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APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF A NEW PUBLIC ROAD
CONNECTION AND FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE WESTERN PLACERVILLE
INTERCHANGES PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-12-16)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact
Report (FEIR) and Findings of Fact for the Western Placerville Interchanges Project in El
Dorado County and approve the project for future consideration of a new public road connection
and future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR and Findings of Fact and approve the
project for future consideration of a new public road connection and future consideration of
funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Placerville (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. On November 22, 2005 the
City adopted the FEIR and found that the project would not have a significant effect on the
environment after mitigation.

The project is located in the City of Placerville in El Dorado County. The project will widen and
improve segments of Forni Road, Fair Lane, Placerville Drive, and Ray Lawyer Drive.
Improvements to these roadways will be made in conjunction with modifications and improvements
to eastbound and westbound U.S. Highway 50 ramps to and from Forni Road, Placerville Drive, and
Ray Lawyer Drive.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to

traffic/circulation, biological resources, aesthetics, hazardous materials, and hydrology/water quality.
Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to, developing and implementing a project traffic
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management plan to be used during construction; conducting an updated Environmental Site
Assessment for the project area within a two year period prior to construction; obtaining required
permits and purchase of wetland credits from a wetland mitigation bank, as necessary; and utilizing
and maintaining designated staging areas at all times during project construction.

On March 12, 2012 the City confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work programmed by the
Commission.

The estimated project cost is approximately $40 million for the overall Western Placerville
Interchanges Project, of which the Ray Lawyer Drive improvements are estimated to cost
$10,800,000. The project is programmed with State ($5,542,000) funds. The project is proposed by
sponsor for consideration of CMIA Savings. The remaining project costs will be programmed as
available and applicable from local funds, Traffic Impact Mitigation Fees, Regional, State, and
Federal transportation sources. Construction is estimated to begin in 2012.

Attachment

e Resolution E-12-16
e Findings of Fact

e Project Location
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of a New Public Road Connection and
Future Consideration of Funding
03 — El Dorado County
Resolution E-12-16

WHEREAS, the City of Placerville (City) has completed a Final Environmental
Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

o Western Placerville Interchanges Project

WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelinesfor its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will modify and improve eastbound and westbound U.S.
Highway 50 ramps at Forni Road and Placerville Drive, add ramps at Ray Lawyer Drive
Overcrossing and improve Forni Road, Fair Lane, Placerville Drive, and Ray Lawyer
Drivein the City of Placerville, El Dorado County; and

WHEREAS, the Cdlifornia Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Report; and

WHEREAS, the City found that all significant or potentially significant impacts can be
reduced by mitigation measures to aless than significant level; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted the Final Environmental Impact Report for the
project; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program for the project;
and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOL VED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report and Findings of
Fact and approve the above referenced project to allow for future consideration of
funding.
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RESOLUTION NO. 7343

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF PLACERVILLE, TO
APPROVE THE FINDINGS OF FACT, CERTIFY THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT AND ADOPT THE MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN FOR THE
WESTERN PLACERVILLE INTERCHANGE PROJECT

WHEREAS, Staff and the City’s Consultant has prepared an Environment Impact Report for the
above referenced project; and

WHEREAS, Four alternatives design configurations were considered in the Draft EIR; and

WHEREAS, The Draft EIR was circulated for public and agency review between September 2, 2005
and October 21, 2005; and

WHEREAS, The Planning Commission held a public hearing on September 20, 2005, and

WHEREAS, City Council directed Staff to prepare a Final EIR for the project which identifies
Alternative D as the alternative preferred by the City; and

WHEREAS, The City has received written and oral comments for the project; and

WHEREAS, The Final EIR responds to each of the issues raised in these comments, and includes
information necessary to clarify all aspects of the project and environmental review; and

WHEREAS, The Final EIR concludes that the project, with implementation of the Mitigation

Monitoring Plan, would not result in significant and unavoidable impacts.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Placerville take the
following action:
L. Adopt California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Findings of Fact for the Western
Placerville Interchanges Project;
2. Certify the Western Placerville Interchanges Project Final Environmental Impact Report
(SCH#2003122137) dated November 2005; and,

3 Adopt the November 2005 Western Placerville Interchanges Project Mitigation Monitoring
Plan.
4, Select Alternative D as the preferred project design and direct staff to prepare plans,

specifications and estimates for this project upon approval of the Federal Highway

Administration.

