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Preface to the Final Supplemental EIR

In compliance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15132, this
document serves as the Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track (Project or SR3T Project) (State Clearinghouse
#2014072005). This Final Supplemental EIR has been prepared under the direction of the Capitol
Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA), acting as the lead agency, in accordance with the
requirements of CEQA (Public Resources Code [PRC] Section 21000 et seq.) and the State
CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15000, et seq.).
In accordance with Sections 15087 and 15105 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the Draft
Supplemental EIR was circulated for public review and comment for a period of 45 days, from
October 27, 2023, through December 11, 2023.

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15132 requires that the Final Supplemental EIR consist of the
following components:

1. The Draft Supplemental EIR or a revision of the draft;

2. Comments and recommendations received on the Draft Supplemental EIR either verbatim
or in summary;

3. Alist of persons, organization, and public agencies comments on the Draft Supplemental
EIR;

4. The responses of the lead agency to significant environmental points raised in the review
and consultation process; and

5. Any other information added by the lead agency.

This Final Supplemental EIR contains the public comments received on the Draft Supplemental
EIR for the proposed Project, as well as written responses to those comments. A list of the
persons, organizations, and public agencies who commented on the Draft Supplemental EIR is
provided in the “Comments and Responses to Comments” chapter of this document. In addition,
this document also contains revisions to the Draft Supplemental EIR with additions shown in
underline and deletions shown in strikethrough.

Introduction

This preface, which serves as an introduction to the Final Supplemental EIR, provides a summary
of the public review process; an overview of the Final Supplemental EIR contents; and a summary
of the changes made to the Draft Supplemental EIR text in response to comments and community
input received during the public comment period as well as editorial changes to correct
typographical errors. None of the revisions made to the Draft Supplemental EIR constitute
significant new information, nor do they change any of the conclusions of the document.
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Public Review Process

CCJPA, acting as the lead agency, prepared the Draft Supplemental EIR to inform decision
makers and the public of the potential significant environmental effects associated with the
proposed Project. The Draft Supplemental EIR was circulated for public review and comment for
45 days, from October 27, 2023, through December 11, 2023. A Public Notice of Availability of
was provided to the State Clearinghouse, Responsible Agencies, Trustee Agencies, and
interested parties who previously requested notice. The Draft Supplemental EIR, Final
Supplemental EIR, and associated appendices were made available for review online at:
http://sactoroseville3rdtrack.com/, https://www.capitolcorridor.org/sac-roseville-third-track/, and
https://ceqanet.opr.ca.gov/Project/2018102058.

Interested persons and organizations had the opportunity to submit their written comments on the
Draft Supplemental EIR during the 45-day public review period. Comment letters received on the
Draft Supplemental EIR, reproduced in their entirety, and responses to those comments are
provided in the “Comments and Responses to Comments” chapter following this preface.

Section 15088(c) of the State CEQA Guidelines specifies that the focus of the responses to
comments shall be on the disposition of significant environmental issues. Responses are not
required for comments regarding the merits of the proposed Project or on issues not related to
potential physical environmental impacts and/or the Draft Supplemental EIR’s analysis of such
impacts. Comments on the merits of the proposed Project or other comments that do not raise
environmental issues are nevertheless included within the record for consideration as part of the
proposed Project approval process. The responses address environmental issues and indicate
where issues raised do not pertain to environmental impacts, analysis, or address the merits of
the proposed Project. In the latter instance, no further response is provided.

Only minor changes to the text of the Draft Supplemental EIR have occurred since public
circulation, and none of the changes constitute “significant new information,” which would require
its recirculation. “Significant new information” is defined in Section 15088.5(a) of the State CEQA
Guidelines as follows:

1. A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.

2. A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.

3. A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental impacts of the project, but the
project’s proponents decline to adopt it.

4. The Draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in nature
that meaningful public review and comment were precluded.
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None of these circumstances has arisen from comments on the Draft Supplemental EIR;
therefore, recirculation is not required.

As required by CEQA Section 21092.5 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(b), at least 10
days before consideration of the Final Supplemental EIR for certification, CCJPA provided a
written proposed response to each public agency that submitted written comments on the Draft
Supplemental EIR.

Overview of the Final Supplemental EIR

The Final Supplemental EIR consists of the following components, in the following order:

List of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft Supplemental EIR;
Comments and Responses from persons, organizations, and public agencies; and

The Draft Supplemental EIR (October 2023) with additions shown in underline and deletions
shown in strikethrough.

Revisions to the Draft Supplemental EIR

The following list summarizes the substantive changes made to the Draft Supplemental EIR since
public review. These changes are reflected with additions shown in underline and deletions shown
in strikethrough.

Executive Summary

e A editorial change has been made on page ES-49 related to Mitigation Measure TRA-2
changing California Department of Parks and Recreation to Sacramento County
Department of Regional Parks as the consulting agency for work occurring within the
American River Parkway.

Chapter 1.0 Introduction

e Section 1.4 — Public Participation in the Environmental Review has been updated to reflect
the closing of the 45-day public review period for the Draft SEIR.

Chapter 3.11 Transportation

e A editorial change has been made on page 3.11-16 related to Mitigation Measure TRA-2
changing California Department of Parks and Recreation to Sacramento County
Department of Regional Parks as the consulting agency for work occurring within the
American River Parkway. The entirety of Mitigation Measure TRA-2 has been added for
clarification in the text.
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Project Decision Process

This Final Supplemental EIR will be considered by CCJPA prior to a decision on whether to
approve the proposed Project. If CCJPA decides to approve the proposed Project, CCJPA, as
required by State CEQA Guidelines Section 15090, must first certify that the Final Supplemental
EIR was completed in compliance with CEQA’s requirements, was reviewed and considered by
CCJPA, and reflects its independent judgment and analysis. CCJPA would then be required to
adopt findings of fact on the disposition of each significant environmental impact, as required by
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15091. If significant and unavoidable impacts (those that cannot
feasibly be mitigated to less than significant levels) would result from implementation of the
proposed Project, the proposed Project can still be approved, but the CCJPA must issue a
“statement of overriding considerations” explaining in writing the specific economic, social, or
other considerations that it believes, based on substantial evidence, make those significant effects
acceptable (PRC Section 21002; State CEQA Guidelines Section 15093). A mitigation monitoring
program, which is required by State CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(d) would be considered and
adopted by CCJPA in conjunction with any project approval.
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Comments and Responses to Comments

This chapter of the Final Supplemental EIR contains the comment letters received during the
public review period for the Draft Supplemental EIR, which concluded on December 11, 2023. In
conformance with Section 15088(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, written responses were
prepared to address comments received from reviewers of the Draft Supplemental EIR.

Commenters on the Draft Supplemental EIR

This preface, which serves as an introduction to the Final Supplemental EIR, provides a summary
of the public review process; an overview of the Final Supplemental EIR contents; and a summary
of the changes made to the Draft Supplemental EIR text in response to comments and community
input received during the public comment period as well as editorial changes to correct
typographical errors. None of the revisions made to the Draft Supplemental EIR constitute
significant new information, nor do they change any of the conclusions of the document.

Table RTC-1 lists the comment letters received on the Draft Supplemental EIR. The comments
and associated responses are provided in the order in which they were received by CCJPA.

Table RTC-1. Comment Letters Received on the Draft Supplemental EIR

Ceter Agency, Organization, or Individual Date SISl
Number gency, Org : Received Method

1 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District 11/17/23 Email
2 County of Sacramento Department of Regional Parks 12/8/23 Email
3 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 12/11/23 CEQAnet, email

Responses on the Draft Supplemental EIR

The written comments received on the Draft Supplemental EIR and the responses to those
comments are presented below. Each comment letter has been assigned a number code, and
individual comments in each letter have also been coded to facilitate responses. For example,
the letter from the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District is identified as
Comment Letter 1, with comments noted as 1-1, 1-2, etc. Copies of each comment letter are
provided prior to each response.

RTC-1
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Comment Letter 1: Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District

RTC-2
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Comment Letter 1

A layover facility {or mini yard) for our trains to layover was going to be built anyhow in Placer County it is just slightly in
a different location as covered in this sEIR. | do not think that changes anything for Sacramento County

The rail bridges are in Sacramento county. In the sEIR it covers replacement of the two existing rail bridges over 5R 51 (in
the Elvas area) as the new elements whereas we only had the one new rail bridge over 5R51 in the fEIR before (in 2015).

Jim Allison | Manager of Planning

Pronouns: He | Him| His

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority

2150 Webster St, 3™ Floor | Oakland. CA 94612

(510} 464-6994 | jima@capitolcommidor org or jalliso@bart gov

From: Molly Wright <MWright@airguality.org=
Date: Friday, November 17, 2023 at 10:51 PM
To: James Allison <JimA@ capitolcorridor.org=
Cc: Paul Philley <PPhilley@airguality.org=
Subject: Third Track to Roseville SEIR

Good Afternoon Jim,

Hope this finds you well. In reviewing the Third Track to Roseville SEIR, it looks as if the only significant emissions that
occur from the new project are in Placer County and not Sacramento County.

