
APPENDIX B 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION 



This page intentionally 
left blank. 



City of Folsom Appendix B-1 2035 General Plan Update 
March 2018 Draft PEIR 

APPENDIX B 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION COMMENT LETTERS 

Appendix B includes comment letters received during the Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) comment period. Comment letters are organized by author. 

Letters were received from the following agencies and individuals: 

State Agencies 

• California, Natural Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation; September
14, 2017.

• California, State Transportation Agency, Department of Transportation, District 3 –
Sacramento Area Office; September 18, 2017

• California, Water Boards, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board;
September 8, 2017.

Local and Regional Agencies 

• County of Placer, Planning Division; September 18, 2017.

• County of Sacramento, Office of Planning and Environmental Review; September 15,
2017. 

• Sacramento Area Council of Governments; September 15, 2017.

Utilities 

• Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD); September 15, 2017

• Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San); August 23, 2017.

Non-Governmental Organizations and Public 

• Environmental Council of Sacramento (ECOS), Habitat 2020, and California Heartland
Project; September 18, 2017.

• Friends of Lakes Folsom & Natoma (FOLFAN); September 18, 2017.

• Heritage Preservation League; September 18, 2017.

• Leary, Barbara; September 15, 2017.

• Save the American River Association (SARA); September 18, 2017.
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California, Natural Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation 
September 14, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation states that the June 2016 Draft 2035 General 
Plan defines a “River District” overlay land use designation and the June General Plan Land Use 
Diagram illustrates the boundaries of the proposed River District. The comment notes that as 
shown on the Land Use Diagram, the proposed River District encompasses State and federal lands 
within the Folsom Lake State Recreation Area (FLSRA) and the Folsom Powerhouse State Historic 
Park (FPSHP), in addition to privately-owned land and City property within the City of Folsom. The 
comment indicates that both State Park units are governed by a State and federally approved 
General Plan/Resource Management Plan. The comment requests that the 2035 General Plan clarify 
the jurisdiction of the City with respect to State and federal lands and the authority of the adopted 
General Plan/Resource Management Plan over lands within the FLSRA and FPSHP. The comment 
additionally requests that the City adopt policies in the General Plan that would ensure coordination 
and consultation with the State and federal resource management agencies with jurisdiction over the 
FLSRA and FPSHP. 

The comment expresses similar concerns with respect to proposed Folsom 2035 General Plan 
policies related to the “Corporation Yard Special Study Area” identified in the Land Use Element, 
policy 4.1.6. 

The comment identifies Planning Area 2 as defined in Chapter 3 of this PEIR, located south of 
White Rock Road. The comment states that Planning Area 2 encompasses a portion of the Prairie 
City State Vehicle Recreation Area (PCSVRA). The comment notes that the PCSVRA is managed 
according to the adopted PCSVRA General Plan, and expresses similar concerns regarding City 
jurisdiction over State lands. The comment also identifies Planning Area 1, which includes in part 
the Nimbus Flat Day Use Area within the FLSRA. The comment reiterates previous concerns 
regarding the adopted Management Plan for the area and City jurisdiction over State lands. 

The comment does not identify any direct or indirect environmental issues to be evaluated in the 
PEIR. Rather, it requests that the text of the 2035 General Plan be amended to respond to the 
concerns expressed. The City will consider the policy requests of State Parks in its review and 
processing of the 2035 General Plan. The consistency with the 2035 General Plan with the goals, 
policies, and management prescription of adjacent public agencies is set forth in Chapter 16, Public 
Services and Recreation Resources, of this Draft Program EIR (PEIR). Additionally, Alternatives 2 and 3 
in Chapter 20, Alternatives Analysis, also address issues raised in this comment. 
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California, State Transportation Agency, Department of Transportation, District 3 – Sacramento 
Area Office  
September 18, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation recommends that the 2035 General Plan contain 
text and policies to acknowledge the role of Caltrans in reviewing and approving work on the State 
Highway System (SHS), and the shared responsibility between the City and Caltrans regarding 
improvements to the SHS. The comment requests that the 2035 General Plan include a vehicle miles 
travelled (VMT) analysis and include measures to reduce the growth of VMT with General Plan 
implementation. The comment requests that the PEIR include a traffic impact study that assesses 
both existing and cumulative conditions, and that includes an analysis of impacts to the SHS. The 
comment provides information regarding the streamlining of the environmental review of identified 
transportation improvements. 

