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1.1 INTRODUCTION 
 
This Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) contains agency and resident comments received 
during the public review period for the Public Safety Facility Project Draft EIR. This document has 
been prepared by El Dorado County, as Lead Agency, in accordance with the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132. This Introduction 
and List of Commenters chapter of the Final EIR discusses the background of the Draft EIR and 
purpose of the Final EIR, identifies the comment letters received on the Draft EIR, and provides an 
overview of the Final EIR’s organization. 
  
1.2  BACKGROUND 
 
The Draft EIR identifies the proposed project’s potential impacts and the mitigation measures that 
are required. The following environmental analysis chapters are contained in the Public Safety 
Facility Project Draft EIR: 
 

• Aesthetics; 
• Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions;  
• Biological Resources; 
• Cultural Resources; 
• Geology and Soils; 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials; 
• Hydrology and Water Quality; 
• Land Use and Planning; 
• Noise; 
• Transportation and Circulation; 
• Utilities; and  
• Alternatives 

 
In accordance with CEQA, El Dorado County used the following methods to solicit public input on 
the Draft EIR: a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Draft EIR was released for a 30-day review 
from June 16, 2015 to July 15, 2015. A public scoping meeting was held by the County on July 9, 
2015 for the purpose of informing the public and receiving comments on the scope of the 
environmental analysis to be prepared for the proposed project. An amended NOP was 
subsequently circulated, starting on July 24, 2015 and ending August 24, 2015, to inform the public 
of an amendment to the project description to include an approximately 7-acre solar farm within the 
western portion of the project site.  
 

1 INTRODUCTION AND LIST OF COMMENTERS 
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A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the Draft EIR was published in the Mountain Democrat on 
December 11, 2015 and mailed to property owners within 1-mile radius of the project site. The 
Draft EIR was sent to the State Clearinghouse for distribution on December 14, 2015 for the 45-day 
public review period, which ended on January 28, 2016. The Draft EIR was also posted on the El 
Dorado County website, and printed copies of the document were made available for review at the 
El Dorado County Community Development Agency, Development Services Division, located at 
2850 Fairlane Court, Building C, Placerville.  
 
1.3  PURPOSE OF THE FINAL EIR 
 
Under CEQA Guidelines, Section 15132, the Final EIR shall consist of: 
 

1. The Draft EIR or a revision of the Draft. 
2. Comments and recommendations received on the Draft EIR. 
3. A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR. 
4. The responses to significant environmental points raised in the review process. 
5. Any other information added by the Lead Agency. 

 
As required by CEQA Guidelines, Section 15090(a)(1)-(3), a Lead Agency must make the 
following three determinations in certifying a Final EIR: 
 

1. The Final EIR has been completed in compliance with CEQA. 
2. The Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the Lead Agency, and the 

decision-making body reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR prior to 
approving the project. 

3. The Final EIR reflects the Lead Agency’s independent judgment and analysis. 
 
Under CEQA Guidelines, Section 15091, a public agency shall not approve or carry out a project 
for which an EIR has been certified that identifies one or more significant environmental effects 
of the project unless the public agency makes one or more written findings (Findings of Fact) for 
each of those significant effects. Findings of Fact must be accompanied by a brief explanation of 
the rationale for each finding supported by substantial evidence in the records. The Findings of 
Fact have been prepared for this EIR and will be presented to the County Board of Supervisors 
for their review and consideration during the public hearing(s) for the project, at which time they 
will decide whether to certify the EIR for the Public Safety Facility Project. 
 
In addition, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, Section 15093(b), when a Lead Agency approves a 
project that would result in significant unavoidable impacts, the agency must state in writing the 
reasons supporting the action (Statement of Overriding Considerations). The Statement of 
Overriding Considerations shall be supported by substantial evidence. Here, the proposed project 
would result in a temporary significant and unavoidable impact related to construction noise; thus, a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations must be adopted if the project is approved. The Statement 
of Overriding Considerations has been prepared for this EIR and will be presented to the County 
Board of Supervisors for their review and consideration during the public hearing(s) for the 
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project, at which time they will decide whether to certify the EIR for the Public Safety Facility 
Project. 
 
1.4  LIST OF COMMENTERS 
 
El Dorado County received seven comment letters during the public comment period on the 
Draft EIR for the proposed project. The comment letters were authored by the following agencies 
and residents: 
 
Agency 
  
 Letter 1 .......................................... Jeffrey Morneau, California Department of Transportation 
 Letter 2 ................ Stephanie Tadlock, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
 Letter 3 ........................................ Scott Morgan, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research 
 
Resident 
  
 Letter 4 ................................................................................................... Kim Morgan, Resident 
 Letter 5 ............................................................................ Kathleen Wollman Murillo, Resident 
 Letter 6 ............................................................................................ Camille Preciado, Resident 
 Letter 7 ................................................................................................Louis Tirapelle, Resident 
 
1.5  ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL EIR 
 
The Final EIR is organized into the following chapters: 
 
1. Introduction and List of Commenters 
 
Chapter 1 provides an introduction and overview of the document, describing the background and 
organization of the Final EIR. Chapter 1 also provides a list of commenters who submitted letters in 
response to the Draft EIR. 
 
2. Revisions to the Draft EIR Text  
 
Chapter 2 summarizes changes made to the Draft EIR text either in response to comment letters or 
other clarifications/amplifications of the analysis in the Draft EIR that do not change the intent of 
the analysis or effectiveness of mitigation measures. 
  
3. Responses to Comments  
 
Chapter 3 presents the comment letters received and responses to each comment. Each comment 
letter received has been numbered at the top and bracketed to indicate how the letter has been 
divided into individual comments. Each comment is given a number with the letter number 
appearing first, followed by the comment number. For example, the first comment in Letter 1 
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would have the following format: 1-1. The response to each comment will reference the comment 
number. 
 
4. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program  
 
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15097, requires lead agencies to adopt a program for monitoring the 
mitigation measures required to avoid the significant environmental impacts of a project. The intent 
of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is to ensure implementation of the 
mitigation measures identified within the EIR for the Public Safety Facility Project. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2.  REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR TEXT 
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2.1  INTRODUCTION 
 
The Revisions to the Draft EIR Text chapter presents minor corrections, additions, and revisions 
made to the Draft EIR as a result of public comments.  
 
The below changes to the Draft EIR represent minor clarifications/amplifications of the analysis 
contained in the Draft EIR and do not constitute significant new information that, in accordance 
with CEQA Guidelines, Section 15088.5, would trigger the need to recirculate portions or all of 
the Draft EIR. 
 
2.2  DESCRIPTION OF CHANGES 
 
New text is double underlined and deleted text is struck through. Text changes are presented in 
the page order in which they appear in the Draft EIR.   
 
4.6 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
 
Page 4.6-13, Impact 4.6-1, under the header entitled “Public Safety Facility Uses”, the following 
paragraph has been added for clarification purposes:   

  
Automotive Bays 
 
Vehicle maintenance for the Public Safety Facility will be located in the SWAT, Search 
and Rescue, and radio shop building. Maintenance would be carried out on both 
automobiles and boats. Although not yet designed, the building is anticipated to include 
two service bays. Automotive and boat maintenance could be expected to involve 
substances such as motor oil, radiator fluid, tires, etc. If the automotive and boat 
maintenance shop will store reportable quantities of hazardous materials (55 gallons) or 
generate hazardous waste, prior to commencing operations the operator(s) must comply 
with the following standard County Environmental Management Department 
requirements: 

• Prepare, submit and implement a hazardous materials business plan and pay 
appropriate fees.  

• Obtain a hazardous waste generator identification number from the California 
Department of Toxic Substances Control.  

• Train all employees to properly handle hazardous materials and wastes.  
• Implement proper hazardous materials and hazardous waste storage methods in 

accordance with the Uniform Fire Code and Uniform Building Code.  
 
The above changes are for clarification purposes only and do not change the technical analysis 
prepared for the project. Accordingly, the revisions do not alter the conclusions of the Draft EIR. 

2 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR TEXT 
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4.9 NOISE 
 
Page 4.9-22, Mitigation Measure 4.9-1, has been revised as follows:  
 

4.9-1 The following criteria shall be included in the grading plan submitted by the 
applicant for review and approval by the El Dorado County Community 
Development Agency prior to issuance of grading permits: 

 
A. Equipment shall be well maintained with effective exhaust mufflers and 

intake silencers where applicable.  Mufflers shall meet the equipment 
manufacturer’s specifications and be free of rust, holes, and exhaust 
leaks.  Construction contractors should select the quietest equipment 
possible with included optional noise control measures where feasible. 