Do | have that correct? All of the modeling results summarized in the body of the SEIR (as opposed to appendices) seem
to indicate that, although | don't see that stated explicitly as text. Since the CalEEMod runs in Appendix B are all from
the Roseville Layover, | can’t tell from that either.

| know some of the changes are slated to occur in Sacramento County (changes to bridge design), but it sounds the
actual changes to construction emissions would occur only in Placer County. Correct?

Thank you in advance, and have a great weekend!

Molly Wright
Air Quality Planner/analyst
Desk: (279) 207-1157
mwright@airquality.org
www. AirQuality.org
O@AQMD

TACANMEMTE WETRPTLITAM

"2

AIR QUALITY

MANALC HT DISTRLICT
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Comment Response 1-1

The commenter requests clarification regarding construction emissions being generated as part
of the revised project, with a focus on any new significant construction emissions within
Sacramento County. The commenter also provides a recommendation to consider the use of
shore power for the passenger rail layover facility in Roseville to further improve the project’s
environmental benefits. As identified in Draft SEIR Chapter 3.2 — Air Quality/Climate
Change/Greenhouse Gases, project construction emissions associated with the railroad bridge
crossings in Sacramento County would not exceed SMAQMD'’s project level thresholds with
implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ-2a, AQ-2b, and AQ-2c, similar to what was identified
in the 2015 EIR. “Shore power”, which CCJPA refers to as “hotel power” or “wayside power” was
an assumption included in the 2015 EIR and would be incorporated as part of the Project.
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Comment Letter 2: County of Sacramento Department of Regional Parks

RTC-7



Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track Final Supplemental EIR February 2024
Comments and Responses to Comments

DocuSign Envelope 10: 4FEA43E2-1D8B-4370-0B02-FCE3DE460C0C
Comment Letter 2

As a responsible agency under the State and Federal Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act, Regional Parks requests specificity of significant
environmental impacts within the Parkway, with specific mitigations
outlined in the Supplemental Impact Report. This request is consistent
with the following policies of the ARPP:

Terrestrial Resource Policies

3.1 Any development of facilities within the Parkway,
including but not limited to builldings, roads, turfed areas,
trails, bridges, tunnels, pipelines, overhead electrical lines, 2-1 cont.
levees and parking areas, shall be designed and located
such that any impact upon native vegetation is minimized
and appropriate mitigation measures are incorporated into
the project.

3.1.1 Parkway facilities are those necessary for the
operations, management, and permitted uses within the
Parkway.

3.1.2 Development of non-Parkway facilities must have a
compelling regional need, meet all applicable statutory
requirements and provide mitigation and enhancements to
the Parkway’s natural, recreational, or interpretive
resources.

Bridges

8.18 If new bridge crossings are constructed, they shall be
designed and located in such a manner as to minimize
negative impact to the Parkway environment, aesthetic
values, and natural resources. Any additional bridge
crossings should be located within Developed Recreation
or Limited Recreation areas.

8.18 1 The Downtown-Natomas-Airport (DNA-RT) light rail 22
project alignment, as approved by the Regional Transit
Board of Directors in December 2003, is recognized by
this Plan.

8.19 Bridge crossings should incorporate river themes and
the Parkway context into its design and use muted, earth
toned colors.
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DocuSign Envelope 10 4FEA43E3-1D3B-437D-8602-FCEIDE460COC
Comment Letter 2

8.20 If new automobile bridges are considered, expanding
existing bridge capacity is preferred to constructing new
bridges. If after careful study of all other alternatives,
another crossing is required, a map amendment to the
locally-adopted area plan(s) shall be required.

.21 If new automobile bridges are to be constructed over
the American River or existing automobile bridges
enlarged, these facilities should provide a path for bicycles 2-2 cont.
and pedestrians that is separated from vehicle lanes and
include viewing platforms where appropriate.

8.22 New bridges for bikes, pedestrians, and equestrians
may be considered when there is a need to improve
Parkway connectivity, circulation and access, and shall
require a map amendment to the locally-adopted area
plan(s).

The Document describes permanent property acquisitions from the
American River Parkway. This loss of recreational property should
include a specific mifigation:

¢ Add appropriate bridge infrastructure, as needed, to allow
connection of the Two Rivers Trail. Adding bridge safety features
that will allow the paved frail to be built under the railroad bridge
will connect two sections of the Two Rivers Trail.  As of now,
Phase | and Phase Il of the Two Rivers Trail are awkwardly
separated by a short unpaved segment associated with the existing
railroad bridge.

The Document should also describe impacts associated with any
proposed detours from the recreational trails on the American River
Parkway and should specifically describe how safe access to trails will
be maintained as mitigation. Communications should be made to
Sacramento County Department of Regional Parks (not to the California
Department of Parks and Recreation) for work in the American River 24
Parkway . Detours routed outside of the Parkway should be disclosed as
a project impact. Regional Parks requests the following be included as
mitigation for any recreational impacts described in the Document:

RTC-9



Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track Final Supplemental EIR February 2024

Comments and Responses to Comments

DocuSign Envelope |D: 4FEA43E3-104B-437D-0E02-FCEIDE460C0C
Comment Letter 2

e |f the paved trail requires closures, these should be limited to
nighttime hours, and that the paved trail be re-opened for morning
and daytime commuters.

» Daytime closure of the paved trails require a 14 day advance
notice to trail users, via signage at the detour locations, and
coordinated with Regional Parks.

¢ At least one Parkway paved or unpaved trail undercrossing be
available, at all times, for walkers, equestrians, and others who
should not be detoured through long detours onto the city streets.

If you have any questions please contact KC Sorgen at (916) 916-874-
6099 or sorgenkc@saccounty.gov.

Sincerely,

DeciSigead by

(i Exllas

AFAT44TFESET4FE

Liz Bellas

2-4 cont.
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Comment Response 2-1

The commenter describes the purpose of the American River Parkway Plan (ARPP) and states
that the Sacramento County Department of Regional Parks is responsible for the management of
the American Parkway and administration of the ARPP. The commenter recommends that
environmental impacts and mitigations be consistent with terrestrial resource policies listed in the
ARPP. In accordance with ARPP, development of facilities within the American Parkway shall be
designed and located to minimize impact on native vegetation. American Parkway facilities are
those necessary for the operations, management, and permitted uses within the American
Parkway. Development of non-American Parkway facilities must have a compelling regional need,
meet all applicable statutory requirements, and provide mitigation and enhancements to the
American Parkway.

Based on a review of the 2008 American River Parkway Plan and the Two Rivers Trail (Phase II)
Draft EIR, the improvements associated with the B Street Underpass (Bridge 23-0023) and Elvas
Underpass (Bridge 24-0031) are located outside the boundaries of the ARPP (See Figure RTC-
1).

Although the modified bridge improvements would be located outside the boundaries of the
ARPP, the Draft SEIR identified that the bridge improvements are located near where special-
status plant species and sensitive habitats would occur. These include Sanford’s arrowhead and
the Elderberry Savanna (Draft SEIR page 3.3-34, Chapter 3.3 Biological Resources). Mitigation
Measures BIO-1a (Install fencing and/or flagging to protect sensitive biological resources), BIO-
1b (Implement a worker environmental awareness training program for construction personnel),
BIO-1c (Retain a qualified biologist to conduct periodic monitoring during construction in sensitive
habitats), and BIO-3 (Implement measures to avoid long-term effects on special-status plants
documented in the Project impact area) were identified as reducing and minimizing impacts to
these special status plant species.

Comment Response 2-2

The commenter identified ARPP policies concerning the construction of bridges in the American
Parkway which include that new bridge crossings should minimize negative impacts to the
American Parkway environment with additional bridge crossing located within Developed
Recreation or Limited Recreation areas. Other ARPP policies identified by the commenter include
recommendations for bridge crossings to use muted, earth toned colors and for any new
automobile bridges that would be constructed over the American River to provide a path for
bicycles and pedestrians.

As identified in the Draft SEIR, the two railroad bridge crossings under consideration currently
span across Business 1-80 (Draft SEIR page 1-2, Chapter 1.0 — Introduction; Draft EIR Figure 1-
3). Based on a review of the 2008 American River Parkway Plan and the Two Rivers Trail (Phase
II) Draft EIR, the improvements associated with the B Street Underpass and Elvas Underpass are
located outside the boundaries of the ARPP. No new automobile bridges are proposed to be
constructed over the American River with implementation of the improvements associated with
the two underpasses. No further response is required.
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Figure RTC-1. Existing and Proposed Recreational Resources and Features
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Comment Response 2-3

The commenter notes that the Draft SEIR described permanent property acquisitions from the
American River Parkway and recommends including a specific mitigation to add bridge
infrastructure to allow connection of the Two Rivers Trail. The comment notes that Phase | and
Phase Il of the Two Rivers Trail are separated by a short unpaved segment associated with the
existing railroad bridge.

