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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

FOR THE  

MOSQUITO ROAD BRIDGE PROJECT 

DATE:  June 24, 2015   

TO:  Interested Agencies and Individuals 

FROM:  El Dorado County Community Development Agency, Transportation Division 

The El Dorado County Community Development Agency, Transportation Division (Transportation) is preparing 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Mosquito Road Bridge Project.  Transportation is soliciting the 
view of interested persons and agencies on the scope and content of the information to be included in the EIR.  
Agencies should comment with regard to information relevant to the agencies’ statutory responsibilities, as 
required by Section 15082 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. Transportation will 
also accept written comments regarding the scope and content from interested persons and organizations 
concerned with the project, in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines Section 15083. 

The scoping comment period begins June 26, 2015 and ends July 26, 2015.  Please direct all written comments 
to: El Dorado County Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attention: Ms. Janet 
Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667. Individuals and organization/agency representatives 
are invited to provide written and oral comments at a scoping meeting that will be held on Wednesday 
evening, July 15, 2015 beginning at 6:30 to 7:30 p.m. at the Mosquito Fire Protection District Station 75, 8801 
Rock Creek Road, Placerville. Persons with disabilities that may require special accommodations at the scoping 
meeting should contact Janet Postlewait at the above address, or by phone at 530 621-5900. This notice can 
also be found on the El Dorado County Transportation website at http://www.edcgov.us/MosquitoBridge/. 

PROJECT LOCATION:  The Mosquito Road Bridge is located on Mosquito Road at the South Fork of the 
American River, 6.0 miles north of the U.S. 50/Mosquito Road intersection in Placerville, CA, and 2.3 miles 
south of the communities of Mosquito and Swansboro, in El Dorado County.  

BACKGROUND:  In 1939, the Mosquito Bridge was largely reconstructed using the 1867 foundations from the 
original structure. The bridge does not meet current standards such as load requirements and bridge width, 
and in current times, has required extensive maintenance resulting in long term road closures. Structurally, the 
bridge is rated near the bottom of the list of all state bridges with a sufficiency rating (SR) of 12.5 out of 100. 
Bridges with a SR of < 50 are eligible for replacement under the FHWA Highway Bridge Program.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  The project includes replacement of the existing bridge and approach structures 
and must meet the Federal, State, and County safety and design standards in a manner consistent with the 
transportation needs of the corridor.  

ENVIRONMENTAL PROCESS AND PUBLIC INPUT:  Following receipt of input during the comment period, the 
County will prepare a Draft EIR that will describe the Project and alternatives (including a no project alternative 
as required by CEQA) and will identify the potential environmental effects and mitigation measures that may be 
necessary to minimize or avoid such effects. The Draft EIR will be made available for public review and input for 
a 45-day review period.  The County will consider all comments received and will prepare a Final EIR which 
identifies any necessary changes to the Draft and provides responses to all comments on the Draft.  The County 
Board of Supervisors will consider certification of the Final EIR prior to approval of actions required for 
undertaking the Project.   

http://www.edcgov.us/MosquitoBridge/
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Comments Mailed or Emailed 

   



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Brtdge CEQA Notice of Preparation of an EIR Publlc 
Meeting Comments. 
1 message 

Gall Banltl <gban1tt@earthllnk.net> 
To: Janet.pogtlewalt@edogov.ua 
Cc: Guy Banllt <gbanttt@earthllnk.net> 

Good Evening Janet, 

Wed, Jul 22, 2015 at 8:47 PM 

Gail and I have been residence cf Moequito for 25 years now. we love the area so much 
we gave up the hualle and bustle of the Bay Area to move up here In 1990. We have 
attended a lot of meetings concerning the County and EID and this meeting was one of the 
moat informative meetings we have attended. A special thanka from beth cf us to all who 
set up auch a wcndern.. intemelion for the residence cf Mcaquito. 

Listing the to preeentationa, the argument& for the High Bridge trumped the two lower bridge 
proposals at evety tum. Concema of another major slide in the awitchbacka are on 
everyones mind. The higher bridge eliminates that poaaibilily. The lower Bridge proposal 
requires an auxiliary bridge in Older to keep Mosquito road open. The High Bridge require& 
no additional bridge allOWing the present blidge to remain open. The Middle bridge i8 
longer with a curve cutting diagonally acroaa the canyon. The High Bridge is shorter, going 
straight act088 the canyon. 

Meat cf us, who have followed thia projecl, were relegated to the facl that the High Bridge 
would be to expensive and not be buitt. we wete pteaaantty aurpriaed at lhe cost salrings 
and lack cf environmental impact of the High Bridge proposal over lhe other two bridgea. in 
reality, the lack cf environmental impacl for lhe High Bridge with no temporary bridge 
required going straight acroaa the canyon, will make a Significant savings. 

ThankS to the develOpment group for considenng our aieas safety and supporting 011 
wishes. 

Sincerely, 

Guy and Gail Barritt 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Road Brtdge CEQA Notice of Preparation of an EIR 
Publlc Comments 
1 message 

Barbara Beacham <aalmonllahlngqueen@gmall.com> 
To: Janet.pogtlewalt@edogov.us 

Good morning Janet-

I appreciate being able to comment. 

Thu, Jul 23, 2015 at 7:59 AM 

Yesterday, we had another fire event here. lbls was a brush fire located on stope Drive. lbls Is somewhat 
close to the area where the Kins Fire burned last year. We have no Idea yet as to how this fire started. We 
knew something was going on whl!t'I the power went out around 2:30 p.m. yesterday. 

Whh Mosquito Road bellll dosed to~ the only way In and out for us here ts Rock Creek Road. As we sat 
here In our home, hearing the spotter planes, we loolced out and saw a hellcopter with a bucket. Wllh one 
road for all 1111~ lndudlng lhe emergency vehldes called out to help, we dearly have the need for that 
bridge 'ID be bullt. As Rock O'eek Is so narrow In spots, with loads al bllnd comers, and a slow route because 
oflhe road, we need the new bridge to ensure our safety up here. If they had 'ID dose off Rock Creek Road 
to emerget1cyvehldes only, and lhe area needed to be evaa1ated. how would we all get out of1he area 
without lmpedlrt1 those emervencyvehldes? 

What Is also al concern rs that we have several ponds hl!ft! that should be fllled to help with fire suppression. 
Ellen In drought years. Flnnon sits at 50 acre feet, and most al the ponds around the SCPOA assoclallon are 
at severely low levels. Last year dur1111 the Kina Fire the water tank up at Lupine Lane was used up In a day 
and a half. We watched yesterday as the hellcopterflew the area looklng for water sources. lb Ink of what a 
difference could be made wllh lhe high bridge In getllng water and crews up here. 

Some thoughts, and I hope that you can use these photos and this lnfonnatlon In getting the fund1111 needed 
for lhe high blldge. 



My best ll!prdS, 

Barb Beacllam 

Spotilr plaM 1111d hlllcopllr wllll llludllt.JPI 
234K 

11911i:optlr drdlng llladc.Jpg 
741< 

Helli:opter loolllng for• pond to d....,...., ft'om.Jpg 
115K 



Mosquito Bridge 
1 message 

Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Gian Biiai <glenbleal@yahoo.com> Sun, Jul 26, 2015 at 5:51 PM 
To: mosqiatobridge@edcgov.us, janet.postlewait@edcgov.ua 
Cc: Donna Bleai <donna.bleai@perfol 111lechnology.com> 

A few recent small fires (last week) remind us how critical it is to have two routes capable of 
bring reaoul'Cefl necessary to fight potential large fires in this area. 

There were over 700 fire engines and 100 dozera brought in during the King Fire last fall. All 
ofwl\ieh came in on Rock Creek. If Rock Creek had been compriaed due to fire or landslide 
our community would have been losl 

We appreciate and support efforts to iq>rovie Mosquito Road to be a viable altemative to 
Rock Creek. Replacing the existing bridge would not accmqilish that, as it would not allow 
fire fighting whieles into our area. We support the highest bridge because ii has the 
smallest foot print and ie.st future environmental impact on the canyon. We also 
undentand ii is a cheaper alternative to the mid-level bridge. 

We appreciate and thank you for your efforts in 8'4IPOft of this project. 