B. Construction techniques and equipment that minimizes noise and 
vibration will be implemented into the construction plan.  

C. Combine noisy operations to occur during the same period, when 
feasible.  The total noise level produced will not be significantly greater 
than the level produced if the operations were performed separately. 

D. Plan noisiest equipment and activities during daytime hours with the 
highest background sound levels.    

E. To the extent feasible, place the loudest equipment and activities on the 
construction area as far as possible from noise-sensitive locations. 

F. Contractors shall utilize existing site electrical power where possible to 
avoid operating diesel-powered generators.   

G. Avoid excessive engine revving using lower engine speed where possible 
and turn off idling equipment.  Do not use engine braking.  Haul trucks 
should coast by residential properties under as low of engine speed as 
possible while avoiding heavy braking.  

H. The contractor shall designate a “noise disturbance coordinator” who 
will be responsible for responding to any local complaints about 
construction noise. The disturbance coordinator would determine the 
cause of the noise complaint (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler, etc.) 
and institute reasonable measures as warranted to correct the problem 
to the satisfaction of the El Dorado County Community Development 
Agency. A telephone number for the disturbance coordinator shall be 
conspicuously posted at the construction site. 

 
The above measures shall be utilized during construction, to the extent 
feasible, as determined by the El Dorado County Community Development 
Agency. 

 
The above changes are for clarification purposes only and do not change the technical analysis 
prepared for the project. Accordingly, the revisions do not alter the conclusions of the Draft EIR. 
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4.10 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION 
 
For clarification purposes, page 4.10-49 of Chapter 4.10, Transportation and Circulation, is 
hereby revised as follows: 

 
Mitigation Measure(s) 
Payment of the countywide TIM fees for the project would constitute the project’s fair 
share contribution toward these improvements. Mitigation Measures 4.10-7(a) through 
(c) are consistent with item (2) of County Policy TC-Xf, which states that for non-
residential projects which trigger the County’s thresholds for intersections already 
operating unacceptably, the County shall do one of the following: (1) condition the 
project to construct all road improvements necessary to maintain or attain Level of 
Service standards detailed in this Transportation and Circulation Element; or (2) ensure 
the construction of the necessary road improvements are included in the County’s 20-year 
CIP.  Thus, payment of the TIM fees would be considered sufficient mitigation for these 
impacts; and the resultant finding for this impact is less than cumulatively considerable. 
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would improve the LOS for the 
signalized intersections as shown in Tables 4.10-9A and 4.10-9B. 

 
Table 4.10-9A 

Mitigated AM Peak Hour Level of Service at Intersections 
Year 2025 and Year 2035 Plus Project Conditions 

Location Control 

Year 2025 + Project Year 2035 + Project 
AM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour 

LOS 
Average 

Delay LOS 
Average 

Delay 
1. Missouri Flat Rd. / WB US 50 ramps Signal N/A N/A B 18.9 
2. Missouri Flat Rd. / EB US 50 ramps Signal N/A N/A B 17.5 
3. Missouri Flat Rd. / Mother Lode Dr. Signal N/A N/A B 13.9 
4. Missouri Flat Rd. / Forni Rd. Signal N/A N/A C 30.2 
5. Missouri Flat Rd. / Golden Center Dr. Signal N/A N/A C 22.8 
6. Missouri Flat Rd. / Diamond Springs Pkwy. Signal N/A N/A B 14.1 

7. Missouri Flat Rd. / China Garden Rd. Signal 
(SSSC) 

B 
(C) 

14.9 
(16.5) 

B 
(C) 

12.9 
(18.6) 

8. Missouri Flat Rd. / Industrial Dr.  Signal B 17.5 C 23.2 
9. Missouri Flat Rd. / Enterprise Dr. Signal B 10.9 A 9.5 
10. Missouri Flat Rd. / Pleasant Valley Rd. Signal N/A N/A D 45.1 
12. Pleasant Valley Rd. / SR 49 Signal C 20.2 C 25.2 
Note: SSSC = side street stop control (worst movement shown in either AM or PM peak hour) 
 
Source: KD Anderson & Associates, Inc., 2015. 
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Table 4.10-9B 

Mitigated PM Peak Hour Level of Service at Intersections 
Year 2025 and Year 2035 Plus Project Conditions 

Location Control 

Year 2025 + Project Year 2035 + Project 
PM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

LOS 
Average 

Delay LOS 
Average 

Delay 
1. Missouri Flat Rd. / WB US 50 ramps Signal B 16.4 B 18.3 
2. Missouri Flat Rd. / EB US 50 ramps Signal C 25.1 C 26.9 
3. Missouri Flat Rd. / Mother Lode Dr. Signal B 12.7 B 12.4 
4. Missouri Flat Rd. / Forni Rd. Signal D 35.8 E 63.3 
5. Missouri Flat Rd. / Golden Center Dr. Signal C 29.1 D 33.4 
6. Missouri Flat Rd. / Diamond Springs Pkwy. Signal B 12.7 B 15.7 

7. Missouri Flat Rd. / China Garden Rd. Signal 
(SSSC) 

B 
(C) 

11.6 
(20.2) 

B 
(C) 

12.7 
(23.5) 

8. Missouri Flat Rd. / Industrial Dr.  Signal B 13.4 B 12.9 
9. Missouri Flat Rd. / Enterprise Dr. Signal B 14.4 B 14.6 
10. Missouri Flat Rd. / Pleasant Valley Rd. Signal D 37.2 C 21.0 
12. Pleasant Valley Rd. / SR 49 Signal N/A N/A E 46.4 
Note: SSSC = side street stop control (worst movement shown in either AM or PM peak hour) 
 
Source: KD Anderson & Associates, Inc., 2015. 
 
The above changes are for clarification purposes only and do not change the technical analysis 
prepared for the project. Accordingly, the revisions do not alter the conclusions of the Draft EIR. 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3.  RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 
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This chapter contains written responses to each of the comment letters submitted regarding the 
Public Safety Facility Project Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).  
 
 

3 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 
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Letter 1 

1-1 
 

1-2 
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Letter 1 
cont’d 

1-2 
cont’d 

 

1-5 
 

1-4 
 

1-3 
 

1-6 
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Letter 1 
cont’d 

1-7 
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LETTER 1: JEFFREY MORNEAU, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
 
Response to Comment 1-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The comment is an 
introductory statement that does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 1-2 
 
El Dorado County recognizes that additional analysis will need to be conducted prior to any 
improvements at the State Route (SR) 49 / Pleasant Valley Road intersection. The County monitors 
intersections through their Intersection Needs Prioritization process. The process will be used by 
the County to prepare an analysis following the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 
Traffic Operation Policy Directive 13-02 prior to design and implementation of improvements. 
 
Response to Comment 1-3 
 
The existing County Capital Improvement Program (CIP) identifies a two-way-left-turn lane 
(TWLTL) along Pleasant Valley Road, east of Forni Road. Page 46 of the Traffic Impact Analysis 
(TIA) for the El Dorado County Public Safety Facility (Appendix K of the Draft EIR) identifies 
the aforementioned improvement as part of Project GP 176; thus, Mitigation Measure 4.10-3(d) is 
valid. 
 
Response to Comment 1-4 
 
The County recognizes that the spacing between the SR 49 / Pleasant Valley Road intersection and 
the Pleasant Valley Road / Forni Road intersection is approximately 400 feet as measured from 
centerline to centerline.  Improvements to the SR 49 / Pleasant Valley Road intersection will need 
to account for the close proximity of the Pleasant Valley Road / Forni Road intersection. The 
County’s Intersection Needs Prioritization process will be used by the County to analyze both 
intersections following the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Traffic Operation 
Policy Directive 13-02 prior to design and implementation of improvements.   
 
Response to Comment 1-5 
 
As a result of the comment, page 4.10-49 of Chapter 4.10, Transportation and Circulation, is 
hereby revised as follows: 
 

Mitigation Measure(s) 
Payment of the countywide TIM fees for the project would constitute the project’s fair 
share contribution toward these improvements. Mitigation Measures 4.10-7(a) through 
(c) are consistent with item (2) of County Policy TC-Xf, which states that for non-
residential projects which trigger the County’s thresholds for intersections already 
operating unacceptably, the County shall do one of the following: (1) condition the 
project to construct all road improvements necessary to maintain or attain Level of 
Service standards detailed in this Transportation and Circulation Element; or (2) ensure 
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the construction of the necessary road improvements are included in the County’s 20-
year CIP.  Thus, payment of the TIM fees would be considered sufficient mitigation 
for these impacts; and the resultant finding for this impact is less than cumulatively 
considerable. Implementation of the following mitigation measures would improve the 
LOS for the signalized intersections as shown in Tables 4.10-9A and 4.10-9B. 
 