Based on a review of the Two Rivers Trail (Phase Il) Draft EIR, the improvements associated with
the B Street and Elvas Underpasses are not located near Phase | of the Two Rivers Trail. As
identified in Figure ES-2 of the Two Rivers Trail (Phase Il) Draft EIR, some portions of Elvas
Underpass project area would be located in an area identified as Segment 3 while some portions
of the B Street Underpass project area would be located in an area identified as Segment 2. The
unpaved segment that the commenter refers to appears to be located in Segment 1.

Comment Response 2-4

The commenter states that the document describe impacts associated with any proposed detours
from the recreational trails on the American River Parkway and should specifically describe how
safe access to trails will be maintained as mitigation. The commenter requests that mitigation for
recreational impacts include limiting closures to paved trails to nighttime hours, notifying trail users
14 days in advance if there will be daytime closures, and having at least one American Parkway
trail undercrossing be available at all times for pedestrians and equestrians.

As identified in the Draft SEIR, construction of the railroad bridges crossing over Business 1-80
could cause short-term impacts on local transportation networks which could affect drivers, transit
service/riders, bicyclists, pedestrians, and American River uses (Draft SEIR page 3.11-16,
Chapter 3.11 — Traffic and Transportation). To mitigate for potential and temporary disruptions,
Mitigation Measure TRA-2 would be implemented. Mitigation Measure TRA-2 requires
implementation of site specific construction traffic management plans (TMPs). Mitigation Measure
TRA-2 identifies that measures to be considered in the TMPs include but are not limited to the
development of signage, flagging limits on period of closure, and provision for passage of
emergency vehicles during construction activities. Mitigation Measure TRA-2 also identifies that
the TMPs be developed in consultation with various applicable transportation entities and
stakeholders, include city and county park departments. Mitigation Measure TRA-2 has been
modified to reflect the Sacramento County Department of Regional Parks as the listed agency for
work in the American River Parkway.

Mitigation Measure TRA-2: Implement site-specific construction traffic management
plan (TMP). CCJPA, in coordination with UPRR, shall prepare site-specific TMPs for each
road crossing prior to the initiation of construction. UPRR shall be responsible for project
management or may contract with one or more construction management firms to in ensure
that construction contractors’ crews and schedules are coordinated and that the plans and
TMP specifications are being followed. The TMPs shall address the specific steps to be taken
before, during, and after construction to minimize transportation impacts on all modes,
including the mitigation measures and environmental commitments identified in this
environmental document. Such measures include but are not limited to signage, flagging,
limits on periods of closure, and provision for passage of emergency vehicles during
construction. UPRR shall be responsible for developing the TMPs in consultation with the
applicable transportation entities listed below.
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Caltrans for state and federal roadway facilities.

Local agencies including City of Sacramento, County of Sacramento, City of Citrus
Heights, and City of Roseville for local transportation facilities such as roads and bike
paths.

Transit providers, including but not limited to, Regional Transit and Roseville Transit.
Rail operators.
U.S. Coast Guard.

City and county parks departments.

California-Department-of Parks-and-Reereation(BDPR) Sacramento County Department of
Regional Parks for work in the American River Parkway.

UPRR shall ensure that the TMPs are implemented prior to beginning construction at any
given site, including in-water construction sites. If necessary to minimize unexpected
operational impacts or delays experienced during real-time construction, UPRR shall be
responsible for modifying the TMP in coordination with the appropriate transportation entities
to address these effects.

Each TMP shall include the following provisions, as applicable to the conditions.

Description and deployment of signage warning of roadway surface conditions such as
loose gravel, steel plates, or similar conditions that could be hazardous to road cycling
activity on roadways open to bicycle traffic.

Description and deployment of signage and barricades to be used around the work sites.

Description and deployment of buoys, signage, or other effective means to warn boaters
of in-water work areas and restrictions on access. Description of warning devices and
signage (e.g., buoys labeled “boats keep out” or “no wake zone”) in compliance with U.S.
Coast Guard Private Aid to Navigation requirements and effective during non-daylight
hours and periods of dense fog.

Use of flag people or temporary traffic signals/signage as necessary to slow or detour
traffic.

Notifications for the public, emergency service providers, cycling organizations, bike
shops, schools, the U.S. Coast Guard, boating organizations, marinas, city and county
parks departments, and DPR, where applicable, describing construction activities that
could affect transportation and water navigation.

Outreach (through public meetings and/or flyers and other advertisements).

Procedures for construction area evacuation in the case of an emergency declared by
county or other local authorities.

Designation of alternate access routes via detours and bridges to maintain continual
circulation for local travelers in and around construction zones, including bicycle riders,
pedestrians, and boaters, where applicable.

Description of construction staging areas, material delivery routes, and specification of
construction vehicle travel hour limits.
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¢ Notifications to commercial and leisure boating communities of proposed operations in the
waterways, including posting notices at local marinas and public launch ramps. This
information shall provide details regarding construction site location(s); construction
schedules; and identification of no-wake zones, speed-restricted zones, and detours,
where applicable

e No-wake zones and speed restrictions shall be established as part of development of the
site-specific plans and shall be designated to protect the safety of construction workers
and recreationists.

e Scheduling for oversized material deliveries to the work site to minimize peak hour traffic
conflicts, and location of haul routes.

e Provisions that direct haulers pull over in the event of an emergency. If an emergency
Vehicle is approaching on a narrow two-way roadway, specify measures to ensure that
appropriate maneuvers shall be conducted by the construction vehicles to allow continual
access for the emergency vehicles at the time of an emergency.

e Control for any temporary road closure, detour, or other disruption to traffic circulation,
including any temporary partial closures of the water channel.

¢ Designation and posting of offsite vehicle staging and parking areas.
e Posting of information for contact in case of emergency or complaint.

e Designation of daily construction time windows during which construction is restricted or
rail operations would need to be suspended for any activity within the UPRR ROW.

e Coordination with rail providers (i.e., Amtrak, UPRR) to develop alternative interim
transportation modes (e.g., trucks or buses) that could be used to provide freight and/or
passenger service during any longer term railroad closures.

e Coordination with transit providers (i.e., RT, Roseville Transit) to develop, where feasible,
daily construction time windows during which transit operations would not be either
detoured or substantially slowed.

e Routine posting of information to the 511.org website regarding construction delays and
detours

e Other actions to be identified and developed as necessary by the construction
manager/resident engineer to ensure that temporary impacts on transportation facilities
are minimized.
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Comment Letter 3: Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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CommentLetter 3

Sacramento to Roseville -2- 11 December 2023
Third Main Track Project
Placer and Sacramento Counties

adopted a Basin Plan amendment in noticed public hearings, it must be approved by
the State Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board), Office of
Administrative Law (OAL) and in some cases, the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA). Basin Plan amendments only become effective after
they have been approved by the QAL and in some cases, the USEPA. Every three
(3) years, a review of the Basin Plan is completed that assesses the appropriateness
of existing standards and evaluates and prioritizes Basin Planning issues. For more
information on the Walter Quality Control Flan for the Sacramento and San Joagquin
FRiver Basins, please visit our websitz:

hitpfwww waterboards. ca.govicentralvalleyiwater issues/basin plans/

Antidegradation Considerations

All wastewater discharges must comply with the Antidegradation Policy (State Water
Board Resolution 68-16) and the Antidegradation Implementation Policy contained in
the Basin Plan. The Antidegradation Implementation Policy is available on page 74
at:

hitps:/iwww.waterboards.ca.govicentralvalleyiwater_issues/basin_plans/sacsjir_ 2018

05.pdf
In part it states:

Any discharge of waste fo high quality waters must apply best practicable freatment
ar cantrol not only to prevent a condition of pollution or nuisance from occurring, but
also to maintain the highest water guality possible consistent with the maximum
benefit to the people of the Stafe.

This infarmation must be presenfed as an analysis of the impacts and potential
impacts of the discharge on water quality, as measured by background
concentrafions and appiicable water quality objectives.

The antidegradation analysis is a mandatory element in the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System and land discharge Waste Discharge Requirements
(WDRs) permitting processes. The environmental review document should evaluate
potential impacts to both surface and groundwater quality.

. Permitting Requirements

Construction Storm Water General Permit

Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where projects
disturty less than one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that
in total disturbs cne or more acres, are required to obtain coverage under the
General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction and Land
Disturbance Activities (Construction General Permit), Construction General Permit
Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ. Construction activity subject to this permit includes
clearing, grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, such as stockpiling, or
excavation, but does not include regular maintenance activities performed to restore
the original line, grade, or capacity of the facility. The Construction General Permit
requires the development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWFPF). For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the

31
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CommentLetter 3

Sacramenio to Roseville -3- 11 December 2023

State Water Resources Control Board website at:
hitp/fwww.waterboards.ca.goviwater_issues/programs/stormwaterfconsipermits.sht
ml

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit

If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in navigable waters
or wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be
needed from the Linited States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). If a Section 404
permit is required by the USACE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the
permit application to ensure that discharge will not violate water quality standards. If
the project requires surface water drainage realignment, the applicant is advised to
contact the Department of Fish and Game for information on Streambed Alteration
Permit requirements. If you have any questions regarding the Clean 'Water Act
Section 404 permits, please contact the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento
Disftrict of USACE at (816) 557-5250.

Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit — Water Quality Certification

If an USACE permit (2.9., Non-Reporting Mationwide Permmit, Mationwide Permit,
Letter of Permission, Individual Permit, Regional General Permit, Programmatic
General Permit), or any other federal permit (e.g., Section 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Act or Section 9 from the United States Coast Guard), is required for this
project due to the disturbance of waters of the United States (such as streams and
wetlands), then a Water Quality Cerification must be obtained from the Central
Valley Water Board prior to initiation of project activities. There are no waivers for
401 Water Quality Certifications. For more information on the Water Quality
Certification, visit the Central Valley Water Board website at:

hitps:/www waterboards. ca.govicentralvalleyiwater issuesiwater quality cerificatio
n/

Waste Discharge Requirements — Discharges to Waters of the State

If USACE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-
federal” waters of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed
project may require a Waste Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by
Central Valley Water Board. Under the California Porter-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State, including all wetlands and other
waters of the State including, bhut not limited to, isolated wetlands, are subject to
State regulation. For more information on the Waste Discharges to Surface Water
MPDES Program and WDR processes, visit the Central Valley Water Board website
athttps fhwww waterboards ca.gov/centralvalley/water issuesiwaste to surface wat
erf

Projects involving excavation ar fill activities impacting less than 0.2 acre or 400
linear feet of non-jurisdictional waters of the state and projects involving dredging
activities impacting less than 50 cubic yards of non-jurisdictional waters of the state
may be eligible for coverage under the State Water Resources Control Board Water
Quality Order No. 2004-0004-DWQ (General Order 2004-0004). For more
information on the General Order 2004-0004, visit the State Water Resources

3-2
cont.
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Sacramenio to Roseville -4 - 11 December 2023

Control Board website at:
hitpsiiwww waterboards.ca.goviboard_decisionsiadopted _ordersiwater _guality/200
4iwgofwgo2004-0004 pdf

Dewatering Permit

If the proposed project includes construction or groundwater dewatering to be
discharged to land, the proponent may apply for coverage under State Water Board
General Water Quality Order {Low Threat General Order) 2003-0003 or the Central
Valley Water Board's Wailver of Report of Waste Discharge and Waste Discharge
Requirements (Low Threat Waiver) R5-2018-0085. Small temporary construction
dewatering projects are projects that discharge groundwater to land from excavation
activities or dewatering of underground utility vaults. Dischargers seeking coverage
under the General Order or Waiver must file a Notice of Intent with the Central
YWalley Water Board prior to beginning discharnge.

For more information regarding the Low Threat General Order and the application
process, visit the Central Valley Water Board website at:

httpfwww. waterboards.ca.goviboard_decisions/adopted _ordersfiwater _quality/2003/
wolwgo2003-0003. pdf

For more information regarding the Low Threat Waiver and the application process,
visit the Central Valley Water Board website at:

https - ifwww waterboards ca govicentralvalleyiboard decisionsfadopted ordersiwaiv
ersfr5-2018-0085 pdf

Limited Threat General NFDES Permit

If the proposed project includes construction dewatenng and it is necessary to
discharge the groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will
reguire coverage under a Mational Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit. Dewatering discharges are typically considerad a low or limited threat to
water quality and may he covered under the General Order for Limited Threat
Discharges fo Surface Water (Limited Threat General Order). A complete Notice of
Intent must be submitted to the Cenfral Valley Water Board to obtain coverage under
the Limited Threat General Order. For more information regarding the Limited
Threat General Order and the application process, visit the Central Valley Water
Board website at:

hittps/fwww waterboards. ca.govicentralvalley/board decisions/adopied ordersi/gene
ral_ordersirs-2016-0076-01_pdf

NPDES Permit

If the proposed project discharges waste that could affect the quality of surface
waters of the State, other than info a community sewer system, the proposed project
will require coverage under a Mational Pollutant Dischange Elimination System
(NPDES) permit. A complete Report of Waste Discharge must be submitted with the
Central Valley Water Board to obtain a NPDES Permit. For more information
regarding the NFDES Permit and the application process, visit the Central Valley
Water Board website at: hitps:/f'www waterboards.ca.govicentralvalleyihelp/pemmit!

32
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Comment Response 3-1

The comment provides background information on the regulatory setting for the Central Valley
Regional Water Quality Control Board’'s Basin Plan. The comment also refers to the
Antidegradation Policy and Antidegradation Implementation Policy that all wastewater discharges
must comply with. The commenter states that the antidegradation analysis is a mandatory
element in the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) and land discharge
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRSs) permitting processes. The commenter recommends that
the environmental review document should evaluate potential impacts to both surface and
groundwater quality.

The Draft SEIR provides an evaluation of potential impacts to both surface and groundwater
quality in Chapter 3.7 — Hydrology and Water Resources. The analysis provides a summary of
the evaluation conducted as part of the 2015 EIR as well as an updated analysis of impacts
associated with water quality standards and waste discharge requirements.

Comment Response 3-2

This comment provides information pertaining to permitting requirements associated with the
Construction Storm Water General Permit, Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit, Clean Water Act
Section 401 Permit (Water Quality Certification), Waste Discharge Requirement Permit,
Dewatering Permit, and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit,
including a Limited Threat General NPDES Permit.

As identified in the Chapter 3.7 (Hydrology and Water Resources) of the Draft SEIR,
implementation of the improvements associated with the railroad bridge crossings and the
passenger train layover facility would require construction and operational activities that could
increase the potential for the release of potential contaminants into receiving waters. Construction
and operational activities would be required to adhere to applicable federal, state, and local laws
and regulations pertaining to water quality and water discharge requirements. The Draft SEIR
identified that compliance to relevant regulations included but is not limited to conditions set forth
in the Construction General Permit, NPDES Low Threat Discharge Permit, State Small MS4
Permit, Sacramento MS4 Permit, and Caltrans Statewide NPDES MS4 Permit.
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Executive Summary

This Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) was prepared in accordance with
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines §15132. The
Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) is the Lead Agency for the environmental review
of the Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track (Project or SR3T Project). The SEIR examines
the potential effects of the proposed revised Project, which involves two components — the
Railroad Bridge Crossings and the Passenger Train Layover Facility.

The revised Project would constitute a change to the previously approved SR3T Project.
Therefore, the Draft SEIR evaluates whether any new or substantially more severe impacts on
the environment would result from the proposed modifications on these two components,
compared to the environmental impacts disclosed in the previously certified SR3T Project EIR.
The Draft SEIR also incorporates the applicable mitigation measures that were identified in the
previously certified EIR.

ES.1 Project Location and Description

The original SR3T Project is located in Sacramento County and Placer County between the
existing Sacramento Valley Station and the existing City of Roseville Station (Figures 1-1 and 1-
2). The SR3T Project proposed the construction and operation of approximately 17.8 miles of new
main track within the existing rail corridor and identified the following improvements:

e Minor reconfiguration of the City of Roseville Station to accommodate increased Capitol
Corridor service in the future.

e Grading and installation of new subgrade and drainage

e Placement of new rail and ties

e Special track work with turnouts, crossovers and associated switches and equipment

e New wayside track signals

¢ Eleven replaced railroad bridges, including a new bridge across the American River in
Sacramento

The Final EIR for the SR3T Project was certified on November 18, 2015 (State Clearinghouse
No. 2014072005). This supplement to the certified EIR will contain only the information necessary
to make the previously certified EIR adequate for the Project as revised, would be given the same
notice and public review as was given to the original draft EIR as per 14 CCR § 15087, and would
be circulated by itself without re-circulating the previous draft or final EIR.

Subsequent to that original CEQA certification, CCJPA is seeking to accommodate changes in
design associated with the SR3T Project. The SR3T Project SEIR covers two revised Project
components:

¢ Railroad Bridge Crossings: Supplemental analysis for up to three railroad bridge crossings
across Business 1-80 to accommodate changes in project design. This includes
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modifications (replacement and realignment) to the existing Elvas Underpass (Caltrans
Bridge 24-0031) and to the existing B Street Underpass (Caltrans Bridge 24-0023) (Figure
1-3). The modified Elvas Underpass would consist of Elvas East Underpass and Elvas
West Underpass. Elvas East Underpass would be a single track structure on the existing
Union Pacific (UP) Fresno Subdivision. Elvas West Underpass would consist of a two track
structure on the UP Martinez Subdivision. The modified B Street Underpass would consist
of two separate track structures (e.g., two track and one single track structure) on the UP
Martinez Subdivision.

e Passenger Train Layover Facility: The original SR3T EIR contemplated a passenger train
layover facility adjacent to Old Town Roseville, located along the west leg of the Union
Pacific (UP) wye track connecting the UP Roseville Subdivision with the UP Valley
Subdivision. Subsequent to certification of the Final EIR for the SR3T Project,
supplemental analysis would be conducted for a revised location of the proposed
passenger train layover facility (Figure 1-4).

