U.S. 50/Ponderosa Rd/So. Shingle Rd Interchange
Improvements Project

Comments and Responses to Comments on the
Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI

This document lists the comments received on the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI, provides copies of the
individual comments, and responds in turn to each comment related to environmental issues. The
County has prepared master responses to address the most frequently raised issues. When an
individual comment raises an issue discussed in a master response, the response to that individual
comment will cross-reference to the appropriate master response (e.g., “see Master Response 1”).

The Master Responses address the following topics:
e Master Response 1: Public Concerns Regarding Access to Local Businesses

e Master Response 2: Public Concerns Regarding Safety, Congestion, and Circulation

Comments Received

During the 60-day public comment period for the Draft [IS/MND-EA/FONSI (January 26, 2018 to
March 26, 2018), 23 comment letters were received. Each letter was placed into one of four
categories (Agencies, Tribal Organization, Other Organizations, and Individuals) and given a unique
number, as listed in Table 2-1 below.

Additionally, a Public Informational Workshop was conducted on February 21, 2018 and public
comment was taken at the meeting using comment cards. 17 comment cards were received. Each
comment card was placed into the Comment Cards category and given a unique number, as listed in
Table 2-1 below.

Table 2-1. Comment Letters Received on the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI

Comment Letter Number  Name of Commenter Date of Letter

Agencies

A-1 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 02/16/2018

A-2 Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State 02/26/2018
Clearinghouse and Planning Unit

A-3 El Dorado County Historical Society 03/09/2018

Tribal Organization

T-1 United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria 02/08/2018
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Comment Letter Number  Name of Commenter Date of Letter

Other Organizations

0-1 Durock Center 02/11/2018
0-2 Doran Enterprises LLC (Comments withdrawn) 03/05/2018
0-3 Smith Engineering and Management (Comments withdrawn)  03/22/2018
0-4 Shingle Springs Alliance 03/26/2018
0-5 Marsha A. Burch Attorney at Law (Comments withdrawn) 03/26/2018
Individuals

I-1 Phil Glatz 01/29/2018
I-2 Teddy McGraw (Response from Bane) 02/06/2018
I-3 Mike Bean 02/06/2018
I-4 Roy E. Jones, Jr. and Diana A. Jones 02/09/2018
I-5 Gary Baldock 02/14/2018
I-6 Dr. Jonathan M. Nielson, PhD 02/28/2018
I-7 Rebecca Perry 03/14/2018
I-8 Andy and Laura Nevis (Comments withdrawn) 03/17/2018
I-9 Emmapreet Bal (Comments withdrawn) 03/21/2018
I-10 Nick Azevedo 03/21/2018
I-11 Beenie Bal (Comments withdrawn) 03/21/2018
[-12 Teddy McGraw 03/23/2018
[-13 James Doran (Comments withdrawn) 03/23/2018
I-14 Tim Costello (Comments withdrawn) 03/25/2018
Comment Cards

C-1 Barbara Todd 02/21/2018
C-2 David Thomas (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-3 James Doran (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-4 Ryan Waggoner 02/21/2018
C-5 Michael Doran (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-6 Jenny Montivo 02/21/2018
C-7 Kelly Rains (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-8 Fred Wren (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-9 Robin DeBruler (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-10 Tristy North (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-11 Haeyinder Singh (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-12 Natalie Fletterick 02/21/2018
C-13 Manbir Singh (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-14 Soung Kim (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-15 Bhupinder Bal (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-16 Michelle Cooper (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-17 Alma Zildzo (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-18 Robin Rush (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-19 Natalie Rush (Comments withdrawn) 02/21/2018
C-20 Unknown Author 02/21/2018
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Master Responses

Comment letters from three public agencies were received (see Table 2-1 at the beginning of this
chapter). A copy of each letter and responses to the provided comments follow this page.

Master Response 1.

Public Concern Regarding Access to Local Businesses

Many comments were received expressing concern regarding access to the Gold Harvest Market
Center and related impacts to businesses. While the economic impact to businesses is not an
environmental impact, the County worked with local business owners and the public to address the
concerns, which was ultimately memorialized in a memorandum of understanding (MOU). As part of
the MOU, DOT sought and obtained approval from Caltrans for a design modification to address
access concerns. The project design has been revised to provide full turning movements (Right and
Left turns for both access and egress) to the easterly driveway of the Gold Harvest Market Center.

