MEMORANDUM

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
County of Placer

TO: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS - DATE: October 7, 2008

FROM: KEN GREHM / JEFF APPS

SUBJECT: AUBURN FOLSOM ROAD RBIKEWAY PROJECT PHASE | (State
Clearinghouse No. 2008082073) NEGATIVE DECLARATION

ACTION REQUESTED f RECOMMENDATION
Adopt a Resolution approving a Negative Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 2008082073)
with the required findings for the Auburn Folsom Road Bikeway Project, Phase |

BACKGROUND / SUMMARY

Auburn Folsom Road is a primary connector road between the City of Auburn and the City of
Folsom via Granite Bay QOver the past 10+ years, the Public Works Department has been
upgrading the roadway for both motoer vehicles and bicyclists. Ulimately, the Department plans
to widen the shoulders to accommodate bicyclists from the City/County line south to the
intersection of Shirland Tract Road to accommodate bicyclists. This first phase of the project
starts within the Auburn ¢ity limits and runs south approximately 450 feet. The City of Auburn
and Placer County jointly requested the discretionary CMAQ grant far this project and are
working collaboratively on the project. The project proposes to widen the shoulder by 1 to 3 feet
on the west side of the roadway. Widening will allow the road to minimally accommodate a 4-
foot bike lane,

Construction will entail the removal and replacement of approximately 110 linear feet of curb,
gutter and sidewalk. One existing 48" oak tree is proposed to be removed. Grading asscciated
with this project includes minimum shoulder fill. The project iocation is identified in the attached
vicinity map {Exhibit A). '

ENVIRONMENTAL

A negative declaration was prepared far this project by the Placer County Department of Public
Works on August 15, 2008 pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No
comments were received during the public comment period, which closed September 15, 2008.
LUipan adoptien of the Negative Declaration, the Notice of Determination will be processed.

FISCAL IMPACT

The total construction cost for this project is estimated to be $175,000. The project is funded
through the Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality {CMAQ) Program {88.53%) and Road
Funds {(11.47%). Funding for construction of the project is included in the 2008/2009 Fiscal
Year Budget.

Attachments:
Resolution

- Exhibit A -Location Map
Negative Declaration
Initial Study

T2DPW RoadwaysandBridees Engineering BOS 2008 BOS Tlems-Oct P Auburn Folsons Road Bikeway - Phase FBOS Reso
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: A RESOLUTION APPROVING Resol.No: ...
AND ADOPTING THE NEGATIVE
DECLARATION (State Clearinghouse No. Ord.No: ...

2008082073) PREPARED FOR THE AUBURN

FOLSOM ROAD BIKEWAY PROJECT,-PHASE |
First Reading:

The following _ RESOLUTION was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors

of the County of Placer at a regular meeting held ;

by the following vote on rolil call:
Ayes:
Noes;
Absent:

Signed and approved by me after its passage.

ATTEST: Chairman, Board of Supervisors
Clerk of said Beoard

WHEREAS, a preliminary design for the Auburn Folsom Road Bikeway Project — Phase |
(the “Project”) has been prepared by Placer County, and

WHEREAS, the design of the bikeway is consistent with the California Department of
Transportation and Placer County Standards; and

"WHEREAS, the County of Placer has prepared a Negative Declaration for the Project, and
circulated the Negative Declaration as required by law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of
Placer, State of California, that this Board hereby approves and adopts a Negative
Declaration (State Clearinghouse No. 2008082073) for the Auburn Folsom Road Bikeway
Project - Phase | and make the following findings:
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. The Negative Declaration has heen prepared as required by law.

. There is no substantial evidence in the record as a whole that the Project may have
a significant effect on the environment.

. The Negative Declaration was adopted for the Project refiects the independent
judgment and analysis of Placer County, which has exercised overall control and
direction of its preparation.

. The custodian of records for the Project is the Placer County Planning Director,
3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603.
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EXHIBIT A

PR SRS ! LOCATION

PROJECT

TOSCANA

AUBURN-FOLSOM ROAD

BIKEWAY PROJECT - PHASE 1

LOCATION MAP
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3081 County Center Drive, Suite 220 = Agburn » California 85603 + 530-745.75973 » fax 530-745-3540 + www placer.ca.gowDPW

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

In accordance with Placer County ordinances regarding implementaticn of the Calfornia Environmental Quality Acl, Placer County
has conducted an Initial Sludy 1o determine whether the lollowing project may have a significant advesse effect om he environment,

and on

i< Th

the basis of that sludy hereby finds:
e proposed pooject will nol have a significant adverse effect on the environment; therelore, it does not require the preparation

of an Envirgnrmentat Impact Repor and this Negative Declaration has been prepared,

[ Although the propased profect could have a significant adverse effect on the environmenl, there will not be a significant
adverse effect in this case because the project has incorporated specific provisions o reduce impacls 1o a less than significant
level and/or the mifigalion measures described herein have been added o the project. A Mitigated Megative Declaration has
thus been prepared.

The en

vircnmental documents, which constilute the Initial Study and prowide the basis and reasecns for this daterminaton are

attached andfor referenced hergin and are hereby made a paa of s documeant.
PROJECT INFORMATION

|T|tle

Desc;nplmn Conslruchm of shoulder, relocation of r:urb;'gutler"s dewalk to ar:-commodale a Flass H bikeway.

Auburn Folsom Bnkeway F'rOJect Phase | ) ‘(
I

Location: Auburn Fotsom Road from the CounlyICIEy ling norh to approx. 450 within the City lruts.

