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General Information about This Document

The County of Sacramento and California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), as assigned
by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), has prepared this Final Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Assessment (EIR/EA) for the proposed project located in Sacramento
County, California. Caltrans of is the lead agency under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). The County of Sacramento is the lead agency under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). The document tells you why the project is being proposed, what
alternatives have been considered for the project, how the existing environment could be affected
by the project, the potential impacts of each of the alternatives, and the proposed avoidance,
minimization, and/or mitigation measures. The Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Assessment circulated to the public for 45 of days between February 13,
2020 and March 30, 2020. Comments received during this period are included in Chapter 4.
Elsewhere throughout this document, additions are in bold underline and deletions are indicated
with-strikethrough font, and a vertical line in the margin indicates a change made since the draft
document circulation. Minor editorial changes and clarifications have not been so indicated.
Additional copies of this document and the related technical studies are available for review at
the Sacramento County Office of Planning and Environmental Review, 827 7th Street, Room
225, Sacramento, CA 95814. This document may be downloaded at the following website
http://www.sacdot.com/Pages/Project-Hazel-StateRoute50.aspx.
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03-3E380/0300020439
County Control # 2011-70062

Hazel Avenue/U.S. 50 Interchange Project

Modify the existing Hazel Avenue interchange at U.S. Highway 50 (PM 15.0/17.2): Extend and grade
separate Hazel Avenue over Folsom Boulevard and the Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor
Joint Powers Authority rail line corridor, widen Hazel Ayenue from
4 lanes to 6 lanes between Folsom Boulevard and U.S. Highway 50, and provide
multi-modal corridor improvements.
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CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT (FONSI)

FOR
Hazel Avenue/U.S. 50 Interchange Project

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) and County of Sacramento has
determined that Alternative 1 will have no significant impact on the human environment.
This FONSI is based on the attached Environmental Assessment (EA) and '
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), which has been independently evaluated by
Caltrans and determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, environmental
issues, and impacts of the proposed project and appropriate mitigation measures. It
provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an Environmental Impact
Statement is not required. Caltrans takes full responsibility for the accuracy, scope, and
content of the attached EA and EIR.

The environmental review, consultation, and any other actions required by applicable
Federal environmental laws for this project are being, or have been, carried out by
Caltrans pursuant to 23 USC 327 and the Memorandum of Understanding dated
‘December 23, 2016 and executed by FHWA and Caltrans.
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summary

S.1 National Environmental Policy Act Assignment

California participated in the “Surface Transportation Project Delivery Pilot Program” (Pilot
Program) pursuant to 23 United States Code (USC) 327, for more than 5 years, beginning July 1,
2007, and ending September 30, 2012. MAP-21 (Public Law 112-141), signed by President
Obama on July 6, 2012, amended 23 USC 327 to establish a permanent Surface Transportation
Projec