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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
‘ AND
NOTICE OF PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

Date: January 12, 2006

To: State Clearinghouse
Public Agencies
Trustee Agencies
Interested Parties

Placer County Community Development / Resource Agency

From:
Environmental Coordination Services

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report

Subject: ‘
For the Livingston's Gonerete Batch Plant

Placer County will be the lead agency and will prepare ‘an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the
subject project-identified above. We need to know your views as to the scope and content of the
environmental information that is germane to your interests or statutory responsibiiities in connection with
the proposed project. If you represent an agency, your agency wiil need to use the EIR prepared by our
agency when considering your permit or other approval for the project. o o

quest from Placer County Environmental
's website at www.placer.ca.goviplanning
is also available for review at the Auburn
e of Availability of the Draft Environmentaj

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) is available upon re
Coordination Services, and is also available on Placer County
(under Draft Environmental Documents). A copy of the NOP
Library. If you receive this nofice, you will also receive a Notic

Impact Report. '

Public Scoping Meeting: The Placer County Planning Department will hold a Public Scoping Meeting in
connection with the proposed project. The Scoping Meeting will be held to receive commenis from the
public and. other interested parties and agencies regarding the issues that should be addressed in the

Environmental Impact Report. The Scoping Meeting will be held on Monday, February 6, 2006 at 3:30
p.m. in the Placer County Planning Commission Chambers, located at 2900 Richardson Drive

(Dewitt Center}, Auburn. '

ry 20, 2008, by 5:00 p.m.

NOP Comment Period: Written comments are due no later than Februa
Please send your written comments fo:
Telephone: (530) §86-3000

Fax: (530) 886-3003
Email: [lawren@placer.ca.gov

L.ori Lawrence
Environmental Coordination
11414 B Avenue

Auburn, CA 85603

Summary of Project Description: The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a
concrete batch plant on an approximately five-acre parcel. The site would include a 1,440 square-foot
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office building, a 1,800 square-foot warehouse building, a concrete batch plant, wash areas for concrete
trucks, and parking for concrete frucks and employee vehicles. The project would also include a 900
square-foot singte story apartment to be used as a caretaker's residence. Facility lighting would be
necessary to provide for security and to illuminate the site during early moming operations.
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PLACER COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
11414 B Avenue, Auburn, CA 95603 (530) 886-3000/FAX (530) 886-3080

INITIAL STUDY

In accordance with the policies of the Placer County Board of Supervisors regarding implementation of the California
Environmental Quality Act, this document constitutes the Initial Study on the proposed project. This Initial Study provides the
basis for the determination whether the project may have a significant effect on the environment. If it is determined that the
project may have a significant effect on the environment, an Environmental Impact Report will be prepared which focuses on
the areas of concern identified by this Initial Study.

. BACKGROUND

Title of Project: Livingston's Concrete Batch Plant on Ophir Road EIAQ #3750

Project Location: The project site comprises approximately 5 acres located between Ophir Road and Interstate 80
(Figure 1 - Site and Vicinity Map). The site fronts on Ophir Road, and the southern property boundary is setback from
the Interstate 80 edge of pavement by approximately 50 feet.

Environmental Setting: The project site was previously used as a fruit tree orchard and remains partially populated with
fruit trees. Other vegetation onsite includes shrubs and grasses with pine, locust, and several varieties of oak trees also
occupying the site (Figure 2 — Aerial Photo). The parcel slopes upward from Ophir Road toward Interstate 80. Ground
elevations along the project’s frontage on Ophir Road are approximately 955 feet above mean sea level, while elevations
at the southern property boundary (near Interstate 80) are approximately 985 feet.

General Plan and Zoning Designations: The General Plan Land Use Designation for the project site is Commercial.
The project property is zoned C-3-UP-DC (Heavy Commercial — Use Permit required — Design Scenic Corridor).

C-3: The heavy commercial district provides areas for intensive service commercial uses primarily of a non-retail nature,
some of which require outdoor storage or activity areas. Limited retail and office uses are allowed to the extent that they
are compatible with the heavy commercial uses. Manufacture of concrete products is allowable in the C-3 zoning district
subject to the issuance of a minor use permit from the County.

UP: The UP combining designation is used to identify sensitive areas of the County where any proposed use or
development may raise significant land use policy issues and/or community concerns and, therefore, should be afforded
the level of review required to obtain a conditional or minor use permit. The project site carries this designation because
it is adjacent to, and viewable from, Interstate 80.

