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NOTICE OF INTENT
TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

for the
El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat
Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project

Public Notice is hereby given that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for public review
for the El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and Missouri
Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project (Proposed Project).

Project Location: The project site is located entirely within the Sacramento-Placerville
Transportation Corridor (SPTC) right-of-way from northwest of milepost 143 within the Town of
El Dorado just north of Pleasant Valley Road and Oriental Street to east of milepost 144 at Old
Depot Road south of Placerville within El Dorado County, within portions of Sections 24, 26, 34,
and 35, Township 10 North, Range 10 East, of the Placerville, California USGS 7.5-topographic
quadrangles, 38° 41’ 39.825” North, 120° 50’ 21.216” West.

Project Description: Implementation of the Proposed Project includes the development of
approximately 2.2 miles of an 8-foot wide paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail,
with signage and a road crossing at Missouri Flat Road. Proposed trail amenities may also
include the installation of fencing or railing and small culvert crossings. A bike/pedestrian
overcrossing would be constructed of a prefabricated steel truss with a weathered steel, rust-
colored finish and a 12-foot-wide concrete deck with approaches to connect the existing El
Dorado Trail at its existing terminus just east of Missouri Flat Road with the proposed trail
segment west of Missouri Flat Road.

Document Review and Availability: The public review and comment period will extend for 30
calendar days in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15105(b) starting October 4, 2017
and ending November 3, 2017. The Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) is
available for public review at the following location:

County of El Dorado

Community Development Services

Department of Transportation

2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, CA 95667

(8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M., Monday through Friday)

The IS/MND can also be viewed and/or downloaded at the County of El Dorado webpage via
the following web address: http://www.edcgov.us/government/dot/pages/CEQA.aspx.

Comments/Questions: Comments and/or questions regarding the IS/MND may be directed to:
Donna Keeler, Principal Planner, County of El Dorado, Community Development Services,



Department of Transportation, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, California 95667, Phone: (530)
621-3829, Fax: (530) 626-0387, Email: donna.keeler@edcgov.us.

Public Meetings: The IS/MND is tentatively scheduled for consideration and possible adoption
by the County of El Dorado on December 12, 2017. Board meetings are on Tuesdays and start
at 8:00 A.M. in the County Supervisors Board Meeting Room, 330 Fair Lane, Building A,
Placerville, California, 95667. Interested parties should call Donna Keeler, Principal Planner with
the County of El Dorado at (530) 621-3829 to confirm meeting agendas, times, and dates or
check on the County’s website at https://eldorado.legistar.com/Calendar.aspx.
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1.0 MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION INFORMATION SHEET

Project Title: El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado
and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project

Project Location: El Dorado, El Dorado County, California
Date of Completion: October 4, 2017

Project Applicant:  County of El Dorado

Lead Agency: County of El Dorado

Project Description: Implementation of the Proposed Project includes the development of
approximately 2.2 miles of an 8-foot wide paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail,
with signage and a road crossing at Missouri Flat Road. Proposed trail amenities may also
include the installation of fencing or railing and small culvert crossings. A bike/pedestrian
overcrossing would be constructed of a prefabricated steel truss with a weathered steel, rust-
colored finish and a 12-foot-wide concrete deck with approaches to connect the existing El
Dorado Trail at its existing terminus just east of Missouri Flat Road with the proposed trail
segment west of Missouri Flat Road. A pedestrian connection would be provided between the
Class 1 trail and the sidewalk on the west side of Missouri Flat Road. See Section 3.0 for
additional Project Description details.

Declaration:

The County of El Dorado (County) has determined that implementation of the Proposed Project
will not result in significant effects on the environment and therefore this Project does not
require evaluation through the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) pursuant
to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This determination is based on the attached
Initial Study in support of the following findings, as documented within Section 4.0 and Section
6.0 of this Initial Study:

e The Project will not degrade environmental quality, substantially reduce habitat, cause a
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, reduce the number or restrict
the range of special-status species, or eliminate important examples of California history
or prehistory;

e The Project does not have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of
long-term, environmental goals;

e The Project will not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable;

e The Project will not have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse
effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly; and
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e No substantial evidence exists that the Project will have a negative or adverse effect on
the environment.

The Project incorporates all applicable mitigation measures identified in the attached Initial
Study.

Written comments shall be submitted no later than 30 days from the posting date. The
County’s determination on the draft MND shall be final.

Submit comments in writing to:

Donna Keeler

Principal Planner

County of El Dorado

Community Development Services
Department of Transportation
2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, CA 95667

Phone:(530) 621-3829

Fax:  (530) 626-0387

Email: donna.keeler@edcgov.us
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2.0 INTRODUCTION

2.1. Introduction and Regulatory Guidance

This document is an Initial Study (IS) supporting a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND)
determination for the El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado
and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project (Proposed Project). This MND
evaluates the potential impacts resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project. This
MND has been prepared in accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et
seq., and the State CEQA Guidelines, 14 California Code of Regulations (CCR) Section 15000 et
seq.

An Initial Study is prepared by a Lead Agency to determine if a project has the potential to
result in significant impacts on the environment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15063). An EIR must
be prepared if an IS indicates that the Proposed Project under review may result in significant
impacts to the environment. A Negative Declaration (ND) may be prepared instead, if the Lead
Agency prepares a written statement describing the reasons why a proposed project would not
have a significant effect on the environment, and therefore does not require the preparation of
an EIR. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a Negative Declaration or Mitigated
Negative Declaration shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA when either:

A. The Initial Study documents that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole
record before the agency, that the Proposed Project may result in any significant effect
on the environment, or

B. The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects, but:

1) Revisions in the Project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the applicant
before the proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released
for public review would avoid effects or mitigate the effects to a point where
clearly no significant effects would occur, and

2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency
that the Proposed Project as revised, may have a significant effect on the
environment.

2.1.1. Tiering (Guidelines §§ 15152, 15385, Pub. Res. Code § 21093)

“Tiering” is a concept referring to use of the analysis presented in a broad EIR, such as a
General Plan EIR, for use in subsequent EIRs or Negative Declarations (ND) on more focused
projects, incorporating by reference the general discussion contained in the broader EIR, and
concentrating the later EIR or ND on issues specific to the later project. Tiering is appropriate
when the sequence of analysis is from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy, or program, to
an EIR or ND prepared for another policy, plan, or program of lesser scope, or to a site-specific
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EIR or ND. CEQA encourages tiering to eliminate repetitive discussions of the same issues and
allows for focusing in later EIRs and NDs on issues ripe for discussion at each level.

Tiering is used in this document by relying on the Sacramento-Placerville Transportation
Corridor Master Plan EIR (Program EIR) as the initial basis for analyzing the potential
environmental impacts of implementation of the Proposed Project. The analysis of the El
Dorado Trail Extension Project, therefore, need not examine those effects which were
addressed in the earlier EIR or which were examined at a sufficient level of detail in the earlier
EIR to allow the effects to be avoided or mitigated as part of the project approval process.

2.1.2. Incorporation by Reference

Pursuant to Section 15150 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the documents listed below are
hereby incorporated by reference. Relevant information from these documents has been
summarized and incorporated into individual resource issue area discussions. Citations have
been included to indicate from which document information has been summarized. The
following documents are on file and available for review at the County of El Dorado,
Community Development Services, Department of Transportation, 2850 Fairlane Court,
Placerville, California.

e County of El Dorado. 2004. El Dorado County General Plan A Plan for Managed Growth
and Open Roads; A Plan for Quality Neighborhoods and Traffic Relief, Adopted July 19,
2004 (Amended July 29, 2016). Available online at:
http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Planning/Adopted General Plan.aspx.

e County of El Dorado. 2012. E/ Dorado County Parks and Trails Master Plan, March 27,
2012. Available online at: http://www.edcgov.us/Government/Parks/MasterPlan.aspx.

e El Dorado County Transportation Commission, Fehr and Peers Associates, Inc., and Jones
and Stokes, Inc. 2003. Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor Master Plan, First
Edition, February 25, 2003. Available online at:
http://www.edctc.org/C/SPTC/Analysis/EDC_SPTC Master Plan 2003.pdf.

e El Dorado County Transportation Commission. 2010. E/ Dorado County Bicycle
Transportation Plan, November 9, 2010. Available online at:
http://www.edctc.org/3/CountyBikePlan2010.html.

e Jones and Stokes, Inc. 2000. Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor Master Plan
Final Environmental Impact Report, April 2000. Available online at:
http://www.edctc.org/C/SPTC/Analysis/EDC SPTC MasterPlan EIR 2000.pdf.

2.2. Lead Agency

The Lead Agency is the public agency that has the principal responsibility for carrying out or
approving a proposed project. CEQA Guidelines Section 15051 states that if a project will be
carried out by a public agency that agency shall be the Lead Agency, even if the project would
be located within the jurisdiction of another public agency.

The County of El Dorado will oversee and implement the project; therefore, the County of El
Dorado is the designated Lead Agency for the purposes of CEQA.
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2.3.  Purpose and Document Organization

The purpose of this Initial Study is to document if implementation of the Proposed Project may
result in potentially significant impacts on the environment.

This document is divided into the following sections:

Section 1.0

Section 2.0

Section 3.0

Section 4.0

Section 5.0

Section 6.0

Section 7.0

Appendix A

Mitigated Negative Declaration Information Sheet

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 15071, Section 1 includes a brief description of the
Project, the Project location, and the County of El Dorado’s proposed findings.
Section 1.0 references the attached Initial Study, including proposed mitigating
measures included by individual resource issue area as applicable to
development of the Proposed Project.

Introduction
This section provides an introduction and describes the purpose and
organization of this document.

Project Description
This section provides a detailed description of the Proposed Project including the
location of the Project.

Initial Study Checklist

This section describes the environmental setting for each of the environmental
subject areas, the regulatory setting, where relevant, and evaluates a range of
impacts in response to the environmental checklist. Impacts are classified as “no
impact,” “less than significant impact,” “less than significant with mitigation
incorporated,” or “potentially significant impact.” Where appropriate, mitigation
measures are provided that mitigate potentially significant impacts to a less than
significant level.

CEQA Determination
This section provides the environmental determination for the Project.

Report Preparation
This section identifies a list of staff and consultants responsible for preparation
of this document and persons and agencies consulted.

References
This section identifies the references used in preparation of the MND.

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

This appendix identifies mitigation measures included in the Initial Study and the
responsible entity for implementation of the mitigation measures, as required by
Section 15097 of the CEQA Guidelines.
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Appendix B Visual Impact Assessment El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the
Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing
Project, February 9, 2017

Appendix C  El Dorado Trail Project Air Quality Study, November 29, 2016

Appendix D  El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and
Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project, Natural
Environmental Study, July 2017

Appendix E  El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and
Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project Oak Woodland
Analysis, June 22, 2017

Appendix F  Construction Noise Analysis El Dorado Trail Extension & Missouri Flat Road
Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing, El Dorado County, California, November 10,
2016

2.4. Thresholds of Significance

A significant effect on the environment is generally defined as a substantial or potentially
substantial adverse change in the physical environment (CEQA Guidelines Section 15358).
Environment as used in this definition includes the land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna,
ambient noise, and objects which are historical or aesthetic in nature. The guidelines in the
following Initial Study focus on these elements and are used as tools to determine the potential
of whether or not an activity is considered significant (CEQA Guidelines Section 15065). Effects
are also recognized as to whether they would occur either directly or indirectly as a result of
the Project.

2.5. Terminology Used in this Document

The Environmental Checklist in this document utilizes the following terminology to describe the
levels of significance associated with project-related impacts:

Potentially Significant Impact: An impact that may have a "substantial, or potentially
substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area affected by the
Project" (CEQA Guidelines Section 15382); the existence of a potentially significant impact
requires the preparation of an EIR with respect to such an impact.

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: A potentially significant impact that could
be mitigated to a level of less than significant through the incorporation of mitigation
measures.

Less Than Significant Impact: An impact which is less than significant and does not require the
implementation of mitigation measures.
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No Impact: Utilized for checklist items where development of the Project would not have any
impact and does not require the implementation of mitigation measures.

2.6. Assembly Bill 52 Consultation

In accordance with Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), the County of El Dorado sent Formal Notification
to tribes who had requested notification on August 17, 2016. Notification was sent out via
Certified mail and email. The United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) and Shingle Springs Band
of Miwok Indians requested a field meeting. A field meeting was scheduled for Monday,
October 24, 2016 and was attended by County of El Dorado staff, Senior Regulatory Specialist
Kyrsten Shields from Foothill Associates, and Marcella Ernest of the UAIC.

2.7. Required Permit Approvals

Implementation of the Proposed Project is anticipated to require permits and authorizations as

summarized in Table 2.7-1 below.

Table 2.7-1 — Potential Resource Agency Permitting Requirements

Approving Agency

Permit/ Approval

Federal Agencies

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

Compliance with Section 404 of the Federal Clean
Water Act

State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)

Compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act

State Agencies

State Water Resources Control Board, Regional Water
Quality Control Board (SWRCB, RWQCB)

Coverage under the General Construction Activity
Storm Water Permit (§ 402 of the Clean Water Act, 40
CFR Part 122)

State Water Resources Control Board, Regional Water
Quality Control Board (SWRCB, RWQCB)

Water Quality Certification (§ 401 of the Clean Water
Act)

California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)

Streambed Alteration Agreement (§ 1602 of the Fish
and Game Code)

Local Agencies

County of El Dorado

Project Approval and Adopt Initial Study/ Mitigated
Negative Declaration
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3.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.1. Project Location

The approximately 37-acre project site is located entirely within the Sacramento-Placerville
Transportation Corridor (SPTC) right-of-way from northwest of milepost 143 within the Town of
El Dorado, just north of Pleasant Valley Road and Oriental Street, to east of milepost 144 at Old
Depot Road south of Placerville, El Dorado County, California, within portions of Sections 24, 26,
34, and 35, Township 10 North, Range 10 East, on the Placerville, California USGS 7.5-
topographic quadrangle, 38° 41’ 39.825” North, 120° 50’ 21.216” West (Figure 3.2-1) (Project
Site). The Project Site is also shown on Figure 3.2-2, Sheets 1 through 8.

3.2. Background and Project Purpose
3.2.1. Sacramento — Placerville Transportation Corridor

The SPTC is a 53-mile segment of the Southern Pacific Railway Corporation’s Placerville Branch
railroad right-of-way (Rail Corridor) from Sacramento to Placerville, California. The SPTC Joint
Powers Authority (SPTC — JPA) is a public entity formed in 1991 for the purpose of purchasing
the SPTC and consists of four member agencies: the County of El Dorado, the City of Folsom,
the County of Sacramento, and the Sacramento Regional Transit District, and one Member-at-
Large that serves on the SPTC - JPA Board of Directors.

The SPTC — JPA purchased the 53-mile Rail Corridor segment in 1996 for the purpose of
preserving it for transportation uses and coordinating usage and maintenance by the member
agencies. Upon acquiring the Rail Corridor, the SPTC —JPA and its member agencies entered
into a Reciprocal Use and Funding Agreement (RUFA) to establish the joint rights and
responsibilities for the member agencies with respect to the ownership and use of the Rail
Corridor. The RUFA allocates segments of the Rail Corridor among the SPTC — JPA member
agencies; each member agency has primary usage rights and maintenance responsibility for its
allocation of the Rail Corridor which has been granted through an easement to each member by
the SPTC — JPA. The SPTC — JPA has railbanked? this portion of the Rail Corridor under the Rails
to Trails Act and the corridor remains subject to the jurisdiction of the federal Surface
Transportation Board.

3.2.2. Project Purpose

The proposed El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and
Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project (Proposed Project) would implement
the Class 1 Trail within Section C2 of Segment C identified by the SPTC Master Plan.

! Railbanking, as defined by the National Trails System Act, 16 USC § 1247 (d), is a voluntary agreement between a
railroad company and a trail agency to use an out-of-service rail corridor as a trail until a railroad might need the
corridor again for rail service. Because a railbanked corridor is not considered abandoned, it can be sold, leased, or
donated to a trail manager without reverting to adjacent landowners (Rails to Trails Conservancy, accessed online
May 24, 2015 - http://www.railstotrails.org/build-trails/trail-building-toolbox/railbanking/).
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3.3.  Planning and California Environmental Quality Act Evaluation

Several County planning documents anticipated construction of the Proposed Project.

3.3.1. Sacramento — Placerville Transportation Corridor Master Plan and Environmental Impact
Report

The County of El Dorado certified the Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor Master
Plan Final Environmental Impact Report (Program EIR) and adopted the Sacramento-Placerville
Transportation Corridor Master Plan (Master Plan) and Mitigation Monitoring Program on
February 5, 2003. The Master Plan covers future uses within an approximately 28-mile segment
of SPTC railway right-of-way extending from the El Dorado/Sacramento County line to Apex,
near the City of Placerville. The Master Plan provides guidance on the type of uses that may
occur within the corridor to facilitate future individual development proposals within the
corridor, including the Proposed Project, which is identified as Segment C, Section C2 of the
Master Plan, and would provide linkage between Segment D and Section C1.

The Program EIR prepared for the Master Plan was a “first-tier” environmental review,
assessing impacts with a broad approach as guidance for the future review of individual
projects.

3.3.2. El Dorado County Bicycle Transportation Plan and El Dorado County Parks and Trail Master
Plan

The Proposed Project is a “Tier 1” project in both the 2010 E/ Dorado County Bicycle
Transportation Plan and the 2012 El Dorado County Parks and Trail Master Plan. Tier One
projects are those identified with the highest priority, as they address an immediate critical
need, provide strategic benefit, and/or are relatively simple to implement.

3.4. Funding

The El Dorado Trail from Missouri Flat Road to El Dorado Road (CIP #97014) and the El Dorado
Trail at Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing (CIP #97015) projects are
independently identified in the County’s Capital Improvement Program (CIP) as separate
projects, with each segment receiving separate Federal Highway Administration Congestion
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) grant awards for planning and environmental and
engineering analysis. In addition, each segment would likely be constructed at different times,
depending upon the timing of construction funding. However, due to the locality and
interconnection of the two segments, the Trail and the Overcrossing are being combined within
the CEQA analyses as a single project.

3.5. Environmental Setting

3.5.1. Overview/ land Use

The Project Site ranges from 50 feet to 100 feet in width, as measured from the centerline of
the railroad tracks, and has been historically characterized as Southern Pacific Railroad
property. Areas spanning 100 feet in width include portions of Railroad Park along Oriental
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Street and the northeastern portion of the Project Site extending approximately 1,000 feet
west past Missouri Flat Road.

The Project Site is bordered primarily by rural residential development, with the exception of
one area between Forni Road and Missouri Flat Road that consists of light industrial
development.

3.5.2. Topography

Project Site topography has been influenced by the construction of the railroad. The immediate
areas paralleling the railroad tracks are mildly sloping, with a few areas along the central
portion of the Project Site that are moderately sloped with the railroad at the base.

Elevations within the Project Site range from 1,604 feet above mean sea level (MSL) in the
southwestern portion of the site to 1,795 feet above MSL in the northeastern portion of the
site.

3.5.3. Biological Communities

The Project Site is primarily characterized by disturbed/developed areas and oak woodland.
Foothill pine woodland and non-native annual grassland also occur throughout the site, as well
as a small portion of riparian woodland, which occurs adjacent to the intermittent drainages.
Several drainages and a ditch segment are mapped within the Project Site. The extent of
individual biological communities mapped within the Project Site is summarized below in Table
3.5-1 and shown on Figure 3.2-2, Sheets 2 through 8.

Table 3.5-1 — Biological Communities and Acreages within the Project Site

Biological Community Acreage
Disturbed/ Developed 13.45
Non-Native Annual Grassland 5.57
Foothill Pine Woodland 5.49
Oak Woodland 11.68
Riparian Woodland 0.50
Ephemeral Drainage 0.02
Intermittent Drainage 0.04
Ditch 0.01
Total 36.76

3.5.4. Aquatic Features

Several unnamed intermittent and ephemeral drainages are mapped within the Project Site.
These features are associated with offsite runoff from adjacent properties. A small roadside

ditch segment is present along Forni Road in the southern portion of the Project Site (Figure
3.2-2, Sheet 5).
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3.6. Project Components
3.6.1. Trail Design

The El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat
Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project proposes the development of an 8-foot wide paved
Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail, extending approximately 2.2 miles, with 2-foot
shoulders on either side, and signage, as well as signalized pedestrian crossings proposed at
Forni Road and Blanchard Road. A pedestrian connection would be provided between the Class
1 trail and the sidewalk on the west side of Missouri Flat Road. Proposed trail amenities may
include the installation of fencing or railing, and small culvert crossings.

3.6.2. Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Design

A bike/pedestrian overcrossing is proposed to connect the existing El Dorado Trail at its existing
terminus just east of Missouri Flat Road with the proposed trail segment west of Missouri Flat
Road. The crossing would provide a direct connection between trail segments separated by the
roadway and would eliminate the need for trail users to divert from the trail to the nearest
signal crossing on Missouri Flat Road at Golden Center Drive. The proposed overcrossing would
be developed within County right-of-way, with both approaches located within SPTC right-of-
way.

The proposed overcrossing would consist of a prefabricated steel truss with a weathered steel,
rust-colored finish. The deck would be constructed of a 12-foot-wide reinforced concrete deck
(Figure 3.6-1). The main (single) span would be approximately 160 feet in length, spanning
Missouri Flat Road. Piers would be located on each side of the Missouri Flat Road, constructed
of reinforced concrete with a stacked rock type architectural finish. The main span truss would
have an approximate overall depth ranging from 12 % to 15 feet, with the top of the truss in an
arch, with an overhead clearance of 17 % feet over Missouri Flat Road (Figure 3.6-2 and Figure
3.6-3).

The piers would also support end span structures at each side of the main span. The west and
east end spans would be approximately 50 and 75 feet in length, respectively. End span
structures would consist of precast/ pre-stressed concrete girders with a reinforced concrete
deck, matching the main span deck width. The approach spans would have a smooth concrete
finish.

Retaining wall structure approaches would be constructed beyond the end spans. The west and
east structure approaches would extend approximately 190 and 320 feet, respectively, and
would vary in height from zero to approximately 16 feet above ground. The wall faces of the
structure approaches would also have a stacked rock type architectural finish, matching the
piers.

Steel railing would be constructed along the entire overcrossing length (approach structures,
end spans, and main span) on both sides, and would have either a galvanized steel or painted
finish.
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Lighting for the overcrossing may be considered as an added safety feature. If used, a low-level
walkway illumination system, such as a handrail tube lighting would likely be utilized. The
lighting would be designed to only illuminate deck walkway surfaces, minimizing any light
outside of the overcrossing structure (Figure 3.6-4 and Figure 3.6-5).

3.6.3. Rail and Road Crossing and Signage

The proposed trail would require rail crossings at Oriental Street, and near Blanchard and Forni
Roads. Each rail crossing would be adequately posted with warning signs and pavement
delineations for both trail users and railroad operators.

The Forni Road crossing would include a High-Intensity Activated Cross Walk (HAWK) Signal,
and the Blanchard Road crossing would utilize a flashing beacon crossing system. Both crossings
would follow the California MUTCD 2014 design standards, including additional signage and/or
striping to ensure that the design features would not increase hazards.

Signage for both trail users and motorists would be posted to ensure safety and may include
one or more of the following components:

e Striping;

e Signage;

e Flashing beacon; and/or

e High-Intensity Activated Cross Walk (HAWK) Signal.