F'mject Dwnerfﬂppllcant Placer County Department of Pubhz Works.. Ausurn Design lesnon

ICounty Contact Person: Alice Alherton, Placer County Public Waorks 530-745-7515

PUBLIC NOTICE

The comment perad (or this document closes on September 15, 2008, A copy of the Negative Declaration is avalabla foar publye

review

at the Community Development Resource Ageney public counter located at 2091 County Center Diive, Auburn, CA 95603,

ther Granite Bay Library located at 6475 Douglas Blvd, Granite Bay, TA 95746, the City of Auburs City Hall located 21 1225 Lincoln
Way, Aubum, CA 95503, and the Auburn Library [crated at 350 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 All parties providing written
cammenls dunng Lhis timeframe will be notified of the upcoming hearing before the Board of Suzervisors, Additienat information
may be ablained by contacting Placer Counly Departrment of Public Works - Achurn Roadeay and Bridge Engineering Seclion, al
{530) 745-7511 between the hours of 5:00 am and 500 pm at 3081 County Center Drive, Suite 220, Auburn, CA 95603,

If you wish to appeal the appropnateness or adaquacy of this document, addrass your written commenis to cur finding that the

project

will not have a ssgnificant adverse effect on lhe environrment: (1) identify the environmeantal effzcl(s), why they would occur,

and why they woukd be significant, and (2) suggest any miligation measures which vou believe would eliminate or reduce the aeffect
to an acceptable level, Regarding item (1) above, explain the has's for yous cormments and sebmit any supporiing dala or

referen

res, Refer to Seclion 18.32 of the Placer County Code for impaortant informatan regarding the timely Tling of appeals.

Recordsn = L,mewat on

A93

3039 County Center Driva, Sute 2207 Autwm, Califoreny 958073 ¢ {330) £48-7503 7 Far {530) 7248-2540 7 szt knensand@iplacer cz.gov



COUNTY OF PLACER
Department of Public Works

AN

Ken Grehm, Director X

30 County Center Dxive, Suile 190 » Auburn e Califormis 55600 & 530-745-3132 ¢ fax S20-745.3003 o waw lace:.ca goviplansing

[ SRR

— e = —rea: o g

T e T T L e T Ty

INITTAL STUDY & CHECKLIST

PR— .n - E — C——— il —

This latial Study has been prapared to idenlify and assess the anticipaled environemenial impacts of the fol.owing
described project application. The document may rely 6n previous anvironmenta documets (see Seclion C) and
site-specifi studies (see Section | precared to address in detail the effec's or impacis associaled with the project.

This documeni has been prepared to salisfy tne California Environmental Quaiity Act {CEQA) (Pubiic
Resources Code, Seclon 21000 ef seq.) and the Siate CEQA Guigetings {14 CCR 15000 e seq ) CEQA requiras
that all slale and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projecls over which they
have discrelionary authority before acting on those projecls.

The Initial Study is a public document usad by the decision-making lead agency to determing whether a project
may have a significant effect on the environment If the 12ad agency finds substanbal evidence tha: any aspect of
the project, eilher individually or cumulateely, may have a significant effecl or. the environment, regardiess of
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneheial, lhe lead agency is required o prepare ar EIR, use
a previpusly-prepared EIR and suoptement lhat EIR, or orepare a Subsequent EIR to anatyze {he projec: at hand. If
the agency inds no subsiantial evidence that (he project or any of its aspects Mmay cause a significant effect on the
enviranment, a Megalive Declaration shall be nreparad. If in the course of ana'yais, the agency secognizes thal the

_praject may have a sigrnibicant impact on the environment, but thar by incorporating specific mitigation measures the
mpactwill be reduced Lo a less than sigrificant effect, a Biligated Negatve Declaration shall be prepared.

A BACKGROUND:

' PFOJect Tulle: Auhurn Folsom Road E}keway Project Phase | ;' Fﬂl;s_s#.‘ NEA
Entatlemeqls M

Site Area approx 10 10 acres | 4,500 square teet

Location. ?rghl of Way o the wesl shoukder of Auburn Folsor Road from Ihe Coumy'o ¥ hGLr‘darJ | ne lo 450 feet
| within the City Imit, e .
F’roject Descr: plmn Auburn Folsom Road is a primary connector road behween ne Cng,f af Asburn and the Cit by of |
Folsorm via Granite Bay. Ower the past 10+ years, the Public Works Department has been upgrading the roadway
for both mctor vehicles and bicyclists. The profec starls approximately 450 feet within the City of Auhurn limit runs
! soutin-io the City of AuburniCounty bocndary line. The project propesas lo widen the shocider by 1 1o 3 feel on the
pwest sice of the roadway. Widening will allow the road 1o minimally accememodate & 4-fool bike lane  The project
location is identified in the ocatian and vicinily maps (Allachmeats A & B). Also, please see the Proposed
- Improvements Aerial fap (Altachment C)

Construction wili entad the removal and replacerrenl of 110 Ingar feet of curb, gutter and sidewaik. One exisling
1 48" o2k is propozec o be removed. Grading associated with this project ingludes minimurm shouder §ll.
(-

B. ENVIROCNMENTAL SETTING:

[__Luqcahmj_- _Zemng | Genesal Plan/ Community Fian | Existing Conditions & mprovenrents ]
. | zohng L 1l Plan, L3y vOng o MEeemens |
l Site | Road Right of Way | City of Auburn General Plan | Residential deveiopraent |
--——-—~_1 R - — | e - "

fMNorth Residenal City of Auburn General Plan + Resicantal development ‘

L. | ! 1




intal Study & Checklis! continund

Sauth Residential Horséshoe BarrPF’lz:ryn Community Residential development l

East Resideniial Cily of Auburn Gereral Plan Residential develcpment *l
ol —— e R

West Residental , City of Auburn General Plan ! Residenlial development ]

C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The County has delerrmined that ar. Initial Study shali be prepared in order to determine whether the potential
exists for unmitigatable impacls resulting fram the proposed proiect. Relevant anatysis from the Counly-wide
General Plan and Communily Plan Certified EIRs, and other project-specific studies and reports thal have been
generated (o dale, were used as the database for the initisl Sludy. The decision to prepare the Initial Study
ulilizing the analysis contzined in the General Plan and Specific Plan Cerlfied EiRs, and project-specific anaiysis
summarized harein, 1s sustained by Sections 15168 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines

Zeclion 15183 states that "proseels which are consistent with the devetopment dansity established by exisling
roning, community plan or genera. plan policies for which @n EIR was ¢erdied shall not require addilional
environmental review, except as may be necassary o exarnine whelher there are project-specific significant
effecis which are peculiar to the project ar site.” Thus, if an impact is nol pecahar 1o the proiect or sile, and it has
been addressed as a significant effect in the orior EIR, o ¢an be substantially miligated by the imposition of
uriformiy apphes development policies ar slandards, then addilional environmental cocumentaiion need nat be
prepared for the project salely on the basis of that impact.