DC: The purpose of the Design Scenic Corridor combining district is to provide special regulations to protect and
enhance the aesthetic character of lands and buildings within public view; to protect historic buildings; to minimize any
adverse impacts of conflicting land uses; to enhance tourism through the protection of lands and buildings having unique
aesthetic characteristics; and to provide special project review procedures for lands and uses which by their nature require
special attention to landscaping, circulation, and/or energy conservation. The project site carries this designation because
it is adjacent to Interstate 80 and because it is adjacent to Ophir Road, which is a heavily traveled corridor between Ophir
and Auburn.
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Surrounding Land Uses: Interstate 80 abuts the project site on the south. The parcel east of the project site is
undeveloped land, while parcels west and northwest of the project site are occupied by commercial/industrial uses
(propane company, landscape products supplier). Land north of the project site (across Ophir Road) has a commercial
land use designation and has been the subject of various proposals for commercial projects over the past several years. A
residence exists in the eastern portion of this parcel.

Project Description: The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a concrete batch plant on an
approximately five-acre parcel. The site would include a 1,440 square-foot office building, a 1,800 square-foot
warehouse building, a concrete batch plant, wash areas for concrete trucks, and parking for concrete trucks and employee
vehicles. The project would also include a 900 square-foot single story apartment to be used as a caretaker’s residence.
Facility lighting would be necessary to provide for security and to illuminate the site during early morning operations.
The proposed site plan is shown in Figure 3.

Drainage

The majority of the project site would be paved. Paved surfaces would be sloped to facilitate collection of runoff from
paved surfaces in a treatment pond (approximately 40 feet in length and composed of redwood bark filtration media)
proposed in the northwestern corner of the paved area. The treatment pond would be plumbed to allow stormwater
collected in the pond during precipitation events to be recycled for use in plant operations not requiring potable water
(e.g., truck washing, concrete production). A four-foot deep stormwater detention basin with an approximate surface area
of 2,900 square feet is also proposed in the northwestern portion of the project site. The basin would drain runoff via a
cobbled outlet to an existing roadside ditch in the northwestern corner of the site. From the ditch, runoff is conveyed to an
existing culvert running under Ophir Road to existing roadside drainage ditches along Geraldson Road.

Wastewater Disposal

The project proposes to use a sand filtration septic system to treat domestic wastewater produced from the project. A
septic field area approximately 0.30 acre in size is proposed for the southeastern corner of the site. Waste from plant
operations would not be discharged to the septic system.

Water Supply

The project proposes to use groundwater from an existing onsite well located in the southwest corner of the site until such
time as treated water is available in the project area. A pump house and associated equipment would be constructed in
this location and would pump water via an underground 2-inch water line to a 15,000 gallon water storage tank placed in
the northwest corner of the paved area. The storage tank would be connected via a 6-inch water line to a fire hydrant and
would provide water for fire-fighting purposes. Well water would be used to supply all potable water and fire-fighting
needs and for all facility operations needs beyond what would be supplied through capture of surface runoff and recycling.
Facility operations that require water include concrete mixing, watering of aggregate piles, and equipment and truck
washing. It is expected that the plant will require 7,000 to 10,000 gallons of well water per day during the summer
months, with much less required during winter months when captured stormwater can be used to augment the well supply.

Material Storage

Ground storage of material used in the concrete mix, such as aggregates, would be located in four concrete bays situated
in the southeast corner of the paved area of the project site. Water runoff from this area would be conveyed to the
treatment pond. Additional enclosed storage of materials and maintenance related storage would be provided in the onsite
warehouse. The warehouse would also serve as a garage for the loader (tractor). Major equipment repair would not be
performed in the onsite warehouse.

Easements and Landscaping

A 30-foot waterline easement is present along the northern property line, where the project site fronts on Ophir Road. No
development would occur within this easement, except for paving of the two proposed project access driveways.
However, the easement area would be landscaped. At the southern property line, the project proposes to construct three
tiered retaining walls between the project site and the Interstate 80 right-of-way. A 3:1 slope would be created between
the walls, with a 4:1 slope in the area between the southernmost wall and the interstate right-of-way. Drain lines will be
placed behind the walls and will stub through to the paved area in order to direct water from the upslope side of the walls
into the detention basin. The area between each retaining wall would be landscaped.
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Parking and Traffic Circulation

Parking for concrete trucks during hours of non-operation would be located along the western edge of the paved area.
Employee vehicle parking would be situated between the two driveways, along the northern edge of the paved area. The
proposed site plan provides 10 spaces for concrete trucks and 17 spaces for employee vehicles in these areas. An
additional three parking spaces to be used for caretaker and employee vehicle parking would be located adjacent to the
caretaker residence.

Traffic circulation on the project site would generally move from east to west. The eastern driveway would serve as the
entrance to the facility, with the western driveway serving as the exit. Generally, four lanes of traffic flow would be
created through the site. The northernmost lane would serve employee vehicles entering and exiting the parking area,
while the southern three lanes would be used by concrete and material delivery trucks to access the batch plant equipment,
reclaimer (concrete and water recycler), ground storage area, or the truck parking area.