Glen and Donna Blesi 
3481 Dogwood lane, Placerville, CA 
PH#: 530 2~75 



(no subject) 
1 message 

da10UJ@Jpa.ne1 <daroaey@jps.net> 
Reply-To: darosey@jps.net 
To: janet.po&Uewait@edogov.us 

Janet Poetlewalt <ja.netpoltlewalt@edcgov.ua> 

Thu, Jul 16, 2015 at 6:23 AM 

I think the high rise bridge is the best way to go the lower bridge will not help us at all you 
wont be able to get emergenC'/ equipment up to us if there is a fire on Rock Creek road the 
fire trueka will not be able to get to us. the last fire we had they got a CDF truck stuck on the 
bridge the last fire we had there was so naich lraftic on rock creek that you had a traftic jam 
meeting fire trucks and caterpillam. the tall bridge makes more since small foot print will not 
require shutting down Mosquito road for two years. tall bridge has the smallest foot print 

Duncan Rose 
6280 Dickinson Placerville CA 
5306226595 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Comment Carel - Scoping Mtg., Wad., 7/1512015 
1 message 

Ellaabeth Bingham <ellaabeth.blngham@gmall.com> 
To: mosqiatobridge@edcgov.us 

Men, Jul 27, 2015at10:22 AM 

Hi! I wanted to add my support for the highest blidge option. Vllhile I very much want to see 
the "oliginar MosquitO bl'idge maintained for recreation, it doesn't make aenae to me to 
spend the kind of money required for any of the optiona w/o allOWing for access by 
emergency vehicles, as well as buses and large trucka, etc. MoaquitO/Swanaboro Countly 
will still be remote, just with the three most difficult/dangerous miles remG\led. I think it's 
okay to move forward and I think it will make our community safer rather than leas ao, by 
making it leas atbactive to people who want to "hide" and easier for emergency personnel to 
reach. If the middle span costs the most but doesn't allow for greater acceaa, there aeems 
no point in that, and if the lowest requires two bridges to be buitt, that see ma like a crazy 
waste of time and money. Thafs all I can think of. Thank you for taking our opinion& into 
8CCCU'll 

Bisabeth A. Bingham 
3106 Budd>oan:t Rd. 
Placerville, CA 95667 
elisabeth.bingham@gmail.com 
(530) 306-2350 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Brtdge Comments and Questions 
1 message 

kdlmJqOremontlylocatad.ua <kd6myq@remontlylccated.ua> Thu, Jul 16, 2015 at 7:47 PM 
To: moaqUtcbrldge@edcgov.us 

Data from fcnn "Moaqulto Bridge Comments and Quesllons" was received on 7/1 erit>15 
7:47:30PM. 

Feedback 

Fleld Yalu• 

Si.qact M111qu1to Bridge Commanta and Queatlana 

FUii Name Floyd Baumgartner 

Email Addl888 kll6myqGremontlylocaled. ua 

Mallngl\dd1818 8965 Rock Cr-eek Rd. Plilcerville, C11. 95667 

Phana 531M126-1204 

Thank you for updating us on the project. I think that the 11id level bridge 
ld.11 have scne concerns 1, Ice build up on the Placerville end of the 
bridge in the shaded al"ells due to the low a111le of the sun and trees and 
11euntain blocking the Sun. 2,The area on the north end is very unstable 

Oommant ldlere it would end. 3, '111e low level bridge ls • waist of 11aney, 1111sted on 
placinJ and rl!llDVi"I the tarp. bridge and have nothing to show for your 
11eney, Yau still Nill have maintenance issues Id.th slides abol.'e the neN 
bridge on the narth end. The best and lowest :lnpact ta the environnent is 
th• hlsh brldJ•· thank You 



Mosquito Road Bridge CEQA Notice of Preparation of an EIR Public 
Scoping Meeting, Wednesday, July 15, 2015 

Comment Card 

Comments: Lt>w 1ex~~~:, o~ Sef\~e... bec~\)=c .. blA, r f_Jo.s \~h\\ 
~Si\Cl.,<l ~n em.es j e-c-cH \frb', c.\es Cr.~\- v.sc.., ~+ ~ tn~~\ 1r<'f.cr~-­
N~6c)\J)c ea. w,\\ be. _c\D~d ft,( ~~ l~3 J R()L~ c~~ be:?J Df'\~~ fo 
£1C(e~ l!:. o~-\- so.-k, \,,\ ,\" ~ tD\ltn trv-ff1 1--vA~ec-1l\\''l \11 l \w ... l»1:MJ ~t~~\ b\)b~ 
___ \V(,b, \ei<:-\ b.Dd3e., 016-\u. S O\::l 5er6e_., be {4v?e- Cb~+ ) ~ h~j he~+1 

.... \:>6 ar· .1 ? I \)f\3e.e. ____,,,----
-~H~ v c:\ bi1~~ .\~.+~~]E~\ ~ht\LL.- \e~+ 1fl'f?6t:± 6" 

~\)~~ti-'~~~~£~1~.0 \fett~~ ~t\rf~ 0~,t\t \rv~~br\~l 1fecL< YJ yeccb)Dul 
Comments may be'subm1tted today at this workshop or email to: janet.po;frewait@edcgov.us or mail to: 

Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attn: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, 
Placerville, CA 95667. Comments are due by 5:00 pm on July 271 2015. Additional information can be found at 

http:/Lwww.edcgov.usLMosQuitoBllilg1:L or email to: mosquitobridge@edcgov.us 
Your Cont~t l~fon:nation {Optional): 

Name: -1..x:bb\e- ~rrjs 
Address: £-1Bl R \)de creel e.d I . e\ Ci.._Cl.cv\ 11~ (8 g'; lob]__,____ 
Email: )WOtnt,bt>CD[ec.\es±o.\e ~ ~1), (~ m_ Phone: S3D- lo;;'d-£ '1$)_)._., _ ___ _ 



Mosquito Bridge Options Comments 
 

1. Thanks for a very informative presentation. 
 

2. The low bridge option provides NO benefits to the residents nor to the county. 
a. Still have to maintain the roadway along the unstable mountain that the road is built 

in to all along the switchbacks. 
b. Switchbacks and narrow roadway would still preclude its use by emergency 

vehicles (ambulance and fire) attempting to access the Mosquito/Swansboro area. 
c. The environmental footprint would be unnecessarily large when you consider that 

there are options that are much less intrusive. 
d. I question the ability to effectively stabilize the terrain on the approach to and 

around where the temporary bridge will be constructed. Once that area so near the 
river is disturbed, natural drainage is probably going to present a formidable and 
costly challenge.   

 
3. The middle bridge option would address a couple concerns but the cost and logistics are not 

acceptable when you consider that there are better alternatives. 
a. Portions of roadway along the unstable mountain would still be a significant 

concern. A relatively small mud slide as we experienced in the late 90's rendered 
Mosquito Road unusable for nearly 3/4 of a year. Constructing any bridge that 
retains all or some of the switchbacks would most likely expose the County to 
never ending maintenance costs. 

b. As with the low bridge, the environmental footprint associated with this option 
would be large in comparison to other options. 

c. As with the low bridge option there would be significant amounts of time that 
Mosquito Road would not be accessible. 

 
4. The high bridge option is by far the best long term solution. 

a. Least impact on access to and from Mosquito/Swansboro. 
b. Smallest environmental footprint. 
c. Provides an access route for ambulances and large emergency vehicles. 
d. Hill stabilization (mudslide) along the steep portions of the roadway leading to the 

river would no long be a concern. 
e. Should something catastrophic occur to the Slab Creek Dam, this bridge option 

would suffer the least amount of impact. 
 
Ralph & Sharon Hern 
7062 Maidu Drive, Placerville  
rehern42@gmail.com 
530-626-5268 
 
 



Mosquito Bridge 
1 message 

Linda H8Jart <heyllnlck@gmall.com> 
To: mosqiatobridge@edcgov.us 

Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Frl,Jul24,2015at11:01 PM 

vve have lived in Swansboro for the past B years. It is a wonderful community and we love 
our home and quiet neighbol'hoocl. The drive on Mosqiato Road, Cl'088ing the rivet on ll'le 
one lane bridge and four awitchbacka are increasingly more diflicwt to negotiate each 
passing year. The traffic continues to increase and the blidge and SWitchbackB get more 
dangernus to travel. 

Our community is made up of young families \llith school age children spending lengthy time 
riding the school bus (which lft.lst travel Rock Creek Rd.), working families, and many 
retired ccqilea. we desperately need the bridge replaced with ll'le higher option so that 
ambulance service, emergenC>f vehicles and especially fire equipment can arnest lhiB 
community in the quickest time possible. Without this higher bridge all these vehicles must 
travel the longer Rock Creek Rd. 

Thank you for any help you can provide to make this bridge option the one that is chosen. 

Sincerely, 

Nick and Linda Heyart 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaJtOedcaov.ua> 

Slab C1'98k Bridge Redevelopment Plan 
1 message 

JMOn Wllllam9 <andlngefa@gmall.com> 
To: janet.pogUewait@edcgov.us 

Dear Ma PoaUewait, 

Men, Jul20, 2015at11:47 PM 

Thank you for your hard work on lhe Slab Creek Bridge Redevelopment Plan. If I may, I 
would love to vote for option one. I believe this option enal.l'e& continued acceaa for 
kayakera and fly fishermen such as my self. Any loss of access would challenge my 
enlhusiaam for such a beautiful spot. As a tourist, I know my i""8ct on the region i8 small, 
yet if I add up the expenditures for all of my anMJal viSits to the American and those of my 
companions, it is significanl I believe tourists like myself should help drive the push to 
increase access. Bottom line is we love coming to visit! Please keep it easy for us to keep 
having such a great timel Thank you again! 

Kind Regards, 

Jason \Nilliams 
Canner by the Sea 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Road Brtdge at the South Fork of the American River -
Scoping Comments 
1 message 

Jeff Wala""•kl ~sleioatt.net> 
To: Janet.pogtlewalt@edogov.us 

Janet Postlewait 
Principal Planner 
El Dorado COunty Community Development Agency 
Transportation Division 

Mon, Jul 27, 2015 at 7:49 PM 

As an Jong-time inflatable kllyaker I have a great boating intl!rest in the Slab Creek nm. I am 
particularly intl!rested in high-gradient low-flow runs like the Slab Creek nm. With the l"l!Ct!l'lt 
SMUD relicensing, SMUD will be providing minimum streamflows that are over 200 cfs in most 
years In the months of April and May. I plan on taking advllntlllge of these ftows In order to 
frequently run the Slab Creek run with my boating friends in oor inflatable k!lVl!Jks. Aa:ess at 
the MosquitD Ridge Bridge is important to facilitate running tile upper and lower section& 
separatllly since low flows require longer paddllng times. 