Section 15168 reialing to Program EIRs indicales lhat where subseguent aclivities imvolve siie-specific
aperations, the agency should use a wrilten checklizt ar similar device 1o document lhe evaluation of the site and
the aclivity, lo determine whether the environmental effects of the operation wore covered in the earlier Program
EIR. A Program EIR is inlended to provide the basis in an Initial Study for determining wrether the later activity
may have any significant effects 1t can also be incorporated by reference to address regional influences,
sacandary effacls, cumuizative irpacts, broad alternatives, and olher factors that apply to the program as a whaole.

The tollowing document serve as Pragram-level EIRs from which incorporation by referance can oo

= Horseshoe BarlPearyn Cammunity Plan EIR

The above siated documents are available for reviow Monday theouch Friday, 8am 1o 5om, al ine Placer Courty
Flanning Departinent, 3097 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603,

0. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

The Initial Stady checklist recommended by the Slate of California Ervirerrrental Quaiity Acl {CEQA] Gaidelines is
used to determing polenual impacts of the propesed project on the physical erviropment, The checkhst prowides a
list of quesiions concerming 2 compraehenswe aray of enviranmeantal issug areas potentally affected oy the project
(see CEQA Gu'dalines, Appendix G} Explanation to answers are provided in & digoussion for each seclion of
questions as follows:

a) A brief explanaiion is required for all znswers except "No mpacl” answers.

b) “Less Than Sigrificant lmpacl’ 2pplies where ke project’s impacts are insubstantiai and do not reguire any
mitigalion te reduce impacts. :

¢} "Less Than Significant wik hitigation Measures® applies where lhe ncorporation of mitigalien measures has
reduced an effect fram "Polentially Significant Imaact” to a "Less than Signikcant tmpact.” The Courty, as lead
agency, musl descrbe the mitigation measures, and brefly explain how they reduce the affect to a less-—han-
sign.ficard ievel {(mitgation measures from earlier anaiyses may be cross-referenced).

d) "Potentialy Significant Impact” is appropriate if there s substantal evidenca that an effect may be significant If
there are one or more "Fotenually Signifcant impact” eatries when the determination is made, an EIR ts required.

Tinal Shey & Cherkiiss R o ) -3cf 14 ﬂ[ﬁ




Imifiaf Stecy B Checkbst conbinued

g} Al answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, curmnulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and consiruction as well as operational impacts [CEQA Guidelines,
Section 15063(a)(1}].

fy  Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has
been acequalely analyzed i an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [CEQA Guidelines, Sacton 15063{cK3HD)). A
brigf diseussion should be attached addressing the following:

= Eartier analyses used - Idenlify earlier analyses and stale where Lhey are availatle for review,

<2 Impacts adequately addressed — ldentify which effects from the above checklist were within the scape of,
ang adequately analyred in, an 2arier decumenl pursuant to applicable legal standards. Also, state whether
such effects were addressad by mitgation measures based on the earier analysis.

@ Mitigation measures - For effects that are checked as “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measores,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined frorm the earier document and the
extent to which they address ste-specific conditions fer the project

g} References to information sources for palertial impacts {i.e. Generat Plans/Community Plans, zoaing ordnances)
should be incorporated into the checklist. Reference to a previously-prepared or oulside document should nclide 3
referenca ta lhe pages or chapters where the stalement s subslantialed. A source fist should be attached, and
other sources used, or individuals cantacted, should be cited in fhe discussion.

(ribal Study & Chackast T o B T ﬁﬁé?



Imbial Stucy & Checkhst conlinzed L

{. AESTHETICS - Would the prCIJLC[

—_—e— -

.- LessThan | .
_ - Potentially’ | Significant | 'Less Than | ., .
'Environmental Issue | Significant | © “with . | Significant Irﬁp'act
“Impact | Mitigation-| Impact - | =7
. : ' Measures | - |
1. Have a subsfantial adverse effect an a scenic vista? XX
) i | — ]
| 2. Substantizlly damage scenic resaurces, including, but not ] l 1
Lmited to, trees, rock ouicroppings, and historic huildings, i XX
within a state scenic highway? | ) !__ _ S
3. Substantial y degrade the existing visual character or quality | %
of Ihe site and its surrgundings? 1 ]
4 Create 2 new source of substantial light o glare, which Xx

would aover EU Eifet"Cl da}f o nigh t ime wews in the area?

Discussion- ltem |-2; One nak twee 5 proposed to be removed, The exisling condition of the tree includes holas
in the wunk and farge seclicns of the tree are missing. This lree is a potenlial danger 1o ralfic 25 it has a hisiory of

dropping large hranches in the trayve

Il. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCE - Woult the project;

fway and Right of Way during stonm events.

!

S ‘LessThaa - - L |0
S o Potentially | Significant ; Less Than {° |
Environmental Issue - Significént' - with o S_ignj_fica_n_t iﬁ"npaict'
: U “lmpact | Mitigation | lmpagt T} T
SR o S } : L Measures | -~ 7 T
1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmiiand, or Farmland of ' |
Statewade or Local Importance {Farmland), as shown or the ! | '
maps prepared purs'._Jant 19 the Farmland Mapping ang X
: Monitoring Prog-am of e Caforma Resaurces Agency, to
r non-agnicullural use? I R S ! - !
2. Confhict wilh General Pldﬂ or olm.r poncues regarding land 1 W
|l Lse buh‘ers tor EQFICJHL..EJI operat fans?
3. Conflict with existing zoning for agricuttural use, or a XX
Willamson Act coriract? !
"4 nvalve slhar chan.-jgs in the existing anvironment which, due
. to their tocation or nature, could result in comvversion of XX ;
@[ﬂlanq_ji'_wglydi:g Lves:ock grazmgl to noa-agricultura” use? | D .
. AR QUALITY — ‘Would the project:
L . T - I Less Than | . I i
, F'::-tentmllwg.ur Sggmﬂcant Less Than | o
" Enwironmental issue | significant \ with | Significant © Impa'-:t.
' : Impact Mitigation Impact T
lgﬂeasures 3 |
":-;..anflict with or ghstruct mplemertation of the applicable air | | O 'I
qualifi~pian? : |
R i e —— amem e
2. Vie'ate aﬁy,;_:llir qually standard or codtribute substantiatly to | ‘ | x|
. an ex:sting or Di"ojeﬂctec‘ air quahty violation™ ~ } | I L J
"3, Result It a cumulativeiy considerab e nel increase of any \ ; t
- critenia for which the aroject regian s non-atainment under an - i XA
arpphcatjle feceral ar state ambient air qual: iy stancard o | I _____'
PLM =Plarimsg, D:\-_én;'anq & suraavng Departiment, EHE= EF‘.-I?\: R n-m.'cn_c:;:'iié APCO= M P an';;-['_”onrrf‘l DIS- npet 4af 14