The foregoing Resolution was moved for adoption at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City

Rivas

of Placerville held on November 22, 2005, by Councilmember . The motion was seconded

by Councilmember  Washburn . A poll vote was taken which stood as follows:




AYES: Acuna, Colvin, Hagen, Rivas, Washburn
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

e Gt K. Colca
2

Mayor Roberta Colvin

ATTEST:

/1 ;/
;?(La&w/ %?‘/

Susan Zito, City Clerl}/ )
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Exhibit A

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Findings of Fact
Related to the Certification of the
Western Placerville Interchanges Project
Environmental Impact Report

CEQA Lead Agency: City of Placerville
Date: November 22, 2005
SCH # 2003122137
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Introduction

The California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code sections 21000, et
seq. states that if a project would result in significant environmental impacts it may be
approved, if feasible mitigation measures or feasible alternatives can avoid or
substantially lessen the impact or if there are specific economic, social, or other
considerations which make it infeasible to substantially lessen or avoid the impacts.

Therefore, when an environmental impact report (“EIR”) has been completed which
identifies one or more potentially significant environmental impacts, the approving
agency must make one or more of the following findings for each identified significant
impact:

L. Changes or alternatives which avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effects as identified in the FEIR have been required or incorporated into
the project; or

2 Such changes or alternatives are within the responsibility and jurisdiction
of another public agency and not the agency making the finding. Such changes have
been adopted by such other agency or can and should be adopted by such other agency;
or

3 Specific economic, social or other considerations make infeasible the
mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the FEIR. (Pub. Resources Code
§ 21081.)

As the lead agency for the Western Placerville Interchanges Project (“Project”) under
California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 15367, the City of Placerville City
Council hereby adopts the following CEQA findings relating to the Western Placerville
Interchanges Project Final Environmental Impact Report, SCH #2003122137, certified by
the Council on November 22, 2005.

Purpose and Background

Project Overview

The Project would improve the Forni Road/Placerville Drive Interchange, install a
roundabout at the westbound U.S. Highway 50 (US-50) off- and on-ramps intersection
with Placerville Drive and Fair Lane, and install a full interchange at the Ray Lawyer
Drive Overcrossing by constructing highway on- and off-ramps to and from both
eastbound and westbound US-50. The Project would also widen and,improve eastbound
and westbound US-50 ramps to and from Forni Road and Placerville Drive and would
widen and improve segments of Forni Road, Placerville Drive, Fair Lane, and Ray
Lawyer Drive. The Project would provide improved bicycle and pedestrian facilities
throughout the project area and would provide opportunities for future development of
park-&-ride facilities.

Purpose of the Project

The purpose of the Project is to improve traffic operations and to accommodate projected
20-year increases in traffic volumes at Forni Road/Placerville Drive/US-50 interchange
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and provide new on- and off-ramps to US-50 at the Ray Lawyer Drive overcrossing. The
Project will provide improvements where needed between the Forni Road/ Placerville
Drive/US-50 interchange and the Ray Lawyer Drive overcrossing, to better serve the
needs of local and regional traffic (including bicycle and pedestrian traffic).

Project Need

The Project is needed to respond to current and projected regional and local traffic
demand on the state and local roadway systems at the Forni Road/Placerville Drive/US-
50 interchange. The study area’s non-standard roadway geometrics and lack of
alternative routes cause congestion and reduce traffic safety for vehicle, bicycle and
pedestrian travel. ;

Purpose of the EIR

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, Public Resources Code sections
21000 et seq. and the CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations, title 14, section
15000 et seq. (collectively, “CEQA”), an EIR was prepared for the Project to analyze the
environmental effects of the Project. The Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”)
was circulated from September 2, 2005, through October 21, 2005, for public review and
comment in accordance with CEQA. Responses to comments, together with other
information, were prepared and contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report
(“FEIR”). The City of Placerville is the CEQA Lead Agency for the Project, and was
assisted in the preparation of the EIR by its project design consultant, Dokken
Engineering, and its environmental consultant, Environmental Stewardship & Planning,
Inc. (“ESP”).