For all albernatlves, please address recreational access to tile Sootfl Forit Amerfc:an at Mosqijto 
Road Bridge. Please also consider the lmpillct to river access during the constnJc::doo ot the 
bridge. 

I support Bridge Alll!rnatlve 1 (High- Level) since I belleve It provides tile greabest boating 
access using the existing roads on both sides and the historic bridge. 

Thank you for reading my comments! 

Jeff Wasielewski 

8634 Gunner Way 

Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5347 



Slab C1'98k - Mosquito Bridge 
1 message 

Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaJtOedcaov.ua> 

Bany Krme <zlpkruae@hotmall.com> Tue, Jul 21, 2015 at 11 :19 AM 
To: "janeLpoatlewait@edcgov.us• <janet.posUewait@edcgov.ua> 

Dear Janet, 

I undentand that you may be lrying to gauge i111eteat in accees at Slab Creek at MoaquitO 
Bridge. 

Count me amongat many hundreds of friends who will appreciate all availability to that fine 
whitewater sedion. n is a rare piece lhat would be greatly appreciated by an even larger 
user population in the future, espeeially as other riWf' sections are drying up. I've done this 
section of river sevend times over the years, and I am wry inlelested in taking friends back. 
I am an expert rafting guide with hundreds of days of Class v experience, and alway& look 
for accessible, quality runs. 

Sincere thanks for your consideration, 

Banyl<luse 
Rocklin, CA 
916.616.2317 



July 1 sth Meeting 
1 message 

Lany <1.Janaaen.tpp@gmall.com> 
Reply-To: l.janaaen@ieee.org 
To: mosq!Jtobridge@edcgov.us 

Janet POltlewalt <ja.netpOltlewalt@edcgov.ua> 

Thu, Jul 16, 2015at12:02 PM 

Thanks to those that participated in last nighta meeting on the Moequito Bridge. Good 
information-as an Engineer myself (retired) I appreciated the level of competence by the 
Engineers deactibing the project. 

H was mentioned that some of the photos and maps would be poated on the web site to look 
at and study. We have been a resident of Swansboro/Mosquito since 1986 and have high 
hopes that this is more than just talk and studies and we \'lill rally get a new bridge. We 
are definitely voting for the upper bridge design-it appear to be the only solution that would 
allow emergency vehicles and equipment access. Also, it appears to be the appvac:h 
providing the least impact on the environment. 

Again thanks to all and keep pushing to make this new bridge a reality. 

Larry Jan&Sen l.janssen@ieee.org 



Mosquito Road Bridge CEQA Notice of Preparation of an EIR Public 
Scoping Meeting, Wednesday, July 15, 2015 

Comment C.ard 

Comments: 0 f -;; 1-\- e ?3 A-1.-T-e\'L.AIA: J G--s7 T /~~~ ~ 
s-e ~ ~ Be- T /fe_ 8 e-sr 0w. 

_L~ wo t.'-'D \r\-.Q~ l21 u c tt D.Slf:_.s!._tl1 on o P 1fi. o P?tc .:/!/;/'A co (,,f Cc:1Yiefrc.cJv.,f-1of\/.. 

? . ~ //YrfoL\lv\, l QtA--lc_ W(!)ut.-Q G-e.. Lo-..-...C-Bl.--

3 . Pe(f!y) 4- Ces f- ST;<J-rvDpo 1,,,,;f Lite U{ZP-ffeL Se.e~ -Jo. ~'E ik f5-e-.T 

~/L ~~ ,__ _ ___ _ 
~e LI. :ii& r (ZJ5a>e~ ii oYL &Y-'L\1_E~zt&-'-'----'-· _________ _ _ 

Comments may be submitted today at this workshop or email to: janet.postlewait@edcgov.us or mail to: 
Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attn: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, 

Placerville, CA 95667. Comments are due by 5:00 pm on July 27, 2015. Additional information can be found at 
httwfLwww.edcgov.us/Mos'luitoBridgeL or email to: mosquitobridge@edcgov.us 

Your Contact Information (Optional): 

Name: A.av/~ 8A:ct G-·A ;._ uP 
Address: C:z D-~ .L..12 G- CrCt81tV' AN. 
Email: CAS'A-D£BB:c l @GbJA1L--, CaM- - Phone: 530- 6').J-Cft,,13 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Road Brtdge project comments 
1 message 

MARK HERMAN <machcoppa@yahoo.com> Mon, Jul 27, 2015 at 2:45 PM 
Reply-To: MARK HERMAN <machcopper@yahoo.com> 
To: "Janet.poatlewaHOedcgov.ua" <Janet.pogtlewalt@edcgov.us> 

Janet, The July 15th, 2015 Mosquito Road Bridge meeting In SWsnsboro was great. The 
fcllowlng are commenta I would Hite to add to Iha envlrcnmental Impact Issues. 
First I would like to atate lhat a new blidge iS vital to lhe development and safety of all 
communities north of Iha SW&nsboro Road Bridge not Just SW&naboro. Being a law 
enforcement ofllcer I have seen many trafllc violators crossing lhe CllT8nt bridge and going 
up and down lhe swltcl1backa In violation of the C811fomla vehlcle code \\'hlch Is 
endangering peoples !Ne& and would continue to do ao if a lower bridge is approwd. This 
would be due to the awitchbacks still being present and an iaaue. People would still dare to 
attempt to use the awitchbacka if a lower bridge was built. Also the fact that Fire Department 
Truck& from Placerville are not able to access ccmmunities on lhe nDl'll'I Side of the 
American River unle&s they gain access via Rock Creek Road, which coJJd be closed down 
for many reasons and stop aaaeaa to lhose in dire need. I am in favor or a High Level or 
Middle Level Bridge over a lower bridge. 

Now for points on the three cheicea of bridges. 
Lower Bridge 
I believe the implication of a lower bridge alongside where the existing bridge is located iB 
a bad idea due to lhe impacts it will have to the community and environment. 
First the fact that a two bridgea woJJd need to be constructed as well not only is a financial 
impact but alao it will take 8 months to construct causing the current bridge to be closed for 
that amount of time and only allOwing one access in and out of Swansboro for that 8 month 
period. Thia would increase usage on the Rock Creek Road. The residents on Rock Creek 
Rd will have increased traffic, pollution, and wear and tear on that road for 8 months 
straight. Further the possibility of landslides, fire&, or traffic aceidenta could close Rock 
Creek Road diwm, which would block off any acc111 to Swansboro by ground. The 
reaidents would be trapped with no way in or out. If there was a life endangeling emergency 
where fire, police, or ambulance were needed it is qLite possible they could be cut off or 
exbetnely delayed to the point it could be devastating. 
Secondly the dewlopment of a lower bridge would not assist in providing better access up 
Mosquito Road around the four switchbaeks once you CIOSS the bridge. This would continue 
to pte'Jent additional fire personnel to get to the north side of the American River in case of 
a fire. 
Thirdly, Cuirenlly over weighted and wide trucks are using the current bridge and 
switchbaekS in violation of traffic laws. VWh the building of another short bridge there iS no 
doubt in my mind the new bridge will be used by these same persons in violation oftraflic 
laws. VVe even had a Semi Truck with Trailer make it down to the bridge this last year. How 
they managed to get out of the area is unknown to me but I am sure it endangered the 



driver, and other traffic on the road. These over weighted and wide trucks will impact the 
safe driving of driver's to and front the new lower bridge, especially on these switchbacks. 
Fourthly, There would be a high impact on the surrounding wildlife, forestry, and American 
River if construction of a lower bridge would take place. The time to construct two lower 
bridges would be considerably longer. This in turn would cause more exhaust from vehicles 
getting materials in and out of the area. Construction would be taking place directly adjacent 
to the river causing more debris to be dropped into the river and surrounding environment. 

High Level Bridge 
The impact of a high bridge would be minimal and more practical. 
First, The current Mosquito Road Bridge would be able to stay open during construction. 
Secondly, This would continue to allow two access roads into Swansboro for emergency 
responses and for evacuations. 
Thirdly, The impact to the environment would be minimal. The pollution of incoming and 
outgoing vehicles would be less than a lower bridge due to the vehicles not needing to use 
the much lower gears, torque, or pull on their engines as it would be to get down to and 
back out of a lower level bridge. 
Fourthly, Once completed, the upper level bridge would bypass the current switchbacks 
across the current bridge. This would allow access and a quicker response for emergency 
personnel such as Fire Department engines and Police response to the community. Being a 
Law Enforcement Officer I can tell you response time is vital and can be the difference 
between life and death. 
Middle Level Bridge 
The impact of a middle bridge would be more beneficial then the lower bridge but still have 
more concerns then a higher bridge. 
First the middle bridge would also cause a closure of the current bridge as the lower bridge 
will do, just not for the same amount of time frame of 8 months. This would be do to both the 
lower bridge and middle bridge using the same stretch of road where there is no turn offs. 
The construction trucks going in and out of the area will be an issue at this location as well 
as they would be at lower bridge. 
Secondly, on a positive note the middle bridge like the higher level bridge will bypass the 
switchbacks which will allow emergency personnel access across the American River. 
Thank you for viewing my contacts. 
MARK HERMANN 
6581 Log Cabin Lane 
Placerville Ca. 95667 
(Swansboro) 
(916) 873-4522 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Brtdge Comments and Questions 
1 message 

machcopper viii TD-M011qultoBrtdga-m 
<moequltcbrldge@edcgov.ua> 

Mon, Jul 27, 2015 at 2:43 
PM 

Reply-To: machcopper@yahoo.com 
To: moaqUtobrldge@edcgov.us 

Data from form "Moaqulto Bridge Comments and Quesllons" was received on 7127/2015 
2:48:31 PM. 