lmllal Study & f‘h\_-ckhst s ﬂIII‘lLI“L

{Includmg releasing emissions -nlimh_ exceed quantilalive
i threshoids for ozone precursors)?

4. Expose sensitive receptoss 1o subs'antial pD utand ]

concenfrations?

— ) RO VS

5. Create Ob_lEC.:OI“aJie olors affectmu A whatanhal number of
people?

V. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES — Would the project:

o | Less Than | [

N C ". | Potentially | Significant | Less Than '

. Environmental Issue -~ -~ | Significant |~ . with. - | Significant

Lo T T impact | Mitigation | Impact . [
]

- Measures

1. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or (hrough ¢
habitat modifications, on any species ideniified as a candidale, !
sensitve, or special stalus species in fozal of regional pians, | 1 KX
policies or requizbicns, or by the Caiiforma Department of Fisn | ‘
& Garne or LI S Fish & Wildlifz Service? T I R
2. Subslan Atizly reduce the habital of a (ish o waldife species, i |
calse a fish or wildlife population 1o drop bewow sell-sustaining I
levels, threaten (o eliminala a pianf o animal community, ; [ XX
substantially reduze the number of reskrict t-e range of an |
endargered, rare, o rgatened species? |
3. Have g subslantial adverse effoct on the emvi-onment by :
ronverfing oak \,voc-dmn{i:;’? L

_____ . - I . N ..__J[__., — -|.~___..

4. Have a substantal adverse effecl on any npasian hatudal or

i other sensitive nztural commurity identfied in local or regional
plans, policios or regulations or by tha Califeriia Department of
Fish & Game or U 5. Fish & Wildlife Serwce?
5. Have a substantial adverse effect or federally | nrotected
wellands as defined by Secton 404 of the Clean Water Act
{incluging, bl rol kmiled Lo, marsh, vernal pocl, coastal, el
Uirough direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
_means?

| resmdent ar mtgraiory fish or wndlufﬂ Species of with estab ished |
. hative resigent ar migratory wildliic COIudors, or impede the use
*of native wildlife nursery sites?
7. Configh wath ary local policies or ordinances protechng
biological rescurces, such as a tres preservation policy or
ordinance?

8. Conflict with the provisions of an adopled Hatital
Conservation Plan, Nalural Communiy Conservation Plan, or
| oher approved jocal, regional. or stale habilat conservation !
plan? i

>
bl

=
e

S N T
|

Discussion- Hem IV-3: One singie diseased oax tres cassiflied in poor condition 2djacent to the roadway is
proposed 10 be removed. : o

Discussion- item IV-7:  The Cdy of Aubum Tree Ordinance aliows for a waive of fees for tree mitgation if the
wces rermneval s incorporated withm a City Project

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES =Would the project:

T T T = e : — —
oL E i.r"r. ' t ” - é- : TFoientlaliy Less Than I Less Than
I nvironmental Issu . © - - | ignificant | Significant | Significant

-":p.!o -~-.L
Impact

PUN= Plam\unr- DRy, = c*-:mnl—nr G 6 Sur‘ Sy 1g Genait nnm EHE Errr 'J wnental Health Seeacas, APCD=Air P:J!!u:m:ﬁ Cortro. Degingt 5of 14 ;qgi




Inbal Study B Checklt, contnued

e the Usferm Buildng Code (1994} creating substantizl risks 12
[ Mfe or property? ] . [

Ctmpact | . with | Impact | . |
s | Mitigation |- . S "
R L : Measures | -~ = |
1. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
histarical resource as defined i CELQA Guidelines, Saction XA
15064 57 L . o -
2 Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a i
unigque archaeo!ogical resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, boXX
Secton 15064, L . ——— e
3. Directly or mdlrecity deqtrof A umque pc‘|PCHtG!GgICEl| XX
resource or sile or uuque neologic fealure?
4 Have the polantial b0 cause a physical change, wh«ch would ¥y '!
affec! urigaue ethnic cu! iurul values’-’ i
Restricl existing rel|gtou5 ar sacred uses wilhin 1he potential ¥ ¥
|mpact arez? :
[ 6 Disturb any hu 1an femains, ncluding these lnierrel outsut!e XX
, of formal cemeteries?
VI GEOLOGY & S0OILS - Would the project:

L LT T T T T tessThan [ T

: L A Fatentially. Significant Less Than . Nn

' Environmental Issue .- - | significant | _- with": | Significant Impact

L ' SRR Impact | Mitigation - Impact |

R : Measures |- o
i. Expose people or slruclures 1o unstable earth condilions of _ | O
cnargeq i geologrc subshr ucturea'? [ ! '
2. Resull in significant diss uplmdh, displacementis, compaction | ' X
or overcrowding of he soil? | | '

3. Resull in scbsiantial L,r LANGE N fmography aof ground suriace | | ' ! Wy !
relief ‘enturos? | | | ' I
4. Result i the destruchion, covering or modification of any ! | | X i
unique geologic of physical leatwres? ; I | i
| — - - St = - _— " ———- Bl —_—— ""'_' o —_=- — '_ll
L Resull v amy slgn.flcart increase in wmd o .var_er Brosian of | | I W |

! s0ils, either on or off the site” J ! ) _}
6. Result in changes . deposition or erosion ar changes in | " |
sillation which may modify the channel of a river, siream, or . KX |
|~-:.|'\'l:3J o | | o -—-.