3.6.4. Parking

Parking currently exists along Oriental Street at the western end of the Project Site and within
an existing parking lot for trail users east of Missouri Flat Road. Overcrossing construction
would necessitate the relocation of this existing parking lot to a new location approximately
0.14 miles southeast of the existing parking lot. Until a new parking lot is completed, temporary
parking will be made available in proximity to the trail head.

3.6.5. Construction

Project construction is planned to commence during spring 2019 for the trail and 2020 for the
pedestrian overcrossing and would involve a combination of standard types of construction
equipment, including, but not limited to, backhoe/skiploader, grader, excavator,
compactor/roller, asphalt paver, and trucks.

Construction Staging

As shown on Figure 3.2-2 (Sheets 3,7, and 8) three potential staging areas for construction
equipment are proposed within the Project Site. One potential staging area is identified
adjacent to Blanchard Road, south of Panorama Drive. A second potential staging area is
identified south of Amber Lane, north of Halyard Lane. The third and final potential staging area
would be located north of Halyard Lane, northwest of Missouri Flat Road to the proposed
overcrossing. All staging areas are located within the existing SPTC — JPA right-of-way.
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3.7. Sacramento-Placerville Transportation Corridor Master Plan

The SPTC Master Plan identifies the following guidelines and standards for SPTC trail
development relevant to the Proposed Project.

3.8. General Trail Guidelines

The following general guidelines from the SPTC Master Plan are applicable to the development
of the Proposed Project.

1. Trails will be open from dawn to dusk.

2. Figure 3.8-1 identifies design considerations for at grade crossings as presented within the
SPTC Master Plan. Design for individual road crossings would consider these alternatives in
light of traffic volumes and vertical and horizontal sight distance.

3. Figure 3.8-2 identifies construction guidelines for paved trails as presented within the SPTC
Master Plan.

4. Several types of signage will be used to properly implement uses of the corridor. Signs
would serve many purposes:

e |dentify permitted uses, regulations, and penalties for unsafe and unlawful uses;

e |dentify potential hazards or unsafe conditions;

e |dentify proper etiquette for shared uses;

e Provide directions and information regarding historic landmarks and destinations; and
e Control opposing and cross traffic.

5. Maintenance, vegetation control, and other fire prevention/control actions would
periodically be undertaken within the SPTC.

Maintenance includes those activities necessary to preserve the value of the SPTC and the
infrastructure. This includes those activities related to maintaining proper drainage.
Maintaining assets directly related to private ventures will be required of and paid for by
the applicable private enterprise. Other maintenance will be performed by the County on a
routine basis. In addition to routine preventative maintenance, this also includes consistent
removal of trash, debris, and other refuse.

Vegetation within the SPTC will be properly maintained to protect the integrity of rail and
trail infrastructure, and to ensure that the corridor will serve as a “fire break” for fires that
are in the immediate vicinity of the corridor.

6. The project will comply with the American With Disabilities Act (ADA) criteria.

EL DORADO TRAIL EXTENSION PROJECT 3-37 COUNTY OF EL DORADO

INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOOTHILL ASSOCIATES









3.9. Safety Enforcement of Proper Uses

It is a priority to ensure that the paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail within the
SPTC is used properly. To ensure proper use, the County will:

e Work with volunteers and public safety agencies to establish patrols for the purpose of
educating trail users on proper shared trail etiquette, environmental stewardship, and
safe trail use.

e Install bollard and gated fences at access points to keep motorized vehicles out;
removable bollards and restricted-access gates will allow access for maintenance and
emergency vehicles.

3.10. Guidelines for Environmental Protection and Enhancement Strategies
3.10.1. Fencing and Landscaping

Fencing provided in whole or in part for safety reasons will be designed and constructed with
maximum consideration to standards shown in Figure 3.8-2 for rail and trail projects. Other
types of fencing intended for aesthetic reasons will give consideration to the natural
surroundings.

Landscaping will consist of trees shrubs and other flora native to the area. Maximum
consideration will be given to those plants that are most drought resistant and that require the
least amount of maintenance.

3.10.2. Signing

Signs will follow adopted local State and Federal requirements. Additional signage will be
included along trails in the corridor, generally consistent with the SPTC Master Plan (Figure
3.10-1).

Additional, interpretive trail signs may be included in project designs to enhance the experience
for users.
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4.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

4.1. Aesthetics

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista? D D D IXI

b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and [] [] [] |Z|
historic buildings within a state scenic
highway?

c) Substantially degrade the existing

visual character or quality of the site [] [] IZ []
and its surroundings?

d) Create a new source of substantial
light or glare that would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the u u IZI u
area?

4.1.1. Impact Analysis

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No Impact. The Proposed Project would result in the development of a multi-use Class | bicycle
and pedestrian trail and bicycle/pedestrian overcrossing within the SPTC. The natural
topography immediately adjacent to the Rail Corridor has historically been periodically altered
by the development of the railroad. Surrounding topography in the vicinity of the Project Site is
generally level and no scenic vistas overlook the Proposed Project. Therefore, no impact would
result from implementation of the Proposed Project.

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No Impact. The only designated state scenic highway in El Dorado County is U.S Highway 50
from west of Placerville to Tahoe (mileposts 16 to 74) (Caltrans 2016). The Proposed Project is
not within the view shed of that designated portion of U.S. Highway 50. Development of the
Proposed Project would therefore have no impact on a scenic highway.
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c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would implement the development of
approximately 2.2 miles of an 8-foot wide paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail,
with signage and a road crossing at Missouri Flat Road. The proposed bike/pedestrian
overcrossing would consist of the construction of a 12-foot-wide concrete deck with
approaches to connect the existing El Dorado Trail at its existing terminus just east of Missouri
Flat Road with the proposed trail segment west of Missouri Flat Road. A Visual Impact
Assessment (VIA) was prepared for the 37-acre Project Site identifying visual resources within
the project area, assessing the amount of change that would occur as a result of the Proposed
Project, and predicting how the affected public would respond to or perceive those changes.

As detailed within the El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado
and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project, Visual Impact Assessment,
prepared by Foothill Associates February 9, 2017 (Appendix B). The existing highway corridor
along Missouri Flat Road does not follow a cohesive design aesthetic. Buildings include a range
of styles including light-industrial shed-type structures, big box commercial, historic mining-
town recreations, and standard contemporary peaked-roof structures. If there is a predominant
structure type, it is probably flat-roofed with awnings. The visual character of the Proposed
Project would be compatible with the existing visual character of the corridor. Trail
development would introduce a linear feature parallel to the existing rail line and surfaced with
asphaltic pavement. Given the presence of the existing informal trail, proposed construction of
the Class | trail would largely formalize the existing informal alignment through increased
breadth and the introduction of darkened coloration and smooth surface textures.
Development of the pedestrian overcrossing would introduce an arc element not dissimilar to
existing street light poles, surfaced with metal and geologic-resembling facade and earth-tone
colors, similar in hue to surrounding geologic materials and rail line facilities. Additionally, the
overcrossing would be representative of railroad and other bridges seen along Highway 49
south of Placerville and fits the historic mining vernacular of the area.

The visual quality of the existing corridor would not be negatively altered by the Proposed
Project. The materials and forms of the Proposed Project would be consistent with the goals
and objectives outlined in the Diamond Springs-El Dorado Mobility and Livable Community Plan
(EI Dorado County Transportation Commission 2014) and would help to unify the disparate
architectural elements along the corridor under a historic-mining motif.

Construction Impacts

Temporary construction impacts to visual resources would primarily arise from heavy
equipment operating in and around the Project Site, as well as construction-related safety
barricades and landscape disturbance. Construction of the trail would likely involve standard
construction equipment, including dozers, scrapers, graders, dump trucks and paving
equipment to excavate the subgrade, establish the proper grade, and install subbase materials
and asphaltic concrete. Safety fencing may be used to restrict pedestrians from construction
areas. Construction of the overpass, abutments, and approaches will likely require excavators,
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backhoes, dozers, graders, concrete mixers, cranes, paving equipment, and dump trucks, as
well as, concrete forms and braces. Safety fencing and cones would also be utilized to protect
pedestrians and direct traffic. In addition to visual impacts from construction equipment, forms
and fencing, dust and other airborne particulate matter have the potential to impact aesthetics
in the area. Additional potential visual impacts would include excavations, disturbance from
clearing and grubbing operations, and glare from lighting if work is conducted before dawn or
after dusk.

Permanent Impacts

Trail

Permanent impacts from the trail would primarily be related to trail use. An unimproved trail
currently exists in the Rail Corridor. Some viewers, particularly residents, may perceive the
paved trail as more visually intrusive than the existing unpaved trail; however, due to screening
by existing vegetation and the fact that the majority of trail users would see the new trail as an
improvement, permanent impacts from the trail to visual character are considered less than
significant.

Pedestrian Overcrossing

The overpass structure would have a greater potential to result in long-term impacts to visual
character. The overpass will be highly visible to travelers, residents, and businesses for some
distance along Missouri Flat Road due to the structure’s elevation and position with respect to
direction of travel. Additionally, the proposed improvements would be viewed by thousands of
people per day.2 However, the forms, colors and textures of the overpass and abutments would
be consistent with the historic character of the area, and these elements would have the
potential to improve upon the visual character of the corridor by reflecting the design aesthetic
goals in the Diamond Springs-El Dorado Mobility and Livable Community Plan (El Dorado County
Transportation Commission 2014). Additionally, both motorists and trail users may view the
structure in a positive light, the former because the overcrossing would represent less
pedestrian-related impacts to the roadway, and the latter because it would be an extension of
the trail. Therefore, the potential impact to visual character from the proposed overcrossing
structure is considered less than significant.

Conclusion

The Proposed Project has the potential to impact visual character; however, the following
measures to avoid or minimize visual impacts would be incorporated into project design: truss
bridge design to reflect historic railroad bridge forms; rock cladding on bridge abutments;) low-
level safety lighting on bridge; minimum disturbance areas when grading trail; preservation of
screening trees wherever possible; use of opaque construction security fencing where feasible;
and minimization of construction after dusk and before dawn to reduce use of construction

2 Weekday PM peak hour traffic volume was measured at 2,030 vehicles/hour in 2013 (El Dorado County
Transportation Commission 2014).
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lighting. Implementation of these avoidance and minimization measures would reduce impacts
to visual character to less than significant.

Implementation of Proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual
character or quality of the Project Site and its surroundings. Therefore, impacts resulting from
implementation of the Proposed Project are anticipated to be less than significant.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

Less Than Significant Impact. As proposed, trail use would be limited to 7:00 A.M. and 7:00
P.M. (Monday through Friday), 8:00 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. (weekends), although recreational
users may access the trail at night and use headlamps or flashlights while on the trail. These
irregular uses and light sources would not be expected to significantly affect nighttime views. In
addition, the Proposed Project may include lighting for the overcrossing as an added safety
feature. However, if used, a low-level walkway illumination system, such as a handrail tube
lighting would likely be utilized. Although lighting would remain on overnight, sources of light
would be designed to only illuminate the walking surfaces of the overcrossing deck, minimizing
any light protruding beyond the overcrossing structure. Therefore, impacts resulting from
implementation of the Proposed Project are anticipated to be less than significant.

4.1.2. Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is warranted.
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4.2.  Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the [] ] IZI ]
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for

agricultural use, or a Williamson Act |:| |:| |:| |Z|
contract?

¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code u u u |Z|
section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non- [] [] [] |Z|
forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in D D IZI D
conversion of Farmland, or non-
agricultural use or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use?

4.2.1. Impact Analysis

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Division of Land Resource Protection of the California
Department of Conservation has developed the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program
(FMMP) which monitors the conversion of the State’s farmland to and from agricultural use.
Data is collected at the county level to produce a series of maps identifying eight land use
classifications using a minimum mapping unit of 10 acres. According to the 2012 FMMP data,
the boundaries of the Proposed Project include land categorized as Farmland of Local
Importance, Urban and Built-Up Land, and Other Land (Figure 4.2-1).
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Although the majority of the Project Site is mapped as “Other Land” or “Urban and Built-Up
Land,” a small segment of the proposed trail alignment is mapped as “Farmland of Local
Importance” (Figure 4.2-1). This small segment mapped as Farmland of Local Importance is
within a segment of the SPTC, which is designated as a Rail Corridor and would therefore not be
used as farmland. Therefore, impacts are anticipated to be less than significant related to
conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland).

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. Land within the Project Site is mapped as Farmland of Local Importance, Urban and
Built-Up Land, and Other Land by the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (Figure
4.2-1). The Project Site is located within the Transportation Corridor District of the El Dorado
County Zoning Ordinance (County of El Dorado 2016). There is no agricultural zoning
designation within the Project Site. Similarly, the project alignment lies entirely within SPTC Rail
Corridor and is therefore not under a Williamson Act contract. Development of the Proposed
Project would not impact agricultural zoned land or land currently under Williamson Act
contract. No impact would result from project development.

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

No Impact. No forest lands exist within the project vicinity. Therefore, no impact related to
existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g))
would result from development of the Proposed Project.

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

No Impact. No forested areas are located within the vicinity of the Proposed Project. Therefore,
development of the Proposed Project would not result in the loss of any forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use, and no impact would result from development of
the Proposed Project.
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e) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature,
could result in conversion of Farmland, or non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

Less Than Significant Impact. Project development would occur entirely within SPTC Rail
Corridor. The only designated farmland within the Project Site is a small segment of the SPTC
Rail Corridor located at the western end of the Project Site, which is mapped by the FMMP as
Farmland of Local Importance. This segment of farmland is within the SPTC and would
therefore not be considered viable for operational agricultural practices due to its location
within the existing Rail Corridor. No other farmland is present or mapped within the Project
Site. Proposed Class | trail development would not result in conversion of existing surrounding
agricultural lands, nor would project development preclude surrounding lands from
commencing agricultural operations. No forested lands are present within the Project Site.
Therefore, impacts from the Proposed Project are anticipated to be less than significant.

4.2.2. Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is warranted.
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4.3. Air Quality

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district is relied upon to make the following
determinations. Would the Project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct

implementation of the applicable air [] ] [] |Z|
quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing [] |Z| [] []
or projected air quality violation?

c) Resultin a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the projected region is in
non-attainment under an applicable
federal or state ambient air quality u |Z| u u
standard (including releasing
emissions that exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations? D IZ' D D
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a ] ] IZI ]

substantial number of people?

4.3.1. Impact Analysis

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

No Impact. The El Dorado County Air Quality Management District (EDCAQMD) is the primary
local agency responsible for protecting human health and property from the harmful effects of
air pollution in the County. EDCAQMD is required to adopt an Air Quality Attainment Plan and
establish and enforce air pollution control rules and regulations in order to attain and maintain
all State and federal ambient air quality standards. The EDCAQMD regulates, permits, and
inspects stationary sources of air pollution. Among these sources are industrial facilities,
gasoline stations, auto body shops, and dry cleaners (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).

While the State is responsible for emission standards and controlling actual tailpipe emissions
from motor vehicles, the EDCAQMD is required to regulate agricultural burning and industrial
emissions, implement transportation control measures and recommend mitigation measures
for new growth and development designed to reduce the number of cars on the road, and
promote the use of cleaner fuels (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).
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Development of the Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of
any applicable air quality plan. Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would be
implemented consistent with applicable regulatory standards and requirements, including
consistency with all EDCAQMD rules and thresholds. Therefore, no impact is anticipated and no
mitigation is required.

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air
quality violation?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. The Proposed Project is located within the
Mountain Counties Air Basin (MCAB). The climate of the MCAB is influenced by the foothill and
mountainous terrain in the MCAB. Air quality is affected by the rate, amount, and location of
pollutant emissions and the associated meteorological conditions that influence movement and
dispersal of pollutants. Atmospheric conditions including wind speed, wind direction and air
temperature, in combination with local surface topography (i.e., geographic features such as
mountains and valleys), are used to determine air pollutant impacts on local air quality (KD
Anderson & Associates 2016).

Air quality in the project area is influenced by pollutant transport from upwind areas, such as
the Sacramento and San Francisco Bay metropolitan areas, and also by local emissions sources,
such as wood burning stoves and fireplaces during the winter months and vehicles using area
roadways and U.S. Highway 50 (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).

Both the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the California Air Resources Board
(CARB or ARB) have established ambient air quality standards for common pollutants. These
ambient air quality standards indicate levels of contaminants that represent safe levels, to
avoid specific adverse health effects associated with each pollutant. The ambient air quality
standards cover what are called “criteria” pollutants because the health and other effects of
each pollutant are described in criteria documents. The federal and State ambient standards
were developed independently with differing purposes and methods, although both processes
attempted to avoid health-related effects. As a result, the federal and State standards differ in
some cases. In general, the California state standards are more stringent, as is the case for
ozone, PM1o, and PM3 s (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).

There are three basic designation categories: nonattainment, attainment, and unclassified. A
“nonattainment” designation indicates the air quality violates an ambient air quality standard.
Although a number of areas may be designated as nonattainment for a particular pollutant, the
severity of the problem can vary greatly. To identify the severity of the problem and the extent
of planning required, nonattainment areas are assigned a classification that is commensurate
with the severity of their air quality problem (e.g., moderate, serious, severe). In contrast to
nonattainment, an “attainment” designation indicates the air quality does not violate the
established standard. Finally, an “unclassified” designation indicates there are insufficient data
for determining attainment or nonattainment. EPA combines unclassified and attainment into
one designation for ozone, CO, PM1o and PM_5 (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).
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The Project Site is designated a State and federal “non-attainment” area for ozone. The Project
Site is a state “non-attainment” area for inhalable particulate matter smaller than 10 microns in
diameter (designated PMo), and a federal unclassified/attainment area for PM1o. The Project
Site is in a “non-attainment” area for the federal standard for fine particulate matter smaller
than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM35), and an unclassified area for the State PMy s standard. The
area is designated attainment or unclassified for carbon monoxide (CO) (KD Anderson &
Associates 2016).

Construction Emissions

Implementation of the Proposed Project would result in construction activity, which would
generate air pollutant emissions. Construction activities such as grading, excavation and travel
on unpaved surfaces would generate dust, and can lead to elevated concentrations of PMioand
PM_.s. The operation of construction equipment results in exhaust emissions. A substantial
portion of the construction equipment is powered by diesel engines, which produce relatively
high levels of NOx emissions.

Construction exhaust emissions would be generated from construction equipment, earth
moving activities, construction worker commutes, and construction material hauling. These
activities would involve the use of diesel- and gasoline-powered equipment that would
generate emissions of criteria pollutants. Project construction activities also represent sources
of fugitive dust, which includes PM emissions. Construction-related activities remain of
potential concern due to the fact that the County of El Dorado is currently designated as “non-
attainment” for ozone and PM standards (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).

Air pollutant emissions associated with construction of the Proposed Project were estimated by
applying version 8.1.0 of the Road Construction Emissions Model (Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District 2016). This model, developed for the SMAQMD, specifically
analyzes emissions associated with construction of linear project, including roadway
improvement projects, bridges and overcrossings, trails and paths, and pipelines.

Project-specific information (e.g., the linear and spatial size of the project, amount and type of
construction equipment used, and the anticipated schedule for the project) were used in the
Road Construction Emissions Model. These values are presented in the technical appendix of
Appendix C of this document. Other than those values shown in the technical appendix, default
assumptions included in the model were used.

During construction of the Proposed Project, various phases of construction would result in the
use of different groups of equipment, resulting in the generation of different amounts of
emissions during the various construction phases. Air quality analyses for the Proposed Project
assessed construction emissions during various phases of construction. The Road Construction
Emissions Model analyzes each of these phases separately. A description of equipment used in
the construction of the Proposed Project was provided by the County of El Dorado (Harrington
pers. comm.), and was used in the Road Construction Emissions Model. Construction-related
emissions resulting from implementation of the Proposed Project are summarized below in
Table 4.3-1.
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Table 4.3-1 — Proposed Project Construction-Related Emissions

Reactive Carbon | Nitrogen Plgrrjc?(!ﬁlbe:fe
Construction Phase Organic Gas | Monoxide | Oxides Matter
(ROG) (CO) (NO) (PMo)

Trail Extension

Grubbing/Land Clearing 1.11 9.72 11.01 3.97

Grading/Excavation 1.64 14.14 16.54 4.28

Drainage/Utilities/Sub-Grade 0.29 3.08 2.46 3.59

Paving 0.53 4,51 5.54 0.26
Maximum for Trail Extension 1.64 14.14 16.54 4.28
Pedestrian Overcrossing

Grubbing/Land Clearing 1.31 12.28 13.11 7.53

Drainage/Utilities/Sub-Grade 0.40 4.45 2.78 7.11
Maximum for Pedestrian Overcrossing 1.31 12.28 13.11 7.53
Combined Maximum 2.95 26.42 29.65 11.81
Significance Thresholds 82 82
Significant Impact? No No

Note: All values are in pounds per day.
Source: Roadway Construction Emissions Model, Version 8.1.0 (Appendix C)

Ozone Precursors

Construction of the Proposed Project would result in the generation of air pollutant emissions.
Combining the largest amount of daily emissions for both the trail portion and overcrossing
portion of the Proposed Project would result in the following amounts of ozone precursor
emissions:

e 2.95 pounds per day (ppd) of ROG; and
e 29.65 ppd of NO..

Based on Table 3.2 of the Guide to Air Quality Assessment — Determining Significance of Air
Quality Impacts Under the California Environmental Quality Act, construction-related ozone
precursor emissions (ROG and NOy) would be considered a significant impact if implementation
of the Proposed Project would generate emissions exceeding:

e 82 ppd of ROG; or
e 82 ppd of NOx.

Because the amount of ROG emissions and NOx emissions would be less than the 82 ppd
significance threshold, the generation of construction-related ozone precursor emissions is
considered a less than significant impact. No mitigation measures are required (KD Anderson &
Associates 2016).
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Fugitive Dust Particulate Matter

Section 4.2.3 of the Guide to Air Quality Assessment — Determining Significance of Air Quality
Impacts Under the California Environmental Quality Act states:

“Mass emissions of fugitive dust PM10 need not be quantified, and may be assumed to be
not significant, if the project includes mitigation measures that will prevent visible dust
beyond the project property lines, in compliance with Rule 403 of the South Coast AQMD.
See Section C.6 in Appendix C-1, where the mitigation measures in Rule 403 are set forth.”

Construction of the Proposed Project would generate fugitive dust PM19 and PM2.s emissions.
Based on procedures presented in the Guide to Air Quality Assessment — Determining
Significance of Air Quality Impacts Under the California Environmental Quality Act, these
emissions are considered a significant impact which would be reduced to a less than significant
level with implementation of measures presented in Section C.6 in Appendix C-1 of the Guide.
Therefore, impacts associated with PM2.s and PMig emissions are considered less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

Construction of the Proposed Project would generate fugitive dust PM1g and PM3.s emissions,
contributing to the County’s existing non-attainment status for these pollutants.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ — 1 would require construction contractors to
effectively implement one or more measures to ensure no visible dust leaves the Project Site
and would minimize the project’s contributions to the existing non-attainment status for PMig
and PM; s to less than significant levels.

Diesel Exhaust Particulate Matter

Diesel exhaust particulate matter has been identified as a toxic air contaminant (TAC). Section
4.2.1 of the Guide to Air Quality Assessment — Determining Significance of Air Quality Impacts
Under the California Environmental Quality Act states:

“...the District has determined that keeping total construction phase fuel use under the limits
shown in Table 4.2, below, will not result in a health risk from Diesel particulate matter that
exceeds the significance criteria for toxic air contaminants (1 in 1 million if T-BACT is not
used; 10 in 1 million if T-BACT is used.)”

