinance at its January 23,
2024 meeting. There is no change to the Ordinance.

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 (NCCSIF) 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.



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 example is legislative immunity where the City Council cannot be held liable
for enacting laws. Another example is judicial 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 the judge will be asked to decide whether there is any substantial evidence
that the public property was reasonably designed. A civil engineer’s opinion that the design
was reasonably approved constitutes substantial evidence sufficient 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 Public 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
engineer’s (i.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 City’s risk pool NCCSIF to fomally document and preserve the City’s
ability to raise design immunity as a defense.

FINANCIAL 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 §15061(c)(3)), or are otherwise not considered a project as defined by
Public Resources Code §21065 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. 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 (Second Reading and Adoption)



Respectfully submitted,

Steven Wang, City Attorney



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 Section 2.36.050, “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 authorized to 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 affect the 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 fact that any one or more section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase
be declared unconstitutional, invalid, or ineffective.

Ordinance No. 1342
Page 1 of 2



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 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, 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

Ordinance No. 1342
Page 2 of 2
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Folsom City Council

Staff ReBort

MEETING DATE: 2/13/2024

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution 11162 -A Resolution Authorizing the City to Accept
Credit Cards Citywide and Impose a Service Fee

FROM: Finance Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION
Staff recommends that the City Council adopt Resolution No. 11162 — A Resolution Authorizing
the City to Accept Credit Cards Citywide and Impose a Service Fee.

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

The City of Folsom (City) would like to offer its customers the ability to pay for fees and
services with credit cards. Currently, the Environmental and Water Resources Department,
Community Development Department, Parks and Recreation Department, Public Works
Department and Police Department accept credit card payments. The remaining
Departments/Divisions within the City would like to streamline processing of requests and
payments for customers with the ability to take credit card payments.

Finance staff recommends that a percentage-based service fee be imposed on all credit card
transactions citywide. These fees will cover the cost to accept credit card payments but will not
exceed the cost incurred by the City to provide the payment option. Customers can continue to
pay with cash, check or in some cases, e-check, to not incur a service fee.

POLICY /RULE

Government Code 6159 (¢) states that a city desiring to authorize the use of a credit card, debit
card, or electronic funds transfer pursuant to subdivision (b) shall obtain the approval of its city
council. Additionally, Government Code 6159 (g) states that a city may impose a fee for the use
of a credit or debit card or electronic funds transfer, not to exceed the costs incurred by the
agency in providing for payment by credit or debit card or electronic funds transfer.




ANALYSIS

The City currently accepts payments of cash and checks citywide. Some departments have
implemented online or in-person payments for e-checks or credit cards. By allowing customers
the option to pay for more services with credit cards, the City will be able to better serve the
community with more payment options. Through adding a service fee to all credit card
transactions, the City will be able to provide this payment option without increasing program
costs.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Credit card processing fees, or service fees, add an additional cost to each credit card transaction.
These are charges that merchants (the City) pay to payment service providers and credit card
companies to authorize and complete card transactions. If the City Council authorizes the
assessment of a service fee on all credit card transactions, to be paid by the customer, it is
estimated the General Fund will save about $170,000 annually and the Enterprise Funds will
save over $308,000 annually in fees we are currently paying for credit card transactions.

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 11162 — A Resolution Authorizing the City to Accept Credit Cards Citywide
and Impose a Service Fee

Submitted, 2
e Y A
vk

Sticey Tamagni, Finance Director




RESOLUTION NO. 11162

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY TO ACCEPT CREDIT CARDS
CITYWIDE AND IMPOSE A SERVICE FEE

WHEREAS, the City Council is required by Government Code 6159 (c) to authorize the
use of a credit card, debit card, or electronic funds transfer; and

WHEREAS, the City Council is allowed by Government Code 6159 (g) to authorize
imposing a fee for the use of a credit or debit card or electronic funds transfer; and,

WHEREAS, the imposed fee is not to exceed the costs incurred by the agency in providing
for payment by credit or debit card or electronic funds transfer; and,