Feedback 

Fleld Value 
Si.qect MOBqUltO Bridge Commanta and Queatlona 

FUii Name Mark Hermann 

Email Addl888 machcopperOYahoo.com 

MallngAdd1888 6511 Las Cabin Lane Placerville C•. 95667 

Phona (916) llT.M522 

The July 15th. 2915 l'IDsquito Road BrJ.clie neeting Jn !iwllnsboro llllll great. 
The follawinl are ccnnents I muld like to add to the enviran.-t•l i11pact 
issues. First I would like to state that • ~ brJ.die is vital tD the 
develop1ent and safety of all camtunities north of the Siolansboro Ro•d 
Bridge not just Siolansboro. BeJ111 a laN enforcenent officer I have seen many 
tr•ffic violators crassinl the current bridge and going up and down the 
switchbacks in viollltian of the Californi• vehicle code Nhich ls 
endangerins peoples lives and NOuld continue to do so if a laMer bridge is 
approved. This ..auld be due to the sNitchbacks still bei111 present •nd an 
issue. Peaple llOUJ.d still dare tD attmpt to use the switchbacks if a lower 
bridge was built. Also the f11ct that Fire Departinent Trucks fl'Olll 
Placerville are not able tD access c-unities on the north side of the 
-erican River unless they pin access via Rock Creek Road. Milch could be 
closed dllMI for inany reasons and s.tap assess to those in dire need. I lllll in 
fBYOr or a Hlsh Level or Middle Level Bridge over a lower bridge. HON for 
paints an the three choices of bridges. 1) I believe the implication of • 
lower bridge alansside Nhere the existing brldje is located is a bad idea 
due to the impacts it will have tD the ca...unity and environnent. First the 
fact that a tvo bridJes NOuld need to be constructed as Nell not only is a 
financial illpact but also it will take 8 nanths to construct causing the 
current brld1e to be closed for that llllllunt of tillll! and only all.CMina one 
access in and out of !lwllnsboro for that 8 mnth period. This "10Uld increase 
usage on the Rack Creek Road. The residents on Rack Creek Rd vlll have 
increased traffic, pollution, and wear and tear an thllt road for 8 11anths 
stra!aht. Further the possibility of landslides. fires, or traffic 



Comment 

accidents could close Rock Creek Road down, which would block off any 
access to Swansboro by ground. The residents would be trapped with no way 
in or out. If there was a life endangering emergency where fire, police, or 
ambulance were needed it is quite possible they could be cut off or 
extremely delayed to the point it could be devastating. Secondly the 
development of a lower bridge would not assist in providing better access 
up Mosquito Road around the four switchbacks once you cross the bridge. 
This would continue to prevent additional fire personnel to get to the 
north side of the American River in case of a fire. Thirdly, Currently over 
weighted and wide trucks are using the current bridge and switchbacks in 
violation of traffic laws. With the building of another short bridge there 
is no doubt in my mind the new bridge will be used by these same persons in 
violation of traffic laws. We even had a Semi Truck with Trailer make it 
down to the bridge this last year. How they managed to get out of the area 
is unknown to me but I am sure it endangered the driver, and other traffic 
on the road. These over weighted and wide trucks will impact the safe 
driving of driver's to and front the new lower bridge, especially on these 
switchbacks. Fourthly, There would be a high impact on the surrounding 
wildlife, forestry, and American River if construction of a lower bridge 
would take place. The time to construct two lower bridges would be 
considerably longer. This in turn would cause more exhaust from vehicles 
getting materials in and out of the area. Construction would be taking 
place directly adjacent to the river causing more debris to be dropped into 
the river and surrounding environment. 2) The impact of a high bridge would 
be minimal and more practical. First, The current Mosquito Road Bridge 
would be able to stay open during construction. Secondly, This would 
continue to allow two access roads into Swansboro for emergency responses 
and for evacuations. Thirdly, The impact to the environment would be 
minimal. The pollution of incoming and outgoing vehicles would be less than 
a lower bridge due to the vehicles not needing to use the much lower gears, 
torque, or pull on their engines as it would be to get down to and back out 
of a lower level bridge. Fourthly, Once completed, the upper level bridge 
would bypass the current switchbacks across the current bridge. This would 
allow access and a quicker response for emergency personnel such as Fire 
Department engines and Police response to the community. Being a Law 
Enforcement Officer I can tell you response time is vital and can be the 
difference between life and death. 3) The impact of a middle bridge would 
be more beneficial then the lower bridge but still have more concerns then 
a higher bridge. First the middle bridge would also cause a closure of the 
current bridge as the lower bridge will do, just not for the same amount of 
time frame of 8 months. This would be do to both the lower bridge and 
middle bridge using the same stretch of road where there is no turn offs. 
The construction trucks going in and out of the area will be an issue at 
this location as well as they would be at lower bridge. Secondly, on a 
positive note the middle bridge like the higher level bridge will bypass 
the switchbacks which will allow emergency personnel access across the 
American River. 

Email "Mosquito Bridge Comments and Questions" originally sent to mosquitobridge@edcgov.us from 
machcopper@yahoo.com on 7/27/2015 2:48:31 PM. 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

SLAB CREEK RECREATIONAL ACCESSlll 
1 message 

nonayabua <akatermatt76@yahoo.com> 
To: Janet.pogtlewalt@edcgov.ua 

Janet, 

Thu, Jul 23, 2015 at 3:29 PM 

My name la Matthew Phllllpa I am a lifelong El Dorado County Realdent, and cumintly live In 
Coloma. I have been white water kayaking for 8 years now, and I am a competent claaa IV 
kayaker. I have never got a chance to run the Slab Creek aecllon of the South Fork 
American beca1.111e It really never cornea In at a tlow that would be good for boating. The 
idea of recreational flows on thia section of river have most cettai~ grabbed my attention 
and I am 'WlfY excited and please that this la going to happen In the fUturel From my 
undetatanding there are propoeala for new bridge construction and I am in full favor of 
Bridge Altemative 1 which is the high level bridge. I would like to add that during thia 
poaaible conatruction phase that the health of the rivet and surrounding nature environment 
have aa little impact aa possible. River acoeaa during the construction phaae would aJao be 
a personal concem of mine i would like to see addreaaed. I would also appreciate river 
access for recreatiOnal purposes to be considered with high regarda at the Mosquito Road 
Bridge to acceaa the South FOl'k Amencan. I have been trying to get on thia section of river 
for a very tong time knOWing that ia poaaeaaes very high quality rapids for v.tiite water 
kayaking, and have hean:l how great it i8 by many old time kayaking friends that used to 
boat this section quite often when it tlowed more regularly. Thia section of rivet iS in high 
demand in the boating community, and i know that many of my ftienda both El Domdo 
County and friends from othet counties and even states woJJd be travefing to take 
advantage of any boating oppottunities on Slab Creek. Al8o aa an Ameriean Whitewater 
member i have seen that lhe8e flows would be planned for the summer time which is a 
major plus beca118e the availability for class IV whitewater iS far and few between in out 
state. Thia said I am more than confident that reaeational flows will draw many kayak.ens to 
the area especially during summer months when lhefe are no other options. Many of us 
kayakera travel all throughout the state and even the country to find rivers with watet in 
them so we can go kayaking and enjoy our rights to 1.111e the rivet for recreational plM'posea. 
His very important that we have access to the river at Mosquito Road Bridge, and i cannot 
stress thia point enough. Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions. Thank 
you for your time I 

Matt Phillips 

(916)80~737 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

mosquito bridge comments from 7/15115 
1 message 

MlchHI Sander <sanderhouse@hughea.net> 
To: Janet postlewalt <Janet.poatlewall@edcgov.ua> 

Janet 

Thu, Jul 16, 2015 at 9:44 AM 

Great meeting last night. It's good to see lhat everything la moving along as well aa n la. 
Aa for commenta on the 3 different bllde proposals 

The lower blldge seems to be lhe least favorable of the tine. First of all n doesn't 
meet one of lhe main Clltella for a new bridge; that being access to emagency vehldea 
because it doesn't eliminate the awitchbacka. The a'Nitehbacka have an ongoing problem 
""1111 ""1111 rock coming loose and n may be Juat a period of time when them la anolher maier 
allde as there was In 06/C17. And this conalrUctlon of this bridge wow:I create a major traftlc 
Inconvenience for lt'a construction pellod. 

The middle bridge ia better but ii atill leavea a switchback on lhe South end of lhe 
bridge. It also leaves a rather naaty rtght hand tum (going towards awanabol'o) just after the 
awilchbacka. 

Thia leavea the high bridge which aeema to have everything that we need. So I 
guess, in short, my vote ii for alternate 1, the high bridge. 

Thank You 
Mike Sander 
aanderhouae@hughea.net 



Mosquito Road Bridge CEQA Notice of Preparation of an EIR Public 

Comments for Scoping Meeting Wednesday July 15, 2015 

Comments of  Wayne and Barbara Mikel, 9070 Orval Beckett Ct, Placerville 

CA 95667  530 642 1970 

Resident for 22 years. 

1993-bridge replacement study not implemented even though new 

building allowed increased traffic and abusive travel on the bridge never 

designed to accommodate, represents a physical and environmental 

hazard. Let’s hope that doesn’t happen again. 