Table 4.2 of the EDCAQMD guide is presented in Appendix A as Table 9 of the Air Quality Study
(Appendix C). As shown in Table 9, the significance criteria for construction equipment fleets
with Best Available Control Technology for TACs (T-BACT) engines is 37,000 gallons of diesel fuel
used during the construction phase. T-BACT engines are defined as those in 1996 or later model
year equipment. The significance criteria for equipment fleets without T-BACT (pre-1996 model
year) is 3,700 gallons of diesel fuel used. The importance of 1996 is that it is the year in which
“Tier 1” emission control standards applied to many construction equipment engines (California
Air Resources Board 2016). Tier 2 standards applied stricter limits to many construction
equipment engines in 2003. Tier 3 standards applied even stricter limits in 2007.
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As noted in Table 4.2 of the EDCAQMD guide, “Maximum gallons of fuel may be interpolated
between 37,000 and 3,700 gallons based on the fraction of T-BACT and non-T-BACT engines.”
Based on information from CARB (California Air Resources Board 2006), 92 percent of
construction equipment in the year 2020 would comply with Tier 1 or stricter standards.
Applying interpolation of values presented in Table 4.2 of the EDAQMD guide results in a
maximum of 34,336 gallons of diesel fuel consumption during the construction phase in the
year 2020. Because the Proposed Project would be constructed in the year 2020, the maximum
of 34,336 gallons of diesel fuel consumed is used in the Air Quality Study (Appendix C) as a
significance threshold.

Estimated consumption of diesel fuel during construction of the Proposed Project was based on
a description of equipment used in the construction of the Proposed Project, provided by the
County of El Dorado (Harrington pers. comm.).

Construction of the Proposed Project would generate diesel exhaust particulate matter
emissions. Based on construction equipment information provided by the County of El Dorado
(Harrington pers. comm.), construction of the Proposed Project would result in the use of 3,854
gallons of diesel fuel. This amount is less than the interpolated significance threshold of 34,336
gallons presented in Section 4.1.3 of the Air Quality Study (Appendix C). Therefore, this impact
is considered less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Operational Emissions

Operational emissions of ROG, NOx, PM3 s, and PM1p are generated by mobile and stationary
sources, including day-to-day activities such as vehicle trips to and from a given site, heavy
equipment operation, natural gas combustion from heating mechanisms, landscape
maintenance equipment exhaust, and consumer products (e.g., deodorants, cleaning products,
spray paint, etc.).

Development of the Proposed Project would not directly generate vehicle trips. However, the
Proposed Project would result in some vehicle trips due to bicycle and pedestrian users driving
to the trail. In addition, project-related maintenance would also result in some vehicle trips.
Offsetting these project-related trips would be a reduction in vehicle trips as people who would
otherwise drive vehicles would, instead, use bicycles or walk to make the trip.

Overall, the Proposed Project is not expected to result in a substantial change in roadway traffic
volumes or capacity. As a result, the project would not affect long-term operational emissions
of ozone precursors (i.e., ROG and NOy), particulate matter (i.e., PM1o and PM;s), or CO.

Because the project would not affect long-term operational emissions, impacts are considered
less than significant and no operational mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Because the amount of ROG emissions and NOxemissions would be less than the 82 ppd
significance threshold, the generation of construction-related ozone precursor emissions is
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considered a less than significant impact. No mitigation measures are required (KD Anderson &
Associates 2016).

Construction of the Proposed Project would generate diesel exhaust particulate matter
emissions. Based on construction equipment information provided by the County of El Dorado
(Harrington pers. comm.), construction of the Proposed Project would result in the use of 3,854
gallons of diesel fuel. This amount is less than the interpolated significance threshold of 34,336
gallons presented in Section 4.1.3 of the Air Quality Study (Appendix C). Therefore, this impact
is considered less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Because the project would not affect long-term operational emissions, operational impacts are
considered less than significant and no operational mitigation measures are required.

However, construction of the Proposed Project would generate fugitive dust PM1io and PM; 5
emissions, contributing to the County’s existing non-attainment status for these pollutants.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ — 1 would require construction contractors to
effectively implement one or more measures to ensure no visible dust leaves the Project Site
and would minimize the project’s contributions to the existing non-attainment status for PM1o
and PM s to less than significant levels. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is in non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The Project Site is currently
designated as “non-attainment” for ozone, and PM1o (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).
Projected growth and combined population, vehicle usage, and business activity within the
County, in combination with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects within
the County and surrounding areas, could either delay attainment of established standards or
require the adoption of additional controls on existing and future air pollution sources to offset
emission increases.

Implementation of the Proposed Project would not result in exceedance of threshold for ozone
precursors, CO, or diesel particulate matter. However, construction of the Proposed Project
would generate fugitive dust PMigand PMa.s emissions. Implementation of Mitigation Measure
AQ — 1 would require construction contractors to effectively implement one or more measures
to ensure no visible dust leaves the Project Site and would minimize the project’s contributions
to the existing non-attainment status for PM1o and PM3 s to less than significant levels.
Proposed improvements would not require frequent maintenance and would not result in a
substantial increase in long-term operational emissions. Construction emissions would be
short-term in duration. Accordingly, although the incremental contribution of the Proposed
Project’s unmitigated construction-related emissions would further contribute to the County’s
existing non-attainment status for PM10 and PM3.s, measures would be required through
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implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ — 1 to ensure the project’s contributions are
minimized and impacts associated with project development would not be considered
cumulatively considerable. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Development of the Proposed Project
would not involve on-site operations other than recreational use by pedestrians and bicyclists.
Construction of the Proposed Project would generate diesel exhaust particulate matter
emissions. Based on construction equipment information provided by the County of El Dorado
(Harrington pers. comm.), construction of the Proposed Project would result in the use of 3,854
gallons of diesel fuel. This amount is less than the interpolated significance threshold of 34,336
gallons. Therefore, this impact is considered less than significant. No mitigation measures are
required.

Project development would not introduce sensitive receptors to the area, and, thus, would not
expose new sources of sensitive receptors to any existing sources of substantial pollutant
concentrations. However, the CARB promulgated the Airborne Toxic Control Measure (ATCM)
for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations (17 CCR 93105). This
ATCM regulates asbestos associated with construction projects. The ATCM is a statewide
regulation triggered prior to the ground-disturbing activities in certain areas of California, and
applies to any size construction project, although there are more stringent mitigation
requirements for projects that exceed one acre.

In addition to criteria pollutants, a pollutant of concern for the project is asbestos. Asbestos is a
term used for several types of naturally occurring fibrous minerals. Naturally occurring asbestos
is found in many parts of California. The most common type of asbestos is chrysotile, but other

types are also found in California.

When rock containing asbestos is broken or crushed, asbestos fibers may be released and
become airborne. Exposure to asbestos fibers may result in health issues such as lung cancer,
mesothelioma (a rare cancer of the thin membranes lining the lungs, chest, and abdominal
cavity), and asbestosis (a non-cancerous lung disease which causes scarring of the lungs).
Sources of asbestos emissions include: unpaved roads or driveways surfaced with ultramafic
rock, construction activities in ultramafic rock deposits, or rock quarrying activities where
ultramafic rock is present (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).

Ground-disturbing activities within the Project Site would have the potential to result in the risk
of exposure to NOA. Therefore, impacts related to exposing sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations are considered a less than significant impact with mitigation
incorporated.

The map, Areas More Likely to Contain Natural Occurrences of Asbestos in Western El Dorado
County, California (California Department of Conservation 2000) shows areas more likely to
contain NOA. Soil-disturbing construction activity in these areas would result in an elevated risk
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of entraining NOA. The asbestos map shows the western portion of Project Site crosses the El
Dorado Fault, which indicates an elevated risk of the presence of NOA (KD Anderson &
Associates 2016).

On-site sampling of soil at the Project Site would be needed to confirm the presence of NOA.
However, based on information presented in the Areas More Likely to Contain Natural
Occurrences of Asbestos in Western El Dorado County, California Map, this impact is considered
to be potentially significant. Implementation of SPTC MP EIR Mitigation Measure PHS-1.1
combined with Mitigation Measures AQ — 2 through AQ — 6 would prohibit the generation of
fugitive dust beyond the project limits, and would require the development and
implementation of and adherence to an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan, as well as, testing for all
excavated materials and subsequent surface applications of those materials according to CARB
Airborne Toxic Control measures. With implementation of these measures, impacts would be
considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less Than Significant Impact. While offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm, they can be
unpleasant, leading to considerable distress among members of the public and often
generating citizen complaints to local governments and air districts. Project-related odor
emissions would be limited to times when equipment would be utilized for construction and
emissions from equipment may be evident in the immediately surrounding area. Construction
activities would be short-term and would not result in the creation of long-term objectionable
odors. Therefore, due to the short-term nature of proposed construction activities, combined
with the limited exposure to sensitive receptors, impacts associated with development of the
Proposed Project are considered less than significant. No mitigation is required.

4.3.2. Mitigation Measures

The SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) identifies the following project-related Mitigation
Measure to reduce potential impacts to air quality relevant to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure PHS-1.1: Implement Asbestos Hazard Dust Mitigation Plan
Before the start of construction or operations having
ground disturbance, the project proponent [County] shall
prepare an asbestos hazard dust mitigation plan (as
required by County ordinance) to be approved by the
County’s Environmental Management Department and the
local air quality management district. If a plan has been
previously prepared and approved for the site, the
proponent shall comply with the findings and mitigations
contained in this plan. An Asbestos Hazard Dust Mitigation
Plan shall contain the following measures:

e During grading activities, the contractor shall
implement dust control measures, such as wetting
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down exposed serpentine and covering areas exposed
to vehicle traffic with on-asbestos material. Employees
must be notified of the potential health risk of airborne
asbestos and the County’s new requirements.
Additionally, the contractor and construction workers
shall take every precaution possible to reduce the
exposure to potential airborne asbestos, such as
appropriate clothing and respiratory devices.

Vehicle access and speed shall be limited and reduced
to the least feasible number of vehicles in construction
areas containing serpentine rock. Areas along vehicle
travel routes that are exposed to serpentine rock shall
be covered with non-asbestos material.

During construction activities, construction vehicles
shall be rinsed before leaving the construction sites to
reduce the dispersion of asbestos dust.

During construction, any excavated material containing
serpentine rock shall be covered to reduce wind
erosion and particulate dispersion. Disturbed surfaces
and stockpiles shall be maintained with high-moisture
conditions or applied with a binder to seal fibers.

Any exposed serpentine soils along the corridor shall
be covered with clean soils to reduce potential health
hazards.

Vegetation shall be planted to reclaim disturbed
serpentine rock areas where feasible.

Mitigation Measures AQ — 1 through AQ — 6 are identified by the analyses within this IS/MND
to reduce potential impacts related to air quality to less than significant levels:

Mitigation Measure AQ — 1:

Mitigation Measure AQ — 2:

During construction, the contractor shall ensure no visible
dust extends beyond the project property lines by
implementing one or more of the applicable measures
identified by Rule 403 of the South Coast AQMD, Section
C.6 in Appendix C-1 (Appendix A, MMRP, Attachment 1).

Project construction shall comply with EDCAQMD Rule
223, prohibiting the generation of visible fugitive dust
beyond the Project Site limits.
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Mitigation Measure AQ — 3: Project construction shall comply with EDCAQMD Rule
223-1, preparing and submitting to the EDCAQMD a
Fugitive Dust Control Plan.

Mitigation Measure AQ — 4: Project construction shall comply with EDCAQMD Rule
223-2, preparing and submitting to the EDCAQMD an
Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan.

Mitigation Measure AQ — 5: Project construction shall comply with CARB Airborne
Toxic Control Measure (ATCM) 93105, Asbestos ATCM for
Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Ming
Operations.

Mitigation Measure AQ — 6: Project construction shall comply with CARB ATCM 93106,
Asbestos ATCM for Surfacing Applications.
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4.4. Biological Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) 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 [] X [] []
regional plans, policies or regulations,
or by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on
any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies or [] X [] ]
regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands, as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal D IX' D D
wetlands, etc.), through direct
removal, filling, hydrological
interruption or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or [] [] X []
migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation N 2 N N
policy or ordinance?

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation |:| |:| |:| |Z|
Plan, or other approved local, regional
or state habitat conservation plan?

EL DORADO TRAIL EXTENSION PROJECT 4-21 COUNTY OF EL DORADO
INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOOTHILL ASSOCIATES



4.4.1. Impact Analysis

a) 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?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The Proposed Project would implement
the development of approximately 2.2 miles of an 8-foot wide paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle
and pedestrian trail, with signage and a road crossing at Missouri Flat Road; and a
bike/pedestrian overcrossing would to be constructed of a 12-foot-wide concrete deck with
approaches to connect the existing El Dorado Trail at its existing terminus just east of Missouri
Flat Road with the proposed trail segment west of Missouri Flat Road.

In order to assess potential impacts to project-specific biological resources, and in accordance
with SPTC MP EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-1.1, a Natural Environmental Study (NES) was
prepared for the 37-acre Project Site. A table identifying regionally occurring special-status
species was compiled based on the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information and Planning Conservation (IPaC), and the California
Native Plant Society (CNPS) lists. The CNDDB special-status species occurrences in the project
vicinity are shown on Figure 4.4-1 and are described in detail within the E/ Dorado Trail
Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian
Overcrossing Project, Natural Environmental Study, prepared by Foothill Associates July 2017
(Appendix D). Biological surveys were conducted to determine whether regionally occurring
special-status species occur or have the potential to occur within the Project Site based on the
presence of the species or presence of habitat required by the species. The following set of
criteria has been used to determine each species potential for occurrence within the Project
Site: Habitat Present (HP), have no habitat or potential for occurrence (Absent, A), or are
present (Present, P).
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Listed and Special-Status Plants

Brandegee’s Clarkia

Brandegee’s clarkia is ranked as a CNPS 4 species. It is an annual herb found often in roadcuts
within chaparral, cismontane woodland, and lower montane coniferous forest habitats from
246 to 3,001 feet (75 to 915 meters) above MSL. The identification period for this species is
from May through July. There are two documented CNDDB records of this species occurring
within five miles of the Project Site (Figure 4.4-1) (CDFW 2016a). The oak woodland and foothill
pine woodland within the Project Site provide habitat for this species. Since biological surveys
were conducted outside of the evident and identifiable period for this species, Brandegee’s
clarkia could potentially be present within the Project Site.

Ewan’s Larkspur

Ewan’s larkspur is ranked as a CNPS 4 species. It is a perennial herb found in rocky soils in
cismontane woodland and valley and foothill grassland from 197 to 1,969 feet (60 to 600
meters) above MSL. The identification period for this species is from March through May. There
are no documented CNDDB records for this species occurring within five miles of the Project
Site (CDFW 2016a). The oak woodland and non-native annual grassland within the Project Site
provide habitat for this species. Since biological surveys were conducted outside of the evident
and identifiable period for this species, Ewan’s larkspur could potentially be present within the
Project Site.

Humboldt Lily

Humboldt lily is ranked as a CNPS 4 species. It is a perennial bulbiferous herb found in openings
in chaparral, cismontane woodland, and lower montane coniferous forest from 295 to 4,199
feet (90 to 1,280 meters) above MSL. The identification period for this species is from May
through July. There are no documented CNDDB records for this species occurring within five
miles of the Project Site (CDFW 2016a). The oak woodland and foothill pine woodland within
the Project Site provide habitat for this species. Since biological surveys were conducted
outside of the evident and identifiable period for this species, Humboldt lily could potentially be
present within the Project Site.

Oval-Leaved Viburnum

Oval-leaved viburnum is ranked as a CNPS 2B species. It is a perennial deciduous shrub found in
cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forest, and chaparral from 705 to 4,593 feet
(215 to 1,400 meters) above MSL. The identification period for this species is from May through
June. There is one documented CNDDB record for this species occurring within five miles of the
Project Site (Figure 4.4-1) (CDFW 2016a). The oak woodland and foothill pine woodland within
the Project Site provide habitat for this species. Since biological surveys were conducted
outside of the evident and identifiable period for this species, oval-leaved viburnum could
potentially be present within the Project Site.
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Red Hills Soaproot

Red Hills soaproot is ranked as a CNPS 1B species. It is a perennial bulbiferous herb found
gabbro, serpentine, or other soils in chaparral, cismontane woodland, and lower montane
coniferous forest from 804 to 4,068 feet (245 to 1,240 meters) above MSL. The identification
period for this species is from May through June. There is one documented CNDDB record for
this species occurring within five miles of the Project Site (Figure 4.4-1) (CDFW 2016a). The oak
woodland and foothill pine woodland within the Project Site provide habitat for this species.
Since biological surveys were conducted outside of the evident and identifiable period for this
species, Red Hills soaproot could potentially be present within the Project Site.

Sierra Clarkia

Sierra clarkia is ranked as a CNPS 4 species. It is an annual herb found in cismontane woodland
and lower montane coniferous forest from 1,312 to 5,299 feet (400 to 1,615 meters) above
MSL. The identification period for this species is from May through August. There are no
documented CNDDB records for this species occurring within five miles of the Project Site
(CDFW 2016a). The oak woodland and foothill pine woodland within the Project Site provide
habitat for this species. Since biological surveys were conducted outside of the evident and
identifiable period for this species, Sierra clarkia could potentially be present within the Project
Site.

Streambank Spring Beauty

Streambank spring beauty is ranked as a CNPS 4 species. It is an annual herb found in rocky
habitat within cismontane woodland from 820 to 3,937 feet (250 to 1,200 meters) above MSL.
The identification period for this species is from February through May. There are no
documented CNDDB records for this species occurring within five miles of the Project Site
(CDFW 2016a). The oak woodland within the Project Site provides habitat for this species. Since
biological surveys were conducted outside of the evident and identifiable period for this
species, streambank spring beauty could potentially be present within the Project Site.

True’s Manzanita

True’s manzanita is ranked as a CNPS 4 species. It is a perennial evergreen shrub found in
chaparral and lower montane coniferous forests, and sometimes found along roadsides from
1,394 to 4,560 feet (425 to 1,390 meters) above MSL. The identification period for this species
is from February through July. There are no documented CNDDB records for this species
occurring within five miles of the Project Site (CDFW 2016a). The foothill pine woodland within
the Project Site provides marginal habitat for this species. Since biological surveys were
conducted outside of the evident and identifiable period for this species, True’s manzanita
could potentially be present within the Project Site.

Listed and Special-Status Wildlife

Coast Horned Lizard

Coast horned lizard is a California Species of Special Concern. Coast horned lizard inhabits open
areas of sandy soil and low vegetation in valleys, foothills, and semiarid mountains from sea
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level to 8,000 feet above MSL. It is typically found in grasslands, coniferous forests, woodlands,
and chaparral, with open areas and patches of loose soil. This species is often found in lowlands
along sandy washes with scattered shrubs and along dirt roads, and frequently found near ant
hills (Zeiner et. al. 1988). There are four CNDDB records for this species within five miles of the
Project Site (Figure 4.4-1) (CDFW 2016a). The non-native annual grassland, foothill pine
woodland, and oak woodland communities provide habitat for this species.

Western Pond Turtle

Western pond turtle is a California Species of Special Concern. The western pond turtle is
typically found along quiet streams and ponds with basking sites and muddy bottoms, feeding
on aquatic plants, fishes, and invertebrates (Zeiner et al. 1988 and Rosenberg et. al. 2009). They
are generally associated with permanent or nearly permanent water sources (CDFW 2016b) and
prefer areas of deep water with low velocity and high temperatures (Reese and Hartwell
1997a). Upland habitats adjacent to creeks and ponds are used throughout the year for nesting
and overwintering. Turtles may also overwinter within a pond by burrowing into the mud on
the pond bottom (CDFW 2016b and Riensche et al. 2013). Although studies have shown that
the typical terrestrial use area can extend up to 500 meters from the edge of the aquatic
habitat, the weighted average of recorded terrestrial use is 94 meters, or approximately 300
feet. Western pond turtles prefer to overwinter in areas with moderate woody vegetation and
leaf litter, and are unlikely to use annual grasslands (Reese and Hartwell 1997b, Davis 1998,
Pilliod et al. 2013, and Rathbun et al. 2002). Eggs are laid between May and August and hatch in
approximately 80 days. Hatchlings often stay in or around the nest through the winter. Nests
are generally found within 30 meters (100 feet) of water in areas with little vegetative cover
and good sun exposure (Rathbun et al. 2002). Little is known about dispersal patterns of
western pond turtles, but genetic analysis shows most movement is along drainages (Riensche
et al. 2013). There are four CNDDB records for this species within five miles of the Project Site
(Figure 4.4-1) (CDFW 2016a). The riparian woodland community along the intermittent
drainage provides upland overwintering habitat for this species.

Migratory Birds and other Bird of Prey

All raptors, including common species not considered special-status, are protected under the
California Fish and Game Code (Section 3503.5). Removal or destruction of an active raptor nest
is considered a violation of the Fish and Game Code. In addition, migratory birds are protected
under the MBTA of 1918 (16 U.S.C §§ 703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess,
buy, sell, purchase, or barter any migratory bird listed under 50 CFR 10, including feathers or
other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR
21). Several CNDDB occurrences are documented within five miles of the Project Site (Figure
4.4-1) (CDFW 2016a).

Conclusion

Several special-status plants and wildlife species have been identified and/or have the potential
to occur within the Project Site. If present during construction, development of the Proposed
Project would have the potential to impact special-status species. Implementation of SPTC MP
EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-1.2 would require a biological monitor for construction activities
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within areas of sensitive biological resources. Implementation of SPTC MP EIR Mitigation
Measure BIO-12.1 would require compensation for loss or disturbance to special-status plant
species. Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO — 1 through Mitigation Measure BIO — 5
would require pre-construction surveys prior to implementation of construction activities
ensuring no adverse effects to special-status species. These measures would reduce potential
impacts to special-status species to a less than significant level. Therefore, impacts to special-
status species are considered to be less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

b) 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?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Sensitive habitats include those that are of
special concern to resource agencies or those that are protected under CEQA, Section 1600 of
the California Fish and Game Code, or Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The Project Site
includes the following biological communities and resources: non-native annual grassland,
Foothill pine woodland, oak woodland, riparian woodland, and waters of the U.S. (including
depressional seasonal wetlands, ephemeral drainages, intermittent drainages, and ditches).

Terrestrial Communities

Non-Native Annual Grassland

Non-native annual grassland occurs throughout the Project Site (Figure 3.2-2). Non-native
annual grassland is characterized primarily by an assemblage of non-native grasses and
herbaceous species. Scattered patches of coyote brush (Baccharis pilularis) are present
throughout the non-native annual grassland. Dominant vegetation observed within this
vegetation community includes: wild oat (Avena fatua), bur chervil (Anthriscus caucalis), rose
clover (Trifolium hirtum), and yellow star-thistle (Centaurea solstitialis). This habitat
demonstrates evidence of human disturbance, including pedestrian and non-vehicular traffic
(i.e. bicycles), and trash.

Foothill Pine Woodland

Foothill pine woodland includes a mixed overstory of coniferous trees including ponderosa pine
(Pinus ponderosa) and foothill pine (Pinus sabiniana). Typical understory species include toyon
(Heteromeles arbutifolia), manzanita (Arctostaphylos manzanita), and coyote bush (Baccharis
pilularis). Foothill pine woodland occurs primarily in the northeastern portion of the Project Site
(Figure 3.2-2).