The City will consider the policy requests of Caltrans in its review and processing of the 2035 
General Plan. For an evaluation of the proposed 2035 General Plan’s effects to transportation and 
mobility, refer to Chapter 17, Transportation and Circulation, of the Draft PEIR. 
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California, Water Boards, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
September 8, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation sets forth the regulations, policies, and 
permitting requirements for urban land uses as administered by the Central Valley Regional Water 
Quality Control Board. The comment raises no environmental issues to be evaluated in the PEIR. 

The Draft PEIR includes the relevant regulatory setting information contained in the letter in 
Chapter 9, Biological Resources, and Chapter 14, Hydrology and Water Quality. 



 

Planning Division  3091 County Center Drive, #190  Auburn, CA 95603 
(530) 745-3000 office  (530) 745-3080 fax  planning@placer.ca.gov 

September 18, 2017 
 
Scott Johnson, Planning Manager    via email: generalplan@folsom.ca.us  
City of Folsom, Community Development Department  
50 Natoma Street 
Folsom, CA  95630 
 
Subject: Folsom 2035 General Plan NOP 
 
Dear Mr. Johnson: 
 
Placer County appreciates the opportunity to engage at this early stage in the process. After 
reviewing the submitted information, the County offers the following comments for your 
consideration regarding the proposed project: 
 
Placer County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 
The proposed Folsom 2035 General Plan has the potential to create the following impacts: 
 

a) Increases in peak flow runoff downstream of the plan area. 
b) Overloading of the actual or designed capacity of existing stormwater and flood-

carrying facilities. 
 
Future EIRs must specifically quantify the incremental effect of the above impacts due to this 
plan, and must propose mitigation measures where appropriate. 
 
Department of Public Works and Facilities  
In anticipation of the recently signed Senate Bill 743, which focuses on the environmental impact 
metric of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), regional mobility and associated linkages of infrastructure 
and services will be imperative to include into long range planning strategies into the future.  The 
NOP for the Folsom General Plan Update includes elements of Mobility with linkages to 
Economic Prosperity in the following draft goals as well as Guiding Principle #10: 
 

M1.1 Provide a comprehensive, integrated and connected network of transportation 
facilities… 

M 6.1 Maintain and increase cooperation between Folsom and neighboring 
jurisdictions..... 

EP 3.2 Provide opportunity for expansion of businesses by ensuring the availability of 
suitable sites, appropriate zoning, and access to infrastructure and amenities. 

EP 4.1 Be a key partner in the region in order to achieve the City's..... goals. 
EP 5.1  Maintain and expand retail and services to meet local and regional demands.... 

 
The future urban growth plan initiates both residential land use as well as regional employment 
centers.  Regional employment could have an effect on the regional multimodal transportation 
framework and result in regional impacts to neighboring communities.   
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Placer County would request that a collaborative discussion be initiated relative to the future 
need to promote and encourage transit connections between major urban centers and 
interregional infrastructure (i.e. Folsom, Roseville, Western Placer, I-80) via mass transit facilities 
and services as well as provide for other multi model transportation opportunities.  Furthermore, 
the County requests that the transportation and circulation chapter of the City of Folsom EIR 
includes a traffic analysis which identifies changes in VMT on regional roadways outside the 
City’s boundary but within a reasonable vicinity; Auburn Folsom Road (via Folsom/Auburn Rd), 
Douglas Blvd (within the Granite Bay Community Plan), and Sierra College Blvd (via Hazel Ave). 
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation for the Folsom 
2035 General Plan project. Should you have any questions, please contact Leigh Chavez, 
Environmental Coordinator at lchavez@placer.ca.gov or 530-745-3077. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
________________________________________ 
LEIGH CHAVEZ, PRINCIPAL PLANNER 
ENVIRONMENTAL COORDINATOR 
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County of Placer, Planning Division 
September 18, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation transmits comments from the Placer County 
Flood Control and Water Conservation District (PCFCWCD) and the Placer County Department of 
Public Works and Facilities (DPWF).  

The comments from the PCFCWCD request that the PEIR evaluate the potential for increases in 
stormwater flows downstream of the 2035 General Plan Planning Area, and the potential for 
planned urban uses to overload existing or designed capacity in stormwater and flood-carrying 
facilities. 