Plant Operations

Operations on the project site would consist of the delivery and storage of materials, mixing of concrete, transfer of mixed
concrete to trucks, and reclamation of excess material from trucks returning from delivery runs. Mixing of the concrete
would be done in the onsite concrete batch plant, with raw materials added to the plant by a loader. Mixed concrete
would then be loaded onto concrete trucks. Prior to exiting the site, trucks would proceed over a wash rack which would
spray water to clean concrete dust and debris from the truck and tires. Reclaimed or captured stormwater and washwater
would be used in the wash rack as available. Upon returning from delivery runs, concrete trucks would proceed to the
reclaimer where excess material would be washed from inside the truck and reclaimed for future use. Water from the
washing operations and reclaimed from the excess material would also be recycled for future plant operations. Waste
material would be separated out and stored for removal to the landfill. Solid waste generation is estimated to be 75 tons
per month. The Ophir plant is expected to produce approximately 300 cubic yards of concrete per day. Hours of
operation for the plant would be from 5:30 am to 3:30 pm daily.

Off-site Improvements

The proposed project would include widening Ophir Road along the project’s frontage, dedication of right-of-way, and
construction of two commercial driveway accesses. Specifically, the southern portion of Ophir Road would be widened to
meet the County’s standards for one-half of a 40-foot right of way and would provide acceleration and deceleration lanes
for access to the project site. Drainage from the roadway will be conveyed in roadside ditches and driveway culverts,
consistent with the current condition.

. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

A. A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers.

B. “Less than Significant Impact” applies where the project’s impacts are negligible and do not require any
mitigation to reduce impacts.

C. "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of mitigation
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact"” to a "Less than Significant Impact.”
The County, as lead agency, must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the
effect to a less-than-significant level (mitigation measures from Section IV, EARLIER ANALYSES, may be
cross-referenced).

D. "Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is significant. If
there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.




E. All answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative
as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts [CEQA,
Section 15063 (a) (1)].

F. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [Section 15063(c)(3)(D)]. Earlier
analyses are discussed in Section 1V at the end of the checklist.

G. References to information sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans/community plans, zoning
ordinances) should be incorporated into the checklist. Reference to a previously prepared or outside
document should include a reference to the pages or chapters where the statement is substantiated. A source
list should be attached, and other sources used, or individuals contacted, should be cited in the discussion.

1. LAND USE PLANNING. Would the proposal:
a.  Conflict with general plan/community plan/specific plan ] ] = ]
designation(s) or zoning, or policies contained within such
plans?

b. Conflict with applicable environmental plans or policies

adopted by responsible agencies with jurisdiction over the X L] ] L]
project?
c. Beincompatible with existing land uses in the vicinity? [] X ] []

d. Affect agricultural and timber resources or operations (e.g.,
impacts to soils or farmlands and timber harvest plans, or X [] ] []
impacts from incompatible land uses)?

e. Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established
community (including a low-income or minority X [] ] []
community)?

f.  Result in a substantial alteration of the present or planned

land use of an area? X L] L] []

Planning Department and Environmental Health

Item 1a - Discussion: The proposed land use is consistent with the General Plan land use designation (Commercial) and
the zoning designation (C-3-UP-DC) for the project site. The project is also generally consistent with the goals and
policies of the General Plan. However, since no public water supply or sewer service is available in the project area at the
present time, the proposed project would use groundwater from an onsite well and dispose of wastewater in an onsite
septic system. This would conflict with Policy 1.E.1 of the Placer County General Plan which states that industrial
projects shall only be approved if they have adequate infrastructure available. For industrial development, Placer County
typically interprets “adequate infrastructure” to include public water supply and public sewer connection, in order that the
County can ensure sufficient water supply is available for the proposed use and that potential for physical environmental
impacts related to treatment of industrial process wastewater is avoided.

Since adequate infrastructure requires connections to public water and sewer systems, and these services are not currently
available to the site, approval of the project as proposed would be inconsistent with County Policy 1.E.1. However, it is
expected that Placer County Water Agency (PCWA) would extend water supply services to the site by 2007. Mitigation
Measure 1.1 requires the proposed facility to connect to public water when this service is available. Therefore, with
respect to water supply, approval of the project would only be inconsistent with Policy 1.E.1 over the short term. Impacts
of the proposed project on groundwater supplies and quality as a result of the proposed interim use of groundwater will be
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analyzed separately in the forthcoming EIR. Impacts resulting from inconsistency with General Plan Policy 1.E.1 based
on the interim use of the groundwater well alone are considered less than significant.

With respect to wastewater treatment, the proposed project does not include treatment of any industrial process water or
other waste through the onsite septic system. The EIR will identify and evaluate the proposed handling of industrial
process water. Although Mitigation Measure 1.2 requires the proposed facility to connect to public sewer when this
service is available, extension of sewer services to the project site is not currently planned. Therefore, the EIR will
evaluate the potential physical environmental impacts related to the proposed use of an onsite wastewater disposal system.
As part of this analysis, the EIR will include a detailed description and illustrations/diagrams with regard to water quality,
sewage disposal, and hazardous materials storage. Impacts resulting from inconsistency with General Plan Policy 1.E.1
based on the long-term use of septic system alone are considered less than significant due to the fact that the project does
not include treatment of any industrial process water through that system.