Procedural Background

A Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) for the EIR was published and distributed in December,
2003 for a 30-day public review and comment period. During the NOP comment period,
the City hosted an EIR scoping meeting to receive oral comments on the scope of the
EIR. The City considered all comments received during the NOP comment period and
addressed issues as appropriate in the DEIR.

The DEIR was published on September 2, 2005. A formal Notice of Availability
(“NOA”) of the DEIR was prepared and circulated beginning on September 2, 2005, as
required by CEQA. The NOA was circulated to responsible agencies, adjacent property
owners and interested parties, including any person who filed a written request for such a
notice.

Approximately 80 copies of the DEIR were available and circulated for public review. In
addition, the DEIR was made available on disk or hard copy upon request to the City and
on the City’s Internet site. The public was invited to submit written comments on the
DEIR. In addition, the City held a public hearing on September 20, 2005, to solicit
public and agency input concerning the information, environmental analyses and
conclusions contained within the DEIR. -

The comment period for the DEIR was from September 2, 2005, to October 21, 2005.
During that time, ten written comment sets were received; three from agencies, two from
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organizations, and five from individuals. Three individuals provided oral comments
during the September 20, 2005 Public Hearing and four individuals provided oral
comments during the comment period at an October 11, 2005 City Council meeting.

In response to the comments received concerning the DEIR, the FEIR was prepared and
issued in November, 2005. The FEIR contains copies of all comments received on the
DEIR and responses to those comments. The FEIR also contains errata revisions to the
DEIR and supplemental information deemed necessary in response to comments on the
DEIR.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21092.5 the City provided a written response
in the form of the FEIR with specific responses contained therein to all public agencies
commenting on the DEIR, a minimum of 10 days prior to certifying the FEIR.

Copies of the FEIR were sent to responsible agencies and all other agencies and
individuals who provided comments on the DEIR. A Notice of Availability of the FEIR
was also advertised and distributed and the FEIR was made available on the City’s
website.

Description of the Record

For purposes of CEQA and these findings, the record before the City includes, without
limitation, the following:

a) The Project Study Report and Preliminafy Environmental Assessment Report;

b) The Draft Project Report, DEIR and all appendices to the DEIR;

c) The FEIR and all appendices to the FEIR;

d) All Notices of Availability, Notices of Completion, the Notice of Determination, staff
reports and presentation materials related to the Project;

e) All studies conducted for the Project and contained in, or referenced by, staff reports,
the DEIR, or the FEIR; ‘

f) All public reports and documents related to the Project prepared for the City and other ‘
agencies;

g) All documentary and oral evidence received and reviewed at public hearings and
workshops and all transcripts and minutes of those hearings related to the Project and ‘
the EIR;

h) For documentary and informational purposes, all locally-adopted land use plans and
ordinances, including, without limitation, general plans, specific plans and
ordinances, master plans together with environmental review documents, findings,
mitigation monitoring programs and other documentation relevant to planned growth
in the area; and

i) Any additional items not included above if they are required by law.
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Discretionary Actions

The discretionary actions for the Project include the City’s selection and implementation
of the Project, acquisition of temporary construction easements, acquisition of permanent
rights-of-way, acquisition of and compliance with all permits necessary for construction
and operation of the Project, and disposition of rights-of-way to the California
Department of Transportation.

These findings are made by the City Council pursuant to Section 15091 of the CEQA
Guidelines.

General Findings

Terminology of Findings

Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines requires that, for each significant environmental
effect identified in an EIR for a proposed project, the approving agency must issue a
written finding reaching one or more of three allowable conclusions. The first is that
“[c]hanges or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which
avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the
FEIR.” The second potential finding is that “[s]uch changes or alterations are within the
responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and not the agency making the
finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or can and should be
adopted by such other agency.” The third permissible conclusion is that “[s]pecific
economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible the mitigation measures or
project alternatives identified in the final EIR.”