7 Result in ‘expostre of pecple or property to geolr_mgu and ;

i geormorphological (e Avalanches) hazards such as | %% |
earthiquakes, lendslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar : l
hazards? _ __| | ) . |
8 Belocated on a qeologmai unit or soil thal is L.nata‘jle ar fhat ! | |

| would become unslable as a result of the project, and | oy |

! potentally resultin on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading. o | :

| subsidence, quefaction, or collapse” | | ( ! l

9. Belocated on expansive sads, as defined in Taole 18, 1-B of | ‘

Discussion- Item:

PLM = Plar g, OPH- Er‘n;uml—‘»nrfJ % Surveying Deparnent, EHS - Eraraniaemtal Healih Saraces, APCD=Ar Foiluticn Cartral Listrt B of 14&-44(]




Initm]_Sl';h_‘r:,*__& Chagel'sk cortinued

VIL HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would Ihe project:

e o Less Than | - o |
- : Co Potentially | Significant | Less Than | No'
" Environmentatl Issue Significant | © - with Significant impact
' ' © Impact " | Mitigation | Impact .
. . - _ - 1 - | Measures -
1. Create & significant hazard o the public or the envirorrment
through the rouling transpert, use, or disposal of hazardous 9 S
| malertals? o . . . ——
2. Create a significant hazard to the public ar the environment
 through reasonably foreseeabie upset and accident conditions ; XX
involving the rélease of hazardous materials into the 1|
EnvirFgnment? N R _ b o |
3 Emit hazardaus emissions or handle hazardous or acutely l
hazardeous malenals, subslances, or waste within one-quarler AX
| fnile of an existing or pronosed school? ) e —_—
4. Be loczled on a site whigh is inciuded on a lisl of hazardous
malerials stes compiled pursuant to Goverament Code Section ¥y
B5962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard Lo i
_the pustic or the enviranment? R -~ I
5. For a project lacated within an airport [and Lse plan ar,
where such a plan Fas not been adopted, wilhin two miles of 2
wublic airport or public use airport, would the project resdlt in a | ¢ nia
, 5a%ety hazard for people residing or working in the project |
L area’ L o L 1 - b ]
5. For a project wattun the vicinity of a arivate airstrip, wouid the | |
project result in a safety hazard for people residing in (he i
! project area? S I N B _
7. tmpair imp ementation of ar phySm.ij interfere with an
acopled ermergency response plan or emergency evacuation ~AX
Pplan? A B R A
8, Exposo peusle or siructres 1o a 5|gn|1|c.ﬂm risk of loss, | mpry '
or death invo.ving wildiand fites, meluding where wildlands are | 1 W
adjacent to urbanized areas or whaie resiences are , : o
mermexed with wildlangs? I I
I 8. Creale any health haze:d or potential healih hazard? i .‘ KX
1G Expc-se people lo axisling sources of patential health | ] XX <|
hazards? [ ‘ .
Vill. HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY - Would the project:
. T : Less Than | L .
_ : : ~ Potentially | Significant | Less Than | “O
- : _ Environmental 1ssue ' ‘ Significant |~ with Significant Impact
T . ' Impact Mitigation | .impaet | "~
|>_____ S . ~ . | 1 Measures | R
i 1. Violate any water qualily standards? ‘ i X
[ i
i 2 Substantially deplete groundwaler s Sup,:uies . or nigricre | T
{ subsiantially with groundwater recharga such that (here would he | | |
\ a net deficit in aquifer vatume o a lessening of lacal groundwater | | L xx i
supplies {i.e. e production rate of pre-existing neartyy wells ; |
| wolt drop o a level which wauid nob support sxisting land uses | i |

I o plﬂnnori uses for which permits have been granted)? |

PLM = niciy, P - Eng PaEnng & Surveying Cenartinent, EHS-Envirormen sl Heath Sonv Aaces, ARCD=Nr 'P’Dlld 107 l,ml o _.l::.[l u,r



'mtial Shucy & Checklist caninsed

3 S‘.bslanhally alter the ex! ‘thHg dremage pallem ol the :ute or
area?

4. Increase the rale or amoun! of suface runet?

&. Create or con'rivuie runoff water which would include
subslantial adcitonal sources of polluted water?

XX

6. Otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water
qualdy?

xK

7. Place housing with:n 2 100-year lood hazard area as mapped
on aleceral Flocd Hazard t:-nundary ar Fload insurance Rale

8 Plncc 'mthm a 1{JD yearflood hazard ares 1mpr0vemer‘t5
which would impede or redirect flood Tows?

XX

XK

9. Expose people ar structures to a saﬁ_ifféér1_f_risk of inss, injury
or death involving flaoding, ‘reluding Booding as a resuli of Ihe
failure of a levee ar dam?

X

10, Aller the direction or rale ¢f flow of grourdwaler?

11, Impact the watershed of rmeportant surface waler resources,
ncluding but nol limited to Lake Tahee, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Rescrvoir, Rock Cresk Reservoir, Sugar Pine Reservair,
Frerch Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?