The EIR impact analysis will ensure that the project is consistent with other General Plan policies pertaining to the use of
onsite sewage disposal and use of groundwater, as listed below:

General Plan Policy 4.D.7, which states: The County shall permit on-site sewage treatment and disposal on parcels where
all current regulations can be met and where parcels have the area, soils, and other characteristics that permit such
disposal facilities without threatening surface or groundwater quality or posing any other health hazards.

General Plan Policy 4.D.8, which states: The County shall require that the on-site treatment, development, operation, and
maintenance of disposal systems complies with the requirements and standards of the County Division of Environmental
Health.

General Plan Policy 4.C.1, which states: Where the County will approve groundwater as the domestic water source, test
wells, appropriate testing, and/or report(s) from qualified professionals will be required substantiating the long-term
availability of suitable groundwater.

Mitigation Measures 1.3 and 1.4 require the applicant to submit detailed well information and to obtain a use permit for
operation of the onsite septic system. Implementation of these mitigation measures in addition to any other measures
required in the EIR will ensure that physical environmental impacts related to use of these onsite systems are avoided or
minimized.

Item 1a — Mitigation Measures:

MM 1.1 - At such time as public water supply is extended to the area of the proposed project and becomes available for
connection, the owner/operator of the site must abandon the onsite well in favor of connection to treated public
water.

MM 1.2 - At such time as sewer service is extended to the area of the proposed project and becomes available for
connection, the owner/operator of the site must abandon the onsite septic system in favor of connection to the
wastewater system.

MM 1.3 - The applicant shall submit all appropriate well reports and testing documentation to the County Department of
Health Services for review and approval prior to County issuance of grading permits.

MM 1.4 - The applicant shall apply to the County for and obtain a use septic permit for the onsite septic system-prierto
the-issuance-of grading-permits. The approved sewage disposal area shall be protected during grading and

construction to prevent disturbance and compaction of the soil. Fhe-use-permit-forthe-septic-system-mustbe
renewed-annuatly-The septic system shall be designed and constructed in compliance with all applicable County

requirements and standards. Final approval is required prior to issuance of a certificate of occupancy. The project
shall use an“Intermittent Sand Filter Septic System” which requires a renewable operating permit and system

monltorlnq and malntenance in conformance W|th the permit requwements Ihe—@eemW—shal—l—eendaet—anmai

Item 1c - Discussion: The subject parcel is zoned for commercial and industrial uses. Surrounding zoning and land use
designations are also commercial or industrial and Interstate 80 is located south of the project area. The proposed project
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would be consistent with land use and zoning designations of the project site and the surrounding area and, therefore,
would not be expected to result in substantial incompatibility with surrounding land uses.

While no incompatibility with surrounding land uses is apparent at this time, incompatibilities of the proposed project
with surrounding land uses resulting from impacts related to the proposed project’s operational noise levels, groundwater
use, and traffic generation may be identified and will be analyzed in the forthcoming EIR to be prepared for the proposed
project.

2. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the proposal:

a. Cumulatively exceed official regional or local population = ] ] ]
projections?

b. Induce substantial growth in an area either directly or
indirectly (e.g., through projects in an undeveloped area or X ] ] ]
extension of major infrastructure)?

c. Displace existing housing, especially affordable housing? X ] ] ]
3. GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS. Would the proposal result in or expose people to potential impacts involving:

a.  Unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic = [] [] []
substructures?

b.  Significant disruptions, displacements, compaction or ] ] X ]
overcrowding of the soil?

c.  Substantial change in topography or ground surface relief ] ] =4 L]
features?

d.  The destruction, covering or modification of any unique X [] ] []
geologic or physical features?

e.  Any significant increase in wind or water erosion of soils, [] [] X []
either on or off the site?

f.  Changes in deposition or erosion or changes in siltation [] = [] []
which may modify the channel of a river, stream, or lake?

g. Exposure of people or property to geologic and = ] ] ]

geomorphological (i.e. avalanches) hazards such as
earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar
hazards?

A Geotechnical Investigation of the subject property was conducted by KC Engineering Company (May 23, 2003) based
on the project layout provided by Weigh Tech, Inc. on an A.L.T.A. Survey prepared by Ourada Engineering. The field
investigation consisted of five exploratory test pits excavated to depths of up to 9 feet and sampling of representative
subsurface soils using a hand-held sampler as well as disturbed bag and bulk samples. The laboratory testing program
included: six moisture content and dry density tests; one Atterberg limits test; two sieve analyses (particle size
distribution); and two direct shear strength tests.