For purposes of these findings, the term “mitigation measure” shall constitute a “change
or alteration” as discussed above. The term “avoid or substantially lessen” refers to the
effectiveness of one or more of the mitigation measures or alternatives to reduce an
otherwise significant environmental effect to a less than significant level. Although
section 15091, read literally, does not require findings to address environmental effects
that an EIR identifies as merely “potentially significant,” these findings nevertheless fully
account for all such effects identified in the EIR for the Project. In the event that impacts
were to remain significant or potentially significant even with implementation of
mitigation, the City, within these findings, would identify such impacts as significant and
unavoidable. However, no significant and unavoidable impacts have been identified, as
all significant and potentially significant impacts will be mitigated to less-than-significant
levels through implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan to be adopted by the City upon certification of the FEIR.

Certification of FEIR

In accordance with CEQA, in adopting these findings, the City has considered the
environmental effects as shown in the FEIR prior to approving the Project. These
findings represent the independent judgment and analysis of the City.

In the course of responding to comments received during the public review and comment
period on the DEIR, certain portions of the DEIR have been modified and some new
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information has been added (as specified in the errata defined in Chapter 3 of the FEIR).
The changes made to the DEIR do not reveal the existence of:

1. A significant new environmental impact that would result from the Project or an
adopted Mitigation Measure;

2, A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact that is not
reduced to a level less than significant by adopted Mitigation Measures;

3. A feasible project alternative or Mitigation Measure not adopted that is
considerably different from others analyzed in the DEIR that would clearly lessen the
significant environmental impacts of the Project; or

4, Information that indicates that the public was deprived of a meaningful
opportunity to review and comment on the DEIR.

The City finds that the amplifications and clarifications made to the DEIR do not
collectively or individually constitute significant new information within the meaning of
Public Resources Code section 21092.1 and CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5.

Evidentiary Basis for Findings

These findings are based upon substantial evidence in the entire record before the
Commission as described in Section III.

The references to the DEIR and to the FEIR set forth in the findings are for ease of
reference and are not intended to provide an exhaustive list of the evidence relied upon
for these findings.

Findings Regarding Mitigation Measures

Except as otherwise stated in these findings, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines
sections 15091, 15092, and 15093, the City finds that the environmental effects of the
Project:

1. Will not be significant; or

2 Will be mitigated to a less than significant level by the Mitigation Measures
adopted by the City; or

3. Can and should be mitigated to a less than significant level by the Mitigation
Measures within the jurisdiction of another public agency.

No impacts have been identified which would remain significant after the mitigation
measures identified in the FEIR and Mitigation Monitoring Plan are implemented.

Location and Custodian of Records

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081.6 and California Code of Regulations,
title 14, section 15091, the City of Placerville is the custodian of the documents and other
material that constitute the record of proceedings upon which the City’s decision is based,
and such documents and other material are located at City Hall, 487 Main Street,
Placerville, California.
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Findings Regarding Monitoring and Reporting of CEQA
Mitigation Measures

As required in Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code the Commission
adopts a monitoring and reporting program regarding changes in the Project or Mitigation
Measures imposed to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.

The Mitigation Monitoring Plan, in the form presented as Appendix A to the FEIR, is
adopted because it effectively fulfills the CEQA mitigation monitoring requirement:

a) The measures are specific and, as appropriate, define performance standards to
measure compliance under the Mitigation Monitoring Plan.

b) The Mitigation Monitoring Plan has been designed with detailed descriptions of
conditions, implementation, verification, a compliance schedule and reporting
requirements to ensure their fulfillment.

¢) The Mitigation Monitoring Plan ensures that the Mitigation Measures are in place, as
appropriate, throughout the life of the Project.