Table 4.10-9A 
Mitigated AM Peak Hour Level of Service at Intersections 

Year 2025 and Year 2035 Plus Project Conditions 

Location Control 

Year 2025 + Project Year 2035 + Project 
AM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour 

LOS 
Average 

Delay LOS 
Average 

Delay 
1. Missouri Flat Rd. / WB US 50 ramps Signal N/A N/A B 18.9 
2. Missouri Flat Rd. / EB US 50 ramps Signal N/A N/A B 17.5 
3. Missouri Flat Rd. / Mother Lode Dr. Signal N/A N/A B 13.9 
4. Missouri Flat Rd. / Forni Rd. Signal N/A N/A C 30.2 
5. Missouri Flat Rd. / Golden Center Dr. Signal N/A N/A C 22.8 
6. Missouri Flat Rd. / Diamond Springs Pkwy. Signal N/A N/A B 14.1 

7. Missouri Flat Rd. / China Garden Rd. Signal 
(SSSC) 

B 
(C) 

14.9 
(16.5) 

B 
(C) 

12.9 
(18.6) 

8. Missouri Flat Rd. / Industrial Dr.  Signal B 17.5 C 23.2 
9. Missouri Flat Rd. / Enterprise Dr. Signal B 10.9 A 9.5 
10. Missouri Flat Rd. / Pleasant Valley Rd. Signal N/A N/A D 45.1 
12. Pleasant Valley Rd. / SR 49 Signal C 20.2 C 25.2 
Note: SSSC = side street stop control (worst movement shown in either AM or PM peak hour) 
 
Source: KD Anderson & Associates, Inc., 2015. 
 

Table 4.10-9B 
Mitigated PM Peak Hour Level of Service at Intersections 

Year 2025 and Year 2035 Plus Project Conditions 

Location Control 

Year 2025 + Project Year 2035 + Project 
PM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

LOS 
Average 

Delay LOS 
Average 

Delay 
1. Missouri Flat Rd. / WB US 50 ramps Signal B 16.4 B 18.3 
2. Missouri Flat Rd. / EB US 50 ramps Signal C 25.1 C 26.9 
3. Missouri Flat Rd. / Mother Lode Dr. Signal B 12.7 B 12.4 
4. Missouri Flat Rd. / Forni Rd. Signal D 35.8 E 63.3 
5. Missouri Flat Rd. / Golden Center Dr. Signal C 29.1 D 33.4 
6. Missouri Flat Rd. / Diamond Springs Pkwy. Signal B 12.7 B 15.7 

7. Missouri Flat Rd. / China Garden Rd. Signal 
(SSSC) 

B 
(C) 

11.6 
(20.2) 

B 
(C) 

12.7 
(23.5) 

8. Missouri Flat Rd. / Industrial Dr.  Signal B 13.4 B 12.9 
9. Missouri Flat Rd. / Enterprise Dr. Signal B 14.4 B 14.6 
10. Missouri Flat Rd. / Pleasant Valley Rd. Signal D 37.2 C 21.0 
12. Pleasant Valley Rd. / SR 49 Signal N/A N/A E 46.4 
Note: SSSC = side street stop control (worst movement shown in either AM or PM peak hour) 
 
Source: KD Anderson & Associates, Inc., 2015. 
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Tables 4.10-9A and 4.10-9B above present the “Mitigated Plus Project” AM peak hour information 
and PM peak hour information, respectively, for the Year 2025 Plus Project and Year 2035 Plus 
Project conditions.  
 
Response to Comment 1-6 
 
The County recognizes that differences in the projected volumes for the Missouri Flat Road 
interchange exist between the traffic study completed for the El Dorado County Public Safety 
Facility and previous studies, such as the Piedmont Oak Estates Project.  Since the Piedmont Oak 
Estates traffic study has been completed, the land use input files have been updated as some land 
uses in the study area had been double counted. The El Dorado County Public Safety Facility TIA 
uses the latest update to the land use input file, prior to commencement of the study, for the travel 
demand model that corrected the double count. Therefore, the analysis in the Draft EIR is correct, 
as noted in the TIA.  The proposed project will be required to pay the Traffic Impact Mitigation 
(TIM) fees. 
 
In addition, the County has begun the analysis for the Missouri Flat Area Master Circulation and 
Financing Plan Phase II.  The study will analyze the future scenarios for the study area with 
potential land uses that could exceed the current levels in the County's General Plan and will 
identify the infrastructure needed to accommodate the increase in growth.  The future land use 
scenario includes the proposed project.  
 
Response to Comment 1-7 
 
Thank you.  
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Letter 2 

2-1 
 

2-2 
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Letter 2 
cont’d 

2-3 
 

2-4 
 

2-2 
cont’d 
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Letter 2 
cont’d 

2-5 
 

2-4 
cont’d 

 

2-7 
 

2-6 
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Letter 2 
cont’d 

2-8 
 

2-7 
cont’d 

 

2-9 
 

2-10 
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Letter 2 
cont’d 

2-10 
cont’d 

 

2-11 
 

2-12 
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Letter 2 
cont’d 

2-12 
cont’d 

 

2-13 
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LETTER 2: STEPHANIE TADLOCK, CENTRAL VALLEY REGIONAL WATER QUALITY 
CONTROL BOARD 

 
Response to Comment 2-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The comment is an 
introductory statement that does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 2-2 
 
The comment provides background regarding the responsibilities of the Central Valley Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB). The information further elaborates on regulatory setting 
information provided in Chapter 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. The project 
site is located within the Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) area for the Sacramento River 
and San Joaquin River Basins.  
 
Response to Comment 2-3 
 
Project impacts to groundwater and surface water quality are addressed in Chapter 4.7, Hydrology 
and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. Impacts related to water quality during construction were 
determined to be less-than-significant. In addition, impacts related to water quality during 
operation were determined to be less-than-significant with mitigation which would ensure the 
project sponsor would fully comply with the requirements of the Phase II General Permit, as 
implemented by El Dorado County through the Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP), Grading, 
Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance (Chapter 15.14 of the County’s Zoning Ordinance), 
Stormwater Quality Ordinance (Chapter 110.14 of the County’s Zoning Ordinance), Design and 
Improvement Standards Manual, Drainage Manual, and General Plan Goal 7.3. 
 
Response to Comment 2-4 
 
As discussed in Chapter 4.7,  Hydrology and Water Quality, and as required by Mitigation Measure 
4.7-2 on page 4.7-22 of the Draft EIR, the County is required to obtain coverage under the General 
Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities (Construction General 
Permit), Construction General Permit Order No. 2009-009-DWQ. To do so, the County must 
prepare a project-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), which would 
incorporate Best Management Practices (BMPs) in order to prevent or reduce to the greatest extent 
feasible adverse impacts to water quality from erosion and sedimentation. Mitigation Measure 4.7-
2 of the Draft EIR requires the County to fully comply with the requirements of the Phase II 
General Permit, as implemented by El Dorado County through the SWMP, Grading, Erosion and 
Sediment Control Ordinance (Chapter 15.14 of the County’s Zoning Ordinance), Stormwater 
Quality Ordinance (Chapter 110.14 of the County’s Zoning Ordinance), Design and Improvement 
Standards Manual, Drainage Manual, and General Plan Goal 7.3. Responsibilities include 
implementation of BMPs that comply with the General Construction Stormwater Permit from the 
Central Valley RWQCB. 
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Response to Comment 2-5 
 
As discussed on page 4.7-3 of the Hydrology and Water Quality chapter of the Draft EIR, El 
Dorado County is a co-permittee to the West Slope Phase II National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit. The 
latest permit was adopted on February 5, 2013 (NPDES Permit No. CAG616001, WDR Order No. 
R6T-2011-101A1). The County requires new development projects to integrate stormwater quality 
treatment controls into project designs to ensure that pollutants in site runoff are reduced to the 
maximum extent practicable.  
 
As noted on page 4.7-22, the project is required to implement low impact development (LID) 
measures, as applicable. In accordance with County and permit requirements, the storm drainage 
system for the proposed project would incorporate water quality treatment. For a description of 
the proposed drainage system, please refer to the discussion in the Draft EIR beginning on page 
4.7-18 of Chapter 4.7, as well as the Preliminary Drainage Report (Appendix I of the Draft EIR). 
 
Response to Comment 2-6 
 
Any storm water discharges resulting from future industrial uses on the project site would comply 
with the regulations contained in the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 2014-0057-
DWQ.  
 