WHEREAS, imposing a service fee will save the General Fund an estimated $170,000
annually in service fees currently paid by the City on behalf of the customer; and,

WHEREAS, imposing a service fee will save the Enterprise Funds an estimated $308,000
annually in service fees currently paid by the City on behalf of the customer; and,

WHEREAS, customers can continue to pay with cash, check or in some cases, e-check, to
not incur a service fee:

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the City to accept credit cards citywide and impose a service fee.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13" day of February, 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. 11162
Page 1 of 1
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Folsom City Council

Staff Reaort

MEETING DATE: 2/13/2024

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: Resolution No. 11163 — A Resolution Authorizing the City
Manager to Execute a Certification Form for the Folsom Fire
Department to Participate in a Medi-Cal Intergovernmental
Transfer (IGT) Program with the Department of Health Care
Services (DHCS) for Reimbursement of PP-GEMT IGT Services
for the Service Period of January 1, 2024, through December 31,
2024, and Make Transfers Not to Exceed $282,974

FROM: Fire Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

The Folsom Fire Department recommends that the City Council pass and approve Resolution No.
11163 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Certification Form for the
Folsom Fire Department to Participate in a Medi-Cal Intergovernmental Transfer (IGT) Program
with the Department of Health Care Services (DHCS) for Reimbursement of PP-GEMT IGT
Services for the Service Period of January 1, 2024, through December 31, 2024, and Make
Transfers not to Exceed $282,974

BACKGROUND /ISSUE

In accordance with California Assembly Bill 1705 (Chapter 544, Statutes of 2019), the Department
of Health Care Services developed the Public Provider Ground Emergency Medical Transportation
Intergovernmental Transfer Program (PP-GEMT IGT) to provide reimbursements, by application
of an add-on increase, to emergency medical transports provided by eligible public PP-GEMT IGT
providers. This program started on January 1, 2023, and replaces the Ground Emergency Medical
Transportation Program (GEMT), which ended on December 31, 2022. The City of Folsom has
previously participated in the GEMT annually since 20009.

PP-GEMT IGT is a program to assist the City of Folsom in recovering costs associated with the
provision of Emergency Medical Services (EMS) to individuals who are covered by Medi-Cal.

Il



PP-GEMT relies on Federal revenues potentially resulting in additional annual funding for the City
of Folsom.

POLICY /RULE

Section 2.36.080, Award of Contracts of the Folsom Municipal Code states, in part, that contracts
for supplies, equipment, services, and construction with an estimated value of $73,209 or greater
shall be awarded by City Council.

Provider Participation Agreement with the California Department of Health Care Services (DHCS)
requires approval by the City Council.

ANALYSIS

Participation in the PP-GEMT IGT program is mandatory for public provider agencies and
provides an important opportunity for the City of Folsom to collect additional ambulance transport
fees that would otherwise be unavailable. Mandatory participation requires the City of Folsom to
collect and receive these additional ambulance transport fees for each Medi-Cal transport the FFire
Department provides.

While the PP-GEMT IGT program is mandatory, cities, counties, and other public providers in the
State may optionally transfer funds to the State to support the program. This optional transfer,
also referred to as an Intergovernmental Transfer (IGT), allows the PP-GEMT IGT program to
secure Federal matching funds that are the basis for providing additional add-on revenues for each
Medi-Cal patient transported. Without these matching funds from public providers, the State
would not have adequate funds to receive the Federal match. While the IGT is optional, staff
recommends the City of Folsom provide the IGT to ensure ongoing revenues associated with PP-
GEMT IGT continue.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

Yearly costs and benefits from the program to the City of Folsom are dependent on Medi-Cal
transports the Fire Department provides in a calendar year. Using previous year Medi-Cal
transport data, it is estimated that the City of Folsom’s 2024 IGT to the State will be $257,249.16.
Participating in the PP-GEMT IGT program preserves an estimated $650,000 annually that would
not be available should the City decide not to provide the IGT to DHCS. Revenue from the program
is directly related to the number of Medi-Cal transports that the Fire Department provides each
year.