Oak Woodland

Oak woodland occurs throughout the Project Site (Figure 3.2-2). It is comprised of a variety of
native oak trees and shrubs, including valley oak (Quercus lobata), interior live oak (Quercus
wislizeni), blue oak (Quercus douglasii), oracle oak (Quercus x morehus), and California black
oak (Quercus kelloggii). Understory consists of species described in the non-native annual
grassland community, toyon, and coyote brush.
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Riparian Woodland

Riparian woodland occurs along the intermittent drainage in the southwestern portion of the
Project Site (Figure 3.2-2). It is comprised of a variety of native oak trees and shrubs, including
valley oak and willow (Salix sp.). Understory consists of Himalayan blackberry (Rubus
armeniacus), poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum), and greater periwinkle (Vinca major).

Waters of the U.S.

Depressional Seasonal Wetlands

One depressional seasonal wetland occurs within the central portion of the Project Site (Figure
3.2-2). This feature was primarily dominated by Himalayan blackberry, until vegetation
management activities were conducted by the California Conservation Corp (CCC) in January,
2017. During the February 2017 site survey, this feature was dominated by annual wetland
plants, such as curly dock (Rumex crispus) and rye grass (Festuca perennis).

Ephemeral Drainages

Ephemeral drainages occur throughout portions of the Project Site (Figure 3.2-2). These
features are generally comprised of herbaceous vegetation occurring along the banks, however,
some features lacked vegetation altogether. Dominant vegetation observed within these
features include: rye grass, yellow star-thistle, and curly dock.

Intermittent Drainages

Intermittent drainages occur within the southwestern and northeastern portions of the Project
Site (Figure 3.2-2). These features have a defined bed and bank, with minimal herbaceous
vegetation. Dominant vegetation observed within these features include: pennyroyal (Mentha
pulegium), wild fennel (Foeniculum vulgare), and curly dock.

Ditches

Three ditches occur within the southwestern and central portions of the Project Site (Figure
3.2-2). Vegetation observed within these features include: plant species identified within the
non-native annual grassland terrestrial community.

Conclusion

Development of the Proposed Project would have the potential to result in impacts to riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or USFWS.
Implementation of SPTC MP EIR Mitigation Measures BIO-1.4 would require avoided sensitive
resources to be protected during construction through the establishment of barrier fencing,
stakes and flags and buffers, where applicable. Implementation of SPTC MP EIR Mitigation
Measure BIO-1.2 would require a biological monitor for construction activities within areas of
sensitive biological resources. Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-6.1, BIO-6.2, BIO-
7.1, and BIO-9.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would require the appropriate permits from the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and the
CDFW. As part of the permitting process, mitigation for impacts to sensitive habitats would be
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developed in coordination with the individual agencies with jurisdiction over the applicable
resource ensuring no net loss of aquatic resource functions and values and adequate mitigation
to offset impacts to other sensitive habitats. In addition, compliance with SPTC MP EIR
Mitigation Measure BIO-1.6 would require that areas disturbed by construction be replanted
with native plantings reflecting onsite habitats prior to disturbance. Therefore, impacts to
sensitive natural communities within the Project Site are considered less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands, as defined by Section
404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal
wetlands, etc.), through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption or other means?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. In accordance with the requirements of
SPTC MP EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-1.1, a delineation of potentially jurisdictional waters was
conducted within the project area. Waters of the U.S. identified in the Project Site include:
depressional seasonal wetland, ephemeral drainage, intermittent drainage, and ditch. Proposed
trail amenities may include small culvert crossings. Implementation of Mitigation Measures
BIO-6.1, BIO-6.2, and BIO-7.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would require the appropriate permits be
obtained from the USACOE, RWQCB, and the CDFW, and possibly USFWS. Compliance with
these measures would ensure that impacts to federally jurisdictional waters, including
wetlands, as well as other aquatic resources are implemented in a manner consistent with
current regulatory standards and that impacts are offset through applicable regulatory
standards, ensuring no-net-loss of aquatic functions and values. Therefore, impacts to federally-
protected wetlands within the Project Site are considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

d) 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?

Less Than Significant Impact. According to the Project NES (2017) there are no fish species
known to occur within the Project Site. The Project Site is not part of a major or local wildlife
corridor/travel route because it does not connect two significant habitats. The trail alignment
runs parallel and south-southwest along the Southern Pacific Rail line. The SPTC is bisected by
multiple roadways, including Oriental Street, Blanchard Road, Forni Road, and Missouri Flat
Road, which fragment any areas of natural habitat within the corridor. Additionally, residential
and industrial developments are located adjacent to the SPTC to the north and south of the
Proposed Project. Impacts are therefore considered less than significant.

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Biological communities mapped within the
Project Site (Figure 3.2-2) include: Foothill pine woodland, oak woodland, riparian habitat, and
waters of the U.S (depressional seasonal wetland, ephemeral drainage, intermittent drainage,
and ditch). Oak woodland occurs throughout the SPTC (Figure 3.2-2), and is comprised of a
variety of native oak trees and shrubs, including valley oak, interior live oak, blue oak, and
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California black oak. Foothill pine woodland occurs primarily in the northeastern portion Rail
Corridor and includes mixed overstory of coniferous trees as described in detail within the E/
Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat Road
Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project, Oak Woodland Analysis, prepared by Foothill Associates
June 22, 2017 (Appendix E).

The El Dorado County General Plan, Conservation and Open Space Element currently regulates
impacts to tree canopy under General Plan Policy 7.4.4.4. All oak trees, of all sizes, are included
in the measurement of oak canopy. All new development projects on parcels greater than one
acre with at least one percent canopy cover must adhere to the retention standard described in
Table 4.4-1 below.

Table 4.4-1 — Allowable Oak Canopy Impacts Per Option A of the General Plan

Percent Existing Canopy Cover Canopy Cover to be Retained
80-100 60% of existing canopy
60-79 70% of existing canopy
40-59 80% of existing canopy
20-39 85% of existing canopy
10-19 90% of existing canopy
1-9 for parcels >1 acre 90% of existing canopy

In addition to preservation of existing oak woodland canopy, mitigation for impacts to oak
woodland canopy is required at a 1:1 ratio. Application of the policy is described in the Interim
Interpretive Guidelines for El Dorado County General Plan Policy 7.4.4.4 (Option A), which was
last amended on October 12, 2007. The policy states that mitigation can be in the form of on-
site or off-site planting of oak trees or acorns, or obtaining an offsite conservation easement to
protect existing oak woodland habitat in-lieu of planting. As per the Guidelines, a Monitoring
and Reporting Plan needs to be prepared and is subject to maintenance and monitoring for up
to ten years.

The County is in the process of revising the El Dorado County Oak Resources Management Plan
(ORMP). The ORMP was reviewed by the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors in
September 2017 and is expected to be adopted by the end of 2017. Under the proposed new
plan, an oak woodland removal permit will be required prior to removal of oak trees that are
part of an oak woodland. Mitigation requirements will be based on the percentage of existing
oak woodland removed and is outlined below in Table 4.4-2.

Table 4.4-2 — Oak Woodland Mitigation Ratios

Percent of Oak Woodland Impact

Oak Woodland Mitigation Ratio

0-50% 1:1
50.1-75% 1.5:1
75.1-100% 2:1
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Under the new plan, mitigation may be completed with a combination of the following options:
acquisition of an off-site conservation easement, payment of in-lieu fees, or either on-site or
off-site replacement planting of up to 50 percent of the required mitigation area.

As also required under the new plan, a tree removal permit would be required prior to the
removal of any individual native oak tree not located in an oak woodland and for the removal of
all Heritage trees. A Heritage tree is defined as any living native oak of the genus Quercus,
including blue oak (Quercus douglasii), valley oak (Quercus lobata), California black oak
(Quercus kelloggii), interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni), canyon live oak (Quercus chrysolepis),
Oregon oak (Quercus garryana), oracle oak (Quercus x morehus), or hybrids thereof, with a
single main trunk or a multiple trunk with an aggregate diameter measuring 36” or greater at
breast height. Mitigation for individual trees and Heritage trees will be based on an inch-for-
inch standard. Replacement plantings for Heritage trees would be at ratios based on the total
diameter inches removed and include: 2:1 for 1-gallon sized trees, 1.5:1 for 5-gallon sized trees,
or 1:1 for 15-gallon sized trees. Mitigation may be completed with on- or off-site plantings,
payment of in-lieu fees, or a combination of these options.

The oak canopy within the Project Site consists primarily of interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni)
and valley oak (Quercus lobata); however occasional black oaks (Quercus kelloggii) were
observed primarily within the northeastern portion of the Project Site and scattered blue oaks
(Quercus douglasii) were observed within the southwestern portion of the Project Site. The
vegetation understory consists primarily of non-native annual grassland, with areas of brush
consisting of coyote bush (Baccharis pilularis), poison oak (Toxicodendron diversiloba),
manzanita (Arctostaphylos manzanita), and oak saplings.

The oak woodland canopy to be removed is fragmented due to bisecting roadways, residential
and industrial development, and the existing active El Dorado Trail. The oak canopy is not part
of a larger habitat corridor, due to the fragmented nature of the oak woodland to be removed.

A total of approximately 12.62 acres of oak canopy are found within the Project Site, which
equates to approximately 34 percent canopy cover within the Project Site. Therefore, according
to General Plan Policy 7.4.4.4, the project must retain 85 percent (10.73 acres) of the existing
canopy. It is estimated that permanent impacts from the Proposed Project will remove
approximately 213 trees and result in the loss of approximately 1.06 acres (8 percent) of
existing oak canopy as a result of grading, paving, and stormwater improvements. It is
estimated that the project will preserve approximately 11.56 acres of the existing oak canopy.
Oak canopy located within staging areas will be fenced and preserved onsite. Therefore, since
the total anticipated impact to oak canopy is less than 15 percent, the Proposed Project
adheres to the retention standards as outlined under current standards (General Plan policy
7.4.4.4).

The Proposed Project has the potential to remove approximately 213 trees and result in the
loss of approximately 1.06 acres (8 percent) of existing oak canopy and riparian communities.
Mitigation Measures BIO — 6 and Mitigation Measure BIO-1.5 from the SPTC MP EIR would
ensure development from the Proposed Project would be implemented in a manner consistent
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with local policies and ordinances protecting biological resources. Therefore, impacts are
considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional or state habitat
conservation plan?

No Impact. There are no Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Conservation Community Plans, or
other adopted plans applicable to the Proposed Project. Therefore, no impact would result
from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

4.4.2. Mitigation Measures

The SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) identifies the following project-related Mitigation
Measures to reduce potential impacts to biological resources relevant to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.1: Conduct Additional Botanical and Wetland Resource
Surveys and Studies
The project proponent [County] will retain appropriate
resource personnel to conduct the following surveys and
studies before design and construction of the proposed
project:

e Surveys and mapping of special-status plants during
appropriate identification periods;

e Mapping and quantification of habitat loss; and

e Delineation and quantification of waters of the United
States, including wetlands, using the Corp’s [USACE]
1987 wetland delineation manual (Environmental
Laboratory 1987).

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.2: Retain Environmental Monitor
The project proponent [County] will retain a qualified
biologist to monitor construction activities in sensitive
biological resource areas. The biologist must be familiar
with all special-status plant and wildlife species, sensitive
habitat resources in the project area, and have the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service permits to handle special-status
wildlife species. The biologist will be responsible for:

e Determine the placement of orange barrier fencing;

e Maintain fences;
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Mitigation Measure BIO-1.4:

e Monitoring implementation of the conditions
contained in state and federal permits to be obtained
pertaining to protection of biological and wetland
resources in the project area;

e Determining the location of temporary sedimentation
barriers, such as sandbags or siltation fencing, that will
be installed to minimize siltation into drainages;

e Removing any special-status wildlife that enter the
construction zone;

e Providing environmental briefings to construction
crews; and

e Providing status reports, if needed, to the project
proponent, the County, and other resource agencies
(e.g., California Department of Fish and Wildlife).

Avoid or Minimize Impacts on Sensitive Biological
Resources before and during Construction

Sensitive biological resources located in and adjacent to
the constriction corridor will be protected by placing
orange construction barrier fencing or stakes and flags,
including buffer zones where appropriate and depending
on the type of resource. Adjacent resources that may
require protection include oak woodland, riparian
woodland and scrub vegetation, drainages, vernal pools
and swales, other wetlands, native grassland, special-
status species populations, and elderberry shrubs. Buffer
zones should be 250 feet around vernal pools and swales
and wetlands, 100 feet beyond the upper bank edge of
perennial drainages and the outer edge of riparian
woodland and scrub canopies, 100 feet beyond the canopy
of elderberry shrubs or clusters of elderberry shrubs, and
50 feet beyond special-status species populations and the
upper bank edge of ephemeral drainages. The locations of
these resources will be clearly identified on the
construction drawings and marked in the field by the
environmental monitor. Fencing or other barriers will
remain in place until all construction and restoration work
that involves heavy equipment is complete. In cases where
woody riparian vegetation must be cleared, the vegetation
will be trimmed rather than uprooted, where possible, to
allow resprouting. Woody vegetation will be cut no more
than 1 foot above ground level to encourage resprouting.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-1.5:

Mitigation Measure BIO-1.6:

Mitigation Measure BIO-6.1:

Mitigation Measure BIO-6.2:

Minimize Impacts to Oak Trees

If tree removal cannot be avoided in oak woodland
habitat, the project proponent [County] shall develop and
implement a mitigation plan in compliance with the E/
Dorado County General Plan to ensure canopy retention or
replacement according to the standards set forth in Policy
7.4.4.4 of the El Dorado County General Plan (El Dorado
County Planning Commission 1995) and, if adopted, to
currently proposed El Dorado County oak woodlands
guidelines, which provide additional guidance to the
General Plan policies.

Minimize Biological Impacts through Replacement
Plantings

All areas disturbed by project construction that are not
part of a planned facility shall be replanted with native
trees and shrubs that reflect the habitats that were
present on the project site before construction
disturbance began.

Limit Construction Activities to the Dry Season
Construction activities will be prohibited during the wet
season (October 15 to April 15) in the 100-year floodplain
of any drainage in the project corridor to reduce the
potential for siltation impacts on vernal pools and swales,
other wetlands, and drainages.

Compensate for the Loss or Disturbance of Jurisdictional
Waters of the United States, Including Wetlands, at a
Minimum Creation Ratio of 1:1

The project proponent [County] will compensate for the
loss or disturbance of waters of the United States. This
acreage does not include wetlands that contain habitat
suitable for fairy shrimp. For loss of disturbance of
wetlands with suitable fairy and tadpole shrimp habitat,
see Mitigation Measure BIO-13.1. Specific mitigation
requirements will be determined as part of the Corps’
[USACE] Section 404 permitting process.3

3 Mitigation Measure BIO-13.1 form the SPTC MP EIR is not relevant to the Proposed Project as documented within
the July 2017 NES prepare by Foothill Associates, due to the absence of potential habitat for vernal pool
invertebrates within the project area, and has therefore not been identified within this Initial Study.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-7.1:

Compensate for Permanent Impacts on Woody Riparian
Vegetation

The project proponent [County] will compensate for the
loss of any riparian woodland and scrub habitat by
enhancing or creating similar habitat qualities and
guantities at a ratio to be determined in consultation with
CDFW and possibly USFWS. Depending on the project and
review by regulatory agencies, mitigation may be
necessary at a compensation ratio of 2:1 or 3:1 (2 or 3
acres created or enhanced for every 1 acre removed).

Potential mitigation sites that could be used to create or
enhance riparian woodland and scrub habitat include the
following:

e Riparian areas that currently support non-native,
weedy species (e.g. tree of haven and giant reed)
that could be cleared and replanted with riparian
species; and

e Sparsely vegetated or degraded riparian areas that
could be enhanced through planting.

Potential mitigation sites must be evaluated as part of a
formal habitat mitigation plan before the suitability of
these sites to sustain riparian plantings can be determined.
The following factors would be assessed as part of this
mitigation plan: soils, hydrology (including groundwater
levels and surface inundation), land use, potential
disturbances, habitat functions, costs associated with
maintaining the plantings, and overall potential for
survival.

The habitat mitigation plan will include a list of
recommended species, design specifications, an
implementation plan, a maintenance program, and a
monitoring program. A minimum of 5 years of monitoring
(or longer if required as a condition of permits) will be
conducted to document the degree or failure in achieving
success criteria and it identify remedial actions. Annual
monitoring reports will be submitted to CDFW, the project
proponent [County], and other interested agencies. Each
report will summarize data collected during the
monitoring period, describe how the habitats are
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progressing in terms of success criteria, and discuss any
remedial actions performed.

Mitigation Measure BIO-9.1: Develop and Implement a Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan and Minimize Disturbances to Perennial
and Ephemeral Drainages
The project contractor will develop a stormwater pollution
prevention plan (SWPPP), as required under Section 401 of
the Clean Water Act (in support of an NPDES permit). The
contactor will be directed to follow the plan and
implement measures to ensure that petroleum products
are not discharged into perennial drainages or any flowing
water within ephemeral drainages.

In addition to preparation of a stormwater pollution
prevention plan, the following measures will be
implemented to minimize disturbances to perennial and
ephemeral drainages and waters of the U.S. These
measures will be included in the plan specifications and
will be the responsibility of the contractor.

All substances will be stored in designated staging
areas at least 100 feet from perennial and
ephemeral drainages with flowing water and 50
feet from ephemeral drainages without flowing
water.

Refueling and vehicle maintenance will be
performed at least 100 feet from perennial and
ephemeral drainages with flowing water, and 50
feet from ephemeral drainages without flowing
water.

Operation of heavy equipment in all drainages will
be minimized to the extent possible.

Temporary sedimentation barriers, such as
sandbags or siltation fencing, will be installed to
minimize siltation in both perennial and ephemeral
drainages. The locations of these barriers will be
determined by the resident engineer and
environmental monitoring and will be clearly
marked in the field before construction activities
begin.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-12.1:

e Avoid sidecasting material into or near drainages
that may contain standing or flowing water at the
time of construction.

e Restore to grade beds and banks of all drainages
that are disturbed during construction to the
preconstruction contours and replace the topsoil
(top 12 inches of the profile.)

Additional specific measures may be included in the CDFW
streambed alteration agreement the Corps [USACE]
Section 404 permit to be obtained and implemented as
part of the project. Impacts on wetland or riparian
vegetation in drainages are mitigated through
implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1.1, BIO-1,2,
BIO-1.3, BIO-1.5, BIO-6.2, and BIO-7.1.

Compensate for Unavoidable Impacts to Special-Status
Species

The project proponent [County] shall compensate for loss
or disturbance to special-status plant species.
Compensation will be implemented under a mitigation
plan developed in conjunction with CDFW and USFWS. The
requirement for a mitigation plan for non-listed species
will depend on the species affected by the project and the
extent of effects on the populations. If required, species-
specific mitigation plans would be developed through
consultation with CDFW and other appropriate land
management agencies.

Mitigation Measures BIO — 1 through BIO — 6 are identified as project-specific measures by
the analyses within this IS/MND to reduce potential impacts related to biological resources to

less than significant levels:

Mitigation Measure BIO — 1:

The non-native annual grassland, oak woodland, and
foothill pine habitats within the Project Site provides
habitat for potentially occurring special-status plants
including: Brandegee’s clarkia (blooms May through July),
Ewan’s larkspur (blooms March through May), Humboldt
lily (blooms May through July), Oval-leaved viburnum
(blooms May through June), Red Hills soaproot (blooms
May through June), Sierra clarkia (February through May),
Streambank spring beauty (February through July), and
True’s manzanita (blooms February through July). Prior to
commencement of construction activities, a qualified
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Mitigation Measure BIO — 2:

biologist shall conduct two botanical surveys of the Project
Site one in March and one in June, within the blooming
period for potentially occurring special status plants. A
letter report shall be submitted to the County within 30
days following the bloom survey to document the results.
If no special-status plants are observed, then no additional
measures are recommended.

If any of the special-status plants occur within the Project
Site, they shall be avoided to the extent feasible. The plant
locations shall be identified on a map, and a 10-foot buffer
shall be established around the plants with high visibility
construction fencing. The construction fencing shall
remain intact until construction is complete.

If the special-status plants cannot be avoided, a mitigation
plan shall be prepared in consultation with the CDFW. At
minimum, the mitigation plan will include locations where
the plants will be transplanted in suitable habitat adjacent
to the Project Site, success criteria, and monitoring
activities. The CDFW must approve the mitigation plan
prior to transplantation and commencement of
construction activities.

A qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction
survey within 14 days prior to the start of construction
activities for the coast horned lizard. If no coast horned
lizards are observed, a letter report documenting the
results of the survey shall be submitted to the County for
their records, and no addition measures are
recommended. If construction does not commence within
14 days of the pre-construction survey, or halts for more
than 14 days, a new survey is required.

If coast horned lizards are found, additional avoidance
measures are required including having a qualified
biologist conduct a pre-construction survey within 24
hours prior to commencement of construction activities,
performing a worker awareness training to all construction
workers, and being present within the Project Site during
initial ground-clearing and grading activities for the
purpose of relocating any coast horned lizards found
within the construction footprint to suitable habitat away
from the construction zone, but within the Project Site.
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Mitigation Measure BIO — 3:

Mitigation Measure BIO — 4:

If coast horned lizard individuals are killed during
construction, work will stop in the vicinity and the
biological monitor will be contacted. The biological
monitor will work with the contractor to determine the
cause of death and identify and implement measures to
avoid further casualties.

If construction is proposed within areas of riparian
woodland and/or intermittent drainage, a qualified
biologist shall be present on-site during initial ground-
clearing and grading activities for the purpose of relocating
any western pond turtles found within the construction
footprint within suitable habitat to suitable habitat away
from the construction zone, but within the Project Site.

If western pond turtle individuals are killed during
construction, work will stop in the vicinity and the
biological monitor will be contacted. The biological
monitor will work with the contractor to determine the
cause of death and identify and implement measures to
avoid further casualties.

If construction is proposed during the nesting season for
non-raptor migratory birds (February 1 through August
31), a pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a
qualified wildlife biologist with knowledge of avian life
history within 14 days of the start of project-related
activities. If nests of migratory birds are detected onsite,
or within 100 feet of the Project Site, the County shall
consult with CDFW to determine the size of a suitable
buffer. The buffer(s) shall be determined based upon the
life history of the individual species, including their
sensitivity to noise, vibration, ambient levels of human
activity and general disturbance, the current site
conditions (screening vegetation, terrain, etc.) and the
various project-related activities necessary to implement
the project.

If, during the course of carrying out the project, an active
nest is identified or becomes established, that was not
previously identified during a breeding bird survey, a
buffer or installation of appropriate barriers shall be
established between the construction activities and the
active nest so that nesting activities are not interrupted.
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The buffer shall be delineated and shall be in effect
throughout construction or until the nest is no longer
active. The appropriate buffer shall be established
according to the criteria described above.

Mitigation Measure BIO — 5: Vegetation clearing operations, including pruning or
removal of trees and shrubs, shall be completed between
September 1 and January 31, if feasible, to avoid migratory
birds protected under 50 CFR 10 of the MBTA and/or
Section 3503 of the California Fish and Game Code. If
construction is proposed during the raptor breeding
season (March 1 through August 31), a pre-construction
raptor nest survey shall be conducted within 14 days prior
to beginning of construction activities by a qualified
biologist. If no active nests are found during the pre-
construction survey, no further mitigation is required. If
active nests are found, a qualified biologist shall mark the
buffer zone with construction tape or pin flags and
maintain the buffer zone until the end of breeding season
or until the young have successfully fledged. Buffer zones
are typically 250 feet for raptor nests, but shall be based
on site-specific conditions.