Response to Comment 2-7 
 
Page 4.3-14 of Chapter 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR provides background 
information on the Clean Water Act (CWA), including requirements concerning water discharge. 
Fieldwork for the Wetland & Biological Resources Assessment was conducted by Barnett 
Environmental Consulting on April 1, April 16, and May 20, 2015 and the report was included as 
Appendix E to the Draft EIR. As discussed on page 4.3-26 of the Biological Resources chapter of 
the Draft EIR, based on the assessment, Barnett Environmental Consulting determined that 
wetlands do not occur within the study area beyond the 1,045-foot long (0.10-acre) drainage along 
the site’s western boundary, the 102-foot long (0.009-acre) ditch in the site’s southwestern corner, 
and the 750-foot long (0.07-acre) ditch along the site’s southern boundary. However, none of these 
“other waters of the U.S.” would be removed or permanently affected by the proposed project. 
Therefore, mitigation or involvement of federal or State resource agencies (e.g., CWA permitting) 
would not be required. 
 
As a result of the above determinations, the proposed project would not impact a federally-
protected wetland, as defined by Section 404 of the CWA.  
 
Response to Comment 2-8 
 
Please refer to Response to Comment 2-7.  
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Response to Comment 2-9 
 
Please refer to Response to Comment 2-7.  
 
Response to Comment 2-10 
 
Dewatering is not anticipated to be required as a result of construction of the proposed project. 
However, should groundwater be encountered during construction and dewatering become 
necessary, the County would be required to seek the proper NPDES permit for dewatering 
activities.  
 
Response to Comment 2-11 
 
Comment noted. The project would not include commercially-irrigated agriculture.  
 
Response to Comment 2-12 
 
Please refer to Response to Comment 2-10.  
 
Response to Comment 2-13 
 
Thank you.  
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LETTER 3: SCOTT MORGAN, GOVERNOR’S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
 
Response to Comment 3-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The comment 
acknowledges that the County has complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirements, 
pursuant to CEQA. The attached Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board letter is 
included as Letter 2 of this Final EIR. Please see Reponses to Comments 2-1 through 2-13. In 
addition, the attached California Department of Transportation letter is included as Letter 1 of this 
Final EIR. Please see Reponses to Comments 1-1 through 1-7. 
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Letter 4 

4-4 
 

4-5 
 

4-3 
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LETTER 4 KIM MORGAN, RESIDENT 
 
Response to Comment 4-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The comment is an 
introductory statement that does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 4-2 
 
As noted on page 3-11 of Chapter 3, Project Description, of the Draft EIR, primary vehicle access 
and public parking to the project would be provided from Industrial Drive to the north of the 
facility. A second gated access and secured parking would be provided from Merchandise Way to 
the south. The gated access and secured parking would be available only to Public Safety Facility 
staff. Therefore, the future Public Safety Facility staff would use Enterprise Drive and 
Merchandise Way to access the site from the south, while members of the public would use 
Missouri Flat Road and Industrial Drive to access the site from the north. The commenter expresses 
concerns regarding preexisting safety considerations, such as lack of striping on Enterprise Drive, 
and difficulty for through traffic when large semi-trucks are parked along Enterprise Drive. To the 
extent that preexisting traffic safety issues sometimes occur along Enterprise Drive as a result of 
large trucks, these issues are a preexisting condition, and not the responsibility of this project. 
Should any large trucks be illegally parked, or found to conduct illegal traffic movements, these 
violations are reportable to the Sheriff’s Department. Otherwise, with respect to project traffic, it 
is the responsibility of the deputies and other Sheriff personnel to exercise caution when using 
Enterprise Drive to enter and exit the second secured project access point. 
 
The commenter’s concerns regarding the privately-maintained section of Enterprise Drive and 
trucks parking along Merchandise Way and Enterprise Drive have been forwarded to the decision-
makers for their consideration. 
 
Response to Comment 4-3 
 
The posted speed limit on Enterprise Drive from Missouri Flat Road to Forni Road is 30 miles per 
hour (mph). Posted speed limit signs exist at the approximate locations of 6119 and 6190 
Enterprise Drive. The comment does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 4-4 
 
As noted on page 3-11 of Chapter 3, Project Description, the project includes a bicycle/pedestrian 
path which would connect the El Dorado Trail along the Sacramento-Placerville Transportation 
Corridor west of the site to the industrial area south of the site along Merchandise Way. The path 
would meander around the proposed on-site detention basin and through the oak trees within the 
southwestern corner of the overall property.  
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Response to Comment 4-5 
 
Thank you. The commenter’s concerns have been forwarded to the decision-makers for their 
consideration. 
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LETTER 5: KATHLEEN WOLLMAN MURILLO, RESIDENT 
 
Response to Comment 5-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The comment is an 
introductory statement that does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 5-2 
 
As discussed on page 4.3-26 of Chapter 4.3, Biological Resources, of the Draft EIR, Barnett 
Environmental Consulting determined that wetlands do not occur within the study area with the 
exception of the 1,045-foot long (0.10-acre) drainage along the site’s western boundary, the 102-
foot long (0.009-acre) ditch in the site’s southwestern corner, and the 750-foot long (0.07-acre) 
ditch along the site’s southern boundary. However, none of these “other waters of the U.S.” would 
be removed or permanently affected by the proposed project. While water may pond on other areas 
of the project site after storm events, this water dries up and does not remain on-site for extended 
periods.  
 
In terms of site topography, as noted on page 3-14 of Chapter 3, Project Description, of the Draft 
EIR, the proposed design of the Public Safety Facility involves splitting the elevation difference 
between Industrial Drive and Merchandise Way, as necessary, to maintain a balanced site. Figure 
4.1-7 on page 4.1-15 of Chapter 4.1, Aesthetics, depicts the proposed project site cross-section and 
shows the elevation difference. Any over/under material requirements are intended to be managed 
using the remaining site acreage either as a borrow source or stockpile area. As a result, soil off-
haul or import would not be necessary during site grading. 
 
Response to Comment 5-3 
 
Impacts related to traffic were analyzed in Chapter 4.10, Transportation and Circulation, of the 
Draft EIR. As noted on page 4.10-41 of Chapter 4.10, the project would be required to construct a 
traffic signal at the intersection of Missouri Flat Road / Industrial Drive to ensure public safety 
access is maintained at this intersection, particularly during times when patrol vehicles from the 
project are responding to emergency calls. Emergency personnel leaving the project site could 
include deputies, SWAT Teams, and other personnel. In order to exit the site, emergency personnel 
and equipment would be required to find gaps in traffic on Missouri Flat Road, a heavily-travelled 
arterial roadway. The installation of a traffic signal at this intersection would help facilitate egress 
movements from the project site in a safe manner.  
 
Response to Comment 5-4 
 
Impacts related to noise were analyzed in Chapter 4.9, Noise, of the Draft EIR. As noted on page 
4.9-27 of Chapter 4.9, emergency vehicle sirens would be tested briefly during each shift change 
for patrol personnel to ensure that they are working properly, which would typically involve 
turning on the vehicle long enough to hear a momentary “chirp” of the siren. Shift changes would 
occur at 6:00 AM and 6:00 PM, with some cover shifts arriving at different times during the day. 
Additional use of sirens at the site would be limited to Code 3 calls received by patrol personnel 
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at the facility. Although the majority of the Code 3 calls would be responded to by the units already 
in the field, Code 3 responses from the proposed project site would occasionally be necessary. In 
such an event, the responding patrol officer would turn on his or her siren and then exit the facility 
onto public roads.  
 
Although siren use at the proposed project site would generate noise, noise from sirens on 
emergency vehicles is exempt from local noise regulations. According to Section 9.16.020 of the 
County’s Zoning Ordinance, the Noise Ordinance provisions shall not apply to: “A. Any peace 
officer while carrying out his or her duties as a peace officer”. Because the use of sirens at the 
project site would be minimal and siren noise is exempt from local noise regulations, siren noise 
would not be considered a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project 
vicinity.  
 
In addition, impacts related to air quality were analyzed in Chapter 4.2, Air Quality and 
Greenhouse Gas Emissions, of the Draft EIR. As noted on pages 4.2-37 through 4.2-40 of Chapter 
4.2, impacts related to exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would 
be less than significant. All impacts related to air quality and greenhouse gas emissions were 
determined to be less than significant. 
 