The PP-GEMT IGT Certification Form lists an initial transfer of $64,312.29, which is the first of
four transfers this calendar year totaling an estimated $257,249. Staff recommends the Council
authorize total transfers for calendar year 2024 not to exceed $282,974 which includes a 10%
contingency in the event that fewer agencies participate or the Fire Department transports
additional Medi-Cal patients, both of which could lead to higher transfers than expected.



Sufficient funds are budgeted and available for this contract in the Fire Department in the General
Fund (Fund 010).

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

This report concerns administrative activities that do not constitute a “project” as defined by
section 15378 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines and is otherwise
exempt pursuant to sections 15061(b)(3) and 15378(b)(2).

ATTACHMENTS

1. Resolution No. 11163 — A Resolution Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a
Certification Form for the Folsom Fire Department to Participate in a Medi-Cal
Intergovernmental Transfer (IGT) Program with the Department of Health Care Services
(DHCS) for Reimbursement of PP-GEMT IGT Services for the Service Period of January
1, 2024, through December 31, 2024, and Make Transfers not to Exceed $282,974

Submitted,

Ken Cusano, Fire Chief



RESOLUTION NO. 11163

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A
CERTIFICATION FORM FOR THE FOLSOM FIRE DEPARTMENT TO
PARTICIPATE IN A MEDI-CAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL TRANSFER (IGT)
PROGRAM WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH CARE SERVICES (DHCS) FOR
REIMBURSEMENT OF PP-GEMT IGT SERVICES FOR THE SERVICE PERIOD OF
JANUARY 1, 2024, THROUGH DECEMBER 31, 2024, AND MAKE TRANSFERS NOT
TO EXCEED $282,974

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom, through its Fire Department, regularly provides
emergency ambulance transport to persons who are Medi-Cal patients enrolled in managed care
and fee-for-service plan; and

WHEREAS, the City of Folsom participates in various governmental programs that
provide reimbursement of costs incurred in providing such emergency services to Medi-Cal
patients; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Assembly Bill 1705 (Chapter 544, Statutes of 2019),
the Department of Health Care Services developed the Public Provider Ground Emergency
Medical Transportation Intergovernmental Transfer Program (PP-GEMT IGT) to provide

reimbursements, by application of an add-on increase, to emergency medical transports provided
by eligible public PP-GEMT IGT providers; and

WHEREAS, by participating in the Intergovernmental Transfer Program, the City of
Folsom will continue to receive reimbursements for a larger proportion of its actual costs for
providing emergency ambulance transport to Medi-Cal patients enrolled in managed care and fee-
for-service plans; and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are budgeted and available for this contract in the Fire
Department in the General Fund (Fund 010); and

WHEREAS, under the Intergovernmental Transfer Program certification form, the funds
shall be transferred in accordance with a mutually agreed-upon schedule between the City of
Folsom and DHCS, and in a form acceptable to the City Attorney;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Folsom
authorizes the City Manager to execute an agreement with the Department of Health Care Services
regarding participation in the Medi-Cal Ground Emergency Medical Transportation Services
Public Provider Intergovernmental Transfer Program for the total not-to-exceed amount of
$257,249 with the budgeted amount to include a 10% contingency of $25,725 for a total of
$282,974.

Resolution No. 11163
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PASSED AND ADOPTED this 13® day of February 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. 11163
Page 2 of 2
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Folsom City Council

Staff ReRort

MEETING DATE: 2/13/2024

AGENDA SECTION: | Consent Calendar

SUBJECT: 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

FROM: Community Development Department

RECOMMENDATION / CITY COUNCIL ACTION

Adopt 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.

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, 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.



image illustrating the location and span of the Joint Powers Authority (JPA) Landmark Grove, which
traverses along the east edge of Folsom Blvd between Blue Ravine Rd and Bidwell St.

Aeria

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 have progressed, Sacramento Regional Transit
(SacRT) has discovered additional tree removals that will need to occur as a result of their
project. Consequently, a second application to declassify several more Landmark Trees within
the Folsom Blvd JPA Grove has been submitted to the Community Development Department
to bring forward for Council consideration.



