
Appendix H:  Consultation and Concurrence Letters  
 

1. National Marine Fisheries Service, Initial Consultation, March 9, 2007 
2. National Marine Fisheries Service, Re-initiation of Consultation, October 29, 2007  
3. California Office of Historic Preservation, Section 106 Consultation, April 24, 2007 
4. California Office of Historic Preservation, Finding of Effect, June 19, 2007 
5. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Jurisdictional Determination, September 18, 2007 
6. FHWA, Air Quality Conformity, October 17, 2007 
7. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Biological Opinion, January 15, 2008 

 















STATE OF CALIFORNIA – THE RESOURCES AGENCY ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor 

OFFICE OF HISTORIC PRESERVATION 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 
P.O. BOX 942896 
SACRAMENTO, CA 94296-0001 
(916) 653-6624     Fax: (916) 653-9824 
calshpo@parks.ca.gov 
www.ohp.parks.ca.gov 

 
April 24, 2007 Reply To:  FHWA070320E 
 
Jeremy Ketchum, Chief 
Northern Region Office of Environmental Management, Branch S1 
Department of Transportation 
2389 Gateway Oaks Drive, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA  95883 
 
Re:  Determinations of Eligibility for the Proposed Interstate 80 HOV/Auxiliary Lane 
Project, Sacramento County, CA 
 
Dear Mr. Ketchum: 
 
Thank you for consulting with me about the subject undertaking in accordance with the 
Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and 
the California Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains to the Administration of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Program in California (PA). 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is requesting my concurrence, 
pursuant to Stipulation VIII.C.5 of the PA, that the following properties are not eligible for 
the National Register of Historic Places: 
 
• 4101 Dry Creek Road, Sacramento, CA 
• 4100 Fell Street, Sacramento, CA 
• 1421 Rene Avenue, Sacramento, CA 
• 1425 Rene Avenue, Sacramento, CA 
• 1441 Rene Avenue, Sacramento, CA 
• 4036 Balsam Street, Sacramento, CA 
• 1900 North Avenue, Sacramento, CA 
• 3929 Natoma Way, Sacramento, CA 
• 3921 Dayton Street, Sacramento, CA 
 
Based on my review of the submitted documentation, I concur. 
 
In addition Caltrans is seeking my concurrence that for the purpose of this undertaking, 
the Union Pacific Railroad Segment within the area of potential effect for the project is 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.  Based on my review of the 
submitted documentation, I concur. 
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Thank you for considering historic properties during project planning.  If you have any 
questions, please contact Natalie Lindquist of my staff at (916) 654-0631 or e-mail at 
nlindquist@parks.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
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June 19, 2007 Reply To:  FHWA070320E 
 
Gene K. Fong, Division Administrator 
Federal Highway Administration 
California Division 
650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100 
Sacramento, CA  95814 
 
Re:  Finding of No Adverse Effect for the Proposed Interstate 80 High Occupancy 
Vehicle Lane Project in the City of Sacramento, CA   
 
Dear Mr. Fong: 
 
Thank you for consulting with me about the subject undertaking in accordance with the 
Programmatic Agreement Among the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory 
Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and 
the California Department of Transportation Regarding Compliance with Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act, as it Pertains to the Administration of the 
Federal-Aid Highway Program in California (PA). 
 
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) is requesting my concurrence that a 
finding of no adverse effect without standard conditions is appropriate for the proposed 
project.  Based on my review of the submitted documentation, I concur.  
 
Thank you for considering historic properties as part of your project planning.  If you 
have any questions, please contact Natalie Lindquist of my staff at your earliest 
convenience at (916) 654-0631 or e-mail at nlindquist@parks.ca.gov . 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Milford Wayne Donaldson, FAIA 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

CALIFORNIA DIVISION 
650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100 

Sacramento, CA. 95814 
October 17, 2007 

 
IN REPLY REFER TO 

HDA-CA 
  File #: 03-Sac-80-HOV Lanes  
   (EA-03-379700) 

Document #: P57769 
 
Ms. Jody Jones, District Director 
California Department of Transportation 
District 3, Sacramento Area Office 
2800 Gateway Oaks Drive 
Sacramento, CA  95833 
 
Attention:  Ken Lastufka 
 
Dear Ms. Jones: 
 
SUBJECT:  Conformity Determination for I-80 HOV Lanes (EA-03-379700) 
 
On September 27, 2007, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) submitted to the 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) a request for the project-level conformity 
determination for I-80 HOV Lanes (EA-03-379700), pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327(a)(2)(B)(ii)(l).  
The area is in non attainment under the Federal National Ambient Air Quality Standards for 
particles with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to a nominal 10 micrometers (PM10), 
ozone (O3) and designated in maintenance for carbon monoxide (CO). 
 
The project level conformity analysis submitted by Caltrans indicates that the project-level 
transportation conformity requirements of 40 CFR Part 93 have been met.  The project is 
included in the Sacramento Area Council of Government’s (SACOG) 2007 Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) and the 2006 Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
(MTP).  The current conformity determinations for the RTP and RTIP were approved by FHWA 
and the Federal Transit Administration on June 29, 2007.  The design concept and scope of the 
preferred alternative have not changed significantly from those assumed in the regional 
emissions analysis.   
 
As required by 40 CFR 93.116 and 93.123, the localized CO, PM2.5, and PM10 analyses are 
included in the documentation.  The CO hotspot analysis was performed in accordance with the 
California Department of Transportations’ Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide 
Protocol.  The project was determined, through interagency consultation, not to be a project of 
air quality concern.  The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has determined that projects 
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not of air quality concern meet the provisions of the Clean Air Act Section 176(c)(1)(B) without 
an explicit hotspot analysis.  The analysis demonstrates that the project will not create any new 
violations of the standards or increase the severity or number of existing violations.   
 
Based on the information provided, FHWA finds that the I-80 HOV Lanes project (EA-03-
379700) conforms to the SIP in accordance with 40 CFR Part 93.   
 
If you have any questions pertaining to this conformity finding, please contact Joseph Vaughn, at 
(916) 498-5346. 
 
      Sincerely, 
 
      /s/ Joseph Vaughn 
 
      For 
      Gene K. Fong 
      Division Administrator 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
