Findings Regarding Alternatives

CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6 requires a discussion of a reasonable range of
alternatives to the Project or to the location of the Project. However, an EIR need not
consider an alternative whose implementation is remote or speculative. In determining
the preferred alternative and for the purposes of the CEQA assessment, the City
considered a range of alternatives, as well as a “No Project/No Build Alternative”. Each
of the alternatives considered are discussed in the DEIR, and the FEIR discusses the
City’s selection of Alternative D as the preferred alternative (i.e., “Project”) for the
purposes of CEQA review.

The City finds that the No Project/No Build Alternative does not meet the project
objectives of improving traffic operations and accommodating projected 20-year
increases in traffic volumes at Forni Road/Placerville Drive/US-50 interchange, and
providing new on- and off-ramps to US-50 at the Ray Lawyer Drive overcrossing.

The City finds that the Project (Alternative D of the DEIR) most effectively achieves the
project objectives and that none of the project build alternatives would reduce or
minimize potential environmental impacts as compared to the Project. Based on a
comparison of the relative merits of each alternative compared to the Project, each of the
alternatives was found to be less desirable from operational, safety and environmental
perspectives.

Findings Regarding Less th—én Significant Environmental

Impacts

The EIR identifies the thresholds of significance utilized to determine the impacts in the
various resource categories discussed below. The EIR also identifies the following
environmental impacts that are less than significant, and therefore do not require
mitigation. These impacts are:
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Less than Significant Impact 3.2-1. The project would result in the removal of on-street
parking which could be considered inconsistent with Goal D and Policy D-1 of the City
General Plan.

Less than Significant Impact 3.5-1. Construction activities associated with the project
build alternatives would result in temporary increases in ambient noise levels along the
project corridor.

Less than Significant Impact 3.5-2. Project modifications and future traffic operations
could result in increased noise levels at sensitive receptors within the project area.

Less than Significant Impact 3.5-3. Vibration levels could increase within the project
corridor as a result of vehicle passages on U.S. Highway 50 and its arterials.

Less than Significant Impact 3.6-1. The use of hazardous materials would create the
potential to pose a risk to workers and nearby residences during construction of the
project.

Less than Significant Impact 3.9-1. Construction of the project would require relocation
of linear utilities, which would create a potential for temporary disruptions in service
while relocations occur. '

Less than Significant Impact 3.10-3. Project construction activities could impact special-
status plant species.

Less than Significant Impact 3.10-4. Project construction activities could result in habitat
disturbance of the northwestern pond turtle and the valley elderberry longhorn beetle
(VELB).

Less than Significant Impact 3.10-5. Construction activities could result in habitat
disturbance of the California red-legged frog and the foothill yellow-legged frog.

Less than Significant Impact 3.13-1. Proposed roadway improvements could have the
potential to divide and/or disrupt community cohesion.

Less than Significant Impact 3.13-3. Construction activities and traffic would result in
short-term disruptions to local residences.

Findings Regarding Significant and Potentially
Significant Impacts

The DEIR and FEIR set forth environmental effects of the Project that would be
significant or potentially significant in the absence of mitigation measures. A summary
of these Project effects are listed below, along with a summary of the mitigation
measures included within the Mitigation Monitoring Plan to be adopted by the City with
certification of the FEIR. These mitigation measures will avoid or substantially lessen
the potentially significant or significant effects of the Project, and any residual project
impacts will be reduced to less-than-significant levels. The City’s findings with regard to
each of the impacts and the effectiveness of each mitigation measure are presented below.
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Findings Concerning Transportation and Circulation Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.3-1. Project construction would result in temporary
lane closures and traffic delays, potential disruptions to transit services and
increased difficulties of bicycle and pedestrian movement.

Mitigation Measure 3.3-1. A project traffic management plan shall be developed and
implemented which includes measures to minimize vehicle, transit and bicycle and
pedestrian activities during the duration of construction activities.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.3-1 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.3-1 to less-than-significant levels and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the Project.

Findings Concerning Air Quality Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.4-1. Construction activities would result in short-
term construction vehicle, reactive organic gas, and fugitive dust emissions that
could affect local air quality.

Mitigation Measure 3.4-1. The City’s contractors will implement dust control
measures and construction vehicle emission reduction strategies during construction.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.4-1 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.4-1 to less-than-significant levels and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the Project.