Master Response 2.

Public Concern Regarding Safety, Congestion, and Circulation

Several comments were received expressing concern regarding traffic congestion, circulation and
safe access and egress to businesses, residents and other facilities. The project Traffic Study and
subsequent updates were prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer, consistent with the
Transportation Research Board’s Highway Capacity Manual and Highway Capacity Software (HCS),
Synchro/Sim Traffic microscopic simulation software, and the El Dorado County General Plan travel
demand model. These documents summarize a comprehensive traffic analysis of the project area,
the results of which are included in the Draft Project Study Report / Project Report. Individual
comments regarding specific concerns and locations have been noted by staff, and further detailed
analysis will be included in the final design process.

The project final design documents will be prepared by and reviewed by licensed Civil Engineers to
assure applicable safety standards are met.
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Comments and Responses—Agencies

Comment letters from three public agencies were received (see Table 2-1 at the beginning of this
chapter). A copy of each of the letters and responses to the provided comments follow this page.
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Comment Letter A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
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Response to A-1, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board,
February 16, 2018

A-1-1: This comment is a summary of purpose of Regional Water Quality Control Board. No change
to the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI is necessary.

A-1-2: This comment is a summary of standard permit requirements that are not project specific
and is not a comment on the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI. No change to the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI is
necessary.
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Comment Letter A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse and Planning
Unit
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Response to A-2, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State
Clearinghouse and Planning Unit, February 26, 2018

A-2-1: This comment is a summary of purpose of State Clearinghouse and process of review under
California Public Resources Code Section 21104(c). No change to the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI is

necessary.
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Comment Letter A-3, El Dorado County Historical Society
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Response to A-3, El Dorado County Historical Society, March 9, 2018

A-3-1: The comment summarizes El Dorado County Historical Society’s member reviewers
understanding of culturally sensitive sites within the project limits. No response is necessary.

A-3-2: The comment states that an accurate site survey was not performed when US 50 was
constructed and expresses the needs for thorough archaeological ground and record surveys be
conducted within the project limits. Efforts to identify cultural resources impacted by the project
were first conducted in 2008 and consisted of establishing an Area of Potential Effect (APE),
conducting archival research, consulting with Native American tribes and organizations, consulting
with historical societies, and conducting a pedestrian field survey. These cultural resource
identification efforts and results were documented in a 2008 Historic Property Survey Report
(HPSR) and 2008 Archaeological Survey Report (ASR). Additional consultation and supplemental
review of site records and reports were conducted in 2015 to ascertain whether additional cultural
resources had been identified since the 2008 cultural resource investigations. A supplemental HPSR
was prepared and approved in 2016. The 2015/16 Supplemental HPSR did not identify any
previously unkown cultural resources within the Archaeological APE. AB 52 requires that any
information submitted by a California Native American Tribe or other Tribal resource, shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by any public agency.

Cultural resource identification efforts did not identify any National Register eligible historic
properties, California Register eligible historic resources, or TCRs within the projects APE. Based on
these results, it is unlikely that the proposed project will impact cultural resources or tribal cultural
resources, however, minimization measures (CR-1 through CR-3) shall be implemented to minimize
impacts to cultural or tribal cultural resources discovered during construction of the project. No
change to the Draft IS-MDN/EA-FONSI is necessary.
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Comments and Responses—Tribal Organization

A comment letter from one Tribal organization was received (see Table 2-1 at the beginning of this
chapter). A copy of the letters and responses to the provided comments follow this page.
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Comment Letter T-1, United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
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Response to T-1, United Auburn Indian Community (UAIC) of the Auburn
Rancheria, February 8, 2018

T-1-1: This comment is a statement that this project is within the Tribe’s aboriginal territory, that
the Tribe has concerns about development within this area, and that they would like to consult on
the project. In 2015 a Supplemental HPSR/ASR was prepared to document efforts to identify
supplemental cultural resource identification efforts and Native American consultation efforts,
including consultation between the County and UAIC 2015 and 2016. At that time UAIC inquired as
to whether any cultural resources were identified. Dokken Engineering sent a reply email stating
that no Native American resources had been discovered but several historic era resources had been
identified. UAIC responded stating they would like to continue receiving information on the project.
Since 2015 no additional cultural information has been obtained by any Tribe or other information
resource on the project. No change to the Draft IS-MND/EA-FONSI is necessary.