If project-related activities within the temporary nest
disturbance buffer are determined to be necessary during
the nesting season (approximately March 1 through
August 31), then an onsite biologist/monitor experienced
with raptor behavior shall be retained by the County to
monitor the nest, and shall along with the County, consult
with the CDFW to determine the best course of action
necessary to avoid nest abandonment or take of
individuals. Work may be allowed to proceed within the
temporary nest disturbance buffer if raptors are not
exhibiting agitated behavior. The designated onsite
biologist/monitor shall be onsite daily or less if approved
by CDFW while construction-related activities are taking
place and shall have the authority to stop work if raptors
are exhibiting agitated behavior. Once it has been
determined that the nest is no longer active, then a letter
report would be submitted to the County and the CDFW
for their records.
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Mitigation Measure BIO — 6: Standard tree protection measures shall be implemented
to protect trees to remain. These include:

e Tree Protection Fencing, consisting of four-foot tall,
brightly-colored, high-visibility plastic fencing, shall be
placed around the perimeter of the tree protection
zone (TPZ) (dripline radius +1 foot) of all protected
trees within 20 feet of the project footprint. The TPZ is
the minimum distance for placing protective fencing.
Tree protection fencing should be placed as far outside
of the TPZ as possible. Signs shall be placed along the
fence denoting this as a Tree Protection Zone that shall
not be moved until construction is complete. Trees or
tree clusters with canopy extending beyond 50 feet
from proposed project boundaries may be fenced only
along sides facing the project. In cases where proposed
work infringes on TPZ, fence shall be placed at edge of
work.

e Whenever possible, fence multiple trees together in a
single TPZ.

e Tree protection fencing shall not be moved without
prior authorization from the Project Arborist and the
County of El Dorado.

e No parking, portable toilets, dumping or storage of any
construction materials, grading, excavation, trenching,
or other infringement by workers or domesticated
animals is allowed in the TPZ.

e No signs, ropes, cables, or any other item shall be
attached to a protected tree, unless recommended by
an ISA-Certified Arborist.

e Underground utilities should be avoided in the TPZ, but
if necessary shall be bored or drilled. If boring is
impossible, all trenching will be done by hand under
the supervision of an ISA-Certified Arborist.

e No cut or fill within the dripline of existing native oak is
permitted. If cut or fill within the dripline is
unavoidable, any mitigation requirements shall be
determined by the County.

e Pruning of living limbs or roots over two inches in
diameter shall be done under the supervision of an
ISA-Certified Arborist.
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e Appropriate fire prevention techniques shall be
employed around all significant trees to be preserved.
This includes cutting tall grass, removing flammable
debris within the TPZ, and prohibiting the use of tools
that may cause sparks, such as metal bladed trimmers
or mowers.
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4.5. Cultural Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical
resou%ce as defined in Section o |Z| o o
15064.57?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resou%ce pursuant to Section ° D IZ' D D
15064.57?
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or [] X [] []
unique geological feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated [] |Z| [] []
cemeteries?

4.5.1. Impact Analysis

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined
in Section 15064.5?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. The identification, recordation, and
evaluation efforts for historical archaeological resources and built resources within the Project
Site are documented within the June 2017 Historic Property Survey Report El Dorado Trail from
Missouri Flat Rd to El Dorado Rd, El Dorado County, California, prepared by InContext, June
2017 Archaeological Survey Report El Dorado Trail At Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian
Overcrossing [CML 5925 (132)], prepared by Ric Windmiller, August 2017 Historical Resources
Evaluation Report [prepared for the] El Dorado Trail from Missouri Flat Rd to El Dorado Rd, El
Dorado County, California, prepared by InContext (InContext 2017a), and the June 2017
Archaeological Property Survey Report El Dorado Trail from Missouri Flat Road to El Dorado
[CML 5925 (129)] El Dorado County, California, prepared by Ric Windmiller.

As summarized in Table 4.5-1, total of five historical archaeological resources were identified
within the Area of Potential Effect (APE) (InContext 2017a).
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Table 4.5-1 — El Dorado Trail Extension Historical Archaeological Resources

Primary | Trinomial Name Component(s) Findings
within APE
El Dorado to Missouri | Considered eligible (Criterion A)
P-9-1242 | CA-Eld-971H Sacrfa\ment'o- Flat segment* /No adverse effect.
Placerville Railroad - —
El Dorado Depot > Considered eligible/ ESA.
P-9-1829 CA-Eld-135H Chinese pccupation Archaeological site Considered eligible/ ESA.
Area/Chinese Camp
Missouri Flat Road Determined not eligible for listing
east segment in the NRHP under Criteria A-C
Sacramento- through SHPO consensus
P-9-1242 | CA-Eld-971-H Placerville Railroad (Neuenschwander 2007, Peak
2008)/ Not historical resources for
the purposes of CEQA (InContext
2017a).
Previously Exempt from Evaluation / Not
P-9-1830 | CA-Eld-1346H Dunlop Ranch unrecorded placer historical resources for the
mining tailings purposes of CEQA.
P-9-5850 N/A Diamond Ridge Three short Exempt from Evaluation / Not
Ditch discontiguous historical resources for the
segments purposes of CEQA.

Eligible Historical Archaeological Resources Within or Adjacent to the Project Impact Area

El Dorado to Missouri Flat Portion of the Sacramento to Placerville Railroad (P-9-1242 / CA-Eld-971H)

This resource is a 2.2-mile segment of the Shingle Springs to Placerville Railroad segment of the
Sacramento to Placerville Railroad located within the SPTC right-of-way, within and adjacent to
the proposed impact area. Associated features consist of the railroad (defined as the grade,
ties, tracks, spurs, berm, and cut banks), six culverts, and the site of the El Dorado Railroad
Depot (described below). The railroad was constructed using standard gauge and is almost
entirely intact. All but approximately 500 feet of the railroad grade includes railroad ties and
tracks that are situated on a built-up gravel berm or within cut banks. The only portion of the
SPTC that is void of original ties and tracks is the heavily disturbed or developed area on both
sides of Missouri Flat Road. Each of the culverts is unique in materials, size, and design.

The El Dorado to Missouri Flat Road segment retains excellent integrity of location, design,
setting, feeling, and association. Although some outlying areas in which the railroad travels
have been developed, the development has not encroached upon this portion to the extent
that its setting, feeling, and association have been diminished. The segment also retains
adequate integrity of materials and workmanship. Although some materials and features (such
as culverts and signals) have been upgraded or replaced, these actions were part of the ongoing

4 Built environment resource includes spurs and six culverts.
5 Historic site with listed, but not described or mapped resources.

EL DORADO TRAIL EXTENSION PROJECT

INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

4-44

COUNTY OF EL DORADO
FOOTHILL ASSOCIATES




maintenance of the railroad to retain its functionality and do not diminish from its overall
historic integrity (InContext 2017a).

El Dorado Depot

The El Dorado Depot is a component of P-9-1242/CA-Eld-971H and is identified as Locus A. The
site is located within the SPTC right-of-way, but outside of the proposed impact area. This locus
is described as an archaeological site with privy pits, siding grade, and pipeline; however, no
map has been created for this locus and the reported privy locations have not been physically
documented (InContext 2017a).

Spinardi Ranch, Feature H2, Chinese Occupation Area (P-09-001828)/Chinese Camp (P-09-001829)

A feature of Spinardi Ranch and also given its own Primary Number by the information center,
this historic Chinese Site consists of two loci that were separated by construction of the railroad
at El Dorado Station. The northwest (hill) portion of the Chinese Site consists of cabin or shanty
flats, Chinese cemetery and sparse artifacts including Chinese opium tin fragments and cut
square nails associated with each of the shanty locations. Construction of the railroad at El
Dorado Station destroyed a portion of the hill portion of the Chinese Site, as well as a portion of
the southeast area of the Project Site. The remaining southeast periphery of the site adjacent to
China Creek, which is the flat portion of the site, includes sparse, widely scattered surface
artifacts.

Construction of the railroad at El Dorado Station included terracing of the hill slope within the
railroad right-of-way, which cut into the hill portion of the Chinese Site. Metal detecting
identified two flats partly taken out by excavation of the upper terrace during construction
phase(s) of the railroad. Presence of these artifacts discovered by metal detecting was used as
the primary basis for identifying the location of shanty flats on the sketch map accompanying
the site record for P-09-001829, according to the record’s author (Dana Supernowicz, personal
communication 2016 within Windmiller 2017b).

Excavation of the upper terrace by the railroad appears to have removed the cultural deposit to
the Chinese site’s sub-surface. Remaining evidence of the Chinese Site is limited to sparse,
widely scattered pieces of crushed glass on the terrace surface. Modern “buried cable” markers
just inside the APE attest to additional disturbances along the current extent of the Chinese Site
at the northwest edge of the APE. Construction and subsequent operation of the railroad
caused severe damage to the physical integrity of the entire southeast portion of the Chinese
Site (P-9-001829) within the project area (Windmiller 2017b).

Properties Exempt from Evaluation

Placer Mining Features of the Dunlop Ranch (P-9-1830 / CA-Eld-1346H)

These features were not identified when the approximately 20-acre Dunlop Ranch site was
recorded in 1995 (Lindstrom 1995). The ranch, which included five buildings, one structure, and
an assemblage of defunct farming equipment, was determined not a historical resource for the
purpose of CEQA and was subsequently destroyed as part of the construction of the Walmart
store that exists now. These placer mining features have no associated structural remains or
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archaeological deposits and qualify as Archaeological Property Types and Features Exempt from
Evaluation as described in the Caltrans Section 106 PA/5024 Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) (InContext 2017b; Windmiller 2017a; Windmiller 2017b).

Discontiguous Segments of the Diamond Ridge Ditch (P-9-5850)

Three discontiguous segments of the Diamond Ridge Ditch predating construction of this
portion of the railroad are located in the vicinity of the proposed Forni Road crossing. One
segment lies on the north side of the railroad within the Project Site, but outside of the impact
area. Two segments lie on the south side of the railroad within the proposed impact area. Each
segment has sustained considerable damage by railroad construction and maintenance. The
ditch meanders several miles to Diamond Springs. The three isolated segments of ditch in and
around the Forni Road crossing of the railroad clearly illustrate that segments of the ditch that
once connected with the surviving three segments have been destroyed by construction of the
railroad and by the modern Forni Road (Windmiller 2017a). These segments are classified as
roadside drainage ditches and/or secondary agricultural ditches, which qualify them as Property
Type 1: Minor, ubiquitous, or fragmentary water conveyance features that are Exempt from
Evaluation as described in the Caltrans Section 106 PA/5024 MOU and are also not considered
historical resources under CEQA (InContext 2017b).

Sacramento to Placerville Railroad — Missouri Flat Road East Segment

CA-ELD-971-H (Shingle Springs to Placerville Railroad): segment from Missouri Flat Road east
was determined not eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criteria A-C through SHPO consensus
(Neuenschwander 2007; Peak 2008). This section of the Railroad was converted into a
pedestrian trail, which resulted in the removal of rails and alteration of the setting, feeling, and
association. As a result, it is not considered a significant resource under CEQA (InContext
2017a).

Conclusions

Five historical archaeological resources were identified within the SPTC within the project area.
Of the five historical archaeological resources identified within the Project Site, two of these
resources, the Placer Mining Features of the Dunlop Ranch and the (3) discontiguous Diamond
Ridge Ditch segments, have been determined not to be eligible for listing under the California
Register of Historic Places (CRHP) criteria and CEQA, and have been determined to be exempt
from consideration under the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under the Caltrans
programmatic Agreement. The fifth resource, the Missouri Flat Road East Segment of the
Railroad, was determined not eligible for NRHP listing by SHPO and is not considered a
significant resource under CEQA. Impacts to the Missouri Flat Road East segment of the
Railroad would be limited to removal of a redwood culvert, wherein the removed redwood
material would be reused associated with proposed long-term improvements related to the
SPTC. Development of the Proposed Project would not impact the Placer Mining Features of the
Dunlop Ranch. However, the three discontinuous segments of the Diamond Ridge Ditch are
located within the impact area and would be impacted by project development. However, as
these features are not considered historic resources under CEQA, impacts are considered less
than significant.
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Development of the Proposed Project would not impact the El Dorado Depot. The site would be
established as an Environmentally Sensitive Area and would be fenced with exclusion fencing.
No impact would occur to this resource.

Similarly, the southeastern portion of the Chinese Site, located south of the rail line, would also
be established as an Environmentally Sensitive Area and would be fenced with exclusion
fencing. No impact would occur to this resource.

Development of the Proposed Project would not impact the El Dorado to Missouri Flat segment
of the Sacramento to Placerville Railroad within the Project Site. No impact would result from
project development.

The southeastern portion of the Chinese Site would be established as an Environmentally
Sensitive Area and no project activities would occur within this area. No impact would occur to
the southeastern portion of the Chinese Site.

The portion of the Chinese Site that overlaps the northwestern project limits has been subject
to ongoing periodic minor to substantial ground disturbance, including the construction and
maintenance of the railroad, the construction of the high-voltage transmission towers, and the
installation of an underground telephone cable. These activities have occurred over the area of
the site that is proposed for trail construction. Based on the extent of historic disturbance in
this area of the Chinese Site, it is not anticipated that development of the Proposed Project
would result in significant impacts to Site P-09-001829. Although this area of the Project Site
has experienced periodic historical ground disturbance and Environmentally Sensitive Area
boundaries would be established for other resources within or adjacent to the project impact
area, project development would have the potential to result in the inadvertent discovery of an
historical resource. Impacts are therefore considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Mitigation Measure CR — 1 would require the establishment an Environmentally Sensitive
Area boundary with exclusion fencing prior to commencement of construction in order to
ensure no impacts to Site P-09-001829 and P-9-1242/CA-Eld-971H, Locus A. Compliance with
Mitigation Measure CR — 2 would require construction activities to cease in the event of
inadvertent discovery of historical or archaeological resources and would require that the
County of El Dorado be immediately contacted for inadvertent discovery of resources
associated with project construction. In the event of inadvertent discovery of historical or
archaeological resources, Mitigation Measure CR — 2 would require coordination with County
of El Dorado and the project archaeologist to assist with the proper treatment of discovered
resources.

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. Five historical archaeological resources
were identified within the SPTC within the project area. Of the five historical archaeological
resources identified within the Project Site, two of these resources, the Placer Mining Features
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of the Dunlop Ranch and the (3) discontiguous Diamond Ridge Ditch segments, have been
determined not to be eligible for listing under the California Register of Historic Places (CRHP)
criteria and CEQA, and have been determined to be exempt from consideration under the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under the Caltrans programmatic Agreement.
Development of the Proposed Project would not impact the Placer Mining Features of the
Dunlop Ranch. Similarly, the Missouri Flat Road East Segment of the Railroad was determined
not eligible for NRHP listing by SHPO and is not considered a significant resource under CEQA.
Impacts to the Missouri Flat Road East segment of the Railroad would be limited to removal of
a redwood culvert, wherein the removed redwood material would be reused associated with
proposed long-term improvements related to the SPTC. The three discontinuous segments of
the Diamond Ridge Ditch are located within the impact area and would be impacted by project
development. However, as these features are not considered historic resources under CEQA,
impacts are considered less than significant.

Development of the Proposed Project will not impact the El Dorado Depot. The site will be
established as an Environmentally Sensitive Area and would be fenced with exclusion fencing.
No impact would occur to this resource.

Similarly, the southeastern portion of the Chinese Site, located south of the rail line, would also
be established as an Environmentally Sensitive Area and would be fenced with exclusion
fencing. No impact would occur to this resource.

Development of the Proposed Project would not impact the El Dorado to Missouri Flat segment
of the Sacramento to Placerville Railroad within the Project Site. No impact would result from
project development.

The southeastern portion of the Chinese Site would be established as an Environmentally
Sensitive Area and no project activities would occur within this area. No impact would occur to
the southeastern portion of the Chinese Site.

The portion of the Chinese Site that overlaps the northwestern project limits has been subject
to ongoing periodic minor to substantial ground disturbance, including the construction and
maintenance of the railroad, the construction of the high-voltage transmission towers, and the
installation of an underground telephone cable. These activities have occurred over the area of
the site that is proposed for trail construction. Based on the extent of historic disturbance in
this area of the Chinese site, it is not anticipated that development of the Proposed Project
would result in significant impacts to Site P-09-001829. Although this area of the Project Site
has experienced periodic historical ground disturbance and Environmentally Sensitive Area
boundaries would be established for other resources within or adjacent to the project impact
area, project development would have the potential to result in the inadvertent discovery of an
historical resource. Impacts are therefore considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Mitigation Measure CR-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR requires surveys and the evaluation of
cultural resources within the SPTC. Mitigation Measure CR — 1 would require the
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establishment an Environmentally Sensitive Area boundary with exclusion fencing prior to
commencement of construction in order to ensure no impacts to Site P-09-001829 and P-9-
1242/CA-Eld-971H, Locus A. Compliance with Mitigation Measure CR — 2 would require
construction activities to cease in the event of inadvertent discovery of historical or
archaeological resources and would require that the County of El Dorado be immediately
contacted for inadvertent discovery of resources associated with project construction. In the
event of inadvertent discovery of historical or archaeological resources, Mitigation Measure CR
— 2 would require coordination with local agency planning resources and the project
archaeologist to assist with the proper treatment of discovered resources.

Although the Project Site has been subject to previous disturbance and impacts to
archaeological resources are not anticipated, grading and excavation activities associated with
construction of the Proposed Project would have the potential to unearth or otherwise expose
previously unidentified archaeological resources. Therefore, impacts are considered less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geological feature?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. No paleontological localities are identified
by the University of California, Museum of Paleontology’s database within the USGS Placerville
7.5 quadrangle (Windmiller 2015). No unique geologic features are known within the Project
Site. However, grading and excavation activities associated with construction of the Proposed
Project would have the potential to unearth or otherwise expose previously unidentified
paleontological resources or unique geologic features. Therefore, impacts are considered less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Compliance with Mitigation Measure CR — 3 would require construction activities to cease in
the event of inadvertent discovery of paleontological resources and would require that the
County of El Dorado be contacted for inadvertent discovery of resources associated with
Project construction. In the event of inadvertent discovery of paleontological resources,
Mitigation Measure CR — 3 would require coordination with local agency planning resources
and a qualified archaeologist to assist with the proper treatment of discovered resources.

d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. No known grave sites or burial grounds are
known to be present within the Project Site. Based on tribal coordination efforts conducted in
compliance with AB 52, no tribal resources have been identified within the Project Site. Grading
and excavation activities associated with construction of the Proposed Project may have the
potential to inadvertently unearth or otherwise expose previously unidentified human remains
or burial grounds. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Compliance with Mitigation Measure CR — 4 would require coordination with the El Dorado
County Coroner in compliance with CEQA (Section 1064.5) and the California Health and Safety
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Code (Section 7050.5), as well as the NAHC who will notify and appoint a Most Likely
Descendent (MLD), thereby reducing potential impacts to less than significant levels.

4.5.2. Mitigation Measures

The SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) identifies the following project-related Mitigation
Measure to reduce potential impacts to cultural resources relevant to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure CR-1.1:

Implement a plan to address the discovery of
unanticipated cultural resources.

The County shall ensure that the following measures are
implemented before development of the Master Plan.

Conduct Surveys of Unsurveyed Areas. Before
implementation of project activities in the Master Plan
corridor, complete pedestrian surveys should be
conducted to locate and record cultural resources.

Evaluate Resources within the Project Corridor.
Resources within the project corridor that cannot be
avoided should be evaluated. Additional research and
test excavations, where appropriate, should be
undertaken to determine whether the resource(s)
meets CEQA and/or NRHP significance criteria. Impacts
on significant resources that cannot be avoided will be
mitigated in consultation with the lead agency for the
project. Possible mitigation measures include:

O A data recovery program consisting of
archaeological excavation to retrieve the
important data from archaeological sites;

0 Development and implementation of public
interpretation plans for both prehistoric
and historic sites;

0 Preservation, rehabilitation, restoration, or
reconstruction of historic structures
according to the Secretary of Interior
Standards for Treatment of Historic
Properties;

0 Construction of new structures in a manner
consistent with the historic character of the
region; and

0 Treatment of historic landscapes according
to the Secretary of Interior Standards for
Treatment of Historic Landscapes.
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Mitigation Measures CR — 1 through CR — 4 are identified by the analyses within this IS/MND
to reduce potential impacts related to cultural resources to less than significant levels:

Mitigation Measure CR — 1:

Mitigation Measure CR — 2:

Mitigation Measure CR — 3:

Mitigation Measure CR — 4:

Prior to commencement of ground disturbing activities, an
Environmentally Sensitive Area boundary shall be
established with exclusion fence consistent with the site
boundary for Site P-09-001829 and P-9-1242/CA-Eld-971H,
Locus A where the site boundary overlies the project area.
The Environmentally Sensitive Boundary for the
northwestern area of P-09-001829 shall be established at
the existing fence line along the project alignment.

Should buried historical or archaeological deposits or
artifacts be inadvertently exposed during the course of
construction activities, work shall immediately cease
within a 100-foot radius of the find and the County of El
Dorado shall be immediately contacted. A qualified
archaeologist shall be retained to document the find,
assess its significance, and recommend further treatment.
Work on the Project Site shall not resume until the
archaeologist has had a reasonable time to conduct an
examination and implement mitigation measures deemed
appropriate and necessary by the County of El Dorado in
consultation with the qualified archaeologist to reduce
impacts to a less than significant level.

If evidence of a paleontological site is uncovered during
grading or other construction activities, work shall be
halted within 100 feet of the find and the County of El
Dorado shall be contacted immediately. A qualified
paleontologist shall be retained to conduct an on-site
evaluation and provide recommendations for removal
and/or preservation. Work on the Project Site shall not
resume until the paleontologist has had a reasonable time
to conduct an examination and implement mitigation
measures deemed appropriate and necessary by the
County of El Dorado in consultation with the qualified
paleontologist to reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

In the event that any human remains or any associated
funerary objects are encountered during Project
construction, all work shall cease within the vicinity of the
discovery and the County of El Dorado shall be
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immediately contacted. In accordance with CEQA (Section
1064.5) and the California Health and Safety Code (Section
7050.5), the El Dorado County coroner shall be contacted
immediately. If the human remains are determined to be
Native American, the coroner will notify the Native
American Heritage Commission, who will notify and
appoint a Most Likely Descendent (MLD). The MLD will
work with a qualified archaeologist to decide the proper
treatment of the human remains and any associated
funerary objects. Construction activities in the immediate
vicinity will not resume until a notice-to-proceed is issued.
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4.6. Geology and Soils

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury or
death, involving:

I Rupture of a known earthquake
fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?

[
[
[
X

1. Strong seismic ground shaking?

1. Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

IV. Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or
the loss of topsoil?

I I
X O O .
I I
X XX

c) Belocated on a geologic unit or soil
that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

[
[
[
X

d) Be located on expansive soil, as
defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), [] [] [] X
creating substantial risks to life or
property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal
systems where sewers are not N N N X
available for the disposal of
wastewater?
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4.6.1. Impact Analysis

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury or death, involving:

. Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?

No Impact. Geological literature indicates that no major active faults delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map transect El Dorado County (Bryant and Hart
2007). Therefore, there would be no impact from strong seismic groundshaking.

Il.  Strong seismic ground shaking?