The comments from DPWF request that the City of Folsom engage in a collaborative discussion 
among adjacent local governments to coordinate transit linkages within and between urban centers. 
The comment additionally requests that the traffic analysis presented in the PEIR evaluate changes 
in VMT on regional roadways outside of the City of Folsom but within a reasonable distance, citing 
Auburn/Folsom roads, Douglas Boulevard, and Sierra College Boulevard as facilities that should be 
evaluated. 

Chapter 14, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft PEIR evaluates environmental effects related to 
stormwater and flooding. Traffic and circulation effects are evaluated in Chapter 17, Transportation 
and Circulation, of the Draft PEIR. 
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County of Sacramento, Office of Planning and Environmental Review 
September 15, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation requests information regarding the City’s future 
plans for Planning Areas 1 and 2 identified on the 2035 General Plan Land Use Diagram. The 
comment notes that the 2035 General Plan will establish the City’s Qualified GHG Reduction 
Strategy. The comment notes the State requirements necessary to qualify such a Strategy and 
identifies several necessary analyses. 

Regarding the City’s intentions regarding the two Planning Areas within unincorporated Sacramento 
County, please refer to PEIR Chapter 3, Project Description, Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and 
Housing, Chapter 5, Introduction to the Analysis, and Chapter 20, Alternatives Analysis. Regarding to the 
assessment of GHG emissions and reduction strategies, see Chapter 12, Global Climate Change, of the 
Draft PEIR. 
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Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) 
September 15, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation states that the adopted Regional Blueprint and 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) establish the 
foundation for SACOG’s comments on the City’s proposed 2035 General Plan. While recognizing 
that the majority of the land proposed for urban development in the 2035 General Plan generally 
aligns with the MTP/SCS land use assumptions, the comment expresses concern with Planning 
Area 2 south of White Rock Road in unincorporated Sacramento County. The comment 
acknowledges that no land uses or explicit policies are identified for this area in the 2035 General 
Plan, but expresses concern about the growth inducing aspects of identifying the area on an urban 
General Plan. The comment requests that the 2035 be amended to include policies to prevent 
premature or disorderly urban development within Planning Area 2.  

The City will consider the policy requests of SACOG in its review and processing of the 2035 
General Plan. For an evaluation of the proposed 2035 General Plan’s consistency with the adopted 
plans and policies of public agencies with jurisdiction over resources and lands within and adjacent 
to the 2035 General Plan planning area and growth inducement, refer to Chapter 4, Land Use, 
Population, and Housing, Chapter 5, Introduction to the Environmental Analysis, and Chapter 20, Alternatives 
Analysis, of the Draft PEIR. 



 

  

Sent Via E-Mail 
 
September 15, 2017 
 
Scott Johnson, Planning Manager 
City of Folsom 
Community Development Department 
50 Natoma Street 
Folsom, CA 95630 
generalplan@folsom.ca.us  
 
Subject:  Notice of Preparation (NOP) to Prepare a Program Environmental Impact 

Report (EIR) for the Folsom 2035 General Plan  
(Clearinghouse No. 2017082054) 

 
Dear Mr. Johnson: 
 
The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) appreciates the opportunity to provide 
comments on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) to prepare a Program Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) for the Folsom 2035 General Plan.  SMUD is the primary energy provider for 
Sacramento County and the proposed Project area.  SMUD’s vision is to empower our 
customers with solutions and options that increase energy efficiency, protect the 
environment, reduce global warming, and lower the cost to serve our region.  As a 
Responsible Agency, SMUD aims to ensure that the proposed Project limits the potential for 
significant environmental effects on SMUD facilities, employees, and customers.   
 
It is our desire that the EIR will acknowledge any Project impacts related to the following:  
 

• Overhead and or underground transmission and distribution line easements. 
Please view the following links on smud.org for more information regarding 
transmission encroachment: 

o https://www.smud.org/en/business/customer-service/support-and-
services/design-construction-services.htm 

o https://www.smud.org/en/do-business-with-smud/real-estate-
services/transmission-right-of-way.htm 

• Utility line routing 
• Electrical load needs/requirements 
• Energy Efficiency 
• Climate Change 
• Cumulative impacts related to the need for increased electrical delivery 