T-1-2: This comment is a standard initial request for copies of all cultural and tribal studies and
environmental documents in anticipation of consultation. The comment also requests that tribal
representatives observe and participate in cultural resource surveys. However, all studies have
already been sent to the tribes and consultation has already occurred, as outlined in the IS-
MND/EA-FONSI. No change to the IS-MND/EA-FONSI is necessary.

T-1-3: This comment is a request to set up a meeting or site visit and begin consultation on the
project, and requests that a tribal monitor be present at any ground disturbing activities.
Consultation on the project has already occurred in 2015 and the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok
Indians was identified as the consultation lead on the project as outlined in the IS-MND/EA-FONSI.
Through consultation with the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, requests were made to have
a tribal monitor present during ground disturbing activities, and for a monitoring plan.
Minimization measure CR-3 has been incorporated to ensure that the County will continue
coordination with the Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians throughout project duration and that
they will have the opportunity to provide tribal monitoring during construction. No change to the
IS-MND/EA-FONSI is necessary
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Comments and Responses—Other Organizations

Comment letters from five non-governmental organizations were received (see Table 2-1 at the
beginning of this chapter). A copy of each of the letters and responses to the provided comments
follow this page.
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Comment Letter O-1, Durock Center
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Comment Letter O-1, Durock Center
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Response to O-1, Durock Center, February 11, 2018
0-1-1: Comment noted.
0-1-2: Comment noted.

0-1-3 & 4: The County recognizes the need to acquire right-of-way from multiple parcels, as
discussed in section 2.1.3 (Community Impacts). Further discussion of the right-of-way acquisition
process and property owner / business relocation rights is included in Appendix B (Title VI Policy
Act) and Appendix C (Summary of Relocation and Benefits and Relocation Impact Memorandum).

The right-of-way acquisition process requires property owners from whom right-of-way is needed,
be informed of the process and provided fair and just compensation for impacts to their property.
Impacts related to signing, parking and other right-of-way related issues will be addressed through
above described formalized process. While Appendix B and C reference Caltrans, the County will be
the lead agency for right-of-way acquisitions for this project and will follow the same principles and
procedures.

0-1-5: Noise related impacts to residents and businesses have been evaluated and discussion of
this issue is included in Section 2.2.7 “Noise” of the Draft ISMD/EA (Pages 107-108). Where
noise related impacts are identified, mitigation measure NOI-4 will be implemented. This will
include the use of rubberized asphalt or open-grade asphalt on Durock Road to reduce road
noise related impacts to a less than significant level, consistent with the El Dorado County
General Plan, Noise Ordinance. Please see Table 24 (page 111), Figured 13 (page 113) and
Table 26 (page 114) for reference.

0-1-6: Comment noted. Please see Master Response 2

0-1-7: Comment noted.
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Comment Letter 0-4, Shingle Springs Alliance
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Comment Letter 0-4, Shingle Springs Alliance
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Comment Letter 0-4, Shingle Springs Alliance
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Comment Letter 0-4, Shingle Springs Alliance
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Response to 0-4, Shingle Springs Alliance, March 26, 2018

0-4-1: The commenter expresses thanks for opportunity to comment and appreciation of the safety
aspects of the new overpass, including several project components. Comment noted. No response is
necessary.

0-4-2: Please see Master Response 1.
0-4-3: Please see Master Response 1.
0-4-4: Please see Master Response 1.
0-4-5: Please see Master Response 1.

0-4-6: The Motherlode Drive / Sunset Lane intersection was analyzed for traffic volumes and
movements. The intersection will operate at acceptable levels of service under each of the three
Build Alternatives. Please see Traffic Study (page 2, table ES-1, intersection #6). Please see Master
Response 2.

