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Maywan,
First I would like to say it was a pleasure meeting you this last Tuesday prior to
the scoping meeting. I hope we have more opportunities to work together in the
future. It was also a pleasure seeing others with whom I worked so closely for
twelve years.
Ok, on to the issues. I believe this effort, before it gets too far along should be
presented to the Dry Creek MAC. I spoke with Mr. Rick Dondro on this issue
years ago as a planning commissioner. At the time (2003) I spoke with Mr
Dondro I was informed that we, the community, had already reached the
threshold point for closing off PFE road as is called for in the Community Plan. In
view of the fact that the county took no action I feel the county at least owes the
community a credible explanation as to why nothing was done. Presenting this
issue to the MAC before action is taken is a step in the right direction.
I believe your pupose and objectives are contradictory in that improving the
roads, widening in some cases, does not preserve the rural character of the
community. I am also concerned about a potential waste of money (either
taxpayer or developer money) in trying to achieve these goals. Prior to the
Sunvalley Oaks project going in (bordered by Walerga, Baseline, Crowder and
Vineyard roads) there existed a fairly large lateral shift in Crowder road. I spoke
with Mr. Wes Zicker about its removal. I was told that it would be altered only
slightly. Well, it has been altered to the point where now people speed up and
down that road. Will the lateral shift be put back into this road to "calm" the traffic.
If this is done, wouldn't that be a huge waste of someone's money to have
removed it then replace it for the purpose of calming traffic flow?
As with Crowder road, removal of the barrier at Baseline and Cook-Riolo road
will change that road into a major thoroughfare. Again, in view of the fact that the
county dropped the ball I believe every homeowner who lives on Cook-Riolo be
notified as to your intent on changing forever their quiet, rural road.
If there are circulation problems at the Dry Creek School on PFE and Cook-Riolo
roads. I would recommend an even more focus look be taken at that intersection
rather than what is currently being proposed.
Maywan, the changes that are being proposed will alter the community in a

negative fashion, bringing in more traffic. While the MAC is trying to reduce
speeds on the roadways the county is trying to push more cars with faster
speeds ignoring the main desire of the community to remain rural. What would
be least expensive, making all of the proposed changes or stop signs?
I thank you in advance for taking my comments into consideration. I look forward
to seeing a presentation at our MAC soon.
Respectfully,
Noe Fierros
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Thomas J. Christofk, Air Pollution Control Officer

MEMORANDUM
TO:

Maywan Krach

FROM:

Yushuo Chang

DATE:

January 15, 2008

SUBJECT:

Dry Creek/West Placer Community Plan – Transportation Element (PEIR
T20070805)

The Placer County Air Pollution District (District) has reviewed the Notice of Preparation for above
referenced project and has the following comments:
•

The District does not agree the conclusion in the project’s initial study that the impacts of the
exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations would be less than
significant. The District will suggest modifying it as “less than significant with mitigation
incorporation”. The use of diesel-fueled construction vehicles and equipment for the proposed
project will result in short-term significant diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions to the
nearby schools and residential area. According to the epidemiological study, the DPM
generating from the diesel engines could cause both acute and chronic health impacts to the
public, especially to the sensitive receptors such as children and senior citizens. Therefore, the
District would require a full discussion regarding this potential impact in the project’s EIR and
then associates the impact with the mitigation measures proposed to offset the project’s
construction impacts. The District believes the proposed construction mitigation measures will
serve well to offset this potential impact to be less than significant.

•

The District will require a CALINE 4 modeling analysis for CO concentration if any roadway
segment will operates at LOS E or worse conditions after the project implementation. Both
scenarios whether the PFE road is open or close in the future should be included in this modeling
analysis. In addition, the project initial study identifies there are significant traffic increases due
to the project implementation. The increased traffic will result in incremental DPM emissions in
the area. The project’s EIR should discuss and evaluate the potential DPM impacts to school
children due to the project implementation.

•

The District would recommend the following mitigation measures to offset the project’s related

construction emissions:
1. The applicant shall submit to the Placer County Air Pollution Control District (District) and
receive approval of a Construction Emission & Dust Control Plan prior to groundbreaking.
2. Construction equipment exhaust emissions shall not exceed District Rule 202 Visible
Emission limitations.
3. The prime contractor shall submit to the District a comprehensive inventory (i.e. make,
model, year, emission rating) of all the heavy-duty off-road equipment (50 horsepower or
greater) that will be used an aggregate of 40 or more hours for the construction project. The
inventory shall be updated and submitted monthly throughout the duration of the project,
except that an inventory shall not be required for any 30-day period in which no construction
activity occurs. At least 48 hours prior to the use of subject heavy-duty off-road equipment,
the project representative shall provide the District with the anticipated construction timeline
including start date, and name and phone number of the project manager and on-site
foreman.
4. The project shall provide a document for approval by the District demonstrating that the
heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles to be used in the construction project,
including owned, leased and subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project wide fleetaverage 20 percent NOx reduction and 45 percent particulate reduction compared to the most
recent CARB fleet average. The District should be contacted for average fleet emission data.
Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late model engines, lowemission diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment
products, and/or other options as they become available. Contractors can access the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District’s (SMAQMD) web site to
determine if their off-road fleet meets the requirements listed in this measure.
http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/Construction_Mitigation_Calculator.xls
5. Suspend all grading operations when fugitive dusts exceed District Rule 228 Fugitive Dust
limitations. The primary contractor shall routinely evaluate compliance to Rule 228 Fugitive
Dust. Fugitive dust can not exceed 40% opacity and not go beyond property boundary at any
time.
6. Clean earth moving construction equipment with water frequently to avoid any silt being
carried over to adjacent public areas.
7. An operational water truck shall be on site to apply water and control dust as needed to
prevent dust impacts offsite.
8. Reduce traffic speeds on all unpaved surfaces to 15 miles per hour or less.
9. Minimize unnecessary idling time to 5 minutes for all on-road and off-road diesel-power
equipment.
10. Use low sulfur fuel for on-site stationary equipment.
11. Use low emission on-site stationary equipment.
12. Utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean fuel generators rather than
temporary diesel power generators.
13. Any portable engine greater than 50 horsepower will need either the registration from the
State Air Resource Board’s Portable Engine Registration Program or the registration with the
District Portable Equipment Registration Program (Rule 501).
14. The project owner(s) shall include language in construction contracts that require the
equipment operators to shut down all heavy duty diesel equipment on declared Spare the Air
days.

15. Employ best management techniques in all construction activity, such as: extending the
construction/grading period outside the ozone season of May through October; reducing the
number of pieces used simultaneously; increasing the distance between emission sources;
reducing or changing the hours of construction; and scheduling activity during off-peak
hours.