Subsurface conditions consist of a thin surficial layer up to about 2 feet thick of sandy silt to sandy clay overlying up to
about 3 feet of clayey sand, representing weathered igneous bedrock of the Rocklin Pluton, an intrusive mass of diorite.
Practical refusal to the backhoe equipment typically occurred at depths of 3 to 5 feet.




The site does not feature potential geologic hazards, and well built structures designed to current California Building Code
requirements should perform satisfactorily.

The Geotechnical Investigation provides recommendations for grading, surface drainage, foundation design, slab-on-
grade construction, pavement design and retaining walls that are considered appropriate for the planned construction.

Items 3b & 3c — Discussion: The proposed project will disturb approximately 4.9 acres and result in significant increases
in the amount of impervious surface present onsite. To construct the improvements proposed, significant disruption of
soils will occur, including grading, compaction for parking/circulation areas and construction of a series of three retaining
walls with a total height of 20 feet. A significant amount of cut material has been identified on the preliminary grading
plan. Preliminary calculations indicate approximately 22,500 cubic yards of cut and about 1,200 cubic yards of fill for a
net offhaul of 21,300 cubic yards. The impacts related to the proposed project will be reduced to a less-than-significant
level through implementation of the following mitigation measures.

Items 3b & 3c - Mitigation Measures:

MM 3.1 - The applicant shall prepare and submit Improvement Plans, specifications and cost estimates (per the requirements
of Section Il of the Land Development Manual [LDM] that are in effect at the time of submittal) to the DPW for
review and approval. The plans shall show all conditions for the project as well as pertinent topographical features
both on- and off-site. All existing and proposed utilities and easements, onsite and adjacent to the project, which may
be affected by planned construction, shall be shown on the plans. All landscaping and irrigation facilities within the
public right-of-way (or public easements), or landscaping within sight distance areas at intersections, shall be included
in the Improvement Plans. The applicant shall pay plan check and inspection fees. The cost of the above-noted
landscape and irrigation facilities shall be included in the estimates used to determine these fees. It is the applicant's
responsibility to obtain all required agency signatures on the plans and to secure department approvals. If the
Design/Site Review process and/or DRC review is required as a condition of approval for the project, said review
process shall be completed prior to submittal of Improvement Plans. Record drawings shall be prepared and signed
by a California Registered Civil Engineer at the applicant's expense and shall be submitted to the DPW prior to
acceptance by the County of site improvements.

MM 3.2 - Staging Areas: Stockpiling and/or vehicle staging areas shall be identified on the Improvement Plans and located as
far as practical from existing dwellings and protected resources in the area.

MM 3.3 - All proposed grading, drainage improvements, vegetation and tree removal shall be shown on the Improvement
Plans and all work shall conform to provisions of the County Grading Ordinance (Ref. Article 15.48, Placer County
Code) that are in effect at the time of submittal. No grading, clearing, or tree disturbance shall occur until the
Improvement Plans are approved and all temporary construction fencing has been installed and inspected by a
member of the DRC. All cut/fill slopes shall be at 2:1 (horizontal:vertical) unless a soils report supports a steeper
slope and DPW concurs with said recommendation.

The applicant shall revegetate all disturbed areas. Revegetation undertaken from April 1 to October 1 shall include
regular watering to ensure adequate growth. A winterization plan shall be provided with project Improvement Plans.
It is the applicant's responsibility to assure proper installation and maintenance of erosion control/winterization during
project construction. Where soil stockpiling or borrow areas are to remain for more than one construction season,
proper erosion control measures shall be applied as specified in the Improvement Plans/Grading Plans. The applicant
shall be responsible to provide for erosion control where roadside drainage is off of the pavement, to the satisfaction
of the DPW.

The applicant shall submit to the DPW a letter of credit or cash deposit in the amount of 110% of an approved
engineer's estimate for winterization and permanent erosion control work prior to Improvement Plan approval to
guarantee protection against erosion and improper grading practices. Upon the County's acceptance of improvements,
and satisfactory completion of a one-year maintenance period, unused portions of said deposit shall be refunded to the
project applicant or authorized agent.

If, at any time during construction, a field review by County personnel indicates a significant deviation from the
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proposed grading shown on the Improvement Plans, specifically with regard to slope heights, slope ratios, erosion
control, winterization, tree disturbance, and/or pad elevations and configurations, the plans shall be reviewed by the
DRC/DPW for a determination of substantial conformance to the project approvals prior to any further work
proceeding. Failure of the DRC/DPW to make a determination of substantial conformance may serve as grounds for
the revocation/maodification of the project approval by the appropriate hearing body.