0-4-7: Please see Master Response 1.
0-4-8: Please see Master Response 2.

0-4-9 through 0-4-11: The commenter is expressing concerns about the project’s consistency
with the Shingle Springs community design standards which are under development and have not
yet been adopted, and concerns that that project’s design elements remain consistent with the
community. The project cannot be evaluated at this time against design standards that have been
completed or adopted. However, there will be opportunities for additional public input regarding
final design and aesthetic treatments of the proposed interchange throughout the final design
process. Further, the new external treatments, such as texture and paint color, will match the theme
of new interchanges within the El Dorado County U.S. 50 corridor, specifically, the El Dorado Hills
Boulevard Interchange and the Missouri Flat Road Interchange. These changes are considered
consistent with the existing character of the area.

0-4-12 and 0-4-13: The portion of U.S. 50 east of the South Shingle Road/Ponderosa Road
interchange and west of Greenstone Road, looking east toward the Crystal Range, was identified as a
scenic viewpoint in Table 5.3-1 and Exhibit 5.3-1 of the El Dorado County General Plan Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). General Plan Goal 2.6 seeks to protect and improve scenic
values along designated scenic road corridors. General Plan Policy 2.6.1.1 requires that a Scenic
Corridor Ordinance be prepared and adopted establishing standards for the protection of identified
scenic local roads and State Highways. Also, General Plan Policy 2.6.1.2 states “Until such time as
the Scenic Corridor Ordinance is adopted, the County shall review all projects within designated
State Scenic Highway corridors for compliance with State criteria.” The portion of U.S. 50 inside the
project area is not an officially designated scenic highway and is located just west of the portion of
U.S. 50 identified as a scenic viewpoint within the DEIR.

As stated in Section 2.1.6 of the Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI, “completion of the proposed project will
introduce a permanent physical change through construction of a 5-lane overcrossing to replace the
existing 3-lane structure, exposing travelers to altered external bridge treatments.” The proposed
interchange improvements would not increase the height of the interchange structure significantly.
Therefore, the proposed project would not deteriorate the existing eastbound U.S. 50 view of the
Crystal Range near the crest of the highway. Further, Section 2.1.6 states “viewer exposure will be
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brief and peripheral due to high travel speeds. Resident commuters may notice a new overcrossing;
however, it will be of similar construction to the existing structure. Further, the new external
treatments, such as texture and paint color, will match the theme of new interchanges within the El
Dorado County U.S. 50 corridor, specifically, the El Dorado Hills Boulevard Interchange and the
Missouri Flat Road Interchange. These changes are considered consistent with the existing character
of the area and therefore impacts are less than significant.”

The proposed interchange fencing, lighting, and signage would be regulated by Caltrans standards
and specifications. The existing billboards east of the project site are not a part of this project. The
Comments are noted.

0-4-14: The proposed interchange improvements accommodate planned growth in the area as it is
currently anticipated within the County’s General Plan based on the General Plan Land Use Diagram.
The proposed interchange improvements do not address planned/future growth within the project
area above what is anticipated in the General Plan, thus is not considered growth inducing.
Approval of any developments would require an analysis for consistency with the General Plan, and
any project with proposed amendments to the General Plan would in turn require additional traffic
impact analysis to demonstrate how the projects would mitigate impacts resulting from growth that
is higher than what is currently anticipated in the General Plan.

0-4-15: Comment noted. The County recognizes the need to acquire right-of-way from multiple
parcels, as discussed in section 2.1.3 (Community Impacts). Further discussion of the right-of-way
acquisition process and property owner / business relocation rights is included in Appendix B (Title
VI Policy Act) and Appendix C (Summary of Relocation and Benefits and Relocation Impact
Memorandum).