The initial Landmark Tree declassification application submitted by SacRT (and subsequent
adopted resolution) identified five trees requiring removal. However, because the trees within
the Folsom Blvd JPA Grove were not surveyed and mapped in conformance with requirements
set forth in Folsom Municipal Code 12.16.140 as part of SacRT’s project design, the full extent
of tree impacts resulting from the project were not realized until their contractor recently
marked the limits of the new train footprint on site. An updated arborist report has been
submitted to the Community Development Department as part of SacRT’s second
declassification application which identifies thirteen additional Landmark Trees that will need
to be removed in order to accommodate the project. In assessing SacRT’s newly marked limits
for the project footprint, the city’s Urban Forester has also identified a fourteenth tree that will
incur substantial impacts that may necessitate removal.

Tree 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.

Eighteen (18) trees total (the original five captured under Reso No. 11159 and the thirteen
newly discovered trees) 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, thirteen additional Landmark
Trees will need to be removed. These thirteen trees are delineated in Table 1 below, followed
by 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.

Table 1

Oaks Proposed for Removal

Tag # Common Name Botanical Name Condition DSH
4831 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 14”
4834 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 11”
4837 Black walnut Juglans hindsii good 8”
4839 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 777

*Indicates a tree planned for preservation but will incur substantial encroachment impacts from the project.
Urban Forester to assess the potential for survival following the construction activities. The value of total inches
shown in this table does not include tree #4841.

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 thirteen 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 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. 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 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 $19,250) 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 ISMND 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

ATTACHMENTS

1.

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 Modermization 15 Minutes to Folsom
Project.

2. SacRT Letter of Justification
3. Arborist Report
4. Light Rail Modernization Improvement Plan Excerpt
5. Resolution No. 5911
6. Resolution No. 11159
7. Current Map of Landmark Trees
Submitted,
PAM JOHNS

Community Development Director



ATTACHMENT 1

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



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 — 4 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

WHEREAS, 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 assessment 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 ANSIT 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):
NOES: Councilmember(s):
ABSENT:  Councilmember(s):
ABSTAIN: Councilmember(s):

Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR
ATTEST:

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK

Resolution No. 11164
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Site Map and Tree Removal Table

Exhibit A
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SacRT Folsom Light Rail
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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”7
4834 Interior live oak Quercus wislizeni good 11~
4837 Black walnut Juglans hindsii good 8”
4839 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 47
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 17
4947 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 1”
4948 Valley oak Quercus lobata good 1”
TOTAL 777

*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 o warrant removal, this tree shall retain its Landmark Designation.

Resolution No. 11164
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ATTACHMENT 2

SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT
LETTER OF JUSTIFICATION



W

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

Malling 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 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 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




ATTACHMENT 3

ARBORIST REPORT



Arborist Report
SacRT Folsom Light Rail Modernization Double Track
Project (v4)

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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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.

11. 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 Ordinahce

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.
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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 0.5-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 0 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 DSH
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 below 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
4828 Interior live oak 15 15 Good
4829 Interior live oak 24 20 Good
4830 Valley oak 11 11 Good
4831 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
43847 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

Arborist Report



Chapter 2. Tree Survey Results

Arborist Report

Tag# Specles 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.

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 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
Arborist Report



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:

o 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 free
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

X Combined | Extrapolated Heritage

Tag # Species DBH D:H Health Statuf
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

4830 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

. Combined | Extrapolated Heritage

Tag # Species DBH D‘;H Health Statusg
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 ReplaDcseHment
DSH Ranking Ratio i
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 8
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 11 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
Arborist Report



Tree Impacts
° Protectin Place
@ Remove Tree
O Trim Tree

Source: Estl, DigilaiGlobe, GeaEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community
Created by: scofts, Date: 1/22/2024

1 inch = 250 feet
w1 Feet
0 100 200 300 400

Figure 3

Tree Impacts Map

Sheet 1 of 4

SacRT Folsom Light Rail
Modernization Double Track Project




Tree Impacts
e Protect in Place
@ Remove Tree
@ Trim Tree 5
—

Source: Esn, DigitalGlobe, GeaEye, Earthstar Gacgraphles, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community,
Crealed hy: scotts, Dale: 1/22/2024