No Impact. According to mapping prepared by the California Division of Mines and Geology, the
potential for seismic ground shaking hazards within the vicinity of the Project Site is low, and
the Project Site is not located within the vicinity of an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. The
closest Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone is the West Tahoe Fault, located in El Dorado
County 50 miles to the east of the Project Site (Seitz 2016). There are several fault systems
mapped within El Dorado County such as the El Dorado Fault and East Bear Mountain Fault, but
none of these faults are active. Therefore, the Proposed Project is not expected to experience
strong ground shaking, and no impacts related to strong seismic ground shaking are
anticipated.

. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

No Impact. Liquefaction is a loss of soil strength related to seismic ground shaking and is most
commonly associated with soil deposits characterized by water-saturated, well sorted, fine gran
sands and silts. The potential for seismic related ground failure due to liquefaction is low. The
Project Site is not within the vicinity of a fault zone. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated and
no mitigation is required.

V. Landslides?

No Impact. The general topography of the Project Site has been largely influenced by the
construction of the railroad, including areas of major historical cuts through adjacent slopes.
The immediate area adjacent to the railroad is mildly sloping, with a few areas along the central
portion of the Rail Corridor that are moderately sloped with the railroad at the base. Elevations
range from 1,604 feet above mean sea level (MSL) in the southwestern portion of the Project
Site to 1,795 feet above MSL in the northeastern portion of the Project Site. Project-related
grading and excavation activities would require from one to up to four feet of required
excavations. Development of the Proposed Project would occur within an SPTC segment
exhibiting stable banks and slopes. Anticipated ground disturbance would not require
substantial cuts. Therefore, no impacts related to landslides would result from development of
the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.
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b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As shown on Figure 4.6-1, the Proposed
Project is characterized by eight soil units including: Argonaut Gravelly Loam, 2 to 15 Percent
Slopes; Auburn Silt Loam, 2 to 30 Percent Slopes; Auburn Very Rocky Silt Loam, 2 to 30 Percent
Slopes; Boomer Very Rocky Loam, 3 to 30 percent slopes; Diamond Springs Very Fine Sandy
Loam, 9 to 15 Percent Slopes; Placer Diggings; Sobrante Silt Loam, 3 to 15 Percent Slopes; and
Tailings (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016).

Argonaut Gravelly Loam

This soil is well-drained and underlain by metabasic or basic rocks at depth of 20 to 40 inches.
Permeability is very slow. It is undulating to moderately steep on broad ridges from 500 to
1,600 (sometimes up to 2,500) feet in elevation (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016). This soil has
hydric inclusions in alluvial fan remnants.

Auburn Silt Loam Series

Soils included in this series include Auburn silt loam and Auburn very rocky silt loam, 2 to 30
percent slopes. This series consists of soils that are well-drained and underlain by hard
metamorphic rock at depths of 12 to 96 inches. Permeability is moderate. These soils are
undulating to very steep on foothills typically located between 500 to 1,800 feet above MSL
(USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016). There are no hydric inclusions in this soil series.

Boomer Very Rocky Loam

This soil is well-drained and typically adjacent to major drainageways and depth to the parent
rock is of 24 to 40 inches. It is undulating to very steep consisting of hillslopes, ridges and
mountain slopes (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016). There are no hydric inclusions in this soil.

Diamond Springs Very Fine Sandy Loam

This soil is well-drained and formed from metamorphed igneous rocks and underlain by fine-
grained acid igneous rocks at depths of 24 to 50 inches. It is undulating to very steep on uplands
typically located between 1,200 to 2,000 feet above MSL (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016). There
are no hydric inclusions in this soil series.

Placer Diggings

This land type consists of areas of stony, cobbly, and gravelly material, commonly in beds of
creeks and other streams or of areas that have been placer mined and contain enough fine
sand or silt to support some grass for grazing. The material that makes up this land type is a
mixture of rocks and is commonly stratified or poorly sorted with the depth of the soil material
being variable and ranging from six inches to more than five feet (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016).
This land type includes hydric soil inclusions in man-made channels.
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Sobrante Silt Loam

This soil is well-drained and underlain by fine-grained metamorphic rocks at a depth of more
than 22 to 36 inches. It is undulating to hilly and found in the foothills, typically located
between 800 to 1,800 feet above MSL (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016). There are no hydric
inclusions in this soil.

Tailings

This land type consists of cobbly and stony tailings from dredge and hydraulic mining and in
hard rock mine dumps. All the soil matter has either been washed away from hydraulic mining
or has been buried from dredge mining or mine dumps. The depth to the underlying rock is
more than 48 inches (USDA, NRCS 1974 and 2016). This land type has hydric inclusions in
drainageways and depressions.

Conclusion

State regulations pertaining to the management of erosion and sedimentation target the
protection of surface water resources from the effects of land development (such as turbidity
caused by sedimentation), measures included in such regulations and standards also reduce the
potential for erosion and soil loss. Such regulations include, but are not limited to, the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program for management of construction and
municipal stormwater runoff, which is part of the federal Clean Water Act and the State Porter-
Cologne Water Quality Act and is implemented at the State and local level through issuance of
permits and preparation of site-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPP).

Project development would be required to comply with the standards established by the
County of El Dorado’s Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP). Project-related grading
activities would also be subject to the requirements of the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board for filing a Notice of Intent (NOI) to comply with the Construction General Permit
for projects over an acre or for projects that are part of a larger common plan of development
that is over one acre. Notice of Intent applicants are required to develop a SWPPP specifying
individual Best Management Practices (BMPs), as well as, scheduling for regular monitoring and
maintenance of said BMPs for effectiveness.

Project related ground disturbance would have the potential to result in erosion and sediment
loss. However, it is anticipated that compliance with existing enforceable regulatory
requirements applicable to ground-disturbing activities as required by Mitigation Measure BIO-
9.1 identified within the SPTC MP EIR, combined with implementation of Mitigation Measure
GEO-1.2, would reduce potential impacts to less than significant levels.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-9.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would require that the
County comply with applicable NPDES requirements in effect at the time of construction.
Compliance with Mitigation Measure GEO-1.2 would ensure that the trail is monitored for
erosion resulting from long-term trail usage. Impacts are therefore considered less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.
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c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

No Impact. Lateral spreading, a phenomenon associated with liquefaction, subsidence, or other
geologic or soils conditions that could create unstable subsurface conditions are not
anticipated. No impacts related to unstable soils including lateral spreading or collapse resulting
from seismic-induced ground shaking are anticipated due to the distance from an active fault,
the low potential for ground shaking hazards, and overall stable soil conditions in the area.
Subsidence is generally characterized by the gradual settling of the earth’s surface with little or
no horizontal motion, and typically occurs in formations overlaying an aquifer subject to a
gradual and consistently decreasing withdraw of groundwater. The Proposed Project is not
located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable. No impacts are anticipated and no mitigation
is required.

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located in an area of expansive soils and would not expose
people to risk related to expansive soils. Therefore, no impact would result from project
development and no mitigation is required.

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of
wastewater?

No Impact. Project development would not involve septic tank installation or the use of
alternative waste water disposal systems. Therefore, no impact on soils related to the use of
septic tanks would occur. No mitigation is required.

4.6.2. Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-9.1 (see Section 4.4.2) and Mitigation Measure
GEO-1.2 identified within the SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) would reduce potential
impacts geology and soils relevant to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure GEO-1.2: Conduct Long-Term Maintenance of Corridor
Annually, before the start of the rainy season, the County
shall inspect and repair cut slopes and off-trail use areas
within the corridor. Repairs should be targeted at
eliminating improper drainage and areas likely to form
gullies during the rainy season.
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4.7. Greenhouse Gas Emissions
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4.7.1. Impact Analysis

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. Relatively recently, global climate change, also known as global
warming, has been recognized as an important environmental issue. Documented impacts of
climate change include rising sea levels, glacier retreat, shortening of frost seasons, and
increases in precipitation, among other events. Climate change is considered to be heavily
influenced by the rising concentration of greenhouse gases (GHG), primarily atmospheric
carbon dioxide (CO3). Burning of fossil fuels, including oil, natural gas, gasoline, and coal, is a
major contributor to rising GHG levels. Transportation, electric power, and industrial are the
larger major source categories of GHG emissions in California.

GHG emissions are expressed as “million tons of CO; equivalent” per year. One ton is
sometimes referred to as a “metric ton,” and is equal to 2,204.6 pounds.

While CO; is the most common component of GHG, several different compounds are
components of overall GHG. The different compounds contribute to climate change with
varying intensities. The term “CO; equivalent” (CO.e) refers to a weighted composite of these
several compounds, expressed as the equivalent amount of CO,.

Significance Thresholds

The EDCAQMD participated in a joint process with other air districts in the region to develop
CEQA significance thresholds for GHG emissions. The other air districts were the SMAQMD,
Placer County Air Pollution Control District, Feather River Air Quality Management District, and
Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management District. The Board of Directors of the SMAQMD adopted
the GHG thresholds in October 2014 (Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management
District 2016). The EDCAQMD is recommending use of the GHG emissions significance
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thresholds adopted by the SMAQMD (Baughman pers. comm.). The SMAQMD GHG significance
thresholds are applied for the purpose of these analyses.

Project-related GHG emissions will be considered a significant impact if the amount of
emissions exceeds 1,100 metric tons per year of GHG emissions. If project-related GHG
emissions exceed this threshold, measures to reduce or offset the GHG emissions should be
considered. Measures that reduce the amount of GHG emissions to less than the thresholds are
considered to reduce the impact to less than significant levels.

Methodology

GHG emissions associated with construction of the Proposed Project were estimated by
applying version 8.1.0 of the Road Construction Emissions Model (Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District 2016). This model, developed for the SMAQMD, specifically
analyzes emissions associated with construction of roadway improvement projects and other
linear projects such as trails.

Project-specific information (e.g., the linear and spatial size of the project, amount and type of
construction equipment used, and the anticipated schedule for the project) were used in the
Road Construction Emissions Model. These values are presented in the technical appendix of
Appendix C of this document. Other than those values shown in the technical appendix, default
assumptions included in the model were used.

During construction of the Proposed Project, various phases of construction would result in the
use of different groups of equipment, resulting in the generation of different amounts of
emissions during the various construction phases. Air quality analyses for the Proposed Project
assessed construction emissions during various phases of construction. The Road Construction
Emissions Model analyzes each of these phases separately.

As summarized below in Table 4.7-1, construction activities associated with implementation of
the Proposed Project would result in 139.81 MT per year of CO.e emissions. The amount of
construction-related GHG emissions would be less than the 1,100 MT per year significance
threshold. Therefore, this impact is considered less than significant and no mitigation measures
are required.

Table 4.7-1 — Project Estimated Annual Construction Related GHG Emissions

Project Component CO2 emissions (MTCOze)
Trail 105.38
Overcrossing 34.43
Total Construction GHG Emissions 139.81

Source: KD Anderson & Associates 2016.

As presented in Table 4.7-1, annual construction-related GHG emissions associated with
development of the Proposed Project are estimated to total 139.81 MT/yr. CO,e. The SMAQMD
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adopted annual threshold of 1,100 MTCOze is applicable to the construction phase for the
Proposed Project. The Proposed Project’s construction-related emissions would be substantially
below the SMAQMD thresholds of significance for construction phase GHG emissions.
Therefore, the Proposed Project’s construction-related GHG emissions are not expected to
result in a significant impact.

Operational Emissions

Operational emissions related to GHG are generated by mobile and stationary sources,
including day-to-day activities such as vehicle trips to and from a given site, heavy equipment
operation, natural gas combustion from heating mechanisms, landscape maintenance
equipment exhaust, and consumer products (e.g., deodorants, cleaning products, spray paint,
etc.). The Proposed Project would result in minor vehicle trips due to bicycle and pedestrian
users driving to the trail and project-related maintenance. However, offsetting these project-
related trips would reduce the number of vehicle trips as people who would otherwise drive to
the trail, would, instead, use bicycles or walk as a mode of transportation (KD Anderson &
Associates 2016). The Proposed Project is not expected to result in a substantial change in
roadway traffic volumes or capacity, and is not expected to affect long-term operational
emissions. Therefore, the project is considered to have a less than significant impact on long-
term operational GHG emissions and no mitigation measures are required.

Conclusion

Although the Proposed Project would contribute to GHG levels during construction of the
Proposed Project, the contribution to cumulative GHG emissions and global climate change
would be minor and well below established thresholds defined by the region. Therefore, the
Proposed Project’s contribution to global climate change through GHG emission are considered
less than significant.

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

No Impact. On March 25, 2008, the County of El Dorado Board of Supervisors adopted the
Environmental Vision for El Dorado County Resolution No. 29-2008, brought forward by the
Youth Commission. The Resolution sets forth goals and calls for implementation of positive
environmental changes to reduce global impact, improve air quality and reduce dependence on
landfills, promote alternative energies, increase recycling, and encourage local governments to
adopt green and sustainable practices.

Implementation of the Proposed Project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of
any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases. Construction and operation of the Proposed Project would be implemented
consistent with applicable regulatory standards and requirements, including consistency with
all applicable EDCAQMD and SMAQMD rules and thresholds. Therefore, no impact is
anticipated and no mitigation is required.
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4.7.2. Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is warranted.
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4.8.

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
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b)

Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into
the environment?

c)

Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

d)

Be located on a site which is included
on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government
Code § 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

e)

For a project located within an airport
land use plan area or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or a
public use airport, would the Project
result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project
area?

f)

For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project
area?

g)

Impair implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an adopted
emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?
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h) Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including ] ] IZI ]
where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where residences
are intermixed with wildlands?

4.8.1. Impact Analysis

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Proposed Project would involve construction of
approximately 2.2 miles of a Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail, within the SPTC and

a bike/pedestrian overcrossing to connect the El Dorado Trail at its existing terminus just east of
Missouri Flat Road. Some of these activities will involve the use of heavy equipment, which
would contain fuels, oils, lubricant, solvents, and various other possible contaminants. The
transport, storage, and disposal of any hazardous materials associated with project
development would be subject to federal, State, and local regulations.

The County of El Dorado Department of Environmental Management, Hazardous Waste
Division, is approved by the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal-EPA) as the
Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for El Dorado County. As the CUPA the County of El
Dorado Department of Environmental Management, Hazardous Waste Division regulates the
use, storage, and disposal of hazardous materials and is available to respond to hazardous
materials complaints or emergencies, if any, during construction and routine maintenance of
the trail.

The County of El Dorado Department of Environmental Management, Hazardous Waste
Division administers the Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) for any facility handling a
hazardous material or mixture containing a hazardous material to protect public health and the
environment. Businesses that handle/store at least 55 gallons of hazardous liquids, 500 pounds
of hazardous solids, and 200 cubic feet (at standard temperature and pressure) of compressed
gases must complete a HMBP for the safe storage and use of chemicals.

The handling, use, and storage of hazardous materials during construction and routine
maintenance of the trail would be required to be implemented compliant with the County of El
Dorado Department of Environmental Management, Hazardous Waste Division standards.
Therefore, impacts related to the creation of a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials are
considered less than significant and no mitigation is required.
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b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. During construction and maintenance activities associated with
the Proposed Project, the possibility of upset or accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment exists.

The handling, use, and storage of hazardous materials during construction and maintenance of
the trail and overcrossing would be required to be compliant with standards set forth by
current State and federal regulatory standards as well as standards specified by the County of El
Dorado Department of Environmental Management, Hazardous Waste Division. However, if an
accident involving the release of hazardous materials should occur, the County of El Dorado
Department of Environmental Management, Hazardous Waste Division is available to respond
to an emergency relating to hazardous materials. Impacts are therefore considered less than
significant and no mitigation is required.

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. The Project Site is within the Mother Lode
Union School District and El Dorado Union High School District (EDCOE 2017). Herbert Green
Middle School is located approximately 0.35 miles northwest of the Project Site and Union
Mine High School is approximately 0.60 miles east of the Project Site. There are no public or
private schools located within one-quarter mile of the Project Site nor are there any schools
planned to be developed within one-quarter mile of the Project Site because the El Dorado area
is not listed by the El Dorado County General Plan, Public Utilities and Services Element as an
area with high average student yield (El Dorado County 2015c).

Ground-disturbing activities associated with project development would have the potential to
result in the risk of exposure from naturally occurring asbestos (NOA). The Areas More Likely to
Contain Natural Occurrences of Asbestos in Western El Dorado County, California map
(California Department of Conservation 2000) shows areas more likely to contain NOA. Soil-
disturbing construction activity in these areas would result in an elevated risk of encountering
NOA. The western portion of the Project Site crosses the El Dorado Fault, indicating an elevated
risk of the presence of NOA (KD Anderson & Associates 2016).

Naturally occurring asbestos (NOA) is found in many parts of California. The most common type
of asbestos is chrysotile, but other types are also found in California. When rock containing
asbestos is broken or crushed, asbestos fibers may be released and become airborne. Exposure
to asbestos fibers may result in health issues such as lung cancer, mesothelioma (a rare cancer
of the thin membranes lining the lungs, chest and abdominal cavity), and asbestosis (a non-
cancerous lung disease which causes scarring of the lungs). Sources of asbestos emissions
include: unpaved roads or driveways surfaced with ultramafic rock, construction activities in
ultramafic rock deposits, or rock quarrying activities where ultramafic rock is present (KD
Anderson & Associates 2016).
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Ground-disturbing activities within the Project Site would have the potential to result in the risk
of exposure to NOA. Therefore, impacts related to exposing sensitive receptors to hazardous
emissions are considered a less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

On-site sampling of soil at the Project Site would be needed to confirm the presence of NOA.
However, based on information presented in the Areas More Likely to Contain Natural
Occurrences of Asbestos in Western El Dorado County, California Map, this impact is considered
to be potentially significant. Implementation of Mitigation Measures AQ — 2 through AQ — 6
would prohibit the generation of fugitive dust beyond the project limit, and would require the
development of and adherence to an Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan, as well as testing for all
excavated materials and subsequent surface applications of those materials according to CARB
Airborne Toxic Control measures. With implementation of these measures, impacts would be
considered less than significant.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure PHS-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR in addition to project
specific Mitigation Measures AQ — 2 through AQ — 6 would reduce the potential risk from
exposure to NOA, thereby reducing impacts from hazardous emissions and hazardous materials
within one-quarter mile of an existing school to less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code § 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

Less Than Significant Impact. There are no sites within the Proposed Project that are listed in
the State of California Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese List) (CDTSC 2017a). A
Remedial Action Report prepared for the Rail Corridor concluded all sites requiring remediation
have been cleaned up and no follow-up action is needed (Jones and Stokes, Inc. 2000).
However, a recent records search of the California Department of Toxic Substances Control
EnviroStor Database lists five hazardous sites in the vicinity of the Proposed Project: L&P Truck
Dismantlers (09500005), approximately 0.20 miles from the Project Site; Celebrity Plating
(09340001), Celebrity, Inc. (7100346), and Teter’s Auto Wreckers (09500006) approximately
0.30 miles from Project Site; and Foothill Auto Repair (09750002) approximately 0.50 miles
from the Project Site (CDTSC 2017). Celebrity Plating has a cleanup status of “No Further Action
Required,” Celebrity, Inc. has a cleanup status of “No Action Required,” Foothill Auto Repair has
a cleanup status of “Refer: RWQCB,” and L&P Truck Dismantlers and Teter’s Auto Wreckers
both have a cleanup status of “Refer: Other Agency.” The sites identified on the EnviroStor
Database are outside of the Project Site and would therefore not affect project development
and trail users. The Proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or
environment, therefore, impacts are considered less than significant and no mitigation is
required.
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e) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The west slope of El Dorado County operates three public airports: Cameron Airpark
Airport, Georgetown Airport, and Placerville Airport. The Proposed Project is not located within
an airport land use plan area for any of these airports (El Dorado County Transportation
Commission 2017). The Project Site is not located within two miles of any airport and would not
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project vicinity. Therefore, no
impact would result from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in a safety
hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip and would not
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project vicinity. Therefore, no
impact would result from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, an adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

No Impact. The Proposed Project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere
with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, no impact
would result from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland
fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

Less Than Significant Impact. Wildland fires are those fires that pose a threat to the more rural
areas of the County. Wildland fires result from intentional and unintentional human activities as
well as natural processes. The Project Site is located within both moderate and high fire hazard
severity zones as defined by Cal Fire (Cal Fire 2007) and is located within the El Dorado County
Fire District (EDCFD 2017). Fire suppression responsibilities are shared between the El Dorado
County Fire District, Cal Fire, and the U.S. Forest Service (USFS). The Proposed Project is
serviced by Station 28 in Shingle Springs and Station 25 in Placerville which are staffed 24 hours
a day, seven days a week (EDCFD 2017). Cal Fire Station 43 within the Amador — El Dorado Unit
is located just south of the Town of El Dorado (Cal Fire 2017).

As described within Section 3.8, General Trail Guidelines, the SPTC Master Plan includes the
following specifications:

5. Maintenance, vegetation control, and other fire prevention/control actions
would periodically be undertaken within the SPTC.

Maintenance includes those activities necessary to preserve the value of the
SPTC and the infrastructure. This includes those activities related to maintaining
proper drainage. Maintaining assets directly related to private ventures will be
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required of and paid for by the applicable private enterprise. Other maintenance
will be performed by the County on a routine basis. In addition to routine
preventative maintenance, this also includes consistent removal of trash, debris,
and other refuse.

Vegetation within the SPTC will be properly maintained to protect the integrity
of rail and trail infrastructure and to ensure that the corridor will serve as a “fire
break” for fires that are in the immediate vicinity of the corridor.

According to Section 3.8, General Trail Guidelines, the County would implement vegetation
management and other fire control/prevention activities to ensure that activities (or inactivity)
within the corridor do not contribute to wildfires.

The General Trail Guidelines includes provisions established to minimize the risk from wildland
fires. Therefore, project development would not increase exposure of people or structures to a
significant fire risk. Impacts are considered less than significant and no mitigation is required.

4.8.2. Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure PHS-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000)
(see Section 4.3.2) in addition to project specific Mitigation Measures AQ — 2 through AQ — 6
(see Section 4.3.2) identified would reduce potential impacts to air quality to less than
significant levels.
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groundwater table level (e.g., the
production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which
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including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, in a
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4.9.1. Impact Analysis

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Implementation of the Proposed Project
would result in the development of approximately 2.2 miles of Class 1 multi-use bicycle and
pedestrian trail, within the SPTC from northwest of Southern Pacific Railroad milepost 143 to
east of Southern Pacific Railroad Milepost 144, including a 12-foot-wide bike/pedestrian
overcrossing to connect the El Dorado Trail at its existing terminus just east of Missouri Flat
Road. Development of the Proposed Project would not result in any wastewater-generating
uses, nor would construction result in the generation of wastewater. However, project
development would have the potential to result in potential impacts to water quality.

Construction-Related Impacts

Any discharge of pollutants to aquatic resources is unlawful unless the discharge is
implemented in compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit. The Statewide General Construction Permit and the NDPES General Construction
Activity Stormwater Permit (General Permit) are applicable to requiring the preparation and
implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that specifies erosion and
sediment control construction and post-construction BMPs to reduce or eliminate construction-
related and operational impacts on receiving water quality. The SWPPP identifies structural and
non-structural BMPs to uphold water quality and waste discharge requirements.

Chapter 15.14 of the El Dorado County Code establishes the Grading, Erosion, and Sediment
Control Ordinance. A Grading Permit is required for all grading projects in El Dorado County
unless exempt under Section 15.14.140. The grading must also be consistent with Section B of
the Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control chapter of the Grading Design Manual adopted by
the County of El Dorado Board of Supervisors, which relates to water quality. The Grading,
Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance was established to “safeguard life, health, property,
and public welfare; to avoid pollution of watercourses; and to ensure that the intended grading
site is consistent with the E/ Dorado County General Plan, any Specific Plans, the adopted Storm
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Water Management Plan, California Fire Safe Standards, and the California Building Code”
(County of El Dorado 2010).