Please note that the City of Folsom General Plan Update may result in impacts to SMUD’s 
electrical system within areas designated for new development and/or redevelopment. 
Potential impacts will be determined as more detailed information is available. Generally, 
SMUD requires easements for all electrical facilities within new developments. Moreover, 

mailto:generalplan@folsom.ca.us
https://www.smud.org/en/business/customer-service/support-and-services/design-construction-services.htm
https://www.smud.org/en/business/customer-service/support-and-services/design-construction-services.htm
https://www.smud.org/en/do-business-with-smud/real-estate-services/transmission-right-of-way.htm
https://www.smud.org/en/do-business-with-smud/real-estate-services/transmission-right-of-way.htm


  

SMUD’s standard practice is to install new distribution lines (12kV) underground; sub-
transmission (69kV) and transmission (230kV) facilities are constructed overhead. However, 
SMUD will consider installing 69kV underground if it is technically feasible based on specific 
site conditions and the incremental cost is borne by project Applicants. 

SMUD would like to be involved with discussing the above areas of interest as well as 
discussing any other potential issues.  We aim to be partners in the efficient and sustainable 
delivery of the proposed Project.  Please ensure that the information included in this 
response is conveyed to the Project planners and the appropriate Project proponents.   

Environmental leadership is a core value of SMUD and we look forward to collaborating with 
you on this Project. Again, we appreciate the opportunity to provide input on this EIR.  If you 
have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Ammon Rice at 
ammon.rice@smud.org or (916)732-7466. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Angela C. McIntire 
Regional & Local Government Affairs  
Sacramento Municipal Utility District 
6301 S Street, Mail Stop A313 
Sacramento, CA 95817 
angela.mcintire@smud.org  
 
Cc:  Ammon Rice, SMUD 

 
 
 
 

 

mailto:ammon.rice@smud.org
mailto:angela.mcintire@smud.org
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Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) 
September 15, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation states that SMUD is the primary electricity 
provider for Sacramento County, including the 2035 General Plan Planning Area. The comment 
requests that the following issues be assessed in the PEIR: 

• Overhead and or underground transmission and distribution line easements.
• Utility line routing
• Electrical load needs/requirements
• Energy Efficiency
• Climate Change
• Cumulative impacts related to the need for increased electrical delivery

The Draft PEIR includes analyses of utilities needed to serve the 2035 General Plan Planning Area 
in Chapter 19, Utilities and Service Systems. Climate change, including the emissions of electricity 
generation, is assessed in PEIR Chapter 12, Global Climate Change. Cumulative Impacts and energy 
efficiency are assessed in Chapter 21, Required CEQA Analyses. It should be noted though, that the 
specific evaluations of transmission and distribution lines, and utility line routing requested in the 
comment are beyond the scope of the PEIR. For additional information regarding the level of detail 
used in the environmental analysis, refer to Chapter 1, Introduction, and Chapter 5, Introduction to the 
Analysis of this Draft PEIR. Finally, potential future land uses proposed in the 2035 General Plan are 
limited to the Folsom Plan Area Specific Plan (FPASP) area south of Highway 50, and scattered new 
infill development north of Highway 50. For the FPASP area, SMUD has worked closely with the 
City to define and implement the facilities necessary to provide electric service to urban uses within 
this area. 
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Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San) 
August 23, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation provides background information regarding the 
provision of wastewater collection and treatment services to the City of Folsom, The comment 
raises no environmental issues to be evaluated in the PEIR.  

The Draft PEIR includes the relevant setting information contained in the letter in Chapter 19, 
Utilities and Service Systems. 



       PO Box 1526 � Sacramento, CA � 95812  
  (916) 444-0022          

  
September	18,	2017	

	

Scott	Johnson		

Planning	Manager,	at		

City	of	Folsom,	Community	Development	Department,		

50	Natoma	Street,	Folsom,	CA	95630.		

generalplan@folsom.ca.us.		

	

RE:	Folsom	2035	General	Plan	NOP		

	

Dear	Mr.	Johnson,	��	
	

This	letter	provides	comment	from	the	Environmental	Council	of	Sacramento	(ECOS)	and	

Habitat	2020	regarding	the	Notice	of	Preparation	of	and	Environmental	impact	report	for	the	

City	of	Folsom’s	Draft	2035	General	Plan.		