Response to Comment 5-5 
 
Please refer to Response to Comment 5-3 regarding impacts to the Missouri Flat Road / Industrial 
Drive intersection. In addition, as noted on page 4.10-35 of Chapter 4.10, Transportation and 
Circulation, of the Draft EIR, all intersections, except the Missouri Flat Road / China Garden Road 
and Missouri Flat Road / Enterprise Drive intersections, will operate within acceptable El Dorado 
County LOS thresholds in the Existing Plus Project condition. To reduce the impacts to the 
aforementioned intersections, Mitigation Measures 4.10-2(a) and 4.10-2(b) require the County to 
pay the countywide traffic impact mitigation (TIM) fees consistent with the County’s Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP). Payment of the TIM fees would be used towards the installation 
traffic signals at the Missouri Flat Road / China Garden Road and Missouri Flat Road / Enterprise 
Drive intersections. With implementation of the aforementioned mitigation measures, impacts to 
the Missouri Flat Road / China Garden Road and Missouri Flat Road / Enterprise Drive 
intersections would be less than significant. 
 
Response to Comment 5-6 
 
The commenter does not provide specific concerns in order to provide a detailed response. It 
should be noted, however, that impacts related to nearby sensitive receptors, including residential 
uses, were analyzed in Chapter 4.1, Aesthetics, Chapter 4.2, Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions, and Chapter 4.9, Noise. The commenter’s concerns have been forwarded to the 
decision-makers for their consideration. 
 
Response to Comment 5-7 
 
Thank you. The commenter’s concerns have been forwarded to the decision-makers for their 
consideration. 
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LETTER 6: CAMILLE PRECIADO, RESIDENT  
 
Response to Comment 6-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The commenter’s 
support for the project has been forwarded to the decision-makers for their consideration. 
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LETTER 7: LOUIS TIRAPELLE, RESIDENT  
 
Response to Comment 7-1 
 
Thank you for submitting comments on the Public Safety Facility Draft EIR. The comment 
includes a 1950’s photograph of the Caldor Lumber Mill previously located on the project site. As 
discussed in Chapter 4.4, Cultural Resources, of the Draft EIR, historical resources are not located 
on-site. The commenter’s knowledge of the history of the immediate environs has been forwarded 
to the decision-makers for informational purposes. 
 
Response to Comment 7-2 
 
The commenter’s support for the project has been forwarded to the decision-makers for their 
consideration.  
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4.  MITIGATION MONITORING AND  
REPORTING PROGRAM 
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4.1 Introduction 
 
Section 15097 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires all State and local 
agencies to establish monitoring or reporting programs for projects approved by a public agency 
whenever approval involves the adoption of either a “mitigated negative declaration” or specified 
environmental findings related to environmental impact reports. 
 
The following is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the Public 
Safety Facility Project. The intent of the MMRP is to ensure implementation of the mitigation 
measures identified within the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for this project. Unless 
otherwise noted, the cost of implementing the mitigation measures as prescribed by this MMRP 
shall be funded by the applicant. 
 
4.2  Compliance Checklist 
 
The MMRP contained herein is intended to satisfy the requirements of CEQA as they relate to 
the EIR for the Public Safety Facility Project prepared by El Dorado County. The MMRP is 
intended to be used by County staff and mitigation monitoring personnel to ensure compliance 
with mitigation measures during project implementation. Mitigation measures identified in this 
MMRP were developed in the EIR that was prepared for the proposed project. 
 
Mitigation is defined by CEQA Guidelines, Section 15370, as a measure that: 

 
• Avoids the impact altogether by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; 
• Minimizes impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its 

implementation; 
• Rectifies the impact by repairing, rehabilitating, or restoring the impacted 

environment; 
• Reduces or eliminates the impact over time by preservation and maintenance 

operations during the life of the project; or 
• Compensates for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or 

environments. 
 

The intent of the MMRP is to ensure the implementation of adopted mitigation measures. The 
MMRP will provide for monitoring of construction activities as necessary and in-the-field 
identification and resolution of environmental concerns. 
 
Monitoring and documenting the implementation of mitigation measures will be coordinated by 
El Dorado County. The table attached to this report identifies the mitigation measure, the 

4 MITIGATION MONITORING AND  
REPORTING PROGRAM 
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monitoring action for the mitigation measure, the responsible party for the monitoring action, 
and timing of the monitoring action. The applicant will be responsible for fully understanding 
and effectively implementing the mitigation measures contained within the MMRP. The County 
will be responsible for monitoring compliance. 
 
4.3  Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program  
 
The following table indicates the mitigation measure number, the impact the measure is designed 
to address, the measure text, the monitoring agency, implementation schedule, and an area for 
sign-off indicating compliance.  
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM  
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

4.1 Aesthetics 
4.1-2 Create a new source of 

substantial light or glare 
that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime 
views in the area. 

4.1-2  Prior to the issuance of a building permit, the 
project applicant shall submit a lighting plan 
to the El Dorado County Community 
Development Agency for review and 
approval. The project applicant shall 
implement the approved lighting plan. The 
lighting plan shall comply with the El Dorado 
County Ordinance Code for lighting, 
including, but not limited to, the following: 

 
• Lighting plans shall contain, at a 

minimum, the location and height of 
all light fixtures, the manufacturer's 
name and style of light fixture, and 
specifications for each type of fixture.  

• All outdoor lighting shall be hooded 
or screened as to direct the source of 
light downward and focus onto the 
property from which it originates and 
shall not negatively impact adjacent 
properties or directly reflect upon any 
adjacent residential property.  

• Parking lot and other security lighting 
shall be top and side shielded to 
prevent the light pattern from shining 
onto adjacent property or roadways, 
excluding lights used for illumination 
of public roads.  

El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 

Prior to the 
issuance of a 
building permit 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM  
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

• Upward lighting shall be minimized to 
the greatest extent possible. 

• External lights used to illuminate a 
sign or the side of a building or wall 
shall be shielded to prevent the light 
from shining off of the surface 
intended to be illuminated.  

4.3 Biological Resources 
4.3-2 Have a substantial 

adverse effect, either 
directly or through 
habitat modifications, 
on any wildlife species 
identified as a 
candidate, sensitive, or 
special-status species in 
local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, 
or by CDFW or 
USFWS. 

4.3-2 Prior to issuance of a grading permit for 
development, a pre-construction nesting bird 
survey shall be conducted on-site within 14 
days prior to site clearing if site clearing 
associated with the project would commence 
between March 1st and August 15th (“the 
nesting season in northern California”). If 
disturbance associated with the project would 
occur outside of the nesting season, no 
surveys shall be required. The written results 
of the pre-construction survey shall be 
submitted to the County Development 
Services Division. If migratory birds are 
identified as nesting on the project site, a 
non-disturbance buffer of 75 feet shall be 
established or as otherwise prescribed by a 
qualified ornithologist. If raptors are 
identified as nesting on the project site, a 
non-disturbance buffer of 500 feet shall be 
established or as otherwise prescribed by a 
qualified ornithologist. The buffer shall be 

El Dorado 
County 
Development 
Services 
Division 

Prior to issuance 
of a grading 
permit for 
development if 
site clearing is to 
occur between 
March 1st and 
August 15th  
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Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

demarcated with painted orange lath or via 
the installation of orange construction 
fencing. Disturbance within the buffer shall 
be postponed until a qualified ornithologist 
has determined that the young have attained 
sufficient flight skills to leave the area or that 
the nesting cycle has otherwise completed.  

4.3-5 Conflicts with any local 
policies or ordinances 
protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree 
preservation policy or 
ordinance. 

4.3-5(a) Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the 
applicant shall submit an Oak Woodland 
Habitat Mitigation Plan for review and 
approval by the County Development 
Services Division. The Oak Woodland 
Habitat Mitigation Plan shall provide on-site 
mitigation for the canopy impacted by the 
proposed project, based on the County’s 
formula of 200 one-gallon oak trees per acre 
of impact. In compliance with the County’s 
requirement, 15 one-gallon oak trees shall be 
planted as part of the project’s landscaping 
as mitigation for the loss of 0.07-acre of 
impacted oak canopy.  

 
4.3-5(b) Prior to Grading Plan approval, the plans 

shall include a list of tree protection methods, 
for review and approval by the County 
Community Development Agency. The list of 
tree protection methods shall be implemented 
during construction of the project. The list of 
tree protection methods shall include, but not 
necessarily limited to, the following: 

El Dorado 
County 
Development 
Services 
Division 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency  

Prior to the 
issuance of a 
grading permit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to Grading 
Plan approval 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM  
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

 
• The applicant shall hire an 

International Society of Arboriculture 
(ISA) certified arborist to be present 
on-site during all grading, 
construction, and tree removal 
activities. The arborist shall evaluate 
all proposed improvements that may 
affect each native tree to be preserved, 
make recommendations on these 
proposed improvements, and oversee 
construction of these improvements 
during site development to ensure that 
the appropriate trees are removed or 
preserved in compliance with the tree 
removal permit and approved 
Improvement Plans.  