ES.2 Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

An analysis of the environmental impacts associated with implementation of the revised Project
has been conducted and is contained in this Supplemental EIR. Eleven issue areas are analyzed
in detail and presented in Chapter 3 of this SEIR. Table ES-1 provides a summary of the
potentially significant environmental impacts that would result during construction and operation
of the revised Project, mitigation measures that would lessen potential environmental impacts,
and the level of significance of the environmental impacts that would remain after implementation
of the proposed mitigation, if necessary.
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.1-A: Would the
revised Project have a
substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista?

Threshold 3.1-B: Would the
revised Project substantially
damage scenic resources,
including, not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic
highway?

Threshold 3.1-C: Would the
revised Project, in In
non-urbanized areas,
substantially degrade the
existing visual character or
quality of public views of the
site and its surroundings
(public views are those that
are experienced from publicly
accessible vantage points). If
in an urbanized area, conflict
with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing
scenic quality?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Aesthetics and Visual Resources

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

No Impact. The railroad bridge
crossings and revised passenger
train layover facility would not be
located within a scenic vista or
state designated scenic highway.
The revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any new
significant impacts not previously
identified in the 2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings

Potentially Significant. During
construction, viewers in the open
space/recreation and residential
visual assessment units would
see construction activities for
limited periods.

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant. During
construction, viewers adjacent to
the site would see construction
activities for limited periods. The
revised location of the proposed

Not Applicable

Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover
Facility

AES-2a: Minimize visual disruption through vegetation
retention and placement of staging areas. To minimize
visual disruption, construction activities would implement
the following measures.

e Limit preconstruction vegetation removal to that
necessary for construction.

e Where possible, preserve existing vegetation,
particularly along the edge of construction areas,
to help screen views.

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Not Applicable

Railroad Bridge Crossings
Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.

Passenger Train Layover
Facility

Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

tracks and access road would be
visible, but would be visually
consistent with existing UPRR
tracks. While the majority of the
proposed layover tracks and
access road would not be visible
to nearby residences due to
existing landscaping, fencing,
and intervening businesses,
some adjacent uses would see
railcars and locomotives stored
at the site.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

e After construction, regrade and revegetate areas
disturbed by construction and staging to pre-
project conditions.

e To the extent feasible, do not site construction
staging areas immediately adjacent to existing
residential, recreational, or other sensitive visual
receptors.

AES-2b: Minimize fugitive light from portable sources
used for construction. The construction contractor shall
minimize fugitive light from portable lighting sources used
during construction by adhering to the following practices.

e Project-related light and glare shall be minimized
to the maximum extent feasible within the
constraints of safety considerations.

e Color-corrected halide lights shall be used.

o Portable lights shall be operated at the lowest
allowable wattage and height and shall be raised
to no more than 20 feet above ground level.

e All lights shall be screened and directed down
toward work activities and away from the night sky
and nearby residents to the maximum extent
within the constraints of safety considerations.

e  The number of nighttime lights used shall be
minimized to the greatest extent possible.

Implementation of this measure will reduce—to the extent
feasible as governed by site-specific safety requirements—
the overall amount of nighttime light and glare introduced to
the Project vicinity during construction.

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.1-D: Would the
revised Project create a new
source of light or glare that
would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant. Sensitive
receptors, including residential
uses would be exposed to higher
levels of lighting during the
nighttime hours for a temporary
duration throughout project
construction.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Passenger Train Layover Facility

AES-2c: Screen Ancillary Project Facilities. Ancillary
Project facilities shall not be sited near residences, parks,
or other sensitive visual receptors. Where avoidance is not
feasible, facilities shall be screened with perimeter
landscape screening.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover
Facility

AES-2b: Minimize fugitive light from portable sources
used for construction.

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings
and Passenger Train
Layover Facility

Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.2-A: Would the
revised Project conflict with or
obstruction of implementation
of the applicable air quality
plan?

Threshold 3.2-B: Would the
revised Project result in a
cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the Project
region is a nonattainment area
for a applicable federal or
state ambient air quality
standard?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Air Quality/Climate Change/Greenhouse Gases

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

No Impact. The revised Project
would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of appliable air
quality plans. The revised Project
would not change the
significance conclusions or result
in any new significant impacts
not previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant.

Emissions associated with the
revised Project would exceed the
SMAQMD’s and PCAPCD'’s daily
NOXx threshold.

Not Applicable

Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover
Facility

Mitigation Measure AQ-2a: Implement air district—
recommended basic and enhanced best management
practices to reduce construction-related NOX
emissions (SMAQMD and PCAPCD). CCJPA shall
require construction contractors to implement basic and
enhanced NOX construction mitigation measures
recommended by SMAQMD and PCAPCD. Emission
reduction measures shall include, at a minimum, the
following applicable measures (additional measures may
be identified by SMAQMD, PCAPCD, or the contractor, as
appropriate). All measures shall be included in the final
design and contractor specifications for the Project.

e Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off
when not in use or by reducing the time of idling to 5
minutes [required by California Code of Regulations,

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Not Applicable

Railroad Bridge Crossings
and Passenger Train
Layover Facility

Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

Title 13, sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485]. Provide clear
signage that posts this requirement for workers at the
entrances to the site. Many construction companies
comply with the idling restriction through equipment
inspection and maintenance programs.

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

e  Submit to SMAQMD and PCAPCD a comprehensive
inventory of all offroad construction equipment of 50 or
more horsepower that shall be used an aggregate of
40 or more hours during any portion of construction.

o The inventory shall include the horsepower rating,
engine model year, and projected hours of use for
each piece of equipment.

o The Project representative shall provide the
anticipated construction timeline including start
date, and name and phone number of the project
manager and onsite foreman.

0 This information shall be submitted at least 4
business days prior to the use of subject heavy-
duty offroad equipment.

o0 The inventory shall be updated and submitted
monthly throughout the duration of the Project,
except that an inventory shall not be required for
any 30-day period in which no construction
activity occurs.

e Provide a plan for approval by SMAQMD and PCAPCD
demonstrating that the heavy-duty offroad vehicles (50
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

horsepower or more) to be used in Project
construction, including owned, leased, and
subcontractor vehicles, shall achieve a Project-wide
fleet-average 20 percent NOX reduction and 45
percent particulate reduction compared to the most
recent ARB fleet average.

0 This plan shall be submitted in conjunction with
the equipment inventory.

o0 Acceptable options for reducing emissions may
include use of late model engines, low emission
diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit
technology, after-treatment products, and/or other
options as they become available.

e Ensure that emissions from all offroad diesel powered
equipment used on the project site do not exceed 40
percent opacity for more than three minutes in any one
hour.

o Any equipment found to exceed 40 percent
opacity (or Ringelmann 2.0) shall be repaired
immediately.

o Noncompliant equipment shall be documented
and a summary provided to SMAQMD and
PCAPCD monthly.

o0 Avisual survey of all in-operation equipment shall
be made at least weekly.

0 A monthly summary of the visual survey results
shall be submitted throughout the duration of the
Project, except that the monthly summary shall
not be required for any 30-day period in which no
construction activity occurs. The monthly
summary shall include the quantity and type of
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

vehicles surveyed as well as the dates of each
survey.

e SMAQMD, PCAPCD, and/or other officials may
conduct periodic site inspections to determine
compliance.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2b: Use modern fleet for on-
road material delivery and haul trucks during
construction to reduce NOX emissions (SMAQMD and
PCAPCD). CCJPA shall ensure that construction contracts
stipulate that all on road heavy-duty diesel trucks with a
gross vehicle weight rating of 19,500 pounds or greater
used at the project site shall comply with EPA 2007 on
road emission standards for PM10 and NOX (0.01 and
0.20 grams per break horsepower-hour, respectively).
These PM10 and NOX standards were phased in through
the 2007 and 2010 model years on a percent of sales basis
(50 percent of sales in 2007—2009 and 100 percent of
sales in 2010). This mitigation measure assumes that all on
road heavy-duty diesel trucks are compliant with EPA 2007
on road emission standards.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2c: Reduce construction
emissions to below SMAQMD and PCAPCD NOX
thresholds (SMAQMD and PCAPCD). CCJPA shall
ensure that construction-related emissions do not exceed
SMAQMD'’s construction NOX threshold of 85 pounds per
day. Potential measures in addition to those listed in
Mitigation Measures AQ-2a and AQ-2b include but are not
limited to those listed below.

e Require the usage of EPA-rated Tier 3 or higher rated
construction equipment. In general, the following NOX
reductions can be achieved when replacing Tier 2
equipment (fleet average) with higher rated engine tiers.
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

e Tier 3—38 percent NOX reduction.
o Tier 4 interim—68 percent NOX reduction.
o Tier 4 final—94 percent NOX reduction.

e Work with SMAQMD to purchase NOX credits to offset
remaining NOX construction emissions exceeding
SMAQMD thresholds.

4% r ion in N missions.
e Require the usage of EPA-rated Tier 4 locomotives for

llast hauling | | the Project si
. K with PCAPCT l : i i

remaining N nstruction _emission X in
PCAPCD thresholds.
Threshold 3.2-C: Would the Railroad Bridge Crossings and Not Applicable Not Applicable

revised Project expose Passenger Train Layover Facility
sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations?