	

The	Environmental	Council	of	Sacramento	(ECOS),	a	501c3	organization,	and	Habitat	2020,	the	

Conservation	Committee	of	ECOS,	are	partner	coalitions	dedicated	to	protecting	the	natural	

resources	of	the	greater	Sacramento	region	while	building	healthier,	more	equitable,	

economically	thriving	communities.	ECOS-Habitat	2020	member	organizations	include:	350	

Sacramento,	AARP,	Breathe	California-Sacramento	Emigrant	Trails,	Friends	of	Stone	Lakes	

National	Wildlife	Refuge,	International	Dark-Sky	Association,	Los	Rios	College	Federation	of	

Teachers,	Mutual	Housing	California,	Physicians	for	Social	Responsibility	Sacramento	Chapter,	

Sacramento	Citizens’	Climate	Lobby,	Sacramento	Electric	Vehicle	Association,	Sacramento	Green	

Democrats,	Sacramento	Housing	Alliance,	Sacramento	Natural	Foods	Coop,	Sacramento	

Audubon	Society,	Sacramento	Valley	Chapter	of	the	California	Native	Plant	Society,	Sacramento	

Vegetarian	Society,	Save	Our	Sandhill	Cranes,	Save	the	American	River	Association,	Sierra	Club	

Sacramento	Group,	Friends	of	the	Swainson’s	Hawk,	and	the	Sacramento	Area	Creeks	Council.	 
	
ECOS	and	Habitat	2020	respect	the	City	of	Folsom’s	continued	planning	efforts	to	improve	the	

city,	but	we	are	concerned	with	the	potential	urban	expansion	proposed	by	the	“study	areas”	

outlined	in	the	Preliminary	Draft	General	Plan	along	Lake	Natoma	and	the	American	River,	and	

south	of	White	Rock	Road.	Urbanization	of	these	two	areas	could	pose	serious	impacts	to	

natural	habitat	and	habitat-connectivity,	and	we	would	like	to	see	a	full	illustration	of	these	

impacts	in	environmental	review	of	the	General	Plan	update.	

	

We	are	also	very	concerned	about	the	availability	of	water	for	further	expansion	by	the	City.	

Based	on	previous	environmental	documentation	by	the	City,	we	are	under	the	impression	that	

currently	approved	expansion	will	fully	account	for,	if	not	exceed,	current	water	supplies	

available	to	the	City.	As	we	have	made	clear	in	previous	comments	to	the	City,	we	are	

concerned	that	there	is	indeed	not	enough	water	for	build	out	of	Folsom’s	already	approved	

growth	plans.	

 



In	environmental	review,	please	illustrate	exactly	what	the	source	of	water	would	be	for	further	

expansion,	and	how	impacts	to	current	residents	of	the	City	and	the	region,	as	well	as	to	

ecological	health	of	the	American	River,	would	be	avoided.	

	

Finally,	we	are	concerned	about	the	impacts	to	the	region	posed	by	further	Folsom	expansion	

with	regard	to	the	induced	increase	of	vehicle	miles	travelled	(VMT)	inherent	in	such	expansion	

remote	from	the	City’s	and	region’s	job	centers.	Further	expansion	would	not	be	consistent	with	

the	Sacramento	Council	of	Governments’	Metropolitan	Transportation	Plan/Sustainable	

Communities	Strategy	and	would	severely	challenge	the	region’s	ability	to	meet	mandated	

greenhouse	gas	reduction	targets.	In	review,	please	fully	illustrate	the	impacts	of	VMT	increases	

in	the	proposed	study	areas	to	climate	and	air	quality,	traffic	and	the	region’s	transportation	

system,	and	how	those	impacts	would	be	mitigated.	

	

	

Thank	you	for	your	consideration	and	the	opportunity	to	comment.	

Sincerely,	

	

	
	

Brandon	Rose	 	 	 Rob	Burness	 	 	 Sean	Wirth	

ECOS	Board	President	 	 Co-Chair,	Habitat	2020	 	 Co-Chair,	Habitat	2020	
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Environmental Council of Sacramento (ECOS), Habitat 2020, and California Heartland Project 
September 18, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation states the concern of ECOS and its sister 
organizations with several aspects of the proposed 2035 General Plan regarding the proposed River 
District Overlay, Corporation Yard Special Study Area, and Planning Area 2, south of White Rock 
Road. The comment indicates concerns with the effects of urban development in these areas on 
natural habitat and habitat connectivity. The comment additionally questions whether the water 
supply available to the City is adequate to support urban expansion beyond the existing City limits. 
The comment states that increased vehicle miles travelled from new growth areas should be 
evaluated in the PEIR. 