• The applicant shall install a four-foot 
tall, brightly colored (yellow or 
orange), synthetic mesh material fence 
around all oak trees to be preserved 
that are greater than six inches DBH 
(or 10 inches DBH aggregate for 
multi-trunked trees). The fencing shall 
delineate an area that is at least the 
radius of which is equal to the largest 
radius of the protected tree’s drip line 
plus one foot. The fence shall be 
installed prior to any site preparation 
or construction equipment being 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM  
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

moved onsite or any site preparation 
or construction activities taking place. 
Development of this site, including 
grading, shall not be allowed until this 
condition is satisfied. Any 
encroachment within the areas listed 
above, including within driplines of 
trees to be saved, must first be 
approved by a designated 
representative of the Community 
Development Agency. Grading, 
clearing, or storage of equipment or 
machinery may not occur until a 
representative of the Community 
Development Agency has inspected 
and approved all temporary 
construction fencing. Trees shall be 
preserved where feasible. This may 
include the use of retaining walls, 
planter islands, or other techniques 
commonly associated with tree 
preservation. The 
Grading/Improvement Plans shall 
indicate the location of the fencing 
and include a note describing the 
fencing requirements consistent with 
this mitigation measure.  

• The project applicant shall implement 
the following guidelines before and 
during grading and construction for 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM  
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

protection of all oak trees to be 
preserved:  

 
o Plans and specifications shall 

clearly state protection 
procedures for oak trees on 
the project site. The 
specifications shall also 
include a provision for 
remedies if oak trees are 
damaged; 

o Before construction 
commences, those oak trees 
within 25 feet of construction 
sites shall be pruned and the 
soil aerated and fertilized; 

o Vehicles, construction 
equipment, mobile offices, or 
materials shall not be parked, 
stored, or operated within the 
driplines of oak trees to be 
preserved; 

o Cuts and fills around trees 
shall be avoided where 
feasible.  

o Soil surface removal greater 
than one foot shall not occur 
within the driplines of oak 
trees to be preserved. Cuts 
shall not occur within five feet 
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of their trunks; 
o Earthen fill greater than one 

foot deep shall not be placed 
within the driplines of oak 
trees to be preserved, and fill 
shall not be placed within five 
feet of their trunks; 

o Underground utility line 
trenching shall not be placed 
within the driplines of oak 
trees to be preserved where 
feasible without first 
obtaining approval from a 
designated representative of 
the Community Development 
Agency. If it is necessary to 
install underground utilities 
within the driplines of oak 
trees, boring or drilling rather 
than trenching shall be used; 

o Paving shall not be placed in 
the vicinity of oak trees to be 
preserved (at a minimum, 
within the dripline of any oak 
tree) without first obtaining 
approval from a designated 
representative of the 
Community Development 
Agency; and 

o Irrigation lines or sprinklers 
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shall not be allowed within 
the dripline of native oak 
trees. 

4.4 Cultural Resources 

4.4-1 Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the 
significance of a 
historical resource or a 
unique archaeological 
resource as defined in 
Section 15064.5, 
directly or indirectly 
destroy a unique 
paleontological resource 
on site or unique 
geologic features, or 
disturb any human 
remains, including those 
interred outside of 
formal cemeteries. 

4.4-1(a) If buried archeological resources, such as 
chipped or ground stone, historic debris, 
building foundations, or buried 
paleontological resources are discovered 
during ground disturbing activities, work 
shall stop in that area, and within 100 feet of 
the find, until a qualified archaeologist can 
assess the significance of the find and, if 
necessary, develop appropriate treatment 
measures in consultation with the County and 
other appropriate agencies. Possible 
management recommendations for historical 
or unique archaeological resources could 
include resource avoidance (i.e., preservation 
in place) or data recovery excavations where 
avoidance is infeasible in light of project 
design or layout, or is unnecessary to avoid 
significant effects. These recommendations 
shall be included on the project grading 
plans prior to their approval. 

 
4.4-1(b) If human remains of Native American origin 

are discovered during project construction, 
State laws relating to the disposition of 
Native American remains in coordination 

El Dorado 
County 
Development 
Services 
Division 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Development 
Services 

If buried 
archeological 
resources, such 
as chipped or 
ground stone, 
historic debris, 
building 
foundations, or 
buried 
paleontological 
resources are 
discovered 
during ground 
disturbing 
activities 
 
 
 
 
 
 
If human 
remains of 
Native American 
origin are 
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with the NAHC (PRC 5097.98) must be 
complied with. If any human remains are 
discovered or recognized in any location 
other than a dedicated cemetery, work shall 
stop in that area and within 100 feet of the 
find until: 

 
• The County coroner has been 

informed and has determined that 
investigation of the cause of death is 
not required; and 

• If the remains are of Native American 
origin, the descendants of the 
deceased Native Americans have 
made a recommendation to the 
landowner or the person responsible 
for the excavation work for means of 
treating or disposing of, with 
appropriate dignity, the human 
remains and any associated grave 
goods as provided in PRC 5097.98; 

 
Or 

 
• The NAHC was unable to identify a 

descendant, or the descendant failed 
to make a recommendation within 24 
hours after being notified by the 
Commission. 

 

Division 
 
Native American 
Heritage 
Commission 
 
County Coroner 

discovered 
during project 
construction 
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These recommendations shall be included on 
the project grading plans prior to their 
approval. 

4.5 Geology and Soils 
4.5-2 Substantial erosion or 

the loss of topsoil. 
4.5-2 Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the 

project applicant shall submit, for the review 
and approval by the El Dorado County 
Resource Conservation District, an erosion 
and sediment control plan that will utilize 
standard construction practices to limit the 
erosion effects during construction of the 
proposed project. The general requirements 
of the erosion and sediment control plan shall 
comply with the general requirements defined 
in the County Design and Improvement 
Standards Manual. The requirements 
include:  

 
1.  Erosion and sediment control plans 

shall be designed to prevent increased 
discharge of sediment at all stages of 
grading and development from initial 
disturbance of the ground to project 
completion and shall be consistent 
with all local, state, and federal rules 
and regulations. 

2.  Plans shall be designed with long-
term erosion and sediment control as 
a primary consideration. Every 

El Dorado 
County Resource 
Conservation 
District 

Prior to issuance 
of a grading 
permit 
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feasible effort shall be made to ensure 
that site stabilization is permanent. 

3. Plans shall indicate the timing of each 
erosion control measure proposed 
relative to the stage of construction. 

4.  Short-term and long-term erosion 
control measures must be included in 
all plans. Implementation of short-
term measures, however, may not be 
necessary based on the timing of 
completion of grading operations. 

5.  Runoff shall not be discharged from 
the site in quantities or at velocities 
substantially above those which 
occurred before grading except into 
drainage facilities found by the 
Director to be adequate to convey the 
estimated increase in runoff. 

 
Measures to comply with the above 
requirements could include, but are not 
limited to: 

 
• Hydro-seeding; 
• Placement of erosion control 

measures within drainageways and 
ahead of drop inlets; 

• The temporary lining (during 
construction activities) of drop inlets 
with “filter fabric” (a specific type of 
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geotextile fabric); 
• The placement of straw wattles along 

slope contours; 
• Directing subcontractors to a single 

designation “wash-out” location (as 
opposed to allowing them to wash-out 
in any location they desire); 

• The use of silt fences; and 
• The use of sediment basins and dust 

palliatives. 
4.5-3 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; or, be located 
on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1B 
of the Uniform Building 
Code. 

4.5-3 Prior to the approval of improvement plans, 
the plans shall be designed to incorporate the 
recommendations of the Geotechnical 
Engineering Investigation prepared for the 
proposed Public Safety Facility Project by 
Youngdahl Consulting Group, Inc. 
Recommendations are set forth in Section 4 
of the Geotechnical Report and provide 
engineering practices for the undocumented 
fill encountered on-site to ensure that these 
soils do not result in adverse impacts to 
structures. Engineering practices include but 
are not limited to removal and recompaction 
of moisture-sensitive soils,   

 
All building plans shall be reviewed and 
approved by the Building Department prior 
to issuance of building permits to ensure that 
all geotechnical recommendations specified 
in the geotechnical report are properly 

El Dorado 
County Building 
Department 

Prior to the 
approval of 
improvement 
plans 
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incorporated and utilized in the design.  

4.6 Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
4.6-2 Creation of a significant 

hazard to the public or 
the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable 
upset or accident 
conditions involving the 
release of hazardous 
materials into the 
environment. 