Environmental and other hazards, avoided with building the upper level, 

bridge replacement. 

1. Minimum environmental construction impact 

2. Smaller long-term profile human presence in the American River 

Canyon area of Mosquito Road. Less potential for fire in the canyon, 

which cannot be fought by air or ground equipment and can burn east 

and west as well as north and south?  

3. Faster access for all emergency response teams: The two alternate 

locations for a new bridge do not address the north side switchbacks. 

Therefore would not allow for fire and emergency response. Given the 

population increases and therefore traffic in Swansboro 

Country/Mosquito District (subdivision is only 50 %  built out lot vs 

house per association records and fire department listing of houses vs 

lots) and the desire by the El Dorado County to consolidate Fire 

Protection Districts having a faster access to our community makes 

economic and environmental sense. 

4. Gasoline and oil contaminates washing off current road into the 

American River from parked vehicles. 

5. Greater flood protection with for the bridge and possible debris flows. I 

personally witnessed the water level at the Mosquito Bridge during 

the1997 flood. It bridge was almost swept away. At Chile Bar, the impact 

of the 1997 flood resulted in the subsequent bridge replacement.   



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Brtdge Comments and Questions 
1 message 

Plohnaon&eld.org <pJchnaon@eld.org> 
To: mosqiatobriclge@edcgov.us 

Tue, Jul 21, 2015 at9:57 AM 

Data from fonn "Mcaqulto Bridge Comments and Queatlona" was received on 7/21/l015 
9:57:41 AM. 

Feedback 

Fleld Yalu• 

Sl.tll&d M111qu1to Bridge Commanta and Queatlana 

FUii Name PatJohnaon 

EmallAddnu pjohnaon@eld.org 

Mallngl\ddnu &987 Dyer Court Placerville, CA 95667 [SWllnsbora resident] 

Phana 530 642-4144 

Majority af residents in Slansbora are truly hopin1 a net11 brid1e is 
constructed for safety purposes. With all mnies spent to repair the old 
brid1e aver these decades, a naii brid1e 1111Uld have been in place and paid 

Ccmmant for if ori1inal plans had been pursued. I an curious abaut the CEQl (no 
project) cansideration and lllhat exactly does that mean> Could soneane 
please clarifyt 111ank you for all you do and best of luck with 1ettin1 the 
project ta fruition. It Nill be an asset to El Dorado County. Pat Jahnsen 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Mosquito Brtdge Comments and Questions 
1 message 

mallforphylChmall.com <mallforphylOgmall.com> 
To: moaqUtobrldge@edcgov.us 

Wed, Jul 15, 2015 at 8:37 PM 

Data from fonn "Moaqulto Bridge Comments and Quesllons" was received on 7/15/2015 
8:37:26 PM. 

Feedback 

Fleld Value 
Si.qect MOBqUltO Bridge Commanta and Queatlana 

FUii Name Phylllll Smith 

Email Addl888 maltrorphy!OgmaJl.com 

Mallngl\dd1888 3329 Stope Dr Pl•cerville CA 95667 

Phona 53IMl2&0828 

of 3 bridge alternates ~r •ltern•tive---11111uld result in the building of 
Z br.idJes H you have to have •lternate rautes of in c11Se an l!lll!r1ency 
(i.e. King Fire) and aur 11ain alternate Rack Creek Rd c•n be prone to rock 
slides and is also narl'Olll and not built f'or the •1111unt of traffic it gets 
ldlen Mosquito is closed. Middle level altemative---this is the longest and 
110st expensive---it as 111ell as the loiter alternative cauld be effected by • 
sudden rise in water level caused by a catastrophic rack slide up river or 

Ocmment dan breach. There has been rock slide that caused Mater to so over the 
current Chili Bar Bridge - and for a while there was actually no access to 
the llosquito swansboro area as Mosquito Bridie ws also closed due to a 
potential rock slide. 111e High level alternative is the 1111st effective 
alternative as it nnoln!s all sNitchbacks naking it the easiest for 
emergency traffic, would have the least iqsact an the need f'ar alternative 
routes dur.lni construct.ion. Would also 11ake a safer route in and out of 
ICasquito/SNansbDrO. rt is also not the 110st expensive. Also snallest 
footprint .In the Naterf.l.Clf even if' there is a catastrophe up river. 

Emall "Mlllqulto Bridge CGmmanta and Qlatl-" llllglnally amt tD l!IOBlPtol:ll!d!Je08dcgav.us fRlm 
maltrOfl)hyl@gmaJl.com on 7/1512015 8:37:216 PM. 



Mosquito Road Bridge CEQA Notice of Preparation of an EIR Public 
Scoping Meeting, Wednesday, July 15, 2015 

C.om.me:nt Card 
Comments: _riit:.. !IL&' L~vdf,,. 0/(10{;,_t!e Ls TiJ!= CJ~~t-fiJ_C:?t.i (:1{'>//aM_~ _ 

_ al f w1 1. '- e tt~, µAle- ri_~ wo~ J'r LA:u_£ ,_ o ~as--f~-ra If o 
_T:_lr_~_1__t/A .s (j e ~,J -/ '1 t!:::_~ tfl~?e..rA- {<7 µ ~~~£!: G~c;-f--tl__~-lt" t!..~lf~t.~.r __ _ 

- ltA~~ .&t_t!!L_ (Jee,w II dkt!:. TO fi_~~Jf~r-cn: {_ /l~C"'I. e-~e;c A-,wp 

_£j fle _ _) r~, -1 c..v1 '-'"" 4 /.. f.p ~ ve-.tl__T1~1!:. if_e,i;Jv<!.~ 14:1 rt r~t.t. v/ttP.rv A.V9 

Veit;~ 4_, lrdA1rt'.1 kc._1, A-5 ·/Jl'eA1(~J ~_____:c_'- 1'1~ -..-dtr_e A,vo-1i!_e-11vc~ 

_T:fi_~ee.li..~LIA~ /t A ce-1JJ~& (7 µ '22..u v(J!1y AOt«llt::1c..c... .51~=/) __ _ 

-~~~~ &' 12.d )2_._:Cj _LJ___/J_l(1 0 <>e I J LL1t-&f_ /_/'!i />'1'!f'i,9..AJ'C 

Comments may be submitted today at this workshop or email to: janet.postlewait@edcgov.us or mail to: 
Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attn: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, 

Placerville, CA 95667. Comments are due by 5:00 pm on July 27, 2015. Additional information can be found 
at httJb/Lwww.edcgov.us!MosquitoBridgeL or email to: mosquitobridge@edcgov.us 

Your Contact Information (Optional): 

Name: ____ff'~__i_Ag_o fS._~t2.J2.-------------------~ 
Address: 2 '}.. 11 S lA,.I A.vs ;;f <? K rt' v 

Email: _Q_[J_lf~<>~-&· tlYlf-' .fA.r .,, h!.t!.~'1' __ Phone:_~'b__J_:::_J_L1=l_ _______ _ 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Slab Creek Access at Mosquito Road Bridge 
1 message 

Samual Raskin <araakln@gmall.com> 
To: Janet.pogtlewalt@edcgov.ua 

Dear Janet, 

Mon, Jul20, 2015at11:17 PM 

I am a Sacramento/Gold Country 8198 whitewater kayaker Mlh a keen lrdereat In Improving 
cr1tlcal river access to Slab Creek at Moequlto Road Bridge. I understand that the proJed la 
currently In Draft Envlronmental liq>act Report Phase. 

I am VefY active recreational whitewater kayak.er; I spend approximately 80 days each year 
kayaking. Moat of those daya are in the American River Drainage. The Slab Creek abet.ch 
of the South Fork Amelican river is one of our very beat !UIS and I plan to kayak it every 
time there is a release. 

Aa you move f'ofwatd with lhia projecl, please 

• Include scoping and content information in all proposed bl'idge replacement 
attemative& that addreaaea the need for recreational acceaa to the South Fork 
American at Mosquito Road Bridge. 

• Consider impacls to river passage and river acceaa during construction. 
• consider Bridge Altemative 1 (High- Leve~. Thia attemative would bypass all the 

awitchbacks on the North aide of the river and all but one switchback on the South 
leaving viable river access using the existing road8 on bOth aidea and the historic: 
bridge. 

Thank you for considel'ing my requeal 

Samuel Raskin 

Samuel Raskin 
(415) 269-4813 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Rafting Access at Mosquito Rd. Bridge 
1 message 

Stave Tedevlch <satadevlch@yahoo.com> Tue, Jul 21, 2015 at 9:56 AM 
Reply-To: Steve Tadevlch <aatadevlch@yahoo.com> 
To: "Janet.poatlewaHOedcgov.ua" <Janet.pogtlewalt@edcgov.us> 

July21, 2015 

Janet Poatlewall 
Prlnclpal Planner 
El Dorado County Community Development Ageney 
Transportation Dllllalon 
2850 Falrlane Court 
Placerville, CA 95867 

Ma. P0811eWalt, 

I am writing regarding my aerioua concem of potential acceaa to the South Folk of the 
American River at Moaquto Rd. Bridge. 