@ 1 inch = 83 feet

0 100

Figure 3

Tree Impacts Map

Sheet 2 of 4

SacRT Folsom Light Rail
Modernization Double Track Project




Tree Impacts
e Protect in Place
® Remove Tree
O  Trim Tree

Source: Esri, DigitalGloba, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographles, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and Ihe GIS User Commuriity
Crealed by: scotts, Date: 1/22/2024

@ 1 inch = 83 feet

0 100

Figure 3

Tree Impacts Map

Sheet 3 of 4

SacRT Folsom Light Rail
Modernization Double Track Project




Tree Impacts
® Protectin Place
@ Remove Tree
O Trim Tree

Source: Esfi, DigilalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthslar Geoaraphics, CNES/Aibus DS, USDA, USGS, AereGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community
Created by: scolts, Dale: 12212024

@ 1 inch = 83 feet

0 100

Figure 3

Tree Impacts Map

Sheet 4 of 4

SacRT Folsom Light Rail
Modernization Double Track Project




ATTACHMENT 4

LIGHT RAIL MODERNIZATION IMPROVEMENT PLAN
EXCERPT
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ATTACHMENT 5

RESOLUTION NO. 5911 - A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING
LANDMARK TREE DESIGNATION AT THE JPQ RIGHT-OF-WAY
ON FOLSOM BOULEVARD BETWEE 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 10 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 evaluation 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 ADOP_TED 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



ATTACHMENT 6

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
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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
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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 S

l Mike bomlowski
Michael D. Kozlowski, MAYOR

D oEeEId by:

Civwae Lw.wvam&..j

Christa Freemantle, CITY CLERK
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Exhibit A
Site Map

Tree Survey Area

Trees Protected In Place
Traes to be Trimmed
Trees to be Removed

s

Annotated excerpt from the arborist report prepared by Dokken Engineering calling out the five oaks
proposed for declassification
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Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Project
CITY OF FOLSOM Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. The City has an Evacuation Plan, an Emergency Operations Plan (EOP), and a Community
Wildfire Protection Plan. Part of the focus of these plans both, defining emergency responses as well
as evacuation routes. The project site is not located within an existing evacuation route and would
not require revisions to existing evacuation plans. The proposed project is a trail, and it is not located
in an area that would obstruct the response plan to an emergency and is not located in an area that
would impair an emergency evacuation plan. The proposed project would make minor improvements
to existing intersections, but this work would not result in closures that would impact an emergency
response or evacuation. Therefore, there will be no impacts that would impair an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan.

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?

No Impact. As identified by CAL Fire, the project site is located within an urban area and is identified
as not being located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. The project site is in a highly urbanized
area, and while there is undeveloped land to the north adjacent to Folsom Lake College, this area
consists of upland grassy vegetation that is not a wildfire hazard. In addition, the proposed project
includes a bike trail and does not include any uses that would be habitable and place people at risk.
Impacts would not occur and mitigation is not required.

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk
or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project includes construction of a bike trail and would not
require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure such as roads, fuel breaks,
emergency water sources, powerlines, or other utilities that could exacerbate fire risk resulting in
impacts to the environment. The proposed project is in an urban environment, and would occur
adjacent to existing railroad tracks and existing roadways. Impacts in this regard would be less than
significant and mitigation is not required

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding
or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is not located in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone. The project site is flat and is not located near any areas with steep slopes that would be
conducive to downslope or downstream flooding or landslides as a result of fires. The proposed
project includes a bike trail and does not include any uses that would be habitable. While some of the
undeveloped area to the north of the project site near Folsom Lake College is on very gently sloping
ground, a fire would not result in the exposure of people to significant risk including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides as a result of post fire instability. Impacts in this regard are less
than significant and mitigation is not required.
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Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Project
CITY OF FOLSOM Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Cumulative Impacts