Discussion- ltern VIIl-4: Less than 1000s? of sudface area wil. be added o the site

insignifican: increases o exisling surface runoff,

Oiscussion- ltem VII-5: Less than 100{sf of suriace area will be added to the sile and will gererate nunima! andd

insignificant ncreases 1o sources of polluted water,

IX. LAND USE & PLANNING - Would the project:

and will generale minimal and

H

. | Less Than ‘
. St e Potentially. Slgmflcant Léss Than | - No
H . - - P wam . !
' Environmenta! Issue Significant | - “with © S‘gn'f‘ca"t rmﬁact' -
I R ' Impact - | Mitigation Impact REE
[ o o . Measures - ]
|
1 Poysically dwide an eslablished commumty? X
2 Confiict wrh Generzl FlaniCommunity F’IanaSpemﬁc‘ FI i ' X
: desngnahons or zonirg, or Plan palicies?
1 3. Confict with any aoplicable habilal conservalion plan or
: natural community conservauosn plan or ather County policies, & | -
plans, ar requlations adopted for purposes of avoiding or ! ]
miL.gating environmental effects? L | .
| ! htal SH=Ets — — ] o
D4 Resulin the deveicoment of ncompaibie uses md or the . : XX
P oreation of lznd use conflicts? ! :

2. Affecl agroullural ard tmber rescurces ar Ohe.atlons (L. g _
|r‘r‘.p”-'-::ts to soils or farmiands and timber hareest plans, or Axo |
Impacts from incompahble land uses)? :

e : : — — . F
6. Disrupt or dwvide the physical arrangement of an establshed Wy
community {inciud:ng a Iov-.--sr.come ar manarity cormmunity)?

7. Resullin & substantial al*ermlur of the present or planred | XX i
land use of an area? | | |
PLN Flanniag, 1-31»‘-."’ Engwesnng & c31|n1¢" winig Dt’-"'-ar-;';{mv_:gg‘-l;mﬂn AT H'WTAL Healtn Seonces, I\P{“I“ .-i £ Pt |“r. Tort-or District 2] m; i‘i.
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lnutiai Stusdy & Checklist conhinued

mgmﬁcan* aoverse phys cal changes lo the environment such
as urban decay or deterioration?

-

X. MINERAL RESCURCES — Would the project result m:

[ Less Than — L [
- o L otentnally Significant | Less Than j
Environmental Issue - - ' J Significant ; . with - Significant Impact
. : = Impact . |- Mitigation [ lmpact R r|
: ; Measures | = - i
3 The loss of 2var |:-Jb|l|.\,r of a knows mineral resource that XK
would be of valug to the region and the resicdents of ihe state? !
| 2. The loss of availabl ity of a locally- important mincral rosource |
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, soecific plan ar ' XX
_other land use plan? y e ______4]
XL NOILSE — Would the project resul! in
| T T T LessThan, -~ - |-
R _ Potenﬁally Slgmflcant Less Than | -
\ .. Environmental 1ssue Significant |- with ~ | Significant. Ipact
. ' o o lmpact s Mitigalibn_. . Impact R
- SIS o\ Measures | . . - | |
1 E:-:r:»o'-;ure oH pPrq{Jr.s ta or gencrahon of r oise levels in '
! excess of standards established in the local General Plan, ! | WY |
FCammunily Plan or roise crdinence, or applicable standards of i ; ]
other agencigs? L I 3 !
| 2. A substa izl pelmdnent mncrease in amiy’ ent noise fevels in WX
the projecl ucnuty ahove levels exis :ng without the protect? 5
3. Asubstantal temporary or periodic inc:ease in ambieni noisa l k I
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the | 1 XX
rojecty . _ —— _— ]
1 Forap- Djecl lacated within an awpo*l land use plan or 7 [ i
where such a plan kas not heen adopled, within fwe miles of a '
public airpart or public use airport, would *he project expose | nfa L
people residing or working in the project area to excessive ' |
narse levels? e | i N L ' _ |
5 Four aoroject withir he wcmly of a privale cnrsinp wauld ihe . |
project expose people residing or woring in the project area lo | .' 1 n'a |
| excessive noise levals? . - - i 2
XIL POPULATION & HOUSING - Would the project:
T 7| Less Than ‘ . I
. _ o Potentially Slgmﬂcant Less Than | No -
Environmental issue - S_]g'nificant with .Significant '1m[a'act
' ' ' Impact Mstlgatmn Impact o
o , , 1 Measures | :
1. Induce substantial population growln in an area, eitner P [
l directly (i e. by proposing new hormes and busiressas) o \ ‘ W
indirectty {i.e. through exignsicn of roads or other i |
infrastructure)? o e k - S R A
2. Displace substantiat numbers of ex:shing housing, ,r | T " ;
necessitatirg 1he construction of replacemenrt hausing ' i l XX
_elsewherg’? i l: . :

S

?’LN'—'-Plajmlnfj, CFYY Enjlﬁ aring & Sue g G Urr-ar't'ﬂr:r‘f, EHG=Emaromenertal Hzaith Semice s, ARCD=Ar Pellibion Cantral D
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Initigl Study & Chacklist corbimeed

XN PUBLIC SERVICES — Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically sttered governmental services andior facilities, the construction of which could cause
signficant environmental impacts, in order b mainkain acceplable service ratios, response imes or olher

performance objectives far any of the public services?

r —— - =

——

-+ | LessThan |
L : : E Potentially S|gn|ﬂcant Less Than
.- Environmental lssue | Significant.| - with " Signmcant
Lo ' impact © | Mitigation - Impact
_ B Measures o
1. Fire profection? | XX
S IR — I oo
2. Shenfl protection”? i ioxw
; , | f
3. Schools? : x|
- —_ L. - J— D
4 Mainlenance of publc facilies, including roads? li J ‘ KK ‘
S —— e B} B} j e |
5 Other governmental services? | ‘ | ‘ A }
- - - R B — e S I
Discussion- ltem:
XY RECREATION — Would fhe project resull in;
o S .o o LessThan [~ .0 ]
‘ R ST e - Potentially S1gmflcant Less Than. ; No - -
v, 0 . . Environmental Issué . | Significant | - with.- | Sigoificant | -
i - - S : . AR mpact !
. e . Imp_ac_t Mitigation Ampact - | -7 A
I S S T N Measures | . R
T Wauld the project increase the use of existing noighborkood 1 I
and regional parks g- other recrealional facilties such thal | | X ‘
substantial physical delerioration of the facihty would ogour or o
! be  accelerated? | ‘ e ]
2 Does the Rroject Tnclude rececalional ramhhos or rcmrfe he J' I o :
conftruchc[. or expansion of recreational facilies which rmight | ‘ ! XX ‘
| héve an adverse physical effect on the envirenment? _ . ! ——
XV. TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC - Would the project result in:
tessThan|l. . |
T Potentially | Significant | Less Than | N )
. : : i : P I . Mo
- Environmental Issue - Significant with | Significant | o
: SR - Impaci Mitigation | Impact- LA
N i | Measures | o~ 1. ]
1. Arincrease . {raffic which may be substantial in relation to - N !
the ex'shng andior planred future year traffic load and capacity 1
of the roadway system {i.e. resultin a substartial increase in x|
i either the number of vehicle tnips, the volume ta capacily ratio '
i on foads, or congestion at intersections)? i o _l
1 2. Excerding, either individually or cumulalively, a level of ! ! |' l
| service stancard established by the Counly General Plan | XX
Landier Community ®lan for ro'ads aftected by project traftic? ! | i |

