
Comments Received at the January 15, 2004 Draft EA/EIR 
Public Hearing 

Elna Norman:  I favor the No-Project Alternative as I believe the project should not go 
forward until after the General Plan Update.  I am not certain that habitat 
mitigation and restoration truly addresses all the environmental impact 
concerns.  The problem with the California Environmental Quality Act is 
that would-be developers can get around it by giving lip service to 
mitigation.  I do not believe that going forward is a priority when funds 
are short at every level of government.  It does not make sense to generate 
funds to build this project through further development along Missouri 
Flat which only increases the need for more capacity.   

   
Bob Smart:   On page 3-20, the environmental document states that there are no 

neighborhoods or communities in the project area and that the area is 
characterized by 5–10 acre lots.  This area has a community with churches 
and schools.  People who live in this community were missed as a part of 
this process.  Let’s bring the people back into this process. 

 
Bob Smart:   We need a protected north-south corridor where our community and 

children can walk back and forth to get an ice-cream at Jack in the Box 
and walk safely to school.  One way to achieve this objective is to have 
grade-separated crossings across Highway 50. This approach has been 
taken in many communities, including Davis. 

 
Bob Smart:   Regarding the proposed bike lanes that will be tucked along side two lanes 

of traffic, it won’t be safe for bicyclists to merge with traffic.  Bicycle 
safety does not improve with the proposed project.  This project does not 
facilitate residents in Diamond Springs and El Dorado being able to walk 
about their communities and across this freeway. 

 
Bob Smart:   We would like to see two lanes of bridges or pathways on the Weber 

Creek bridges so that people in Placerville could travel to the project area.  
Placerville wasn’t even considered in the document.  The CHP will say 
that they don’t want to mix pedestrians and bicyclists on Highway 50, but 
look at the Golden Gate Bridge where people walk and ride bikes 
alongside traffic.  On Interstate 80 towards Davis, you’ll also find bikes.  

 
A traffic jam currently exists at the Missouri Flat Road/Forni Road 
intersection.  Back in 1977, you could walk down Missouri Flat Road 
safely.  Let’s not miss this opportunity to recreate this situation again.   

 
Bob Smart:   You should look at the Caltrans’ DD-64 document that says to design 

facilities so that people can move through areas.  FHWA has guidelines 
for integrating pedestrians and bicyclists in an area.   
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Eileen Crim:  I am dismayed that you say that there are no existing operational 

deficiencies for walkers and bicyclists and people with disabilities.  We 
could do much better.  What we have now is zero.  What you’re giving us 
is better than what we have, but we think you can do better. 

 
We live in an interesting historic and scenic area, and we want to protect 
those values.  The Lincoln Highway parallels this project, and this would 
be a wonderful opportunity to use it as possibly as a Class I multi-purpose 
trail for the people in El Dorado County.  We also need to connect 
north/south.  We have schools on this side of the freeway and on the other 
side of the freeway, and we need to be able to get between the two. 

 
Bill Crim:   The project does not provide the infrastructure to encourage people to 

walk.  We need to provide facilities so people and children can walk, an 
activity that promotes good health.  Right now, there are two choices for 
non-motorized modes to travel to Placerville Drive from Missouri Flat 
Road.  One can either travel over Green Valley Road down into the 
canyon and back up again, or take the old bridge that cuts by the school.  
The former route is not safe for pedestrians and bicyclists, and the latter 
route is far.  Why not consider putting a Class I walkway on the Weber 
Creek bridges like they have done in so many other places.  It would cost a 
reasonable amount.   Low-income people, children, and others would use 
such a path. 

 
Art Marianaccio:   The environmental document has one significant problem and that is the 

assumption that the Phase 1 project would be suitable until year 2025, and 
that no further commercial or industrial development would occur within 
the Missouri Flat corridor during that timeframe; this is not a reasonable 
assumption.  One of commitments made by the Board of Supervisors is 
that all four equal-weight general plan alternatives contain the same 
Missouri Flat Master Circulation and Funding Plan land use designations.  
By making the designations consistent, there could not be an argument 
that the general plan could affect the outcome of this area.  The 
environmental document needs a statement that the build out of the region 
will be determined when the Phase 2 improvements are needed, and the 
environmental document isn’t dependent on whether the improvements are 
needed in 2020 or 2040. 

 
Art Marianaccio:   As far as bicycles are concerned, the County and the El Dorado County 

Transportation Commission spent a lot of money acquiring the Southern 
Pacific right-of-way to be the backbone of our trail system and bike trail 
from Placerville to Missouri Flat to Shingle Springs.  This system would 
cost less than trying to put a walkway across the Weber Creek bridges. 
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Art Marianaccio:   The general plan identifies many segments of Missouri Flat Road as 
having level of service F.  Some improvements have already improved this 
level of service.  The document needs to reflect the fact that these sections 
will degrade again to level of service F prior to being able to fund future 
improvements.    

 
Other projects such as Sundance that have been withdrawn are going to 
come back in some form, and they will generate traffic.  This process 
needs to be sufficiently flexible in order to accommodate these needs.  I 
am concerned that the discussion reflects the possibility that there is not 
going to be a significant amount of commercial and industrial 
development in this corridor that will necessitate the Phase 2 
improvements more quickly than indicated. 

 
Joe Cochran: I would like to see the proposed project incorporate some way for 

bicyclists to go from Missouri Flat area to Placerville over the Weber 
Creek bridge.  Right now, a bicyclist can use the railroad right-of-way, 
Forni Road, or Green Valley Road to travel from the Missouri Flat area to 
Placerville.  All of these alternatives are not convenient for commuters 
since they are congested, steep, unsafe, and/or involve a long distance.  In 
talking to other bicyclists, they have indicated that they would leave their 
vehicles home to go to work in Placerville if there was a way to go over 
Weber Creek. 

 
Bud Veirs: Why can’t California red-legged frogs be raised like the California 

Department of Fish and Game does with trout?   
 
Bud Veirs: I have never seen a blue oak in the canyon.  Blue oaks grow on south 

slopes in shallow soils in arid country.   
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-----Original Message----- 
From: Jason Crow [mailto:JCrow@sacog.org] 
Sent: Friday, January 02, 2004 11:13 AM 
To: kpayne@co.el-dorado.ca.us; ldiamond@co.el-dorado.ca.us 
Subject: Missouri Flat Draft EIR 
 
 
Liz and Kris, 
I have a comment on the draft EIR for the Missouri Flat Interchange:  
one page S-2 of the Summary, the third bullet says, "The Phase 2  
improvements are added to a future MTP and MTIP if federal funds are  
to be used to build these improvements" The last phrase "if federal  
funds are to be used..." should be deleted.  For a project of this  
size and scope, it would still have to be included in the MTP and MTIP  
regardless of the source of funds. Thanks for the opportunity to  
comment on this document. Let me know if you have any questions about  
this. 
 
Jason Crow 
Sacramento Area Council of Governments 
(916) 340-6219 
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