The County of El Dorado has adopted a Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) to reduce the
discharge of pollutants associated with storm water drainage systems and identify how the
County will comply with the provisions of the NPDES permits (County of El Dorado 2004). The
SWMP outlines program management for permit monitoring and reporting. Additionally, the
SWMP addresses how the County will manage planning, design, and construction projects.

Implementation, monitoring, and maintenance of construction and post-construction BMPs
required to comply with existing enforceable County Ordinances, combined with compliance
with current State and federal regulations and standards relevant to maintaining water quality
objectives, would ensure that project development would not result in substantial erosion or
siltation violating water quality standards and discharge requirements.

For all aquatic features within the Project Site that are determined to be subject to federal
jurisdiction, any fill proposed within aquatic features delineated within the Proposed Project
would be subject to 401 Water Quality Certification. In addition, the discharge of fill into
aquatic features that are not subject to federal jurisdiction would require compliance with the
State Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act through the issuance of waste discharge
requirements (WDRs).

It is anticipated that implementation of both project-specific mitigation measures and those
identified by the SPTC MP EIR, would reduce potential impacts to less than significant levels.

Operational Impacts

Ongoing use by trail users would have the potential to result in areas within the trail alignment
that may exhibit erosion and sediment loss. Potential impacts associated with trail operation
are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Project related ground disturbance would have the potential to result in erosion and sediment
loss. However, it is anticipated that compliance with existing enforceable regulatory standards
and requirements applicable to ground disturbing activities as required by Mitigation Measure
BI0O-9.1 identified within the SPTC MP EIR, combined with implementation of Mitigation
Measure GEO-1.2, would reduce potential impacts to less than significant levels.

Conclusion

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-9.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would require that the
County comply with applicable NPDES requirements in effect at the time of construction.
Compliance with SPTC MP EIR Mitigation Measure GEO-1.2 would ensure that the trail is
monitored for erosion resulting from long-term trail usage. Impacts are therefore considered
less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

No Impact. Project development would not result in an increased demand for or use of
groundwater. The Proposed Project would not substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table. Therefore, no impact related to
substantial depletion of groundwater supplies or interference with groundwater recharge
would result from project development. No mitigation is required.

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Within the Project Site, several
drainages and a ditch segment have been mapped as components of the aquatic resource
delineation. The Proposed Project would require grading within the proposed trail alignment as
well as some areas of cut and fill. Post-construction stormwater management principles would
be incorporated into proposed design, including the integration of berms and swales to
minimize erosion and direct runoff.

Development of the Proposed Project would require ground disturbance within the proposed
trail alignment, including areas of cut and fill. In addition, development of the Proposed Project
would include the introduction of impermeable surfaces within the Rail Corridor with the
potential to increase stormwater runoff volume and velocity. Post-construction stormwater
management principles would be incorporated into proposed design, including the integration
of berms and swales to minimize erosion and direct runoff. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure WR-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would ensure that storm water drainage design
incorporates and complies with County-specified design standards. Therefore, impacts are
considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in flooding on- or off-site?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Within the Project Site, several
drainages and a ditch segment have been mapped. Development of the Proposed Project
would have the potential to result in impacts to these aquatic features. However, these aquatic
features would not be altered in a way that would substantially increase the amount of surface
runoff and result in flooding because these convey a minimal volume of water and are dry
during the summer months when construction is most likely to occur. Development of the
Proposed Project would involve the construction of approximately 2.2 miles of new
impermeable surfaces, which would have the potential to result in an increase in the rate
and/or volume of surface water runoff.
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Development of the Proposed Project would require ground disturbance within the proposed
trail alignment, including areas of cut and fill. In addition, development of the Proposed Project
would include the introduction of impermeable surfaces within the Rail Corridor with the
potential to increase stormwater runoff volume and velocity. Post-construction stormwater
management principles would be incorporated into proposed design, including the integration
of berms and swales to minimize erosion and direct runoff. Implementation of Mitigation
Measure WR-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would ensure that storm water drainage design
incorporates and complies with County-specified design standards minimizing potential storm
water-related impacts. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff?

Less Than Significant Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would involve the
construction of approximately 2.2 miles of new impermeable surfaces, which would have the
potential to result in an increase in the rate and/or volume of surface water runoff. Proposed
improvements would be used by pedestrians and bicyclists and are not anticipated to result in
additional sources of pollutant runoff. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant
and no mitigation is required.

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activities would involve ground disturbance and
would therefore have the potential to result in erosion and sediment loss. Implementation,
monitoring, and maintenance of construction and post-construction BMPs required to comply
with existing enforceable County Ordinances, combined with compliance with current State and
federal regulations and standards relevant to maintaining water quality objectives, would
ensure that project development would not result in substantial erosion or siltation violating
water quality standards and discharge requirements. Construction-related impacts related to
project development are therefore considered less than significant.

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

No Impact. The project alignment is not located within a FEMA-designated 100-year flood
hazard area (Figure 4.9-1). Additionally, the Proposed Project would not involve residential
development and would not place housing in special flood hazard areas. Therefore, no impact
would result from project development and no mitigation is required.
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h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures that would impede or redirect flood
flows?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located within a FEMA-designated 100-year flood hazard area
(Figure 4.9-1). Therefore, no structures would be placed within a FEMA-designated 100-year
flood hazard area that would impede or redirect flood flows and project development would
result in no impact related to impeding or redirecting flood flows within a FEMA-designated
100-year flood hazard area.

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of a failure of a levee or dam?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located within the vicinity of a dam or levee. Therefore,
project development would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury,
or death involving flooding resulting from levee or dam failure. No impact would result from
development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?

No Impact. The Project Site is not located near an ocean coast or enclosed body of water that
could produce a seiche or tsunami, nor is the site located near areas having steep slopes that
would create mudflows. Therefore, no impact would result from project development and no
mitigation is required.

4.9.2. Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-9.1 (see Section 4.4.2), Mitigation Measure GEO-
1.2 (see Section 4.6.2), and Mitigation Measure WR-1.1 identified within the SPTC MP EIR
(Jones & Stokes 2000) would reduce potential impacts to hydrology and water quality relevant
to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure WR-1.1: Prepare Drainage Control Plan and Specifications
During the design phase of each project, the applicant
shall hire an expert to prepare the appropriate drainage
control plan and specifications that satisfies El Dorado
County standards. If applicable to the area included in the
project, damaged or obstructed drainage crossings (i.e.
culverts, pipes) that currently exist along in the corridor
shall be evaluated by the project engineer for capacity and
adequacy to provide drainage flow control. Changes to the
potential for flooding would be minimized through the
engineered design of flow control structure repair and
new construction. The design of new or repaired
infiltration following construction of new trail surfaces.
Damaged or missing culverts and crossings would be
replaced or repaired as necessary. All drainage flow
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control structures would provide adequate capacity to
pass flood flows to natural drainages.
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4.10. Land Use and Planning

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Physically divide an established ] ] ] |X|

community?

b) Conflict with any applicable land use
plan, policy or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to, the
general plan, specific plan, local [] [] [] |Z|
coastal program or zoning ordinance)
adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental
effect?

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat

conservation plan or natural |:| |:| |:| |X|

community conservation plan?

4.10.1. Impact Analysis

a) Physically divide an established community?

No Impact. Proposed improvements would result in the development of 2.2 miles of Class | trail
and a pedestrian overcrossing at Missouri Flat Road to tie into the previously constructed El
Dorado Trail segment east of Missouri Flat Road. Project development would result in the
development of a connecting segment of the El Dorado Trail for use by local community
members as well as trail users within the region. Project development would not physically
divide an established community. No impact would result from development of the Proposed
Project and no mitigation is required.

b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact. The SPTC is a 53-mile segment of the Southern Pacific Railway Corporation’s
Placerville Branch railroad right-of-way (Rail Corridor) from Sacramento to Placerville,
California. The SPTC Joint Powers Authority (SPTC — JPA) is a public entity formed in 1991 for
the purpose of purchasing the SPTC and consists of four-member agencies: the County of El
Dorado, the City of Folsom, the County of Sacramento, and the Sacramento Regional Transit
District, and one Member-at-Large that serves on the SPTC - JPA Board of Directors.

The SPTC — JPA purchased the 53-mile Rail Corridor segment in 1996 for the purpose of
preserving it for transportation uses and coordinating usage and maintenance by the member
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agencies. Upon acquiring the Rail Corridor, the SPTC — JPA and its member agencies entered
into a Reciprocal Use and Funding Agreement (RUFA) to establish the joint rights and
responsibilities for the member agencies with respect to the ownership and use of the Rail
Corridor. The RUFA allocates segments of the Rail Corridor among the SPTC — JPA member
agencies; each member agency has primary usage rights and maintenance responsibility for its
allocation of the Rail Corridor which has been granted through an easement to each member by
the SPTC — JPA. The SPTC — JPA has railbanked® this portion of the Rail Corridor under the Rails
to Trails Act and the corridor remains subject to the jurisdiction of the federal Surface
Transportation Board.

The SPTC —JPA granted an Easement Agreement to the County of El Dorado dated September
6, 1996 allowing use of rail corridor between Milepost 94.3, in Sacramento, California to
Milepost 147.6 in Placerville, California. Existing agreements for trail development are
established within the SPTC. No impact related to conflicts with land use plans, policies, or
regulations would result from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is
required.

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan?

No Impact. There are no Habitat Conservation Plans, Natural Conservation Community Plans, or
other adopted plans applicable to the Proposed Project. Therefore, no impact would result
from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

4.10.2. Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is warranted.

6 Railbanking, as defined by the National Trails System Act, 16 USC § 1247 (d), is a voluntary agreement between a
railroad company and a trail agency to use an out-of-service rail corridor as a trail until a railroad might need the
corridor again for rail service. Because a railbanked corridor is not considered abandoned, it can be sold, leased or
donated to a trail manager without reverting to adjacent landowners (Rails to Trails Conservancy, accessed online
May 24, 2015 - http://www.railstotrails.org/build-trails/trail-building-toolbox/railbanking/).
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4.11. Mineral Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would
be of value to the region and the u u IZI u
residents of the state?

b) Resultin the loss of availability of a
locally important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local [] [] [] |Z|
general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?

4.11.1. Impact Analysis

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?

Less than Significant Impact. According to the Open File Report 2000-03, the County of El
Dorado has approximately eleven permitted commercial mines that operate within El Dorado
County (Busch 2001). According to the Mineral Resources Zone (MRZ) Map (Plate 5) in the
Open File Report 2000-03, the Project Site is located within an MRZ 3a mineral resource area
for gold (Busch 2001). MRZ 3a areas are classified as areas underlain by mineral deposits where
geologic information indicates that significant inferred resources are present (Busch 2001).
However, the Project Site is located within the SPTC Rail Corridor and mineral extraction would
not be permitted. Development of the Proposed Project would therefore not result in the loss
of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region, and impacts to
mineral resources of regional or statewide importance are considered less than significant and
no mitigation is required.

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. As stated in the E/ Dorado County General Plan, Conservation and Open Space
Element, Goal 7.2 provides for the protection of the County’s mineral deposits. Objective 7.2.2
protects important mineral resources from incompatible development and outlines different
General Plan designations that may be compatible with surface mining (County of El Dorado
2015a). The Project Site is not identified as an important Mineral Resource Area by Figure CO-1
in the General Plan and is not located within a mineral resource overlay on the County’s
General Plan land use map (County of El Dorado 2004). The Project Site would therefore not
result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site. Therefore,
there would be no impact to mineral resources as a result of development of the Proposed
Project and no mitigation is required.
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4.11.2. Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is warranted.
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4.12. Noise

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation
of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan [] X [] ]
or noise ordinance or of applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation
of excessive ground borne vibration [] |Z| [] []
or ground borne noise levels?

c) A substantial permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing without D D D |Z|
the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing D IX' D D
without the project?

e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan area or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or a
public use airport, would the project D D D IXI
expose people residing or working in
the project area to excessive noise
levels?

f)  For a project within the vicinity of a
private airstrip, would the project
expose people residing or working in [] [] [] X
the project area to excessive noise
levels?

4.12.1. Impact Analysis

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in
the local general plan or noise ordinance or of applicable standards of other agencies?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Development of the Proposed Project
would involve construction of approximately 2.2 miles of an 8-foot wide paved Class 1 multi-use
bicycle and pedestrian trail, extending approximately 2.2 miles, with 2-foot shoulders on either
side and a bicycle/pedestrian overcrossing. The Proposed Project is located within the
jurisdictional limits of El Dorado County and therefore must meet the noise level standards for
the County.
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The El Dorado County General Plan, Public Health, Safety, and Noise Element has established
Goals and Policies relating to evaluating noise impacts due to construction projects (County of
El Dorado 2015b). The underlying theme in the Public Health, Safety, and Noise Element is to
protect County residents from any noise beyond those levels considered acceptable. The Public
Health, Safely, and Noise Element establishes noise standards and maximum allowable noise
exposure. Policy 6.5.11.11 identifies numerical standards applicable to construction noise levels

affecting various land use types, as follows:

Policy 6.5.1.1 The standards outlined in Tables 6-3, 6-4, and 6-5 shall not apply to those
activities associated with actual construction of a project as long as such
construction occurs between the hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m., Monday through
Friday, and 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. on weekends, and on federally recognized holidays.
Further, the standards outlined in Tables 6-6, 6-4, and 6-5 shall not apply to
public projects to alleviate traffic congestion and safety hazards.

Table 4.12-1 — El Dorado County General Plan Table 6-3 — Maximum Allowable Noise
Exposure for Non-Transportation Noise Sources in Community Regions and Adopted Plan
Areas — Construction Noise

: : : : Noise Level (dB
Land Use Designation? Time Period (dB)
Leq Lmax
7:00 AM —-7:00 PM 55 75
Higher Density Residential (MFR, HDR, MDR) 7:00 PM —10:00 PM 50 65
10:00 PM - 7:00 AM 45 60
_ o 7:00 AM — 7:00 PM 70 90
Commercial and Public Facilities (C, R&D, PF)
7:00 PM —7:00 AM 65 75
Industrial (1) Anytime 80 90

1 Adopted Plan areas should refer to the land use designations that most closely correspond to

the similar General Plan land use designations for similar development.

Table 4.12-2 — El Dorado County General Plan Table 6-4 — Maximum Allowable Noise
Exposure for Non-Transportation Noise Sources in Rural Centers — Construction Noise

. . . . Noise Level (dB

Land Use Designation Time Period (dB)

Leq Lmax
7:00 AM —-7:00 PM 55 75
All Residential (MFR, HDR, MDR) 7:00 PM —10:00 PM 50 65
10:00 PM - 7:00 AM 40 55
Commercial, Recreation, and Public Facilities 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM 65 75
(C, TR, PF) 7:00 PM —7:00 AM 60 70
Industrial (1) Anytime 70 80
7:00 AM —-7:00 PM 55 75

Open Space (0S)

7:00 PM —7:00 AM 50 65
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Table 4.12-3 — El Dorado County General Plan Table 6-5 — Maximum Allowable Noise
Exposure for Non-Transportation Noise Sources in Rural Regions — Construction Noise

Land Use Designation Time Period Mellga Hevel(el2)

Leq Lmax

7:00 AM —-7:00 PM 50 60

All Residential (LDR) 7:00 PM —10:00 PM 45 55
10:00 PM - 7:00 AM 40 50

Commercial, Recreation, and Public Facilities 7:00 AM - 7:00 PM 65 75
(C, TR, PF) 7:00 PM — 7:00 AM 60 70
Rural Land, Natural Resources, Open Space, 7:00 AM —7:00 PM 65 75
and Agricultural Lands (RR, NR, OS, AL) 7:00 PM — 7:00 AM 60 70

The noise environment within the vicinity of the Project Site is primarily defined by traffic noise
emanating from Missouri Flat Road and El Dorado Road, and to a lesser extent noise levels at
the nearest residences to the Project Site. Approximately 30 noise-sensitive receivers
(residences) to the Project Site have been identified. The proximity of these receivers to the
Project Site ranges from 60 to 330 feet (Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016).

It is anticipated that the construction-related noise levels would exceed the applicable County
of El Dorado noise standards for residential uses at some of the closest residences (Bollard
Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016). The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Roadway
Construction Noise Model (RCNM) was utilized to model the various project equipment noise
levels at the nearest noise-sensitive locations. For modeling purposes, the trail extension and
overcrossing project operations were divided into three separate construction phases. Phase 1
represents construction activities that typically take place during the start of construction.
Phase 2 represents construction activities that typically take place during the middle of
construction. As summarized in Table 4.12-4, analysis of the project generated noise levels
indicates that the construction-related noise levels would exceed the applicable County of El
Dorado noise standards for residential uses at some of the closest residences (Bollard
Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016).
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Table 4.12-4 — Summary of Predicted Construction Equipment Noise Levels at Nearest Noise-Sensitive Receivers

. Predicted Noise Levels (dBA)
Distance to
il - Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3
Receiver Project Area . - , - : , . - -
(feet) Trail Extension Overcrossing Trail Extension/ Overcrossing | Trail Extension/ Overcrossing

Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax Leq Lmax

16 60 79 81 100 93 79 77 83 81
100 75 77 95 89 75 73 79 76

150 71 73 92 85 71 69 76 73

22 200 69 71 89 83 69 67 73 70
25 250 67 69 87 81 67 65 71 68
26 300 65 67 86 79 65 63 69 67
24 350 64 66 85 79 64 63 69 66

1 See Attachment A for receiver locations (Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016).

Implementation of Mitigation Measure Noise — 1 through Mitigation Measure Noise — 5 would limit construction hours, require
noise-muffling devices/barriers and/or separation for construction-related equipment, and requires noticing of construction
schedules for residences adjacent to the project alighment prior to commencement of construction minimizing the potential for
noise intrusion to local residents. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground
borne noise levels?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Construction of proposed improvements
may result in vibration and groundborne noise and may have the potential to impact residents
adjacent to the Project Site. Primary sources of groundborne noise are anticipated to result
from the construction of the paved trail and overcrossing, which would involve construction
equipment including, but is not limited to: crane, excavator, jackhammer, grader, front end
loader, concrete mixer, roller, and paver (Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016).

Approximately 30 of the closest noise-sensitive receivers (residences) to the project area were
identified (sensitive receivers within 60 to 330 feet of the project area) as part of the acoustical
analysis conducted by Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. The Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) was utilized to model the various project
equipment noise levels at the nearest noise-sensitive locations. For modeling purposes, the trail
extension and overcrossing project operations were divided into three separate construction
phases. Phase 1 represents construction activities that typically take place during the start of
construction. Phase 2 represents construction activities that typically take place during the
middle of construction. Analysis of the project generated noise levels indicates that the
construction-related noise levels would exceed the applicable County of El Dorado noise
standards for residential uses at some of the closest residences (Bollard Acoustical Consultants,
Inc. 2016). However, implementation of Mitigation Measure Noise — 1 through Mitigation
Measure Noise — 5 would limit construction hours, require noise-muffling devices/barriers
and/or separation for construction-related equipment, and requires noticing of construction
schedules for residences adjacent to the project alignment prior to commencement of
construction minimizing the potential for noise intrusion to local residents. Therefore, impacts
are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

No Impact. The noise environment in the project vicinity is primarily defined by traffic noise
emanating from Missouri Flat Road and El Dorado Road, the local roadway network, and to a
lesser extent by commercial and industrial uses in the vicinity. To quantify existing ambient
noise levels at the nearest residence to the proposed construction area, BAC conducted short-
term noise surveys September 9, 2016 (Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016). Short-term
ambient noise monitoring results are shown in Table 4.12-5.
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Table 4.12-5 — Ambient Noise Monitoring Results Summary

Tlme.of Day | Measured Noise Level (dBA) Noise Monitoring Locations
Time Leg Lmax
9:25 AM 61 70 Missouri Flat Road traffic, birds
9:45 AM 46 58 Birds, industrial noise from nearby building
10:06 AM 42 53 Motorcycle, distant traffic, aircraft
10:29 AM 50 59 Forni Road traffic, barking dogs, aircraft
10:53 AM 45 54 Forni Road traffic, aircraft
11:13 AM 45 60 Blanchard Road traffic, chainsaw
11:36 AM 46 59 Barking dogs, aircraft
11:57 AM 45 59 Aircraft, birds
1:53 PM 42 54 Pleasant Valley Road traffic
2:15PM 50 59 El Dorado Road traffic

1 Noise monitoring locations can be references in Appendix F (Bollard Acoustical Consultants 2016).

Measurement results indicate that ambient conditions in the immediate project vicinity are
typical for semi-rural areas affected by local roadway noise (Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc.
2016).

Long-term operational use of the trail would include use by bicyclists and pedestrians. These
uses currently occur on the existing informal trail within the project alignment and are
consistent with the SPTC Master Plan. No additional noise is anticipated as a result of project
development. No impact would result from the development of the Proposed Project and no
mitigation is required.

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The primary source of temporary increased
ambient noise levels due to development of the Proposed Project would be construction noise,
although construction noise would be temporary and intermittent. Approximately 30 of the
closest noise-sensitive receivers (residences) to the project area were identified as part of the
acoustical analysis conducted by Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. The proximity of the
sensitive receivers to the project area ranges from 60 to 330 feet. The FHWA RCNM was utilized
to model the various project equipment noise levels at the nearest noise-sensitive locations.
For modeling purposes, the trail extension and overcrossing project operations were divided
into three separate construction phases. Phase 1 represents construction activities that
typically take place during the start of construction. Phase 2 represents construction activities
that typically take place during the middle of construction. Analysis of the project generated
noise levels indicates that the construction-related noise levels would exceed the applicable
County of El Dorado noise standards for residential uses at some of the closest residences
(Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. 2016). However, implementation of Mitigation Measure
Noise — 1 through Mitigation Measure Noise — 5 would limit construction hours, require
noise-muffling devices/barriers and/or separation for construction-related equipment, and
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require noticing of construction schedules for residences adjacent to the project alignment
prior to commencement of construction minimizing the potential for noise intrusion to local
residents. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan area or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or a public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The Proposed Project is not located within an airport land use plan area or within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport. Therefore, trail users, as well as people
working on the project would not be exposed to aircraft-related excessive noise levels. No
residences are proposed as a component of the Proposed Project. No impact would result from
development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. There are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the Project Site. Therefore,
neither trail users nor people working in the Project Site would be exposed to any excessive
aircraft-related noise levels. No impact would result from the development of the Proposed
Project and no mitigation is required.

4.12.2. Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measures NOISE — 1 through NOISE — 5 are identified by the analyses within this
IS/MND to reduce potential impacts related to noise to less than significant levels:

Mitigation Measure NOISE — 1: Project construction activities shall be limited to the hours
of 7:00 A.M. and 7:00 P.M. (Monday through Friday), 8:00
A.M. and 5:00 P.M. (weekends), and on federally
recognized holidays. Any exceptions to these hours shall
be evaluated on a case-by-case basis and require approval
by the County of El Dorado.

Mitigation Measure NOISE — 2: All internal combustion engines used for construction shall
be fitted with manufacturer recommended mufflers.

Mitigation Measure NOISE — 3: Residents adjacent to proposed construction activities
shall be given advanced notice of project construction
schedules, and shall be notified that substantial temporary
increases in local noise levels will occur during project
construction.