For an evaluation of the consistency of the three identified areas with the management and/or 
general plans of agencies with jurisdiction over all or portions of the proposed areas encompassed 
by the River District Overlay, Corporation Yard Special Study Area, and Planning Area 2, refer to 
Draft PEIR Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and Housing, Chapter 16, Public Services and Recreation 
Resources, and Chapter 20, Alternatives Analysis. For an evaluation of the water supply available to the 
city and its reliability, see Chapter 19, Utilities and Service Systems. For an assessment of induced 
growth in these areas, see Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and Housing and Chapter 20, Alternatives 
Analysis.  
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Friends of Lakes Folsom & Natoma (FOLFAN) 
September 18, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation states concerns regarding the proposed River 
District Overlay, and potential conflicts with the Folsom Lake Recreation Area General 
Plan/Resource Management Plan and with the policies and regulations of State and federal agencies 
managing lands within the FLSRA. The comment requests that the 2035 General Plan be modified 
to acknowledge the jurisdictional authority of the California Department of Parks and Recreation 
and the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation. 

The City will consider the policy requests of FOLFAN in its review and processing of the 2035 
General Plan. For an evaluation of the proposed 2035 General Plan’s consistency with the adopted 
plans and policies of public agencies with jurisdiction over resources and lands within and adjacent 
to the 2035 General Plan planning area, refer to Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and Housing, Chapter 
16, Public Services and Recreation Resources, and Chapter 20, Alternatives Analysis, of the Draft PEIR. 



From:  Loretta Hettinger [mailto:loretta@shaunv.com]  
Sent:  Monday, September 18, 2017 10:58 AM 
To:  Scott Johnson <sjohnson@folsom.ca.us>;  
 Pam Johns <pjohns@folsom.ca.us> 
Subject: General Plan EIR Scoping 
 
Heritage Preservation League requests that the General Plan EIR evaluate  

1)  use of the Southern Pacific rail corridor for transportation and  
2)  the effect of parking policies on residential quality of life in areas in 

proximity to transit nodes, identified urban centers and other 
concentrations of commercial use.   

The Palladio urban center was designed with separation of the residential and 
commercial uses, but the Historic District’s grid street layout and its uneven 
distribution of parking spaces in the commercial area raise questions about 
whether the General Plan adequately protects residential quality of life.  Similarly, 
the General Plan needs to adequately protect residential quality of life for the 
replanning of East Bidwell’s original central business district vicinity. 
 
Scott, thank you for your phone call last week.  I appreciate your clarification that 
you still expect changes to be made in the General Plan text.  HPL is working on 
the specific items Chelsey asked us to help with, and we do plan to pursue some 
of the other changes we requested that have not yet been made. 
 
Please reply to this e-mail so I can be sure I successfully transmitted it. 
 
Loretta Hettinger 
916-990-0719 home 
916-591-0781 cell 
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Heritage Preservation League 
September 18, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation requests that the PEIR evaluate: 

• Use of the Southern Pacific rail corridor for transportation; and
• The effect of parking policies on residential quality of life in areas in proximity to transit

nodes, identified urban centers and other concentrations of commercial use.

With respect to the use of the Southern Pacific rail corridor for transportation, the purpose of an 
EIR is neither to recommend approval nor denial of a project. An EIR is an informational 
document used in the planning and decision-making process by the lead agency and responsible and 
trustee agencies. An EIR describes the significant environmental impacts of a project, potentially 
feasible measures to mitigate significant impacts, and potentially feasible alternatives to the project 
that can reduce or avoid significant environmental effects. Thus, this proposed policy is most 
appropriately dealt with in the City’s review of the draft 2035 General Plan. The City will consider 
the policy request to use the rail corridor for transportation purposes in its review and processing of 
the 2035 General Plan. Proposed Policy M 1.1.1, Historic Southern Pacific Rail Right-of-Way, in the 
Mobility Element of the 2035 General Plan draft addresses the substance of this comment. 

Regarding the residential quality of life, the Draft PEIR evaluates the potential local visual quality, air 
quality, noise, and traffic effects of implementing the draft 2035 General Plan in Chapter 6, Aesthetics 
and Visual Quality, Chapter 8, Air Resources, Chapter 15, Noise and Vibration, and Chapter 17, 
Transportation and Circulation. Together, these components influence the quality of life for surrounding 
residents. Although no specific impact in the PEIR addresses the aggregate effect of these individual 
environmental topics, the effect of implementing the 2035 on community cohesion is assessed in 
Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and Housing, of the Draft PEIR. 