PLN=Planming, DPV=Engreennd & Surwening Depantiment, EHS=Ervronmental Heath Seraices, APCD=air Polluten Conlral Distert 10 0f 1%5



Irilml Stady & Checslist convinuad

[ 3. Increased mpacts 1o vehmle safely due o roadway design | e i T T '“_j
_Teaiures {i.e. sharp curves or dangerous inferseclions) or [ XX
Incompatdle uses {e.g., farr equipment)? N i o
4. lhadequate emergency access of access to nearby uses? [ XX
5. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? R O
6. Hazards or barriers for pedesirians or bicyclists? ! i XA
7. Conflicts with adapted policies su ppor‘tmg allerndlwe : XK}
Wansporlation {i.e. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? ' , .

B. Change in air traffic patterns, including eilher an increase in | ;
iraffic levels or a change i location that resulis in substantial | ! KX

| safely risks? - ST USSR S N I

Discussion- ftem:

XVI. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the pro ect:

T 7 | kessThan| ] -: -
P S ST . | Potentially Slgmflcant Les'_s_'_l'han_:' Nc-'
' Environmental Issue = . " | Significant | . with _ .| Sighificant Impact
o - T - i tmpact Mt_tlgau_on - lmpact © LR
_ e L -l Measures’ | - - ¢ ' i
i 1. Excead wastewater trealment requirements of e applicable i

| | XX
Regional Water Quality Control Board? : :

2. Reqmre or result in the construcion of new walor of i
wastewater delivery, caliaclion or treztment facilites o . o
L exnansion of exislirg faciities. Ine construction of which could ' | |
|
|

Cause wignificant enviranmental effecis? - L i P

3. Require o resull in he conslruction of new septic systems?

P AU

4. Req.urp or rESUIt i the Construchon oF new Stoem waler | ‘ 1
drainage faciiities or expansion of xisting facihties, the '

construction of which could cause significant environmental [
__efrpms'?

________________ S S Y .

f am exu:;tmg enm.emerﬁ and FPSDUbes. QF are new or ' '
| expanded enfillements neaded” _ e }‘_
1
|
[l
|

— . e CIE T

3. Require sewer service that may rot be avaitable by the 1
ared’s wastle waler ireatment promder'?

7. Be served by a \andhll with sufficient pe-mlt‘eﬂ capacity to |
| et Timadale lhe project's solid waslte disposea] needs? I

| 8 Comp yowilh federal, state, and local statues and reguiatiors K
rcrdted to solld waste? :

Discussion- Item:

E. MANDATORY FINDINGS QOF SIGNIFICANCE:

[ T ) ;

1 - . . . H '.

i ' Environmentai Issue ' : % Yes | - - No 1[
L. e ' —_ —_— B —

PLA- Plal.nmg oe ﬂf-E.;er =ra u_‘:‘- iveying Cepartment, ERS=Eny |ro"m|:"nal Bealln Ser Les APCD=AIr Pal lutioe 4’-., Vi Dise ;\L taf 1\50’4’



Iritial 53 ujv & Checkl st cnntlrmed

T —— T ____‘_ i . JE—
L

1. Does the project have the patential to degrade the gualily of the environment
of efininate imporianl examples of the major periods of Califomia history or KA
prehistory?

2. Dwas ihe project have impacts that are indpaduaily imited, but curmulatively
considerahle? {"Currulatively consicerable” means that the neremental efiects
of a project are considerable when viswead in connedtion with the effects of past KX
projects, the efiects of oiher current projects, and the effecls of probable fulure
projects.)

3. Doecs the project Fave environmental effects, which will cause substaniial '
adverse effecis on human beings, either diractly or indirecty? |

F.OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval is required:

!—_lj Cali ‘o_rFlT;E)ﬂepé] tment of Fish and Game “'_T! ] Local Agency Formation Commission i-ITF"CD) —_i\
[Tj Calif _o'_ma Dep’irimmt of Fo[és?},: T_;_ T I_.'_N'al|o|1‘¢:1I_R‘iérlrje_F-dl§[1'er_|e‘5_ EETE‘E .___.______;J
(i C=I|‘orma Depariment of Health Services 1 [} Tahoe Regienal Plarning Agency o

:[_D Calitornia Dvpmln:n:—-_".;:j_f_inxw Substanceas i 1w S Arr‘l:w ﬁorp of Engincers
"0 Caifarnia Department of TFﬁgﬁouaﬂm ST E] U 5. Fish and Wildfe Serviee t
| T Ceilforria Integraled Wasle Management Board J usFs-Ltemo

i California Regionai Wate: Ouah y Control Board ;. L] California Tahoe Consev&lﬁ:} T __ -

—— - .

G, DETERMINATION — The Ervironmental Review Commillze {nds 1hat ichoose ong)

“The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on [Fe environment, and a NEGATIVE

i Althoqu lhe pfcmposed prclect COULD have & smmﬁcapt eifect on the crvironmert, Shere WILL NOT be 3
sigriicant effect in this casa because the mitigzalion measures described hergin haw: heen adoed o the
project. A MITIGATEDR NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepare:,

The proposed project is within the scone of impac's addressed in & prewously ac op'cd '\mg?l ¢ Declarafan
‘ ] and that only minor lechnical changes angdnr addiions are necessary lo ensure i's adequacy for he project.
An ADDENDUM TO THE PF{EVIOUSLY-ADDPTED NEGATIVE DECLARATION wall ba preparec

- | The proposed p|0]ec1 MAY have a smnl.want effect an the envronment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL

dacument are desciibed on allechad sheels {see Secion O atove). A SUPPLEMENTAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT wi'l be preparec 1o ’*dc‘re 5 lhof“ﬁ> effec.i( 51 hat remnain outstanding.