Findings Concerning Hazards and Hazardous Materials Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.6-2. Construction activities would create a potential
for disturbance of unknown areas of soils contaminated with hazardous materials or
other substances which may contain hazardous materials, and would create the
potential to pose a risk to workers and the public from exposure to such materials.

Mitigation Measure 3.6-2. The City shall conduct an updated Environmental Site
Assessment, including a hazardous materials occurrence database search, for the
project area within a two year period prior to construction. The City shall also
implement a limited soil sampling program for soils to be disturbed during project
construction.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.6-2 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.6-2 to less-than-significant levels and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the Project.

Findings Concerning Water Quality and Hydrology Impacts
Potentially Significant Impact 3.7-1. Ground disturbance and the use of hazardous

or toxic materials during construction would potentially result in increased amounts
of sediment or other pollutants in stormwater runoff from construction areas.

Mitigation Measure 3.7-1. The City shall develop and implement a SWPPP for the
project which identifies specific Best Management Practices for controlling stormwater
runoff to be implemented during construction.
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The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.7-1 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.7-1 to less-than-significant levels and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the Project.

Potentially Significant Impact 3.7-2. The project would increase the amounts of
impermeable surfaces (10.05 acres) within the project area that would potentially
increase stormwater runoff.

Mitigation Measure 3.7-2. The City shall develop and implement a Stormwater Data
Report which identifies permanent stormwater runoff treatment BMPs to be
implemented for the project.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.7-2 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.7-2 to less-than-significant levels and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the Project.

Findings Concerning Soils and Geology Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.8-1. Soils disturbance during construction activities
would create the potential to increase soils erosion and sedimentation.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.7-1 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan (and as summarized in these Findings under the heading Findings
Concerning Water Quality and Hydrology Impacts) would reduce Impact 3.8-1 to less-
than-significant levels and that this mitigation measure shall be implemented as a
required element of the Project.

Findings Concerning Public Health and Safety Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.9-2. Construction activities and lane closures
within the project area would create a potential for delays in emergency response
times during construction.

Mitigation Measure 3.9-2. The City and its contractors shall coordinate construction
planning and scheduling with local emergency response and service providers and
shall incorporate emergency services vehicle routing consideration into the
construction-period traffic management plan.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.9-2 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.9-2 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the Project.

Findings Concerning Biological Resources Impacts

Significant Impact 3.10-1. The project could result in the loss of wetlands or waters
regulated by the Corps under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and the CDFG
under Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code.

Mitigation Measure 3.10-1. The City will obtain required permits, and purchase
wetlands credits from an approved wetland mitigation bank, as necessary.
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The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.10-1as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.10-1 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Significant Impact 3.10-2. Construction activities would require the removal of
interior live oak habitat protected by the City of Placerville.

Mitigation Measure 3.10-2. The City shall avoid construction activities in the vicinity
of interior live oak habitat, where feasible; however, where infeasible, the City shall
replace oak trees at a 3:1 replacement-to-loss ratio.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.10-2 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.10-2 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Potentially Significant Impact 3.10-6. The project would result in the loss of habitat
for non-special status protected bird species.

Mitigation Measure 3.10-6. The City shall avoid construction activities in the vicinity
of potential avian habitat where feasible and shall replace trees and shrubs which
provide habitat to protected bird species at a 3:1 replacement-to-loss ratio.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.10-6 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan, would reduce Impact 3.10-6 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Potentially Significant Impact 3.10-7. Construction of the project would create the
potential for the introduction or proliferation of invasive species within the project
area.

Mitigation Measure 3.10-7. The City and its contractor(s) shall avoid introduction of
invasive species into the project area through implementation of specific invasive
species control measures.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.10-7 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.10-7 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Findings Concerning Cultural Resources Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.11-1. Ground disturbance from activities
associated with construction of the project would create the potential to disturb or
destroy unknown archaeological resources within the APE.