The incremental effects of the proposed project related to wildfire, would be minimal, and any effects
would be site specific. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in incremental effects to wildfire
that could be compounded or increased when considered together with similar effects from other past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects. The proposed project would not result in
cumulatively considerable impacts to or from wildfires and mitigation is not required.
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CITY OF FOLSOM

Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

4.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Issues

Does the project:

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Issues

No
Impact

Incorporated

a) Have the potential to substantially degrade
the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal community,
substantially reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually  limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects,
the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects
on human either directly or
indirectly?

beings,

a) Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce

the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate

important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The analysis in this Initial Study includes
an evaluation of the project impacts associated with aesthetics, agricultural and forest resources, air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards
and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources,
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Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Project

CITY OF FOLSOM Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

b)

noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation/traffic, tribal cultural
resources, utilities and service systems, and wildfire. The analysis covers a broad spectrum of topics
relative to the potential for the proposed project to have environmental impacts. This includes the
potential for the proposed project to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory.

The proposed project would occur within a disturbed area within the existing JPA railroad right-of-
way and other adjacent highly disturbed areas that do not contain resources nor would be commonly
used by sensitive species or contain sensitive biological resources. As discussed in Section 4.4,
Biological Resources, above, the proposed project would result in potentially significant impacts to
biological resources, but these impacts would be reduced through the incorporation of mitigation.

In addition, due to past development efforts, the potential for cuitural resources or tribal cultural
resources to be present or located during construction activities is considered to be low (see Sections
4.5 and 4.18) and impacts would be less than significant. Thus, for the reasons presented throughout
this document, the proposed project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or prehistory.

Nonetheless, the proposed project would be approved with adoption of mitigation to reduce potential
impacts to nesting birds and includes mitigation for inadvertent discovery of cultural resources. Thus,
on the basis of the foregoing analysis, the proposed project has the potential to significantly impact
biological resources including special-status plant and wildlife species. Measures have been proposed
that would mitigate impacts to a less than significant level.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The analysis in this Initial Study includes
an evaluation of the project impacts associated with aesthetics, agricultural and forest resources, air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, geology and soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards
and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, land use and planning, mineral resources,
noise, population and housing, public services, recreation, transportation/traffic, tribal cultural
resources, utilities and service systems, and wildfire. The analysis covers a broad spectrum of topics
relative to the potential for the proposed project to have environmental impacts. It was found that
the proposed project would have either no impact, a less than significant impact, or a less than
significant impact with the implementation of mitigation measures. These mitigation measures would
also function to reduce the project’s contribution to cumulative impacts.
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Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Project
CITY OF FOLSOM Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The proposed project would not increase the population or the use of public services and systems and
would not conflict with any applicable plans for the area. The proposed project would increase the
capacity of the trail system and result in a new connection between adjacent residential, commercial,
and recreational uses. The proposed project, however, would not facilitate or increase the potential
for development in the area result in, or encouraging additional impacts to occur. In addition, any
future projects would be subject to environmental review under CEQA. There are no significant
cumulative or cumulatively considerable effects that are identified associated with the proposed
project after the implementation of all mitigation measures. Thus, with the implementation of all
mitigation measures proposed in this Initial Study, the proposed project would have a less than
significant impact.

c¢) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The project proposes to construct a new
bike trail between the existing Humbug Trail and Iron Point Road. Potential adverse project effects on
human beings were discussed in Section 4.3, Air Quality; Section 4.7, Geology and Soils (seismic
hazards); Section 4.9, Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Section 4.10, Hydrology and Water Quality
(flooding); Section 4.17, Transportation (traffic hazards); and Section 4.20, Wildfire. No potential
adverse effects on human beings were identified. Potential adverse effects that were identified would
be reduced to levels considered less than significant through compliance with applicable laws,
regulations, and City ordinances and standards, along with mitigation measures where necessary. As
a result of this evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that there are adverse effects on human
beings associated with the proposed project.
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Folsom/Placerville Rail Trail Project
CITY OF FOLSOM Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Appendix A
Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Modeling Data
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Appendix B
Biological Resource Study
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Appendix C
Archaeological Survey Report
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Appendix D
Draft Initial Site Assessment
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