MM 3.4 - Storm drainage from onsite impervious surfaces shall be collected and routed through specially designed
catchbasins, vaults, filters, or other approved system(s) for entrapment of sediment, debris and oils/greases as
approved by DPW. Maintenance of these facilities shall be provided by the project owners/permittees unless, and
until, a County Service Area is created and said facilities are accepted by the County for maintenance. Contractual
evidence of a monthly parking lot sweeping and vacuuming, and catchbasin cleaning program shall be provided to
DPW upon request. Failure to do so will be grounds for Conditional Use Permit revocation. Prior to Improvement
Plan approval, easements shall be created and offered for dedication to the County for maintenance and access to
these facilities in anticipation of possible County maintenance. (CR/MM) (DPW)

Item 3e & 3f — Discussion: The proposed project could potentially disturb 4.9 acres and result in significant increases in
the amount of impervious surface present on the site. To construct the improvements proposed, significant disruption of
the soils onsite will occur, creating a potential for contamination of storm runoff with disturbed sediment or other
pollutants introduced through typical grading practices. This disturbance will likewise create increased risk of erosion
onsite during construction. Discharge of concentrated runoff after construction could also contribute to these impacts in
the long-term. Discharge from the site is routed through roadside drainage ditches, and eventually enters a nearby
tributary to Auburn Ravine. The applicant has prepared a preliminary drainage report that indicates onsite detention
storage will be required to attenuate post-development discharge. These impacts will be reduced to a less-than-significant
level through implementation of the following mitigation measures.

Item 3e & 3f — Mitigation Measures:
The applicant shall implement MM 3.1, MM 3.2, MM 3.3, MM 3.4 as identified above.

MM 3.5 — The applicant shall submit with the project Improvement Plans, a drainage report in conformance with the
requirements of Section 5 of the LDM and the Placer County Storm Water Management Manual that are in effect at
the time of submittal, to the DPW for review and approval. The report shall be prepared by a Registered Civil
Engineer and shall, at a minimum, include: A written text addressing existing conditions, the effects of the
improvements, all appropriate calculations, a watershed map, increases in downstream flows, proposed on- and off-
site improvements and drainage easements to accommaodate flows from this project. The report shall address storm
drainage during construction and thereafter and shall propose "Best Management Practice™ (BMP) measures to reduce
erosion, water quality degradation, etc. Said BMP measures for this project shall include: Minimizing drainage
concentration from impervious surfaces, construction management techniques, erosion protection at culvert outfall
locations and sand/oil separators (or other suitable proprietary treatment units, as approved by the DPW).

MM 3.6 - All onsite parking and circulation areas shall be improved with a minimum asphaltic concrete or portland
cement concrete capable of supporting anticipated vehicle loadings.

4. WATER. Would the proposal result in:

a. Changes in absorption rates, drainage patterns, or the rate and ] ] = ]
amount of surface runoff?

b. Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such as ] ] X ]
flooding?
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c. Discharge into surface waters or other alterations of surface water [ [ [ X
quality (e.g., temperature, dissolved oxygen, or turbidity)?

[]
[]
X
[]

d. Changes in the amount of surface water in any water body?

[]
X
[]

e. Changes in currents, or the course of direction of water
movements?

[]
[]
[]
X

f.  Change in the quantity of groundwater, either through direct
additions of withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer by
cuts or excavations, or through substantial loss of groundwater
recharge capability?

g. Altered direction or rate of flow of groundwater?
h. Impacts to groundwater quality?

i. Substantial reduction in the amount of groundwater otherwise
available for public water supplies?

X O O O
O X O KX
0O 0O O O
0 O X O

J-  Impacts to the watershed of important surface water resources,
including but not limited to, Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Reservoir, Rock Creek Reservoir, Sugar Pine Reservoir, French
Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?

Department of Public Works

Items 4a, b, ¢ & d — Discussion: This project will disturb approximately 4.9 acres of undeveloped, but previously
disturbed property in the Ophir area. This project will create impervious surfaces including parking and circulation areas
as well as the concrete batch plant with associated offices. The applicant has proposed the use of various treatment
techniques to mitigate impacts to water quality and has demonstrated that water quantity increases can be mitigated by
standard design methods. Based on these proposals, the impacts can be reduced to a less-than-significant level by the
implementation of the following mitigation measures.

Items 4a, b, ¢, d — Mitigation Measures:
The applicant shall implement MM 3.1, MM 3.3, MM 3.4, MM 3.5 (as identified above in Section 3).

MM 4.1 - Drainage facilities shall be designed in accordance with the requirements of the County Storm Water Management
Manual that are in effect at the time of submittal, and to the satisfaction of DPW. These facilities shall be constructed
with project improvements and easements provided as required by DPW. Maintenance of these facilities shall be
provided by the property owner(s).

Environmental Health

Item 4.c - Discussion: Concrete process water, wastewater, truck wash water handling and the use of hazardous materials
onsite pose threats to surface water quality.