No Impact. CO hot spots are not
anticipated to occur.
Construction activities would not
result in exceedance of
SMAQMD or PCAPCD health
risk thresholds. Operational
activities are not anticipated to
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.2-D: Would the
revised Project result in other
emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number
of people?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant
concentrations. The revised
Project would not change the
significance conclusions or result
in any new significant impacts
not previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

No impact. The proposed Project
would not create objectionable
odors affecting a substantial
number of people. The revised
Project would not change the
significance conclusions or result
in any new significant impacts
not previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Not Applicable

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Not Applicable
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.2-E: Would the
revised Project generate
greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact
on the environment?

Threshold 3.2-F: Would the
revised Project conflict with an
applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse
gases?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Less than Significant. GHG
emissions generated by the
revised Project would not exceed
any published draft emissions
thresholds or the net zero
threshold used for this analysis.
The revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any new
significant impacts not previously
identified in the 2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Less than Significant.
Implementation of the revised
Project would support CARB and
SACOG strategies to reduce
single-occupancy vehicle usage
and increase alternative
transportation, as well as
attainment of regional and
statewide GHG polices and
reduction targets. The revised
Project would not change the
significance conclusions or result
in any new significant impacts
not previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Not Applicable

Not Applicable

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Not Applicable

Not Applicable
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.3-A: Would the
revised Project have a
substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

Significance Determination

(Before Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings and

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant.
Implementation of the revised
Project has the potential to
impact several sensitive or
special status species and
associated habitats during
construction activities.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Biological Resources

Railroad Bridge Crossings

Mitigation Measure BIO-1a: Install fencing and/or
flagging to protect sensitive biological resources. Prior
to construction, UPRR'’s contractor shall install high-
visibility orange construction fencing and/or flagging, as
appropriate, along the perimeter of the work area adjacent
to Environmentally Sensitive Areas (e.g., sensitive habitats
and elderberry shrubs). Where specific buffer distances are
required for sensitive biological resources, they shall be
specified under the corresponding measures below. UPRR
shall ensure that the final construction plans show the
locations where fencing will be installed. The plans shall
also define the fencing installation procedure. UPRR or
contractor (at the discretion of UPRR) shall ensure that the
fencing is maintained throughout the duration of the
construction period. If the fencing is removed, damaged, or
otherwise compromised during the construction period,
construction activities shall cease until the fencing is
repaired or replaced. The Project’s special provisions
package shall provide clear language regarding acceptable
fencing material and prohibited construction-related
activities, vehicle operation, material and equipment
storage, and other surface-disturbing activities within
Environmentally Sensitive Area.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1b: Implement a worker
environmental awareness training program for
construction personnel. Before any equipment staging,
grading, or tree removal is undertaken in the PIA, UPRR
shall prepare and implement a worker environmental
awareness training program. The training program shall be
provided to all construction personnel (contractors and
subcontractors) to brief them on the need to avoid effects

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings
and Passenger Train
Layover Facility

Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

on sensitive biological resources (e.g., riparian habitat,
active bird nests, bat roosts) located in the PIA and the
penalties for not complying with applicable state and
federal laws and permit requirements. The training
program shall be delivered by a biologist who will inform all
construction personnel about the life history and habitat
requirements of special-status species with potential for
occurrence onsite, the importance of maintaining habitat,
and the terms and conditions of the BOs and other permits.

The training program shall also cover general restrictions
and guidelines that must be followed by all construction
personnel to reduce or avoid effects on sensitive biological
resources during construction of the Build alternative.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1c: Retain a qualified biologist
to conduct periodic monitoring during construction in
sensitive habitats. UPRR shall retain a qualified biologist
to implement the worker environmental awareness training
program and to conduct periodic site visits during
construction activities that involve ground disturbance (e.g.,
vegetation removal, grading, excavation, bridge
construction) within or adjacent to Environmentally
Sensitive Areas. The timing and frequency shall be
determined through coordination with UPRR, but
monitoring shall take place at least weekly. The purpose of
the monitoring is to ensure that measures identified in this
report are properly implemented to avoid and minimize
effects on sensitive biological resources and to ensure that
the Project complies with all applicable permit
requirements and agency conditions of approval. The
biologist shall ensure that fencing around Environmentally
Sensitive Areas remains in place during construction and
that no construction personnel, equipment, or
runoff/sediment from the construction area enters
Environmentally Sensitive Areas. The monitor shall
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Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

complete a monitoring log for each site visit, and a final
monitoring report shall be prepared at the end of
construction for submittal to CCJPA, the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA), and other overseeing agencies (i.e.,
CDFW, USFWS, and NMFS), as appropriate.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Implement measures to
avoid long-term effects on special-status plants
documented in the Project impact area. If special-status
plant species are found during the floristic survey, to the
extent practicable and in consideration of other design
requirements and constraints (e.g., meeting Project
objectives and needs, avoidance of other sensitive
resources) UPRR shall design the third track alignment to
avoid or minimize potential impacts on special-status
plants. If special-status plants cannot be avoided, UPRR
shall consult with CDFW and USFWS (if federally listed
species are found) to determine the appropriate
compensatory measures for direct and indirect impacts that
could result from Build Alternative construction.

Measures may include preserving and enhancing existing
populations, creation of offsite populations on Project
mitigation sites through seed collection or transplantation,
and restoring or creating suitable habitat in sufficient
guantities to achieve no net loss of occupied habitat or
individuals. A mitigation and monitoring plan shall be
developed that describes how unavoidable effects on
special-status plants will be compensated.

Mitigation Measure BIO-4: Implement measures to
avoid and minimize impacts on valley elderberry
longhorn beetles and their habitat. A buffer zone of 100
feet or more shall be established and maintained around
elderberry shrubs within the PIA, as feasible. Complete
avoidance may be assumed when a 100-foot (or wider)
buffer is established and maintained around elderberry
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Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

plants with stems measuring 1 inch or more in diameter at
ground level. In addition, the following avoidance and
minimization efforts shall be implemented for construction
operations in the vicinity of any elderberry shrubs that are
not removed.

e All areas to be avoided during construction activities,
specifically the 100-foot buffer zone around elderberry
shrubs, shall be fenced and flagged. In areas where
encroachment on the 100-foot buffer has been
approved by USFWS, a minimum setback of at least
20 feet from the dripline of each elderberry shrub shall
be provided to the extent practicable. In some cases,
construction activity may be required within 20 feet of a
shrub; in such cases, k-rails shall be placed at the
greatest possible distance from the shrubs.

e Signage shall be erected every 50 feet along the edge
of avoidance areas with the following information: “This
area is habitat of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle,
a federally listed threatened species, and must not be
disturbed. This species is protected by the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, as amended. Violators are
subject to prosecution, fines, and imprisonment.” The
signage shall be clearly readable from a distance of 20
feet and shall be maintained for the duration of
construction.

e Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted for
elderberry shrubs in the PIA and within 100 feet of the
PIA. Preconstruction surveys shall be conducted to
comply with mitigation measures.

e Temporary construction impacts within the buffer area
(i.e., within 100 feet of elderberry shrubs) shall be
restored. If any portion of the buffer area is temporarily
disturbed during construction, it shall be revegetated
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Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

with native plants and erosion control shall be
provided.

¢ No insecticides, herbicides, fertilizers, or other
chemicals that might harm the beetle or its host plant
shall be used within 100 feet of any elderberry plant
with one or more stems measuring 1 inch or more in
diameter at ground level. All drainage water during and
following construction shall be diverted away from
elderberry shrubs.

e A written description of how buffer areas are to be
restored, protected, and maintained after construction
is completed shall be provided to USFWS. Mowing of
grass can occur from July through April to reduce fire
hazard; however, no mowing should occur within 5 feet
of elderberry shrub stems. Mowing shall be conducted
in a manner to avoid damaging shrubs.

e Dirt roadways and other areas of disturbed bare
ground within 100 feet of elderberry shrubs shall be
watered at least twice a day to minimize dust
emissions. Water shall not be sprayed directly on
elderberry shrubs to avoid attracting Argentine ants.

e For those shrubs that require being moved, direct
impacts on valley elderberry longhorn beetles could
occur during transplanting. Transplanting of elderberry
shrubs has the potential to result in take of individual
beetles because larvae or adults, if present in the
stems, could be crushed or dislodged from the stems
and become separated from the shrub. Transplanted
elderberry shrubs may also experience stress, decline
in health, or die due to changes in soil, hydrology,
microclimate, or associated vegetation. The following
measures shall be implemented in the event that
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Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

transplantation or replacement of existing elderberry
shrubs is required.

0 The transplantation guidelines outlined in the
Conservation Guidelines for the Valley Elderberry
Longhorn Beetle (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1999) shall be followed. These transplantation
guidelines dictate the necessary timing and details
of the transplanting. At the discretion of USFWS,
shrubs that are unlikely to survive transplantation
because of poor condition or location, or plants
that would be extremely difficult to move because
of access problems, may be exempted from
transplantation.