Mitigation Measure NOISE — 4: Separation between construction staging areas and the
nearest residences shall be maximized.
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Mitigation Measure NOISE — 5: Generators and compressors required during project
construction shall be located as far as possible from
existing residents and, if necessary, shielded from view of
those residences by portable noise barriers.
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4.13. Population and Housing

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Induce substantial population growth
in an area, either directly (e.g., by
proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through O N O X
extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of
existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing D D D IXI
elsewhere?

c) Displace substantial numbers of

people, necessitating the construction |:| |:| |:| |Z|
of replacement housing elsewhere?

4.13.1. Impact Analysis

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (e.g., by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

No Impact. The Proposed Project does not propose any residential or commercial
development. The Proposed Project would not indirectly induce population growth, as no
employment-generating land uses would result from project development, nor would project
development indirectly induce population growth due to the extension of roads or other
infrastructure. Therefore, no impact would result from project development and no mitigation
is required.

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The Proposed Project is located within a 2.2-mile segment of the SPTC. No houses
are present within the SPTC Rail Corridor and project development would therefore not
displace any existing housing units. No impact would result from development of the Proposed
Project and no mitigation is required.

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere?
No Impact. The Proposed Project is located within a 2.2-mile segment of the SPTC Rail Corridor
and project development would not displace any people. No impact would result from
development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.
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4.13.2. Mitigation Measures

No mitigation is warranted.
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4.14. Public Services

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the following public services:

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

c) Schools?

d) Parks?

I
I o= =
I
DD =

e) Other public facilities?

4.14.1. Impact Analysis

Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the following public services:

a) Fire protection?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The Proposed Project is served by
the El Dorado County Fire District. There are currently 15 stations operated by El Dorado
County Fire District throughout the County. The Proposed Project is serviced by Station 28 in
Shingle Springs and Station 25 in Placerville which are staffed 24 hours a day, seven days a
week (EDCFD 2017). Cal Fire Station 43 within the Amador — El Dorado Unit is located just south
of the Town of El Dorado (Cal Fire 2017).

The El Dorado County General Plan, Health and Safety Element contains objectives relating to
fire protection (County of El Dorado 2015b). Goal 6.2.1 pertains to minimizing fire hazards and
risks in urban and wildland areas. Objective 6.2.3 pertains to adequate fire protection and
Objective 6.2.4 pertains to an area-wide fuel management program to reduce fire hazards. The
Project Site is located within both moderate and high fire hazard severity zones as defined by
Cal Fire (Cal Fire 2007).

Development of the Proposed Project would not result in increased population and residential
structures, and a subsequent need for additional fire protection facilities. Development of the
Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in a significant number of additional calls related to
fire services or decreased response times for fire protective services. It is therefore anticipated
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that existing fire protection facilities in El Dorado County would be able to provide fire
protection services for the Proposed Project and maintain acceptable service ratios, response
times, and performance objectives.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures PHS-2.1 and T-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would ensure
that emergency vehicle access is provided. Therefore, impacts to fire protection services are
considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

b) Police protection?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Police protection services within
the vicinity of the Proposed Project are provided by the El Dorado County Sheriff’s Department.
In addition, the El Dorado County General Plan, Services and Utilities Element contains policies
relating to police protection (County of El Dorado 2015c). Under Policy 5.7.3.1, all new
development shall be reviewed by the Sheriff’s Department to determine the ability of the
department to provide protection services. If adequate protection services are not available for
new development then additional equipment, facilities, and adequate access may be
incorporated as conditions for project approval.

The Proposed Project would not involve residential development and would not result in an
increase in population. Trail use would be limited to the hours between dawn and dusk.
Development of the Proposed Project is not anticipated to result in a significant number of
additional calls or decreased response times for police protective services.

Implementation of Mitigation Measures PHS-2.1 and T-1.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would ensure
that emergency vehicle access is provided. Therefore, impacts related to the provision of police
protection services are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

c) Schools?

No Impact. The Proposed Project would involve construction of a multi-use Class | bicycle and
pedestrian trail and bicycle/pedestrian overcrossing within the SPTC Rail Corridor. Residential
areas surrounding the Project Site are served by the Mother Lode Union School District and the
El Dorado Union High School District. The Mother Lode Union School District serves
kindergarten through 8t grade students. The El Dorado Union High School District services 9t
through 12t grade students (EDCOE 2017). Development of the Proposed Project would not
involve residential development and would not result in increased population and the
associated potential need for educational facilities. Therefore, no impact related to school
facilities would result from project development and no mitigation is required.

d) Parks?

No Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would involve construction of approximately
2.2 miles of a multi-use Class | bicycle and pedestrian trail and bicycle/pedestrian overcrossing
within the SPTC Rail Corridor. The Proposed Project would provide additional recreation
opportunities in El Dorado County to meet the needs to the local community and cycling
enthusiasts and trail users within the region. Development of the Proposed Project would not
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involve residential development or employment-generating land uses and would therefore not
result in increased population and demand for recreational facilities. Implementation of the
Proposed Project is expected to provide increased recreational use for pedestrians and
bicyclists. Therefore, there would be no impact related to park facilities resulting from project
development and no mitigation is required.

e) Other public facilities?
No Impact. The Proposed Project would not involve residential development and would not

result in increased population. Therefore, no impact related to other public facilities such as
hospitals or libraries would result from project development and no mitigation is required.

4.14.2. Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measures T-1.1 (see Section 4.16.2) and Mitigation Measure
WR-1.1 identified within the SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) would reduce potential
impacts to public services relevant to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure PHS-2.1: Provide Emergency Vehicle Access
Controlled vehicle access shall be provided to allow
emergency vehicle access to within 0.25 mile of any
developed portion of the corridor.
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4.15. Recreation

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of O N O X
the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities, or
require the construction or expansion
of recreational facilities, which might |:| |Z| |:| |:|
have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

4.15.1. Impact Analysis

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

No Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would result in the construction of
recreational facilities for public access/use and would not increase the use of other recreational
facilities or parks. Therefore, no impact would result from development of the Proposed
Project.

b) Include recreational facilities, or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities, which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed throughout this document,
construction of the Proposed Project would have the potential to result in adverse physical
effects on the environment related to Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Noise,
Public Services, Transportation/ Traffic, and Utilities and Service Systems. However, mitigation
measures are proposed to reduce potentially significant effects resulting from implementation
of the Proposed Project to less than significant levels and impacts are therefore considered less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.

4.15.2. Mitigation Measures

Compliance with mitigation measures for Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Noise,
Public Services, Transportation/ Traffic, and Utilities and Service Systems would reduce
potential impacts to a less than significant level.
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4.16. Transportation/ Traffic

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is
substantial in relation to the existing
traffic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial
increase in either the number of u |Z| u u
vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity
ratio on roads, or congestion at
intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individually or
cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the county |:| |:| |:| |Z|
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

c) Resultin a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or a change in location u u u |Z|
that results in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to
a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or [] |Z| [] []
incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

e) Resultininadequate emergency

access? o |Z| o o
f)  Result in inadequate parking

capacity? D |Z| D D

4.16.1. Impact Analysis

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)?

Less Than Signification with Mitigation Incorporated. According to the E/ Dorado County
General Plan, Circulation Element almost 90 percent of all trips within the County are made by
automobile (County of El Dorado 2016a). The County is comprised of a rural roadway network
with U.S. Highway 50 as the primary transportation corridor running east to west, resulting in
elevated automobile use (County of El Dorado 2016a). The Proposed Project aligns with Goal
TC-4 of the El Dorado County General Plan, Circulation Element to promote alternative modes
of transportation that are safe, continuous, and easily accessible for non-motorized
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transportation by developing direct connection between trail segments separated by a roadway
eliminating the need for trail users to divert from the trail to the nearest signalized intersection.

Policy TC-1w of the El Dorado County General Plan, Circulation Element requires parking
consideration for improvements to existing roads necessitated by new development (County of
El Dorado 2016a). Parking currently exists along Oriental Street at the western end of the
Project Site and within an existing parking lot for trail users east of Missouri Flat Road.
Construction of the overcrossing would necessitate the relocation of the existing parking lot. A
new parking lot is currently proposed as a component of the Diamond Springs Parkway Project,
approximately 0.14 miles southeast of the existing parking lot east of Missouri Flat Road.
Implementation of Mitigation Measure T-2.1 from the SPTC MP EIR would ensure that parking
design incorporates and complies with County-specified design standards.

Development of the Proposed Project would not conflict with any other components of the
circulation system such as existing intersections, streets, highways, freeways, or mass transit.
Project development would not conflict with any existing adopted plans, ordinances, or policies
establishing performance standards. However, project development would be required to
comply with Mitigation Measure T-2.1 from the SPTC MP EIR. Therefore, impacts considered
less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the
county congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

No Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would not result in changes in vehicle
circulation patterns nor would it increase vehicle trips in the project vicinity. The Proposed
Project would not conflict with applicable congestion management programs, plans, or other
established congestion management standards. Therefore, no impact would result from
development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

No Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would not result in a change in air traffic
patterns. Therefore, no impact would result from development of the Proposed Project and no
mitigation is required.

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Development of the Proposed Project
would require two road crossings, one proposed at Forni Road and another at Blanchard Road.
The Forni Road crossing would include a High-Intensity Activated Cross Walk (HAWK) Signal,
and the Blanchard Road crossing would utilize a flashing beacon crossing system. Both crossings
would follow the California MUTCD 2014 design standards, including additional signage and/or
striping to ensure that the design features would not increase hazards.
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Rail crossings are proposed at Oriental Street, and near Blanchard Road and Forni Road. Each
rail crossing would be adequately posted with warning signs and pavement delineations for
both trail users and railroad operators in accordance with Mitigation Measure PHS-4.2 from
the SPTC MP EIR, thereby reducing impacts to hazards due to a design features to less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed trail extension would include
development of an 8-foot wide paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail, extending
approximately 2.2 miles, with 2-foot shoulders on either side and a bicycle/pedestrian
overcrossing. Emergency vehicle access would also be available along multiple road points of
the trail at Oriental Street, Forni Road, and Blanchard Street. Project development would not
involve temporary road or lane closures during construction or operation and no emergency
access routes would be affected by the project. Implementation of Mitigation Measure PHS-2.1
from the SPTC MP EIR would ensure that emergency vehicle access is provided. In addition,
implementation of Mitigation Measure T-1.1 would require the County to develop a Traffic
Safety Plan and Road Improvement Plan to ensure public safety and ensure that construction
activities do not impede emergency access. Therefore, impacts related to emergency access are
considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. Project development would facilitate use
of the SPTC Rail Corridor as an alternative transportation corridor promoting multiple
alternative modes of transportation. The SPTC Master Plan identifies multiple uses for the Rail
Corridor including bicycle and pedestrian trails. Development of the Proposed Project is
therefore consistent with the SPTC Master Plan and E/ Dorado County, General Plan,
Transportation and Circulation Element (County of El Dorado 2016a). Specifically, the Proposed
Project is consistent with Goal TC-4 of the General Plan that promotes alternative
transportation modes that are safe, continuous, and easily accessible. However, development
of the Proposed Project and associated trail use would result in an increased demand for
parking in trail-accessible areas within the SPTC. Implementation of SPTC MP EIR Mitigation
Measure T-2.1 would require the preparation of a parking management plan that assesses
parking demand, assesses current parking availability, and provides plans for provision of
adequate parking to meet the need for trail-related parking. Therefore, impacts associated with
development of the Proposed Project are considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Implementation of Mitigation Measure T-2.1 would require the County to provide a plan for
provision of adequate parking to meet the need for trail-related parking reducing potential
impacts to less than significant levels.
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4.16.2. Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measures PHS-2.1 (see Section 4.14.2) and PHS-4.2, T-1.1, and
T-2.1 identified within the SPTC MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) would reduce potential impacts
to transportation and traffic relevant to the Proposed Project:

Mitigation Measure PHS-4.2:

Mitigation Measure T-1.1:

Implement Safety Trail Measures

Where pedestrian, bicycle, and natural trails cross
roadways along the corridor, the project proponent
[County] shall:

e Provide adequate signage and other warning features,
such as flashing lights or signalized intersection/4-way
stops, along the respective roadways at trail crossings;
and

e Provide crosswalk striping along the roadway.

Prepare and Implement a Construction Management Plan
The applicant shall prepare a construction management
plan (CMP) during the final design state of the project and
implement it during the actual construction phase of the
proposed master plan. The CMP shall include a
comprehensive traffic/transportation plan that would
include the following:

e Traffic Safety Plan: This plan would address the
appropriate vehicle size and speed, travel routes,
detour or lane closure plans, flagperson requirements,
location of turnouts to be constructed, coordination
with law enforcement and fire control agencies,
emergency access to ensure public safety, and need for
traffic and speed limit signs.

e Road Improvement Plan: This plan would identify road
segments, bridges and culverts that need to be
improved and turnout locations that need to be
constructed to accommodate project construction,
maintenance, and operational activities. The plan
would also identify damage caused by construction
vehicles that would need to be repaired.
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Mitigation Measure T-2.1: Prepare and Implement a Parking Assessment
At the time of submittal of individual projects, the
applicant shall prepare a parking management plan that
assesses parking demand, assesses current parking
availability, and provides plans for provision of adequate
parking to meet the need for trail-related parking. The
parking management plan shall be prepared under the
guidance of the County’s Department of Transportation.
This mitigation measure applies to trail projects only.
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4.17. Tribal Cultural Resources

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Would the Project:

a) Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource, defined in
Public Resources Code Section 21074
at either a site, feature, place, cultural
landscape that is geographically
defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and
that is:

I Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

1. A resource determined by the
lead agency, in its discretion and
supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant |:| |Z| |:| |:|
pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1.
In applying the criteria set forth
set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resource Section 5021.1,
the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

4.17.1. Impact Analysis

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 at either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and
scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native
American tribe, 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 in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k), or
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Il.  Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth set
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Section 5021.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. No known tribal resources are present
within the Project Site. In accordance with AB 52, the County of El Dorado sent Formal
Notification to tribes who had requested notification on August 17, 2016. Notification was sent
out via certified mail and email. The United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) and Shingle
Springs Band of Miwok Indians requested a field meeting. A field meeting was scheduled for
Monday, October 24, 2016 and was attended by County of El Dorado staff, Senior Regulatory
Specialist Kyrsten Shields from Foothill Associates, and Marcella Ernest of the UAIC. During the
field meeting, key areas for review were discussed with Ms. Ernest and she was given a tour of
the SPTC Rail Corridor in areas of interest. Ms. Ernest was also taken to the
pedestrian/overcrossing location. In summary, Ms. Ernest noted that there were no project-
related tribal concerns.

Additional tribal coordination efforts were implemented in January 2017 as part of the
procedures required to prepare the Archaeological Survey Report for the Proposed Project.
Initially, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted with a request for a
sacred lands file search. The file search was negative; no Native American cultural resources
were on file within the vicinity of the Proposed Project. The NAHC provided a list of native
American contacts including seven tribal contacts, who were all contacted via written
correspondence and telephone follow-up. UAIC Chairperson Gene Whitehouse expressed
concerns for development in general and requested copies of archaeological reports and
environmental documents. Chairperson Whitehouse also recommended that UAIC tribal
representatives observe and participate in all cultural resource surveys, expressed a desire for
the UAIC preservation committee to set up a meeting or site visit, and recommended tribal
monitors during any ground-disturbing activity.

Although no tribal cultural resources are known to be present within the Project Site, ground-
disturbing activities would have the potential to inadvertently unearth or otherwise disturb
current unknown historical or archaeological resources. Implementation of Mitigation Measure
CR — 2 would require that the County of El Dorado be immediately contacted, and a qualified
archaeologist would be retained to document the find, assess its significance, and recommend
further treatment. Impacts are therefore considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Compliance with Mitigation Measure CR — 2 and Mitigation Measure CR — 4 would reduce
potential impacts to a less than significant level. Compliance with Mitigation Measure CR — 2
would require construction activities to cease in the event of inadvertent discovery of historical
or archaeological resources and would require that the County of El Dorado be immediately
contacted for inadvertent discovery of resources associated with project construction. In the
event of inadvertent discovery of historical or archaeological resources, Mitigation Measure CR
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— 2 would require coordination with County of El Dorado and the project archaeologist to
assist with the proper treatment of discovered resources. Compliance with Mitigation Measure
CR — 4 would require coordination with the El Dorado County Coroner in compliance with
CEQA (Section 1064.5) and the California Health and Safety Code (Section 7050.5), as well as
the Native American Heritage Commission who will notify and appoint a Most Likely
Descendent (MLD), thereby reducing potential impacts to less than significant levels.

4.17.2. Mitigation Measures

Compliance with project-specific Mitigation Measures CR — 2 and Mitigation Measure CR — 4
(see Section 4.5.2) would reduce potential impacts to less than significant levels.
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4.18. Utilities and Service Systems

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
Would the Project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable
Rquional Water Qualit?/pControl u u u |Z|
Board?

b) Require or result in the construction
of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of D D D lZl
which could cause significant
environmental effects?

c) Require or result in the construction
of new storm water drainage facilities
or expansion of existing facilities, the |:| |Z| |:| |:|
construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, [] [] [] X
or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

e) Resultin a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider that
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the [] [] [] X
project’s projected demand, in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

f)  Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate
the project’s solid waste disposal D D IZ D
needs?

g) Comply with federal, state and local
statutes and regulations related to |:| |:| IZI |:|
solid waste?

4.18.1. Impact Analysis
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

No Impact. Implementation of the Proposed Project would result in the development of 2.2
miles of Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail, within the SPTC Rail Corridor from
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northwest of Southern Pacific Railroad milepost 143 to east of Southern Pacific Railroad
Milepost 144, including a 12-foot-wide bike/pedestrian overcrossing to connect the El Dorado
Trail at its existing terminus just east of Missouri Flat Road. The Proposed Project would not
include the construction of any wastewater-generating uses. Therefore, no impact would result
from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

No Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would not increase population in the project
vicinity. Development of the Proposed Project would not result in the need for new or
expanded water or wastewater facilities or the need for expansion of existing facilities.
Therefore, no impact would result from development of the Proposed Project and no
mitigation is required.

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion
of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The construction of new stormwater
facilities or the expansion of existing facilities would not be required. Development of the
Proposed Project would require grading within the proposed trail alignment as well as some
areas of cut and fill. In addition, development of the Proposed Project would include the
introduction of impermeable surfaces within the Rail Corridor with the potential to increase
stormwater runoff volume and velocity. Post-construction stormwater management principles
would be incorporated into proposed design, including the integration of berms and swales to
minimize erosion and direct runoff. Implementation of Mitigation Measure WR-1.1 from the
SPTC MP EIR would ensure that storm water drainage design incorporates and complies with
County-specified design standards minimizing potential storm water-related impacts.
Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

No Impact. Development of the Proposed Project would not result in the need for new or
expanded water supplies. No impact would result from development of the Proposed Project
and no mitigation is required.

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand,
in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

No Impact. The Proposed Project would not generate the need for wastewater treatment
capacity and would not increase population in the project vicinity. Development of the
Proposed Project would not result in the need for new or expanded wastewater facilities. No
impact would result from development of the Proposed Project and no mitigation is required.
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f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs?

Less Than Significant Impact. The Lockwood Landfill, which is in Storey County, Nevada is the
permitted landfill facility handling solid waste disposal for El Dorado County (EDAW, Inc. 2003).
Project construction may generate construction debris. This would not affect landfill capacity
because the amounts would not be substantial and would occur only during the construction
period. Therefore, impacts associated with development of the Proposed Project are
considered less than significant and no mitigation is required.

g) Comply with federal, state and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

Less Than Significant Impact. There are no solid waste disposal sites in El Dorado County
(EDAW, Inc. 2003). Collected solid waste is taken to a Material Recovery Facility/Transfer
Station. The Lockwood Landfill, which is located in Storey County, Nevada is the permitted
landfill facility handling unrecyclable solid waste disposal for El Dorado County (EDAW, Inc.
2003). Project-related construction activities may generate construction debris. However, it is
not anticipated that project-related construction debris would substantially impact landfill
capacity as debris would only be generated during construction and over a short period of time,
and the anticipated overall volume would be minimal in comparison to existing permitting
capacity. Therefore, impacts associated with development of the Proposed Project are
considered less than significant and no mitigation is required.

4.18.2. Mitigation Measures

Implementation of Mitigation Measure WR-1.1 (see Section 4.9.2) identified within the SPTC
MP EIR (Jones & Stokes 2000) would reduce potential impacts to utilities and service systems to
a less than significant level.
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4.19. Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less Than
Significant
Potentially With Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

Does the Project:

a) Have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal [] |Z| [] []
community, reduce the number or
restrict the range of rare or
endangered plants or animals, or
eliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively
considerable? "Cumulatively
considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are
considerable when viewed in o |Z| o o
connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable
future projects.

c) Have environmental effects that will
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or D IZ' D D
indirectly?

4.19.1. Impact Analysis

a) Have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number
or restrict the range of rare or endangered plants or animals, or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Implementation of the Proposed Project
would have the potential to degrade the quality of the existing environment. Potential impacts
have been identified related to Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources, Geology
and Solils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Noise, Public
Services, Recreation, Transportation/ Traffic, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities and
Service Systems. Proposed mitigation measures would reduce the level of all project-related
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impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.

b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? "Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Implementation of the proposed 2.2 miles
of paved Class 1 multi-use bicycle and pedestrian trail and bike/pedestrian overcrossing would
facilitate the development of recreational uses proposed by and pursuant to the standards
established by the SPTC Master Plan.

Project development would facilitate use of the SPTC Rail Corridor as an alternative
transportation corridor promoting multiple alternative modes of transportation. The SPTC
Master Plan identifies multiple uses for the Rail Corridor including bicycle and pedestrian trails.
Development of the Proposed Project is therefore consistent with the SPTC Master Plan and the
El Dorado County General Plan, Transportation and Circulation Element (County of El Dorado
2016a). Specifically, the Proposed Project is consistent with Goal TC-4 of the General Plan that
promotes alternative transportation modes that are safe, continuous, and easily accessible.

Where applicable, this Initial Study, identifies mitigation measures by individual resource area
as relevant to potential environmental impacts resulting from development of the Proposed
Project. Mitigation Measures are proposed to reduce all project-related impacts to less than
significant levels; therefore, impacts are considered less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

c) Have environmental effects that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings,
either directly or indirectly?

Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated. Implementation of the Proposed Project
would have the potential to result in substantial adverse effect on human beings. Potential
impacts have been identified related to Air Quality, Biological Resources, Cultural Resources,
Geology and Soils, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Noise,
Public Services, Recreation, Transportation/ Traffic, Tribal Cultural Resources, and Utilities
and Service Systems. Proposed mitigation measures would reduce the level of all project-
related impacts to less than significant levels. Therefore, impacts are considered less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.
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Appendix B — Visual Impact Assessment El Dorado Trail Extension —
Missouri Flat Road to the Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat Road
Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing Project, February 9, 2017
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Appendix C — El Dorado Trail Project Air Quality Study,
November 29, 2016
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Appendix D — El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the
Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian
Overcrossing Project, Natural Environmental Study, July 2017
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Appendix E— El Dorado Trail Extension — Missouri Flat Road to the
Town of El Dorado and Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian
Overcrossing Project Oak Woodland Analysis, June 22, 2017
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Appendix F — Construction Noise Analysis El Dorado Trail Extension &
Missouri Flat Road Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing, El Dorado County,
California, November 10, 2016
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