Here are the basics: 

1. The road i8 Uldamentally a very narrow two-lane road in some placea and at beat a 
lane and a half wide in others. 
2. It winds for approximately B miles from lhe junction with Union Ridge Rd. to the 
bridge. 
3. The bridge is a one lane wooden structure buill in lhe 19308 lhat ia simply not 
intended for any kind of significant traffic. In feel, there iS a proposal making it8 way 
through the system right now to replace the bfidge by 2020. Even when the bridge ia 
replaced, MoaquitO Rd. south of the bridge is simply not in any shape to 
handle increased traffic. 
4. There ia NO parking al1)o'Whete near lhe bridge which means significant congestiOn 
in an area that already has cars baeking up waiting lheir tum to Cl'OS8 lhe bridge. 
5. Access to the river from the road near lhe bridge is very steep and very rocky. At. 
nonnal river levels, an approximate 50-foot potential treacherous decent and/or 
accent will be required. 
6. All-iMll river access at that specific point is simply asking for serious problems. 

I ask you to considedrec:onsider any proposals for any kind of formal river access et the 
Mosquito Rd. bridge and fully take into consideration the potential dangers that access will 
present to evetyOne nalrigating the road and crossing !he bridge. 

Thank you for your time. 



Sincerely, 
Steve Tadevich 
3363 Stope Dr. 
Placerville, CA 



Janet POltlewalt <JanetpOltlewaftOedcaov.ua> 

Re: Rafting Accaas at Mosquito Rd. Bridge 
1 message 

Stave Tedevlch <satadevlch@yahoo.com> 
Reply-To: Steve Tadevlch <aatadevlch@yahoo.com> 
To: Janet Poatlawalt <Janet.poatlewalt@edcgov.ua> 

Sony for the confusion. I should have been more clear. 

Tue, Jul21, 2015at11:07 AM 

I have previously submitted In writing lhe pro response regarding the blldge replacement. n 
would have been Included with several othenl aa part of the blldge presentation last week at 
lhe Moaqllto Fire House. 

Thanks. 

--Steve 

From: Janet Postlewait <janet.postlewait@edcgov.ua> 
To: Steve Tadevieh <satadevicti@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 11 :03 AM 
Subject: Re: Rafting .Acce8a at MoaquitO Rd. Bridge 

Thanks, Sleite. You said you submitted in writing a pro response. Did you mean to attach 
it, or iS it coming in the mail? Or did I miSunderaland? :-) 

Jmet Po1tmrait 
Principal Planns 

El Dorado Conaty Community DenlopmeatAp•cy 
Thm5porlation Division 
2850 Fairlime Court 
Placerville, CA 9S667 
(530) 621-5993 /FAX (S30) 626-03&7 
janet.posHewait@edcgov.ua 

On Tue, Jul 21, 2015 at 10:38 AM, Steve Tadevich <satadevich@yahoo.ec1m> wrote: 
Janet. 



Thanks for your quick response. It is very much appreciated. 

As an addendum, I have submitted in writing a "pro" comment for the bridge replacement, 
which I consider extremely important. My concern deals with river access at the existing 
Mosquito Rd. bridge. 

Thank you. 

-- Steve 

From: Janet Postlewait <janet.postlewait@edcgov.us> 
To: Steve Tadevich <satadevich@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2015 10:29 AM 
Subject: Re: Rafting Access at Mosquito Rd. Bridge 

Thank you, Steve. Your comment will be considered in preparing the EIR for the 
Mosquito Bridge. 

Janet Postlewait 
Principal Planner 

El Dorado County Community Development Agency 
Transportation Division 
2850 Fairlane Court 
Placerville, CA 95667 
(530) 621-5993 I FAX (530) 626-0387 
janet.postlewait@edcgov.us 

On Tue, Jul 21, 2015 at 9:56 AM, Steve Tadevich <satadevich@yahoo.com> wrote: 

July 21, 2015 

Janet Postlewait 
Principal Planner 

1 
El Dorado County Community Development Agency 
Transportation Division 
2850 Fairlane Court 
Placerville, CA 95667 

Ms. Postlewait, 

I am writing regarding my serious concern of potential access to the South Fork of the 
American River at Mosquito Rd. Bridge. 



I 

Here are the basics: 

1. The road is fundamentally a very narrow two-lane road in some places and at 
best a lane and a half wide in others. 
2. It winds for approximately 6 miles from the junction with Union Ridge Rd. to the 
bridge. 
3. The bridge is a one lane wooden structure built in the 1930s that is simply not 
intended for any kind of significant traffic. In fact, there is a proposal making its 
way through the system right now to replace the bridge by 2020. Even when the 
bridge is replaced, Mosquito Rd. south of the bridge is simply not in any shape to 
handle increased traffic. 
4. There is NO parking anywhere near the bridge which means significant 
congestion in an area that already has cars backing up waiting their turn to cross 
the bridge. 
5. Access to the river from the road near the bridge is very steep and very rocky. 
At normal river levels, an approximate 50-foot potential treacherous decent and/or 
accent will be required. 
6. All-in-all river access at that specific point is simply asking for serious 
problems. 

I ask you to consider/reconsider any proposals for any kind of formal river access at the 
Mosquito Rd. bridge and fully take into consideration the potential dangers that access 
will present to everyone navigating the road and crossing the bridge. 

Thank you for your time. 
Sincerely, 
Steve Tadevich 
3363 Stope Dr. 
Placerville, CA 



DATE: July 24, 2015 

TO: El Dorado County Community Development Agency, Transportation Division 

ATTN: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667 

FROM:  Violet Jakab PE 26879; 6556 Yankee John Ct, Placerville CA 95667 

               vjakab79@gmail.com; 530-622-6048 

RE: Mosquito Road Bridge CEQA Notice of Preparation of EIR-Comments 

Dear Ms. Postlewait, 

My name is Violet Jakab and I reside in Swansboro. I am also member of American Whitewater and have been and 

am a whitewater boater since 1994. I actually became aware of the existence of the Mosquito Road Bridge and the 

picturesque Swansboro/ Mosquito community, while rafting the Slab Creek Run of the South Fork of the American 

River. This whitewater run is extensively used every time there is adequate release from Slab Creek Dam. 

Being a Civil Engineer, and resident of Swansboro, I am very aware that the existing bridge is structurally deficient 

and functionally obsolete access to the Mosquito/Swansboro communities. As a whitewater boater and avid hiker I 

know that the bridge  at  Mosquito Road is a a vital and very rare PUBLIC access point to the South Fork of the 

American River between Slab Creek Dam and   Chili Bar Reservoir.  

Comments on the NOP Scoping & Alternatives for Final Study are as follows: 

1. Since the evaluation criteria under Safety and Operations included Recreation and River Access, each of the 

alternatives (low level, mid level and high level) for the Final Study and Draft EIR must include a detailed 

description and analysis of the river access including improvements, environmental impacts and right of way needs 

if applicable. 

2. Under criteria for Safety and Operations Bridge Washout from dam-break was a screening criterion. The 

potential effect of dam break and subsequent flooding on the access improvements must also be addressed. 

3. Construction traffic handling was one of the screening criteria. Off-site detour. Onsite detour and Traffic 

Maintenance during construction must be addressed. We live up here, have emergency needs and want and need 

to access the river during construction. 

4. Community character was another screening criteria for the three alternatives selected. All three drawings DA-1 

Impact Areas Alt 1 (High Level), DA-2 Impact Areas Alt 6 (Mid-level) and DA-3 Impact Areas Alt 8 (Low Level) clearly 

indicate “REMOVE BRIDGE”, pointing to the existing facility. At the Public Workshops the fate of the existing bridge 

was questioned by the public and the removal of the existing bridge was never disclosed. The rural character and 

history of the community includes the preservation of the existing bridge. 

I appreciate this opportunity to comment on the project and look forward to the review of the Final Study and 

Draft EIR. 

mailto:vjakab79@gmail.com
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Comments may be submitted today at this workshop or email to: janet.postlewait@edcgov.us or mail to: 
Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attn: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, 

Placerville, CA 95667. Comments are due by 5:00 pm on July 27, 2015. Additional information can be found at 
httwfLwww.edcgov.usLMosquitoBrid~L or email to: mosquitobridge@edcgov.us 
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Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attn: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, 
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Community Development Agency, Transportation Division, Attn: Janet Postlewait, 2850 Fairlane Court, 
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 

20 July 2015 

. 
E DMUND G . BHO~N JH. 
GOVERNOA 

~ MATTHEW R ODR IQUEZ 
l~~ SECRETARY FOR 
,.....,.. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT ION 

Janet Postlewait 
El Dorado County 
2850 Fairlane Court 
Placerville, CA 95667 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
7014 2870 0000 7535 4623 

COMMENTS TO REQUEST FOR REVIEW FOR THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT, MOSQUITO ROAD BRIDGE PROJECT, SCH# 2015062076, 
EL DORADO COUNTY 

Pursuant to the State Clearinghouse's 26 June 2015 request, the Central Valley Regional Water 
Quality Control Board (Central Valley Water Board) has reviewed the Request for Review for 
the Draft Environment Impact Report for the Mosquito Road Bridge Project, located in El Dorado 
County. 

Our agency is delegated with the responsibility of protecting the quality of surface and 
groundwaters of the state; therefore our comments will address concerns surrounding those 
issues. 

Construction Storm Water General Permit 
Dischargers whose project disturb one or more acres of soil or where projects disturb less than 
one acre but are part of a larger common plan of development that in total disturbs one or more 
acres, are 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. Construction activity subject to this permit includes clearing , 
grading, grubbing, disturbances to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation, but does not 
include regular maintenance activities performed to restore the original line, grade, or capacity 
of the facility. The Construction General Permit requires the development and implementation 
of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

For more information on the Construction General Permit, visit the State Water Resources 
Control Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/constpermits.shtml. 