Item 4.f - Discussion: The project proposes to utilize an onsite well for domestic, irrigation, and process water. The
proposed use of an onsite well could have an adverse impact on the available quantity of groundwater. Adjacent
commercial and residential properties rely on groundwater as their only source of water. The EIR for the project will
address the potential for over-drafting groundwater in the area by evaluating hydrogeologic conditions under the project
site and vicinity. The EIR will also evaluate the onsite water supply well through review of the following data:
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= well location, driller’s well log, including diameter, depth, and completion details;

= pumping test or production data;

= chemical analyses; and

= |ocation and available details of all existing wells within one-half mile of the subject property.

Mitigation measures will be included in the EIR as necessary to avoid or reduce potentially significant impacts if the EIR
analysis identifies potential impacts related to over-drafting groundwater in the area.

Item 4.h - Discussion: The potential to degrade groundwater quality could be high and has potential to affect the quality of
groundwater relied upon by surrounding land uses. Soils testing by this office on various portions of the property have
identified that seasonal ground water levels can be as shallow as 11” to 30” (October 20, 1999). Seepage and spring
activity have been observed. Preparation of the EIR will include consultation with the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) to determine what type of waste discharge requirements will be required. The RWQCB has identified
problems with Hexavalent Chromium, a metal of concern, from the recycle ponds of similar concrete plants. However,
the project applicant has indicated that Hexavalent Chromium will not be used at this plant (refer to letter submitted by
Livingston’s Concrete dated September 13, 2005).

The EIR will include review of a revised onsite sewage disposal report from a qualified consultant, evaluating the
proposed uses and onsite sewage disposal area capacity. This evaluation may involve additional soils testing and
evaluation, and may have to be performed during wet weather testing season. The EIR will also analyze the project with
respect to RWQCB stormwater requirements.

Mitigation measures will be included in the EIR as necessary to avoid or reduce potentially significant impacts if the EIR
analysis identifies potential impacts related to the septic system or finds that the project is inconsistent with the waste
discharge requirements.

5. AIR QUALITY. Would the proposal:

a.  Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing ] ] = ]
or projected air quality violation?

[]
X
[]
[]

b.  Expose sensitive receptors to pollutants?

[]
X
[]
[]

c. Have the potential to increase localized carbon monoxide
levels at nearby intersections in exceedance of adopted
standards?

d. Create objectionable odors? [] X [] L]

Air Pollution Control District

Items 5a-d - Discussion: This project is located in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin portion of Placer County. This area is
designated non-attainment for the federal and state ozone standard and non-attainment for the state particulate matter
standard. The project will result in short-term construction related air quality impacts from diesel powered construction
equipment, trucks hauling building supplies, and construction worker vehicle trips. Long term operations will result in
emissions from both stationary and mobile sources. Stationary source emissions will be controlled by conditions applied
to the project through Air Pollution Control District permitting requirements. Long-term emissions from the project
would result primarily from employee vehicle exhaust, landscape maintenance equipment and heating and air
conditioning emissions. The project’s daily short and long-term air pollutant emissions are expected to be below the
District’s significance thresholds and therefore the project alone will not result in significant air quality impacts. The
project will however, contribute to significant cumulative air quality impacts within Placer County. Implementation of
the mitigation measures listed below, or others proposed by the applicant that achieve the same emission reductions, will
ensure that this project’s contribution to short term and cumulative air quality impacts remain below the significant level.
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These mitigation measures have been implemented by other projects throughout Placer County.

Items 5a — Mitigation Measures:
MM 5.1 - 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.

MM 5.2 - Construction equipment exhaust emissions shall not exceed District Rule 202 Visible Emission limitations.

MM 5.37 — Diesel-powered equipment shall not be allowed to idle more than five minutes consecutively.

MM 5.48 - Use low sulfur California diesel fuel for stationary construction equipment.

MM 5.59 - Utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean fuel generators rather than diesel power generators.
MM 5.610 - Use electric or low emission natural gas onsite stationary equipment.

MM 5.71% - No open burning of removed vegetation during infrastructure improvements. Vegetative material should be
chipped or delivered to waste to energy facilities.

MM 5.812 - The applicant shall implement sufficient dust control measures so as not to violate California Health and
Safety Code section 41700 emission limits, and visible emission standards of 20% opacity.

MM 5.913 - All diesel fuel used in the on and off-road construction equipment shall at a minimum use California diesel
fuel. The applicant will use a lower sulfer diesel fuel if economically available.
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icall I | iHable.
MM 5.1016 - The applicant shall obtain an Authority to Construct / Permit to Operate from the District for all stationary
source equipment, including the concrete operation and the use of any engines and/or generators.

MM 5.1117 — Water to suppress fugitive dust emissions shall be applied onsite and at access roads as necessary during
grading and construction activities by onsite trucks or other means to prevent violation of District Rule 228-
Fugitive Dust. Controls must be adequate to control dust onsite and to prevent offsite dust migration.