! T e proposed projecl is within the seape of mparts addressed n a prey 1ous~,r cerlified EIR, and that some
| L) changes and/or addinons are necassaty, byt none of the condiltions requiing a Subsequert or Supolermental

EIR exist. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-CERTIFIED EIR wi be prepared

that no new effects wel ocour nor new mitigation measures are required Potentally signif-cant impacts and

] mitigation measures that have been adequately examined in an earlier docurent are described on atiached
' sheats, including appicable mitigation measures Wat are impesed upon the presosed project (see Section

i O above) NOFURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT will be prepared {see CEQA Guidelines,
Sechions 15168(c){2), 15180, 15181, 15182, 15183).

5 "
| DECLARATION wil be prepdred J

| I
y

|__,-.__

- IMPACT REPORT is required {i.e. Project, Program, Subsequen, or Masler EIR).
i The proposed project MAY have a significant effact(s) or. the erwvironment, and at least one affact has not
beer adequatey analyzed in an eanier document pursuaat to appicable legal standards. Patentially
. ] t s‘gnificant impacts and mitigation measures that have been adequalely addressed herein or within an earlier

The prOposw prUJf;Cl 15 wilnin the scope of mpacls atdressed in a pr'cwmusw cerlified Drogl"r.l EIR, and

|

|

|

|- _—

t 1 7] Other _ - . ' _'

PLM = Fiznir.pg, D =Erngiresreg &_'Surrew“ﬁés)aﬂrnﬁ?;@; En'a'ircT;W-enL{t' Heann ix‘:r“:'ichl.e;;PCClzﬁir Palkion Cantrod Bgfric‘( 12 nf {_&5‘



Iritial S:UU\,'_ & (,'I‘.Eklizt cand nued

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Dapartments consulted):

Depariment of Public Works, Auburn Besign Division, Kevin Ordway
Department of Public Works, Transportation, Richard hoorehead

_bate, X" /ﬂ_"&'f

Signalure

Project I",-'ivanager. Alice Atherlon

1. SUPPORTING INFORMATION SQURCES: The following pubiic docurrents were utilized and site-speaific
S1ut!1ES prepared o evaleaie n detail the effects or imoacts aszooated with the project. Tris infarmation s
available for public revirw, Manday Ihrough Friday, 8am to Spm, af the Piacer Counly Commurity Development

Resource Agency, Environmentat Coordination Services, 3091 Counily Center Drive, Suite 190, Auburn, G
85603

& Commrunily Plan -
(7] Environsmental Review Ocdinance
L] General Plan
(] Grading Crdinznce
County [] Land Develepmenl Manual
Documents e
O Land Division Qrdinance |
L] Starmwater Managemenl hanuai !,
(] Tree Orcinance _ _]
o ]O N
] Denartment o Foxic substances Cartrol '
Trustee Agency _D e
Documents = o o Dol mmmpoomenc = e
_ cC_____ - _ T
Site-Specific ] Buwlogicat Study ]
Studies m Cullural Resources Fedestiian Survey
{Cultural Resources Records Search
Lighting & FPhotometric Flan
Flanning | P’ileuniomglcal Survey L
Depariment Tree Survey & Arhorisl Rep orl

Wisual impact Analysis
Wetlarnd Delingation _
Traffic Study subrmitied under Cal Neva Resort Redevelopmaant Plan

‘ddmzmmmm

_Eepe_}:tmeni of | [ PhasingPlan

F;Toh.:ig :‘:\'(;irttglf [3 Pratiminary Gramng Pan o
Disteict D F'rel'r"ur“?ry Gestechnical Report -tIrn:: uded in ECHM}

(] Ereliminary Drainage Repot (Inctuded n n ECAM;

| | [] Stormwater & Sudface Water Quality BMP Plan

| J [ Traffic Study o

| [_} Culural Rescarces Recarcs Search (Incluéed in ECAR:

—_— —e -

FLM :P[ar'mir:l.(_], CRW = Engingenng & Surveang De:anmentﬁr-lS:F_:.-;_u-h-::nrnenta‘. Halih SEmvices, APED_tT;rE:||;t;oh_¢Ecl D:stﬁt_ 1% Fﬁjo&



Intial Study & Checkhisl costinued

; | L] Cultural Resources Pedestrian Surveyq{_lnduded in ECAM}
\ {1 Biological Study {included in ECAM}

| jn
|

LJ

L)

[} Groundwater Contamination Repart
[ ] Hydro-Geological Study

(1 Acoustmai Ana[ysls

Environmental T

Health ] Phase | Enviranmental Site Assessment
SeFuic:es L] Soils Screening ’_(

r
|
|
[
|
|
|

[0} Prefiminary Endangerment Assessment
[J S
0 _ - _
[:J__CALiNEd Carbon Moncxide Analysis o
[ Construction emission & Dust Control Plan
fr Polut OJ Geotechnical Report {for naturally ocourring asbestos)
i Col-;trr:n?;é?rri]c* [1 Hezith Risk Assessment i
L] LUIRBEMIS hodel Gutput
il . .
- U = e — — Sl
_ (] Emergency Rec;por*se a"ld or E“.faCLJa ion Plan
e _E_Tm‘fsc & Circulation Plan T
Depariment = = = ]
Moscuito [ Guide.ines and Standards for vecior Prevention in Propased
Ahatement Cevlegpments ]
Diistrict Ll |

PLY=F F'Ianan IJF '—tn Im.erur'g&_ml"—' ng {JeL rhnt: :t E‘-IS-~.. Mrmrn-'nlril He_ alt "atr* Ty s, APLD L E’C\Iunm Cf‘ntru' Llslrl t - L4 clfgé?
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AUBURN-FOLSOM ROAD
BIKEWAY PROJECT - PHASE 1
PROPOSED IMPROVEMENTS

2007-2008
City of Aubum and Placer County
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