4.6-2 If indicators of potential hazardous materials 
releases or disposal areas (e.g soil staining, 
odors, debris fill material, etc.) are 
encountered at the project site during 
construction activities, the impacted area(s) 
shall be isolated from surrounding, non-
impacted areas. A qualified environmental 
professional shall obtain samples of the 
identified areas for analysis of contaminants 
of concern in comparison with applicable 
regulatory screening levels (i.e., 
Environmental Screening Levels, California 
Human Health Screening Levels, Regional 
Screening Levels, etc.). Where the 
contaminant concentrations exceed the 
applicable regulatory screening levels, 
construction safety measures for excavation, 
storage, and disposal of the contaminated 
materials shall be incorporated in the project 
grading plans for impacted areas. All 
contaminated materials shall be sent off-site 
to a licensed landfill facility to the 
satisfaction of the El Dorado County 
Environmental Management Division. 

El Dorado 
County 
Environmental 
Management 
Division 

If indicators of 
potential 
hazardous 
materials 
releases or 
disposal areas 
(e.g soil staining, 
odors, debris fill 
material, etc.) are 
encountered at 
the project site 
during 
construction 
activities 

 

4.7 Hydrology and Water Quality 
4.7-2 Violate any water 

quality standards or 
4.7-2 The project sponsor shall fully comply with 

the requirements of the Phase II General 
El Dorado 
County 

Prior to the 
approval of 
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waste discharge 
requirements, create or 
contribute substantial 
additional sources of 
polluted runoff, or 
otherwise substantially 
degrade water quality 
during operation of the 
project. 

Permit, as implemented by El Dorado County 
through the SWMP, Grading, Erosion and 
Sediment Control Ordinance (Chapter 
15.14), Stormwater Quality Ordinance 
(Chapter 110.14), Design and Improvement 
Standards Manual, Drainage Manual, and 
General Plan Goal 7.3. Responsibilities 
include, but are not limited to, designing 
BMPs into project features and operations to 
reduce potential impacts to surface water 
quality and to manage changes in the timing 
and quantity of runoff associated with 
development of the project site. The BMPs 
shall include Low Impact Development (LID) 
measures, such as minimizing disturbed 
areas and impervious cover and then 
infiltrating, storing, detaining, 
evapotranspiring, and/or biotreating 
stormwater runoff close to its source, to the 
maximum extent practicable. It should be 
noted that because the project site is 
characterized by shallow bedrock and low 
permeability soils, some LID measures, such 
as those that rely on infiltration, are not 
likely to be feasible at the project site. All 
post-construction BMPs shall be included on 
the improvement plans prior to their 
approval by the County. 

 
Funding for the maintenance of all BMPs for 

Development 
Services 
Division 
 

improvement 
plans 
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the life of the proposed project shall be 
specified. The project sponsor shall establish 
a stormwater system operation and 
maintenance plan that specifies a regular 
inspection schedule of stormwater treatment 
facilities. The plan and subsequent reports 
documenting the inspections and remedial 
actions shall be submitted to the County for 
review and approval. 

4.7-4 Substantially alter the 
existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, or 
create or contribute 
runoff water which 
would exceed the 
capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater 
drainage systems. 

4.7-4 In conjunction with submittal of improvement 
plans for the proposed project, a design-level 
drainage report shall be submitted to the El 
Dorado County Planning Services 
Department for review and approval. The 
drainage report shall identify specific storm 
drainage design features to control the 100-
year, 24-day increased runoff from the 
project site to ensure that the rate of runoff 
leaving the developed site does not exceed 
predevelopment levels, or the design capacity 
of the nearby stormwater facilities. This may 
be achieved through: on-site conveyance and 
detention facilities, off-site detention or 
retention facilities, channel modification, or 
equally effective measures to control the rate 
and volume of runoff. 

 
Design-level recommendations provided in 
the drainage report shall be included in the 
improvements plans prior to their approval 

El Dorado 
County Planning 
Services 
Department 

In conjunction 
with submittal of 
improvement 
plans for the 
proposed project 
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by the El Dorado County Planning Services 
Department. 

4.9 Noise 
4.9-1 A substantial temporary 

or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in 
the project vicinity 
above levels existing 
without project. 

4.9-1 The following criteria shall be included in the 
grading plan submitted by the applicant for 
review and approval by the El Dorado 
County Community Development Agency 
prior to issuance of grading permits: 

 
A. Equipment shall be well maintained 

with effective exhaust mufflers and 
intake silencers where applicable.  
Mufflers shall meet the equipment 
manufacturer’s specifications and be 
free of rust, holes, and exhaust leaks.  
Construction contractors should select 
the quietest equipment possible with 
included optional noise control 
measures where feasible. 

B. Construction techniques and 
equipment that minimizes noise and 
vibration will be implemented into the 
construction plan.  

C. Combine noisy operations to occur 
during the same period, when feasible.  
The total noise level produced will not 
be significantly greater than the level 
produced if the operations were 
performed separately. 

El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 

Prior to issuance 
of a grading 
permit, the 
following criteria 
shall be included 
in the grading 
plan 
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D. Plan noisiest equipment and activities 
during daytime hours with the highest 
background sound levels.    

E. To the extent feasible, place the 
loudest equipment and activities on 
the construction area as far as 
possible from noise-sensitive 
locations. 

F. Contractors shall utilize existing site 
electrical power where possible to 
avoid operating diesel-powered 
generators.   

G. Avoid excessive engine revving using 
lower engine speed where possible 
and turn off idling equipment.  Do not 
use engine braking.  Haul trucks 
should coast by residential properties 
under as low of engine speed as 
possible while avoiding heavy 
braking.  

H. The contractor shall designate a 
“noise disturbance coordinator” who 
will be responsible for responding to 
any local complaints about 
construction noise. The disturbance 
coordinator would determine the 
cause of the noise complaint (e.g., 
starting too early, bad muffler, etc.) 
and institute reasonable measures as 
warranted to correct the problem to 
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the satisfaction of the El Dorado 
County Community Development 
Agency. A telephone number for the 
disturbance coordinator shall be 
conspicuously posted at the 
construction site. 

 
The above measures shall be utilized during 
construction, to the extent feasible, as 
determined by the El Dorado County 
Community Development Agency. 

4.9-4 A substantial permanent 
increase in ambient 
noise levels in the 
project vicinity above 
levels existing without 
the project related to 
operation. 

4.9-4 In conjunction with the submittal of building 
plans for the Public Safety Facility Project, 
at which time engineering details will be 
available for the proposed project, including 
outdoor equipment specifications and 
building pad locations, the applicant shall 
submit a design-level acoustical analysis to 
the Community Development Agency.  The 
acoustical analysis shall calculate the 
exterior noise levels at nearby residential 
property lines, resulting from the project’s 
stationary noise sources, including the indoor 
firing range and associated outdoor 
equipment, backup generator, rooftop HVAC 
equipment, and any other outdoor stationary 
project equipment.  If the predicted noise 
levels at the receiving residential property 
lines do not exceed the standards specified in 
Table 6-2 of the El Dorado County General 

El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 

In conjunction 
with the 
submittal of 
building plans 
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Plan, then no further mitigation is required. 
If predicted noise levels exceed the noise 
standards in Table 6-2 at nearby residential 
property lines, then the acoustical report 
shall include recommendations to ensure that 
the noise levels are reduced to levels at or 
below those shown in Table 6-2. Possible 
noise attenuation measures, which could be 
used to achieve the County’s noise standards 
at nearby residential property lines, include 
but are not limited to:  

 
• Building and Equipment Orientation: 

use building placement as a means to 
shield residential areas from on-site 
equipment noise sources. Orient 
exterior doors associated with the 
indoor range away from residential 
areas.  

 
• Building Materials:  

 
Indoor Firing Range: possible 
measures for the indoor firing 
range include using increased 
sound ratings for the building 
shell, and/or sound absorption 
material on indoor firing range 
room surfaces, and/or moveable 
interior partitions.   
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Rooftop Mechanical Equipment: 
possible measures include use of 
solid parapets at least partially 
blocking the line of sight to 
rooftop equipment. 
 
Indoor Firing Range (outdoor 
equipment): concrete block walls 
(or similar solid construction 
equaling the weight per square 
foot of concrete block) shall 
surround the outdoor mechanical 
equipment yard housing the 
indoor shooting range equipment 
(fans, pumps, filtration, etc.), at a 
height sufficient to block the line 
of sight to the nearest residential 
receptor.   
 
Backup Generator: engine 
generator and enclosure should 
be specified to meet 80 dBA or 
less at a distance of 23 feet from 
the unit. 