Mitigation Measure 3.11-1. Any and all potential archaeological resources discovered
during construction shall be examined by a qualified archaeologist, who shall examine
the findings, assess their significance, and offer recommendations for appropriate
handling procedures.
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The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.11-1 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.11-1 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Findings Concerning Visual Resources Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.12-1. Project construction activities would be
visible to motorists on U.S. 50 and other locations within the project area and would
result in temporary adverse detraction from the visual quality.

Mitigation Measure 3.12-1. The City shall require construction contractors to utilize
and maintain designated staging areas at all times during project construction. Project
landscaping and revegetation shall commence immediately upon the completion of
Sfacilities construction.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.12-1 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.12-1 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Potentially Significant Impact 3.12-2. Each of the build alternatives would
introduce both modified and new roadway and related facilities, including retaining
walls and other necessary design structures, to the project area that would create
the potential to detract from the visual quality of the project area.

Mitigation Measure 3.12-2. The City shall, with public input, prepare and implement a
project landscape plan which specifies design for plantings, retaining walls, signage
and other project features to ensure consistency with the region and project area visual
attributes and quality.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.12-2 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.12-2 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Potentially Significant Impact 3.12-3. Lighting to be installed under each of the
project build alternatives would create increased light and glare within the project
area that would detract from nighttime sky views.

Mitigation Measure 3.12-3. A lighting plan shall be developed for the project that
requires all project lighting to be appropriately shielded and that project lighting
design is consistent with all City lighting guidelines and standards.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.12-3 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.12-3 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Findings Concerning Community Impacts

Potentially Significant Impact 3.13-2. Construction activities would reduce access
and parking at commercial properties, and right-of-way requirements would
permanently reduce the size of commercial properties.
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Mitigation Measure 3.13-2. The City shall coordinate construction timing, parking
space closures, and adjacent business parking space sharing as practicable.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.13-2 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.13-2 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Potentially Significant Impact 3.13-3. Construction activities would require
adjustment in school bus routes and student pick-up and drop-off locations.

Mitigation Measure 3.13-3. The City shall coordinate with the EI Dorado Unified
School District prior to and during construction to facilitate bus rerouting and the
identification of alternative stop locations.

The City finds that Mitigation Measure 3.13-3 as fully described in the Mitigation
Monitoring Plan would reduce Impact 3.13-3 to a less-than-significant level and that this
mitigation measure shall be implemented as a required element of the project.

Findings Concerning Cumulative Impacts

The City finds that the project-specific impacts which are either less-than-significant or
would be mitigated to less-than-significant levels with implementation of mitigation
measures identified in the Mitigation Monitoring Plan, would not result in significant
adverse cumulative impacts when considered in association with other past, present or
reasonably foreseeable future projects.

Findings Concerning Growth Inducement

The City finds that development within the project area is not currently considered to be
limited by the existing roadway infrastructure and Project improvements to existing
roadways are not projected to have a substantive effect on the type or rate of future
growth within the project area.
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	CTC Meeting: April 25-26, 2012  
	Reference No.: 2.2c.(5) 
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) and Findings of Fact for the Western Placerville Interchanges Project in El Dorado County and approve the project for future consideration of a new pub...
	RECOMMENDATION:
	Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR and Findings of Fact and approve the project for future consideration of a new public road connection and future consideration of funding.

	BACKGROUND:
	The City of Placerville (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project.  On November 22, 2005 the City adopted the FEIR and found that the project would not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation.
	The project is located in the City of Placerville in El Dorado County.  The project will widen and improve segments of Forni Road, Fair Lane, Placerville Drive, and Ray Lawyer Drive.  Improvements to these roadways will be made in conjunction with mod...
	Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to traffic/circulation, biological resources, aesthetics, hazardous materials, and hydrology/water quality. Mitigation measures include, but are not limited...
	management plan to be used during construction; conducting an updated Environmental Site Assessment for the project area within a two year period prior to construction; obtaining required permits and purchase of wetland credits from a wetland mitigati...
	The estimated project cost is approximately $40 million for the overall Western Placerville Interchanges Project, of which the Ray Lawyer Drive improvements are estimated to cost $10,800,000. The project is programmed with State ($5,542,000) funds.  T...
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