0 The loss of elderberry shrubs that must be
transplanted or removed to facilitate construction
of the Project shall be mitigated according to the
requirements contained in the Conservation
Guidelines for the Valley Elderberry Longhorn
Beetle (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 1999).
Elderberry shrubs shall be transplanted to or
replaced in an offsite conservation area along with
the appropriate number of elderberry
seedlings/cuttings and associative native species
as described in the Guidelines.

o0 In cases where transplantation is not possible,
minimization ratios shall be increased to offset the
additional habitat loss.

o0 Each elderberry stem measuring 1 inch or more in
diameter at ground level that is adversely affected
(i.e., transplanted, removed, or trimmed) shall be
replaced, in the conservation area, with elderberry
seedlings or cuttings at a ratio ranging from 1:1 to
8:1 (new plantings to affected stems) depending
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2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

on the size class of the affected stem, presence or
absence of exit holes, and whether the shrub is
located in a riparian or a nonriparian area.

Mitigation Measure BIO-10a: Implement measures to
avoid and minimize impacts on Swainson’s hawk and
other nesting raptors. UPRR shall implement the
following measures to avoid and minimize impacts on
Swainson’s hawk and other nesting raptors.

e If construction activities occur during the Swainson’s
hawk nesting period (February 15— September 15),
UPRR shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct
preconstruction surveys to identify active nests in
accessible areas within 0.5 mile of the PIA according
to the Recommended Timing and Methodology for
Swainson’s Hawk Nesting Surveys in California’s
Central Valley established by the Swainson’s Hawk
Technical Advisory Committee (2000). The surveys
shall be conducted before the approval of grading
and/or improvement plans (as applicable) and no more
than 14 days before the beginning of construction for
all Project phases. If no nests are found, no further
measures are required.

e |If active nests are found, impacts on nesting
Swainson’s hawk shall be avoided by establishment of
a 1,000-foot no-disturbance buffer between the nest
and Project activities. No Project activity shall
commence within the buffer area until a qualified
biologist confirms that any young have fledged and the
nest is no longer active. The size of the buffer may be
adjusted if a qualified biologist and the City of
Sacramento, in consultation with CDFW, determine
that such an adjustment would not be likely to
adversely affect the nesting hawks. If the buffer
distance is reduced, nest monitoring may be required
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Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

by CDFW to ensure that the Project does not result in
adverse effects (nest failure).

e If construction begins during the typical breeding
season for other raptors (February 15— September 15),
preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 72 hours prior to
commencement of construction to determine
presence/absence of nests in and directly adjacent to
the BSA. If no nests are found during the survey, no
further actions are necessary. If construction begins
outside the breeding season, no preconstruction
surveys are necessary.

e If active nests for other raptors are identified during the
preconstruction surveys, they shall be protected during
the breeding season while the nest is occupied by
adults or young. The occupied nest shall be monitored
by a qualified biologist to determine when the nest is
no longer in use. Protection will include the
establishment of a 500-foot no-disturbance buffer
around the nest, and highly visible temporary
construction fencing will delineate the identified buffer
zone. This buffer may be reduced in areas with dense
vegetation, buildings, or other habitat features between
Project activities and the active nest, or as determined
by a qualified biologist coordinating with CDFW. No
construction shall take place within this buffer zone
unless approved by CDFW.

Mitigation Measure BIO-11: Implement measures to
avoid and minimize impacts on other migratory birds.
UPRR shall implement the following measures to avoid and
minimize impacts to other migratory birds.

e If construction begins during the typical breeding
season for migratory birds (February 15— September
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(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

15), preconstruction surveys shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 72 hours prior to
commencement of construction to determine
presence/absence of nests in and directly adjacent to
the BSA. If no nests are found during the survey, no
further actions are necessary. If construction begins
outside the breeding season, no preconstruction
surveys are necessary.

e |If active bird nests are identified during the
preconstruction surveys, they shall be protected during
the breeding season while the nest is occupied by
adults or young. The occupied nest shall be monitored
by a qualified biologist to determine when the nest is
no longer in use. Protection shall include the
establishment of a minimum 50- foot no-disturbance
buffer around the nest and highly visible temporary
construction fencing will delineate the identified buffer
zone. The extent of the buffer shall be determined by a
qualified biologist, coordinating with USFWS as
necessary, and shall be based on the species, type of
construction activity, presence of barriers between the
nest and Project activities, and ambient noise levels.

The following additional avoidance and minimization
measures shall be incorporated if nesting barn or cliff
swallows, black phoebes, purple martins, or song sparrows
are identified in the BSA. Swallows, black phoebes, and
purple martins could attempt to establish nests and/or
occupy existing nests under bridges in the BSA prior to
construction. The following measures shall be followed to
prevent impacts on bridge-nesting swallows, black
phoebes, or other migratory birds.

e All existing unoccupied swallow and black phoebe
nests found on the undersides of the bridges shall be
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(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

removed between September 16 and February 14 prior
to the year of construction.

e Exclusionary netting shall be installed around the
undersides of the bridges before February 15 of the
construction year to prevent new nests from being
constructed and to prevent the reoccupation of existing
nests that were not removed. Netting will remain in
place until the end of the typical nesting season
(September 15) or the completion of construction
activities, whichever is first. During the nesting season,
the netting shall be monitored weekly to ensure that it
remains intact and does not entrap birds. More
frequent monitoring visits shall be made as necessary,
especially in areas with high foot-traffic.

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Mitigation Measure BIO-1a: Install fencing and/or
flagging to protect sensitive biological resources.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1b: Implement a worker
environmental awareness training program for
construction personnel.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1c: Retain a qualified biologist
to conduct periodic monitoring during construction in
sensitive habitats.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Implement measures to
avoid long-term effects on special-status plants
documented in the Project impact area.

Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Compensate for direct and
indirect effects on vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal
pool tadpole shrimp habitat. UPRR shall compensate for
direct and indirect effects on vernal pool fairy shrimp and
vernal pool tadpole shrimp habitat by implementing habitat
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Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.3-B: Would the
revised Project have a
substantial adverse effect on
any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional
plans, policies, or regulations,
or by the California
Department of Fish and Game
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Threshold 3.3-C: Would the
revised Project have a

substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands
as defined by Section 404 of

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings and

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant.
Implementation of the revised
Project sensitive habitats during
construction activities.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

preservation and creation as mitigation. Mitigation credits
shall be purchased prior to commencement of any Project
activities that could result in habitat loss or degradation.

e Habitat preservation: UPRR shall compensate for the
direct permanent and temporary loss of habitat and
indirect (habitat degradation) impacts on habitat for
vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp
at a ratio of 2:1 by purchasing vernal pool preservation
credits from a USFWS-approved conservation bank.

e Habitat creation: UPRR shall compensate for the
direct permanent or temporary loss of habitat for vernal
pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp at a
ratio of 1:1 by purchasing vernal pool creation credits
from a USFWS-approved conservation bank.

Mitigation Measure BIO-11: Implement measures to
avoid and minimize impacts on other migratory birds.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover
Facility

Mitigation Measure BIO-1a: Install fencing and/or
flagging to protect sensitive biological resources.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1b: Implement a worker
environmental awareness training program for
construction personnel.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1c: Retain a qualified biologist
to conduct periodic monitoring during construction in
sensitive habitats.

Mitigation Measure BIO-1d: Compensate for temporary
and permanent impacts on waters of the United States,
including wetlands. To compensate for temporary and

permanent Project impacts on waters of the United States,

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings
and Passenger Train
Layover Facility

Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.
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Potential Environmental
Impact

the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to,
marshes, vernal pools, coastal
wetlands, etc.) through direct
removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Threshold 3.3-D: Would the
revised Project interfere
substantially with the
movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with
established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

Threshold 3.3-E: Would the
revised Project conflict with
any local policies or
ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as
a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Less Than Significant. The
revised Project is not locate
within an established wildlife
corridor or wildlife nursery site.
The revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any new

significant impacts not previously

identified in the 2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Less Than Significant.
Construction of the revised
Project may require the removal
of existing trees. However, the
revised Project would be
required to comply with local tree
ordinances. The revised Project

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

UPRR shall purchase credits at an approved mitigation
bank to ensure no net loss of wetland functions and values.
The acreage or value of compensatory mitigation for the
loss of aquatic habitat for vernal pool crustaceans and
giant gartersnake (discussed in Impacts BIO-5 and BIO-7)
may be counted toward compensatory mitigation for waters
of the United States. The minimum compensation ratio for
wetlands and other waters shall be 1:1 (1 acre of wetland
or other waters habitat credit for every 1 acre of impact) to
ensure no net loss of habitat functions and values.

Not Applicable Not Applicable

Not Applicable. Not Applicable.

ES-24



Sacramento to Roseville Third Main Track Final Supplemental EIR

Executive Summary

February 2024

Table ES-1. Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.3-F: Would the
revised Project conflict with
the provisions of an adopted
habitat conservation plan,
natural community
conservation plan, or other
approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation
plan?

Threshold 3.4-A: Would the
revised Project cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical
resource pursuant to
§15064.5?

Threshold 3.4-B: Would the
revised Project cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of an
archaeological resource
pursuant to §15064.5?