September	15,	2017	
	
Scott	Johnson	
Planning	Manager,	Community	Development	
City	of	Folsom	
50	Natoma	Street	
Folsom,	CA	95630	
sjohnson@folsom.ca.us	
	
RE:	General	Plan	2035	Draft	EIR	
	
Thank	you	for	meeting	with	me	on	September	13,	2017	to	discuss	my	concerns	and	hopes	
regarding	the	General	Plan	update.		Following	is	a	summary	of	my	concerns	and	I	am	hoping	to	
see	them	fully	addressed	in	the	next	steps	of	this	process.	
	

1) The	City	of	Folsom,	along	with	other	California	municipalities,	has	an	obligation	to	meet	
the	requirements	of	SB	375	CA,	the	Sustainable	Communities	Act	of	2008.	To	that	end,	I	
believe	it	is	extremely	important	that	we	pursue	methods	of	reducing	greenhouse	gas	
(GHG)	production	with	comprehensive	policies	which	include	but	are	not	be	limited	to:	

a. Reducing	vehicle	miles	traveled.	Incentivizing	and	implementing	the	use	of	public	
or	shared	transport	with	electric	buses	or	smaller	shuttles	to	and	from	major	
shopping	centers,	workplaces	and	light	rail.	

b. Improving	connectivity	of	our	major	arterials	and	“feeder”	streets	by	
incorporating	grids	or	additional	major	arterial	connections	wherever	possible.	

c. Reducing	heat	islands	by	drastically	reducing	the	number	of	large	asphalt	parking	
lots	and	massive	structures	with	inadequate	green	coverage.	

d. Improving	upon	our	tree	canopy	in	already	impacted	“heat	island”	areas.	
e. A	full	examination	of	our	current	GHG	production	with	defined	projects	that	will	

stabilize	and	eventually	reduce	future	GHG	production	should	be	included.	
2) A	detailed	evaluation	of	our	water	supply	must	be	undertaken	to	understand	the	

impacts	of	future	drought	and	the	possibility	of	limited	“savings”	by	current	and	future	
residents.	

3) Addressing	the	environmental	impact	of	incorporating	a	“river	district”	into	the	general	
plan	should	be	considered	at	this	time.		There	is	great	potential	for	significant	
deterioration	of	the	existing	biodiversity	along	the	lake	frontage	if	it	is	altered	to	
accommodate	higher	and	more	diverse	use.	

	
Sincerely,	
	
	
Barbara	Leary	
128	Yankton	St.	
Folsom,	CA	95630	
(916)	947-9270	
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Leary, Barbara 
September 15, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation requests that the PEIR evaluate the following 
issues: 

• Climate change and greenhouse gas emissions reductions
• Water supply
• The environmental effects of the River District Overlay

For an evaluation of the consistency of the River District Overlay with the management and/or 
general plans of agencies with jurisdiction over all or portions of the prosed area encompassed 
by the River District Overlay, refer to Draft PEIR Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and Housing, 
Chapter 16, Public Services and Recreation Resources, and Chapter 20, Alternatives Analysis. For an 
evaluation of the water supply available to the city and its reliability, see Chapter 19, Utilities and 
Service Systems. For an assessment of global climate change and greenhouse gas emissions, see 
Chapter 12, Global Climate Change.  
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Save the American River Association (SARA) 
September 18, 2017 

This letter in response to the Notice of Preparation states concerns regarding the proposed River 
District Overlay, and potential conflicts with the Folsom Lake Recreation Area General 
Plan/Resource Management Plan, the American River Parkway enabling legislation and the 
American River Parkway Plan, and the policies and regulations of the local, State, and federal 
agencies managing lands within the FLSRA and the American River Parkway.  

For an evaluation of the proposed 2035 General Plan’s consistency with the adopted plans and 
policies of public agencies with jurisdiction over resources and lands within and adjacent to the 2035 
General Plan planning area, refer to Chapter 4, Land Use, Population, and Housing, Chapter 16, Public 
Services and Recreation Resources, and Chapter 20, Alternatives Analysis of the Draft PEIR. 
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