The right-of-way acquisition process requires property owners from whom right-of-way is needed
be informed of the process and provided fair and just compensation for impacts to their property.
Impacts related to business, possible relocation, and other right-of-way related issues will be
addressed through above described formalized process. While Appendix B and C reference Caltrans,
the County will be the lead agency for right-of-way acquisitions for this project and will follow the
same principals and procedures.
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Comments and Responses—Individuals

Comment letters from 14 individuals were received (see Table 2-1 at the beginning of this chapter).
A copy of each of the letters and responses to the provided comments follow this page.
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Comment Letter I-1, Phil Glatz
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Comment Letter I-1, Phil Glatz
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Response to I-1, Phil Glats, January 29, 2018

I-1-1: The commenter requested web access to additional information on the project. County
responded via email on January 30, 2018.
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Comment Letter I-2, Teddy McGraw
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Response to I-2, Teddy McGraw (Response from A. Bane), February 6, 2018

I-2-1: See email response from Staff to oral comment. .
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Comment Letter I-3, Mike Bean
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Comment Letter I-3, Mike Bean
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Response to I-3, Mike Bean, February 6, 2018
I-3-1: Comment noted. The County responded by email on February 6, 2018.

I-3-2: Comment noted. The County responded by email on February 6, 2018.
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Comment Letter I-4, Roy E. Jones, Jr. and Diana A. Jones
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Response to I-4, Roy E. Jones, Jr. and Diana A. Jones, February 9, 2018

I-4-1: This comment expresses support for the project but does not address the adequacy of the
environmental analysis. No further response to the comment is necessary.
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Comment Letter I-5, Gary Baldock
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Comment Letter I-5, Gary Baldock
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Response to I-5 Gary Baldock, February 14, 2018
I-5-1: Comment noted.

I-5-2: Comment noted.
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Comment Letter 1-6, Dr. Jonathan M. Nielson, PhD
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Response to I-6, Dr. Jonathan M. Nielson, PhD, February 28, 2018

I-6-1: Comment noted.
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Comment Letter I-7, Rebecca Perry
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Comment Letter I-7, Rebecca Perry
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Response to I-7, Rebecca Perry, March 14, 2018

I-7-1: Comments noted. Please see Master Responses 1 & 2.

Comments and Responses to Comments on the October 2018
Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI 57

19-1516 B 57 of 71



El Dorado County U.S. 50/Ponderosa Rd/So. Shingle Rd Interchange
Department of Transportation Improvements Project

Comment Letter I-12, Teddy McGraw
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Comment Letter I-12, Teddy McGraw
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Response to I-12, Teddy McGraw, March 23, 2018
I-12-1: Comment noted.
I-12-2: Comment noted.
I-12-3: Comment noted.

I-12-4: Comment noted.
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Comments and Responses—Comment Cards

A Public Informational Workshop was conducted on February 21, 2018 and public comment was
taken at the meeting using comment cards. Comment cards from 17 individuals were received (see
Table 2-1 at the beginning of this chapter). A copy of each of the comment cards and responses to
the provided comments follow this page.
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Comment Card C-1, Barbara Todd
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Response to C-1, Barbara Todd, February 21, 2018

C-1-1: Please see Master Response 2.

Comments and Responses to Comments on the October 2018
Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI 63

19-1516 B 63 of 71



El Dorado County U.S. 50/Ponderosa Rd/So. Shingle Rd Interchange
Department of Transportation Improvements Project

Comment Letter C-4, Ryan Waggoner
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Response to C-4, Ryan Waggoner, February 21, 2018
C-4-1: Please see Master Response 2.

C-4-2: Please see Master Response 1.
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Comment Letter C-6, Jenny Montivo
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Response to C-6 Jenny Montivo, February 21, 2018

C-6-1: Comments are noted and will be shared with Caltrans for consideration of reviewing the
traffic signal timing throughout the existing interchange.
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Comment Letter C-12, Natalie Fletterick
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Response to C-12 Natalie Fletterick, February 21, 2018

C-12-1: Comment noted.
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Comment Letter C-20, Unknown Author

Comments and Responses to Comments on the October 2018
Draft IS/MND-EA/FONSI 70

19-1516 B 70 of 71




El Dorado County U.S. 50/Ponderosa Rd/So. Shingle Rd Interchange
Department of Transportation Improvements Project

Response to C-20 Unknown Author, February 21, 2018

C-20-1: Please see Master Response 1.
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