KAnL E. LoNCLEY ScD, P . E. , c11A1R I PAMELA C . CnEEDON P.E . , BCEE, i:xi:cur 1vi: orr-1ccn 

11020 Sun Center Drive #200. Rancho Cordova , CA 95670 I www.waterboard s.ca.g ov/centralvalley 
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Phase I and II Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permits 1 

20 July 2015 

The Phase I and II MS4 permits require the Permittees reduce pollutants and runoff flows from 
new development and redevelopment using Best Management Practices (BMPs) to the 
maximum extent practicable (MEP). MS4 Permittees have their own development standards, 
also known as Low Impact Development (LID)/post-construction standards that include a 
hydromodification component. The MS4 permits also require specific design concepts for 
LID/post-construction BMPs in the early· stages of a project during the entitlement and CEQA 
process and the development plan review process. 

For more information on which Phase I MS4 Permit this project applies to, visit the Central 
Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/municipal_permits/. 

For more information on the Phase II MS4 permit and who it applies to, visit the State Water 
Resources Control Board at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/phase_ii_municipal.shtml 

Industrial Storm Water General Permit 
Storm water discharges associated with industrial sites must comply with the regulations 
contained in the Industrial Storm Water General Permit Order No. 2014-0057-DWQ. 

For more information on the Industrial Storm Water General Permit, visit the Central Valley 
Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/storm_water/industrial_general_perm 
its/index.shtml. 

Clean Water Act Section 404 Permit 
If the project will involve the discharge of dredged or fill mate(ial in navigable waters or 
wetlands, a permit pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act may be needed from the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACOE). If a Section 404 permit is required by the 
USACOE, the Central Valley Water Board will review the permit application to ensure that 
discharge will not violate water quality standards. If the project requires surface water drainage 
realignment, the applicant is advised to contact the Department of Fish and Game for 
information on Streambed Alteration Permit requirements. 

If you have any questions regarding the Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, please contact 
the Regulatory Division of the Sacramento District of USACOE at (916) 557-5250. 

1 
Municipal Permits = The Phase I Municipal Separate Storm Water System (MS4) Permit covers medium sized 

Municipalities (serving between 100,000 and 250,000 people) and large sized municipalities (serving over 
250,000 people). The Phase II MS4 provides coverage for small municipalities, including non-traditional Small 
MS4s, which include military bases, public campuses, prisons and hospitals. 
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Clean Water Act Section 401 Permit - Water Quality Certification 

20 July 2015 

If an USACOE permit (e.g., Non-Reporting Nationwide Permit, Nationwide Permit, Letter of 
Permission, Individual Permit, Regional General Permit, Programmatic General Permit), or any 
other federal permit (e.g., Section 9 from the United States Coast Guard), is required for this 
project due to the disturbance of waters of the United States (such as streams and wetlands), 
then a Water Quality Certification must be obtained from the Central Valley Water Board prior to 
initiation of project activities. There are no waivers for 401 Water Quality Certifications. 

Waste Discharge Requirements 
If USACOE determines that only non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., "non-federal" waters 
of the State) are present in the proposed project area, the proposed project will require a Waste 

. Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit to be issued by Central Valley Water Board. Under the 
California Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, discharges to all waters of the State, 
including all wetlands and other waters of the State including, but not limited to, isolated 
wetlands, are subject to State regulation. 

For more information on the Water Quality Certification and WDR processes, visit the Central 
Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/help/business_help/permit2.shtml. 

Regulatory Compliance for Commercially Irrigated Agriculture 
If the property will be used for commercial irrigated agricultural , the discharger will be required 
to obtain regulatory coverage under the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program. 
There are two options to comply: 

1. Obtain Coverage Under a Coalition Group. Join the local Coalition Group that 
supports land owners with the implementation of the Irrigated Lands Regulatory 
Program. The Coalition Group conducts water quality monitoring and reporting to the 
Central Valley Water Board on behalf of its growers. The Coalition Groups charge an 
annual membership fee, which varies by Coalition Group. To find the Coalition Group in 
your area, visit the Central Valley Water Board's website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/water_issues/irrigated_lands/app_approval/ 
index.shtml; or contact water board staff at (916) 464-4611 or via email at 
I rrLands@waterboards.ca. gov. 

2. Obtain Coverage Under the General Waste Discharge Requirements for Individual 
Growers, General Order RS-2013-0100. Dischargers not participating in a third-party 
group (Coalition) are regulated individually. Depending on the specific site conditions, 
growers may be required to monitor runoff from their property, install monitoring wells, 
and submit a notice of intent, farm plan, and other action plans regarding their actions to 
comply with their General Order. Yearly costs would include State administrative fees 
(for example, annual fees for farm sizes from 10-100 acres are currently $1,084 + 
$6.70/Acre); the cost to prepare annual monitoring reports; and water quality monitoring 
costs. To enroll as an Individual Discharger under the Irrigated Lands Regulatory 
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Program, call the Central Valley Water Board phone line at (916) 464-4611 or e-mail 
board staff at lrrLands@wate_rboards.ca.gov. 

Low or Limited Threat General NPDES Permit 
If the proposed project includes construction dewatering and it is necessary to discharge the 
groundwater to waters of the United States, the proposed project will require coverage under a 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Dewatering discharges are 
typically considered a low or limited threat to water quality and may be covered under the 
General Order for Dewatering and Other Low Threat Discharges to Surface Waters (Low Threat 
General Order) or the General Order for Limited Threat Discharges of Treated/Untreated 
Groundwater from Cleanup Sites, Wastewater from Superch/orination Projects, and Other 
Limited Threat Wastewaters to Surface Water (Limited Threat General Order). A complete 
application must be submitted to the Central Valley Water Board to obtain coverage under these 
General NPDES permits. 

For more information regarding the Low Threat General Order and the application process, visit 
the Central Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_orders/r5 
-2013-007 4. pdf 

For more information regarding the Limited Threat General Order and the application process, 
visit the Central Valley Water Board website at: 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley/board_decisions/adopted_orders/general_orders/r5 
-2013-0073.pdf 

If you have questions regarding these comments, please contact me at (916) 464-4684 or 
t~aterboards.c 

~ 
Trevor Cleak 
Environmental Scientist 

cc: State Clearinghouse unit, Governor's Office of Planning and Research, Sacramento 



State Clearinghouse 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH 
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT 

EDMUND G. BROWN JR. 
GoVERNOR 

June 26, 2015 

To: Reviewing Agencies 

Re: Mosquito Road Bridge 
SCH# 2015062076 

Notice of Preparation 

Attached for your review and conunent is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Mosquito Road Bridge draft 
Environmental Impact Repo1t (EIR). 

KEN ALEX 
DIRECTOR 

Responsible agencies must transmit their cmrunents on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific 
iriformation related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days ofreceipt of the NOP from the Lead 
Agencv. This is a comtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to conunent in a 
timely ma1111er. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the 
enviromnental review process. 

Please direct your cmrunents to: 

Janet Postlewait 
El Dorado County 
2850 Fairlane Court 
Placerville, CA 95667 

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Plmming and Research. Please refer to the SCH number 
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project. 

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at 
(916) 445-0613 . 

Sincere~y, 
~ 

~---,;/¥ (.. 

Scott Morgan 
Director, State Clearinghouse 

Attachments 
cc: Lead Agency 

1400 10th Street P.O. Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044 
(916) 445-0613 FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov 



SCH# 
Project Title 

Lead Agency 

2015062076 
Mosquito Road Bridge 
El Dorado County 

Document Details Report 
State Clearinghouse Data Base 

Type NOP Notice of Preparation 

Description The project includes replacement of the existing bridge and approach structures and must meet the 

Federal, State, and County safety and design standards in a manner consistent with the transportation 

needs of the corridor. 

Lead Agency Contact 
Name 

Agency 
Phone 
email 

Janet Postlewait 
El Dorado County 
530 621 5900 

Address 2850 Fairlane Court 
City Placerville 

Project Location 
County El Dorado 

City 
Region 

Cross Streets 
Lat! Long 38° 46' 33" N I 120° 44' 55.12" W 
Parcel No. Various 

Township Range 

Proximity to: 
Highways 

Airports Swansboro Country 
Railways 

Waterways South Fork American River 
Schools 

Land Use LUO: Natural Resources 1 DU/40/ac 

Fax 

State CA Zip 95667 

Section Base 

Z: Residential Agriculture 20-acre, Unclassified, Timberland Preserve Zone 

Project Issues AestheticNisual; Archaeologic-Historic; Biological Resources; Flood Plain/Flooding ; Geologic/Seismic; 

Noise; Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Traffic/Circulation; 

Vegetation; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian; Growth Inducing 

Reviewing Resources Agency ; Cal Fire; Office of Historic Preservation ; Department of Parks and Recreation; 

Agencies Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 2; Native American Heritage 

Commission; State Lands Commission; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; California Highway Patrol ; 

Caltrans , District 3 S; Air Resources Board; Regional Water Quality Control Bd ., Region 5 

(Sacramento) 

Date Received 06/26/2015 Start of Review 06/26/2015 End of Review 07/27/2015 

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency. 



Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal 
Mail to: State Clearinghouse, P.O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613 
For Hand Delivery/Street Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 

Project Title: Mosquito Road Bridge 

Print Form:J 
Appendix C 

Lead Agency: El Dorado County Community Development Agency 

Mailing Address: 2850 Fairlane Court 

Contact Person: Janet Postlewait 
Phone: 530-621-5900 

City: Placerville Zip: 95667 ----- County: El Dorado 

Project Location: County: El Dorado City/Nearest Community: Mosquito and Swansboro -------------
Cross Streets: n/a Zip Code: 95667 

----------------------------------~ ------
Longitude/Latitude (degrees, minutes and seconds): ~0 ~'~"NI gQ__0 ~' 55. ~" W Total Acres: --------
Assessor's Parcel No.: various Section: Twp.: Range: ___ _ Base: ----
Within 2 Miles: State Hwy#: Waterways: _S_o_u_th_F_o_rk_A_m_e_r_ic_a_n_R_iv_e_r __________ _ 

Airports: Swansboro Country Railways: Schools: ----------

Document Type: 

CEQA: [RI NOP 
D Early Cons 
D NegDec 
D MitNegDec 

Local Action Type: 

D General Plan Update 
D General Plan Amendment 
D General Plan Element 

D DraftEIR n 
D Supplement/Subseque t E~ E 
(Prior SCH No.) ___ -t----

Other: 
--------ir------~ 

D Specific Plan 
D Master Plan 

STATEC 

Pre zone 
Use Permit 

Other: D Joint Document 
D Final Document 
D Other: --------

D Annexation 
D Redevelopment 
D Coastal Permit 

D Community Plan 
D 
D 

Planned Unit Development 
Site Plan 

D 
D 
D Land Division (Subdivision, etc.) [RI Other:project approval 

Development Type: 
D Residential: Units ___ Acres __ _ 
D Office: Sq.ft. Acres ___ Employees. __ _ [RI Transportation: Type bridge replacement 
D Commercial:Sq.ft. Acres ___ Employees __ _ D Mining: Mineral _____________ _ 
D Industrial: Sq.ft. Acres___ Employees __ _ 
D Educational: __________________ _ 

D Power: Type _______ MW _____ _ 
D Waste Treatment: Type MOD -----D Recreational: ------------------- 0 Hazardous Waste:Type _____________ _ 

0 Water Facilities:Type ------- MOD ------ D Other:-------------------

Project Issues Discussed in Document: 

[g) AestheticNisual D Fiscal [g) Recreation/Parks 
D Agricultural Land [RI Flood Plain/Flooding D Schools/Universities 
[g) Air Quality D Forest Land/Fire Hazard D Septic Systems 
[g) Archeological/Historical [RI Geologic/Seismic D Sewer Capacity 
[g) Biological Resources D Minerals [RI Soil Erosion/Compaction/Grading 
D Coastal Zone [RI Noise D Solid Waste 
D Drainage/Absorption D Population/Housing Balance D Toxic/Hazardous 
D Economic/Jobs [RI Public Services/Facilities [RI Traffic/Circulation 

Present Land Use/Zoning/General Plan Designation: 

[RI Vegetation 
[RI Water Quality 
D Water Supply/Groundwater 
[RI Wetland/Riparian 
[RI Growth Inducement 
D Land Use 
D Cumulative Effects 
D Other: --------

Land Use Desig: Natural Resources 1 DU/40/ac. Zoning: Residential Agriculture 20-acre, Unclassified, Timberland Preserve Zone 

Project Description: (please use a separate p::,ye if necessary) 
The project includes replacement of the existing bridge and approach structures and must meet the Federal, State, and County 
safety and design standards in a manner con5istent with the transportation needs of the corridor. 

Note: The State Clearinghouse will assign ide111ification numbers for all new projects. If a SCH number already exists for a project (e.g. Notice of Preparation or 
previous draft document) please fill in. 

Revised 2010 



NOP Distribution Li.st · 

Resources Agency D 

13 
Fish & Wildlife Region 1 E 
Laurie Harnsberger Iii 

Ill 

Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 

D 

D 

Dept. of Boating & 
Waterways 
Denise Peterson 

California Coastal 
Commission 
Elizabeth A. Fuchs 

0 ·Colorado River Board 
Lisa Johansen 

D 

D 

Dept. of Conservation 
Elizabeth· Carpenter 

California Energy 
Commission 
Eric Knight 

ill Cal Fire 
Dan Foster 

D Central Valley Flood 
Protection Board 
James Herota 

IJ Office of Historic 
Preservation 
Ron Parsons 

Dept of Parks & Recreation 
Environmental Stewardship 
Section 

0 California Department of 
Resources, Recycling & 
Recovery 
Sue O'Leary 

0 S.F. Bay Conservation & 
Dev't. Comm. 
Steve McAdam 

Ill Dept. of Water 
Resources 
Resources Agency 
Nadell Gayou 

Fish and Game 

D Depart. of Fish & Wildlife 

D 

· Scott Flint 
Environmental Services 
Division 

Fish & Wildlife Region 1 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Fish & Wildlife Region 2 
Jeff Drongesen 

Fish & Wildlife Region 3 
Charles Aimer 

Fish & Wildlife Region 4 
Julie Vance 

Fish & Wildlife Region 5 
Leslie Newton-Reed 
Habitat Conservation 
Program 

Fish & Wildlife Region 6 
Tiffany Ellis 
Habitat Conservation 
Program 

D Fish & Wildlife Region 6 llM 
Heidi Calvert 
Inyo/Mono, Habitat 
Conservation Program · 

D Dept. of Fish & Wildlife M 
George Isaac 
Marine Region 

Other Departments 

D Food & Agriculture 
Sandra Schubert 
Dept. of Food and 

D 

D 

D 

D 

Agriculture 

Depart. of General 
Services 
Public School Construction 

Dept. of General Services 
Anna Garbeff 
Environmental Services 
Section 

Delta Stewardship 
Council 
Kevan Samsam 

Housing & Comm. Dev. 
CEQA Coordinator 
Housing Policy Division 

Independent 
Commissions, Boards 

D Delta Protection Commission 
Curt Babcock : .:;: '· '· :·., ·, ,.: . 'Michael Machado 

L) ;h . . :, :l \' .'..::.·· .. · ·.·. 
-· · : \ . 

.. ... , I, ·. ·.\- ~:. ·;': :. '. 

county: , G· \ _ ] 9f V\JO 
2 @ 1 ~ ff'l ~ «Ji !RI '""-;J g:_-S CH# ~ "(\IJ UI ~ UI II 'Y 

D OES (Office of Emergency 
Services) 
Marcia Scully 

• Native American Heritage 
Comm. 
Debbie Treadway 

0 Public Utilities 
Commission 
Supervisor 

D Santa Monica Bay 
Restoration 
Guangyu Wang 

IJ State Lands Commission 
Jennifer De!eong 

0 Tahoe Regional Planning 
Agency (TRPA) 
Cherry Jacques 

Cal State Transportation 
Agency Cal ST A 

II 

0 

I) 

Caltrans - Division of 
Aeronautics 
Philip Crimmins 

Caltrans - Planning 
HQ LD-IGR 
Terri Pencovic 

California Highway Patrol 
Suzann lkeuchi 
Office of Special Projects 

Dept of Transportation 

0 Caltrans, District 1 
Rex Jackman 

0 Caltrans, District 2 
Marcelino Gonzalez 

IJ.I Caltrans, District 3 
Eric Federicks - Sou.1J:L.. 
Susan Zanchi - North 

0 Caltrans, District 4 
Patricia Maurice 

0 Caltrans: District 5 
Larry Newland 

0 Caltrans, District 6 
Michael ·Navarro 

0 Caltrans, District 7 
Dianna Watson 

0 Caltrans, District 8 
Mark Roberts 

0 Caltrans, District 9 
Gayle Rosander , 

D Caltrans, District 10 
Tom Dumas 

D Caltrans, District 11 
Jacob Aimstrong 

D Caltrans, District 12 
Maureen El Harake 

Cal EPA 

Air Resources Board 

• All Other Projects 
Cathi Slaminski 

0 

D 

0 

0 

D 

0 

Transportation Projects 
Nesamani Kalandiyur 

Industrial/Energy Projects 
Mike Tollstrup 

State Water Resources Control 
Board 
Regional Programs Unit 
Division of Financial Assistance 

State Water Resources Control 
Board 
Karen Larsen - Asst Deputy 
Division of Drinking Water 

State Water Resources Control 
Board 

. Student Intern, 401 Water Quality 
Certification Unit 
Division of Water Quality 

State Water Resouces Control 
Board 
Phil Crader 
Division of Water Rights 

0 Dept. of Toxic Substances 
Control 
CEQA Tracking Center 

0 Department of Pesticide 
Regulation 
CEQA Coordinator 

L~ ~:. L.: ;:i cla:r::· -~! .:. ::;_• ~·- !":f •. ~.: ·: ::· 

Regional Water Quality Control 
Board CRWQCB) 

D RWQCB1 
Cathleen Hudson 
North Coast Region (1) 

D RWQCB2 
Environmental Document 
Coordinator 
San Francisco Bay Region (2) 

D RWQCB3 
Central Coast Region (3) 

0 RWQCB4 
Teresa Rodgers 
Los Angeles Region (4) 

ID RWQCBSS 
Central Valley Region (5) 

0 RWQCBSF 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Fresno Branch Office 

0 RWQCBSR 
Central Valley Region (5) 
Redding Branch Office 

D RWQCBG 
Lahontan Region (6) 

D RWQCBGV 
Lahontan Region (6) 
Victorville Branch Office 

0 RWQCB7 
Colorado River Basin Region (7) 

. 0 RWQCB8 
Santa Ana Region (8) . 

0 RWQCB9 
San Diego Region (9) 

0 Other ______ _ 

o _____ _ 
Conservancy 

Last Updated 6/23/2015 
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