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

would not change the
significance conclusions or result
in any new significant impacts
not previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

No Impact. The revised Project is
not located within a HCP, NCCP,
or other local, regional, or state
HCP. The revised Project would
not change the significance
conclusions or result in any new
significant impacts not previously
identified in the 2015 Draft EIR.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and
Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant. Ground
disturbing activities associated
with the revised Project may
cause a substantial adverse
change of a previously
unidentified historical or
archaeological cultural resource.

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Not Applicable.

Cultural Resources

Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover
Facility

Mitigation Measure CUL-1a: Conduct archaeological
presence/absence testing in areas of the APE adjacent
to the American River prior to final design. Prior to
completion of final design, CCJPA shall retain a qualified
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of Interior's Standards
for archeological documentation, to conduct archaeological
presence/absence testing in areas of the APE adjacent to
the American River where bridge construction activities
shall occur. The purpose of the testing will be to determine
whether buried archaeological resources are present in
these portions of the APE. The study shall include

Significance
Determination
(After Mitigation)

Not Applicable.

Railroad Bridge Crossings
and Passenger Train
Layover Facility

Less than Significant. The
revised Project would not
change the significance
conclusions or result in any
new significant impacts not
previously identified in the
2015 Draft EIR.
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Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

contacting the NAHC and interested parties, conducting
presence/absence testing, and reporting.

The testing shall consist of at least six mechanically
excavated trenches, three on each side of the American
River where the proposed bridge would be constructed. All
attempts shall be made to place trenches in those locations
where the proposed bridge footings would be located.

Trenches shall measure at least 15 feet long and shall be
excavated with a backhoe equipped with a bucket at least
3 feet wide. Trenches shall be excavated to at least 2 feet
below the maximum depth of ground disturbance that
would result from bridge construction, or until trenching is
no longer feasible or safe.

An archaeologist shall study excavated sediments placed
in backfill piles on a backhoe bucket-by-bucket basis and
shall examine trench sidewalls for evidence of
archaeological deposits.

When potential archaeological material is observed in
either excavated sediments or trench sidewalls, an
archaeologist shall enter trenches to better view the
material and determine its nature. Buried archaeological
material can range from a single flake (lithic debitage) or
discolored soil to an obvious buried midden component.
Indicators of archaeological sensitivity or the presence of
archaeological deposits may include patches of reddish
oxidized soils, fire affected rock (FAR), carbon, bone, shell,
or artifacts. The location and potential extent of the site
shall be taken into consideration to determine appropriate
next steps.

For the purposes of the subsurface survey, the threshold
for terminating the investigation and requiring either
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Significance
2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

avoidance measures or archaeological evaluative testing
shall be the identification of more than three pieces of lithic
debitage per trench, any midden soil, formal tools, any
culturally associated prehistoric faunal remains, any
discrete prehistoric or historic-period features, or historic-
period refuse with multiple artifact types.

The archaeologist shall document the results of the testing
in a cultural resources technical report. The report shall
include: (1) a summary of relevant background information;
(2) a complete discussion of methods and results; (3)
recommendations of NRHP and CRHR eligibility for any
identified resources; (4) assessment of Project impacts on
the resources; and (5) recommended mitigation measures
for any identified resources, if applicable. If a site is
determined to be eligible for listing in the NHRP, further
consultation with SHPO will be necessary for treatment of
this site. Examples of potential treatment measures include
modifying Project design for avoidance of identified
archaeological resources and additional archaeological
testing of the archaeological resources to evaluate them for
NRHP-eligibility, eligibility as a historical resource pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, and eligibility as a
unique archaeological resource pursuant to PRC Section
21083.2.

Mitigation Measure CUL-1b: Conduct archaeological
construction monitoring during ground-disturbing
activities in archaeologically sensitive areas and halt
work if previously unrecorded cultural resources are
encountered and determined to be NRHP eligible.
CCJPA shall retain an archaeologist to conduct
archaeological construction monitoring during ground-
disturbing construction activities in previously undisturbed
soil in archaeologically sensitive areas as identified in the
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2015 EIR Mitigation Measures Determination
(After Mitigation)

Potential Environmental Significance Determination
Impact (Before Mitigation)

cultural resources inventory and evaluation report (ICF
International 2014). The monitoring shall be supervised by
an archaeologist that meets the Secretary of Interior's
Standards for archeological documentation. The onsite
archaeological monitor shall observe the ground-disturbing
activities to ensure that no archaeological material is
present or disturbed during those activities. CCJPA may
invite, and retain if so desired, a Native American monitor
to assist in the archaeological monitoring. If potential
archaeological material is observed, all work within 100
feet of the find shall cease, and the archaeologist and (if
appropriate) a Native American representative shall assess
the significance of the find. If the find is determined to be
potentially (1) NRHP-eligible; (2) a historical resource
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5; or (3) a
unique archaeological resource pursuant to PRC Section
21083.2, CCJIPA shall consult with SHPO, appropriate
Native American tribes, and other appropriate interested
parties to determine treatment measures pursuant to 36

CFR 800.13.

Threshold 3.4-C: Would the Railroad Bridge Crossings and Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover Railroad Bridge Crossings
revised Project disturb any Passenger Train Layover Facility  Facility and Passenger Train
human remains, including . L o . . Layover Facility
those interred outside of g_oienél_ally Sltgr?glcant. Grqutn((jj M|t|g;:1t|o?_ Measur_(i C.UL':;' C_onduct ar((j:h de}ei)log_lcal Less than Significant. The
| T ETEED) isturbing activities associate construction monitoring during ground-disturbing revised Project would not

with construction may encounter  activities in archaeologically sensitive areas and halt e

. : o . . change the significance
previously unidentified or work if human remains are encountered. CCJPA shall conclusions or result in any
unmarked burials containing retain an archaeologist to conduct archaeological P :
. : e ; . . new significant impacts not
human remains. construction monitoring during ground-disturbing

previously identified in the

construction activities in previously undisturbed soil in 2015 Draft EIR

archaeologically sensitive areas as identified in the cultural
resources inventory and evaluation report (ICF
International 2014). The monitoring shall be supervised by
an archaeologist that meets the Secretary of Interior's
Standards for Archeology. The onsite archaeological
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Potential Environmental Significance Determination
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monitor shall observe the ground-disturbing activities to
ensure that no human remains are present or disturbed
during those activities. CCJPA may invite, and retain if so
desired, a Native American monitor to assist in the
archaeological monitoring. During any Project excavation,
regardless of the presence of an archaeological monitor, if
human remains (or remains that are suspected to be
human) are discovered, all work shall cease in the vicinity
of the find (within a minimum of 100 feet) and the
appropriate county coroner shall be notified immediately. If
the coroner determines the remains to be Native American
in origin, the coroner shall be responsible for notifying the
NAHC, which will appoint a most-likely descendant (MLD)
(PRC Section 5097.99). The archaeologist, CCJPA, lead
federal agency, SHPO, and MLD shall make all reasonable
efforts to develop an agreement for the dignified treatment
of human remains and associated or unassociated
funerary objects (CCR Title 14 Section 15064.5[d]). The
agreement shall take into consideration the appropriate
excavation, removal, recordation, analysis, custodianship,
curation, and final disposition of the human remains and
associated or unassociated funerary objects. The MLD
shall have 24 hours after notification by the NAHC to make
their recommendation (PRC Section 5097.98). If the MLD
does not agree to the reburial method, the Project shall
follow PRC Section 5097.98(b), which states, “the
landowner or his or her authorized representative shall
reinter the human remains and items associated with
Native American burials with appropriate dignity on the
property in a location not subject to further subsurface
disturbance.”
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Potential Environmental
Impact

Threshold 3.4-D: Would the
revised Project cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, as defined
by PRC 821074, and that is
listed or eligible for listing in
the California Register of
Historical Resources or in a
local register of historical
resources as defined by PRC
85024.1?

Threshold 3.4-E: Would the
revised Project cause a
substantial adverse change in
the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, as defined
by PRC 821074, and that is
determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant to a
California Native tribe
pursuant to PRC §5024.17?

Threshold 3.5-A: Would the
revised Project result in
exposure of people or
structures to potential
substantial adverse effects
involving rupture of a known
earthquake fault, strong

Significance Determination
(Before Mitigation)

Railroad Bridge Crossings and

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Potentially Significant. While

there are no known tribal cultural

resources located in or near
where the improvements would
occur, there is still a possibility

that tribal cultural resources may

be encountered during ground-
disturbing activities.

Railroad Bridge Crossings and

Passenger Train Layover Facility

Less Than Significant. The
revised Project is not located
near a known earthquake fault
and geotechnical hazards
(landslides, embankment

2015 EIR Mitigation Measures

Railroad Bridge Crossings and Passenger Train Layover
Facility

Mitigation Measure CUL-1a: Conduct archaeological
presence/absence testing in areas of the APE adjacent
to the American River prior to final design.

Mitigation Measure CUL-1b: Conduct archaeological
construction monitoring during ground-disturbing
activities in archaeologically sensitive areas and halt
work if previously unrecorded cultural resour