 
All noise attenuation measures recommended 
in the design-level acoustical study shall be 
incorporated into the project construction 
drawings for review and approval by the 
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Community Development Agency.  

4.10 Transportation and Circulation 

4.10-1 Traffic related to 
construction activities.   

4.10-1 Prior to the beginning of construction, the 
contractor shall prepare a construction 
traffic management plan to the satisfaction of 
the County Traffic Engineer. The plan shall 
ensure that acceptable operating conditions 
on local roadways are maintained. At a 
minimum, the plan shall include the 
following: 

 
• Description of trucks including: 

number and size of trucks per day 
(e.g., 85 trucks per day), coordination 
of expected arrival/departure times, 
designation of truck circulation 
patterns. 

• Description of staging area including: 
location, maximum number of trucks 
simultaneously permitted in staging 
area, use of traffic control personnel, 
specific signage. 

• Description of street closures and/or 
bicycle and pedestrian facility 
closures including: duration, advance 
warning and posted signage, safe and 
efficient access routes for existing 
businesses and emergency vehicles, 
and use of manual traffic control. 

El Dorado 
County Traffic 
Engineer 

Prior to the 
beginning of 
construction 
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• Description of driveway access plan 
including: provisions for maintained 
access to surrounding businesses, 
provisions for safe vehicular, 
pedestrian, and bicycle travel, 
minimum distance from any open 
trench, special signage, and private 
vehicle accesses. 

4.10-2 Study intersections 
under Existing Plus 
Project Conditions. 

4.10-2(a)Missouri Flat Road / China Garden Road. 
Prior to issuance of any building permits, the 
project applicant shall pay the countywide 
TIM fees for the project consistent with the 
County’s CIP program.  

 
Installation of a traffic signal at the Missouri 
Flat Road / China Garden Road intersection 
will improve the LOS at the intersection to 
LOS B with a delay of 16.1 seconds. 
Alternatively, restricting the eastbound and 
westbound approaches to right-turns only 
would result in acceptable operations in both 
peak hours.  
 
Therefore, appropriate mitigation would 
include payment of traffic impact mitigation 
fees to satisfy the project’s fair share 
obligation towards this improvement if it is 
included in the 20-Year CIP, or construction 
of the improvement with reimbursement or 
fee credit for costs that exceed the project’s 

El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
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proportional share if the improvement is 
needed but not included in future updates to 
the 20-Year CIP or constructed by others, as 
determined by CDA. 
 

4.10-2(b)Missouri Flat Road / Enterprise Drive. Prior 
to issuance of any building permits, the 
project applicant shall pay the countywide 
TIM fees for the project consistent with the 
County’s CIP program.  

 
Signalization of this intersection will result in 
an LOS A condition in the a.m. peak hour 
(8.5 seconds) and LOS B condition in the 
p.m. peak hour (18.4 seconds).  
 
Therefore, appropriate mitigation would 
include payment of traffic impact mitigation 
fees to satisfy the project’s fair share 
obligation towards this improvement if it is 
included in the 20-Year CIP, or construction 
of the improvement with reimbursement or 
fee credit for costs that exceed the project’s 
proportional share if the improvement is 
needed but not included in future updates to 
the 20-Year CIP or constructed by others, as 
determined by CDA. 

 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 

 
 
 
 
 
Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
 

4.10-3 Year 2025 Plus Project 
Condition impacts to the 
following four 

4.10-3(a)Missouri Flat Road / China Garden Road. 
Implement Mitigation Measure 4.10-2(a) 
regarding payment of TIM fees for the 

El Dorado 
County 
Community 

Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 

 



FINAL EIR 
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

FEBRUARY 2016 
 

Chapter 4 – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
 

4 - 26 

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM  
PUBLIC SAFETY FACILITY PROJECT 

Impact 
Number Impact Mitigation Measure 

Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

intersections: Missouri 
Flat Road / China 
Garden Road; Missouri 
Flat Road / Enterprise 
Drive; Pleasant Valley 
Road at SR 49; and 
Pleasant Valley Road / 
Forni Road.   

project.  
 

The CIP improvements needed to mitigate 
this intersection impact in the Year 2025 
condition are already identified in Mitigation 
Measure 4.10-2(a). Signalization will 
improve the LOS at this intersection to LOS B 
during both peak hours in the Year 2025 
condition. Alternatively, restricting the 
eastbound and westbound approaches to 
right-turns only would result in acceptable 
LOS C operations in both peak hours in the 
Year 2025 condition.  

 
4.10-3(b)Missouri Flat Road / Enterprise Drive. 

Implement Mitigation Measure 4.10-2(b) 
regarding payment of TIM fees for the 
project.  

 
The CIP improvements needed to mitigate 
this intersection impact in the Year 2025 
condition, are already identified in 
Mitigation Measure 4.10-2(b). Signalization 
will improve the LOS at this intersection to 
LOS B during both peak hours in the Year 
2025 condition.  

 
4.10-3(c) Pleasant Valley Road at SR 49. Prior to 

issuance of any building permits, the project 
applicant shall pay the countywide TIM fees 

Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Community 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
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Monitoring 
Agency 

Implementation 
Schedule Sign-off 

for the project consistent with the County’s 
CIP program. 

 
Installation of a traffic signal will maintain 
acceptable levels of service at the 
intersection during the AM peak hour (LOS C 
– 20.2 seconds). Therefore, appropriate 
mitigation would include payment of TIM 
fees to satisfy the project’s fair share 
obligation towards this improvement if it is 
included in the 20-Year CIP, or construction 
of the improvement with reimbursement or 
fee credit for costs that exceed the project’s 
proportional share if the improvement is 
needed but not included in future updates to 
the 20-Year CIP or constructed by others, as 
determined by CDA. 

 
4.10-3(d)Pleasant Valley Road / Forni Road. Prior to 

issuance of any building permits, the project 
applicant shall pay the countywide TIM fees 
for the project consistent with the County’s 
CIP program. 

 
Installation of a two-way-left-turn lane 
identified in the County’s CIP will allow the 
intersection to operate at LOS D (26.5 
seconds) in the AM peak hour. The project is 
programmed for construction between Fiscal 
Year 2025/26 and 2034/35 and is therefore 

Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
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consistent with General Plan Policy TC-Xf. 
4.10-4 Substantially increase 

hazards due to a design 
feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous 
intersections) or 
incompatible uses. 

4.10-4 The project applicant shall fund and 
construct the traffic signal at the Missouri 
Flat Road / Industrial Drive intersection. The 
traffic signal improvement shall be shown on 
the project improvement plans prior to their 
approval by the El Dorado County 
Community Development Agency. 
Installation of a new traffic signal would 
improve the operating conditions to LOS B 
(17.5 seconds) in the AM peak hour and LOS 
B (13.4 seconds) in the PM peak hour.  

El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 

Prior to the 
approval of 
improvement 
plans 

 

4.10-7 Study intersections LOS 
under Year 2035 Plus 
Project Conditions. 

4.10-7(a)Missouri Flat Road / China Garden Road. 
Implement Mitigation Measure 4.10-2(a) 
regarding payment of TIM fees for the 
project.  

 
The CIP improvements needed to mitigate 
this intersection impact in the Year 2035 
condition are already identified in Mitigation 
Measure 4.10-2(a). Signalization will 
improve the LOS at this intersection to LOS B 
during both peak hours in the Year 2035 
condition. Alternatively, restricting the 
eastbound and westbound approaches to 
right-turns only would result in acceptable 
LOS C operations in both peak hours in the 
Year 2035 condition.  

 
4.10-7(b)Missouri Flat Road / Enterprise Drive. 

El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 

Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to issuance 
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Number Impact Mitigation Measure 
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Implement Mitigation Measure 4.10-2(b) 
regarding payment of TIM fees for the 
project.  

 
The CIP improvements needed to mitigate 
this intersection impact in the Year 2035 
condition, are already identified in 
Mitigation Measure 4.10-2(b). Signalization 
will improve the LOS at this intersection to 
LOS A during the AM peak hour and LOS B 
during the PM peak hour in the Year 2035 
condition.  

 
4.10-7(c) Pleasant Valley Road at SR 49. Implement 

Mitigation Measure 4.10-3(c) regarding 
payment of TIM fees for the project.  

 
The CIP improvements needed to mitigate 
this intersection impact in the Year 2035 
condition, are already identified in 
Mitigation Measure 4.10-3(c). Signalization 
will improve the LOS at this intersection to 
LOS C during the AM peak hour.  

County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
El Dorado 
County 
Community 
Development 
Agency 
 

of any building 
permits 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Prior to issuance 
of any building 
permits 
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