MM 5.1248 — The project is located within an area known to potentially contain naturally occurring asbestos (NOA), the
applicant shall comply with requirements, conditions, and restrictions of the California Air Resources Board’s
Asbestos Airborne Toxic Control Measure (ATCM) for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, And Surface Mining
Operations. If any NOA has been found onsite, an implementation plan to comply with the ATCM shall be
developed and approved by the District (as required by the ATCM) prior to starting any construction or grading
activity.

6. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION. Would the proposal result in:

a.  Increased vehicle trips or traffic congestion? [] [] =
b. Hazards to safety from design features (e.g., sharp curves or ] ] ]
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?
c.  Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses? ] = ] ]
d. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? ] = ] ]
e. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? [] [] X []
f.  Conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternative ] X ] ]
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?
g. Rail, waterborne, or air traffic impacts? [] X ] []

Items 6a — Discussion: The proposed project will create additional vehicle trips that will increase traffic volumes both
locally and regionally. The EIR will present the results of a traffic impact analysis conducted to identify potential short
term and cumulative impacts of the project. The traffic impacts analysis will include the following intersections:

1. Ophir Road at the site entrance(s)
2. Ophir Road at Geraldson Road
3. Ophir Road at Taylor Road/SR 193 (including the 1-80 westbound ramps)

AM and PM peak hour turning movement counts will be collected to determine existing conditions, and future (2025)
traffic volumes for study area roadways will be determined using the County’s regional traffic demand model. Project
trips will be estimated using Trip Generation, 7th Edition, ITE, and compared to the 30" highest hour of traffic expected
at the site, and/or actual counts from similar facilities. Impacts to intersections will be identified based on the change of
Level of Service (LOS) resulting from the addition of project trips, as compared to County LOS standards. The EIR will
identify any mitigation measures needed to avoid or reduce potentially significant impacts.

The EIR will discuss any projects impacts to the transportation system and will recommend mitigation measures to reduce
these impacts.

Items 6b & 6e - Discussion: The project proposes to gain access to Ophir Road, a county maintained highway, potentially
creating an impact related to safety hazards for other vehicular traffic as well as pedestrians. Mitigation measures to
reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level will be identified in the EIR if the analysis indicates that safety
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hazards would result from the project.

7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal result in impacts to:

a. Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats
(including, but no limited to plants, fish, insects, animals, and
birds)?

0 O
0 X
X O
0 O

b.  Locally occurring natural communities (e.g., oak woodlands,
mixed conifer, annual grasslands, etc.)?

c.  Significant ecological resources including: X ] ] L]
1) Wetland areas including vernal pools;
2) Stream environment zones;

3) Critical deer winter ranges (winter and summer), migratory
routes and fawning habitat;
4) Large areas of non-fragmented natural habitat, including but

not limited to Blue Oak Woodlands, Valley Foothill Riparian,
vernal pool habitat;

5) Identifiable wildlife movement zones, including but not
limited to, non-fragmented stream environment zones, avian
and mammalian routes, and known concentration
areas of waterfow! within the Pacific Flyway;

6) Important spawning areas for anadromous fish?

Planning Department

Item 7a - Discussion: The proposed project will result in the development of five acres of currently undeveloped land.
The Biological Assessment conducted for the site determined that potential habitat for 12 wildlife species and 34 plant
species occurs on the site, and that the subject parcel could provide suitable habitat for special-status species including
two plants (Butte County fritillary and Brandegee's clarkia), and four birds (white-tailed kite, Cooper's hawk, loggerhead
shrike, and lark sparrow). However, no special status species were identified onsite or in the immediate vicinity during
field surveys conducted in preparation of the Biological Assessment. As none of the plant or animal species identified
onsite are federal or state listed endangered, threatened, or rare, this project is expected to have a less-than-significant
impact on endangered, threatened, and rare species.

Item 7b - Discussion: Grading for the proposed project will result in the removal of ten trees (161" diameter total) that are
protected by the Placer County Tree Preservation Ordinance. The impact resulting from the removal of trees is expected
to remain less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure 7.1.

Item 7b — Mitigation Measure:

MM 7.1 - The applicant shall replace trees onsite at a ratio of 2:1, or shall pay into the Tree Preservation Fund $100.00
for each diameter inch removed ($16,100.00). The applicant shall comply with provisions of the Placer County
Tree Preservation Ordinance for protection of all trees to remain onsite.

Item 7c.1 - Discussion: North Fork Associates prepared a Wetland Delineation based on the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers protocols for the project site in 2005. A total of 0.26 acres of wetlands were delineated on the project site,
including 0.25 acres of seasonal wetlands and 0.01 acres of a wetland swale. However, it was determined that the
seasonal wetland occurring on the subject parcel are a result of artificial hydrologic conditions created by a leaking
underground Placer County Water Agency pipeline which crosses the subject property. As a result of recent repairs made
to the pipeline, it is expected that wetland conditions created by the leaking water will no longer be supported onsite. This
determination is supported by aerial photos indicating that no wetland conditions were present on the site prior to the
artificial water source created by the leaking pipe. In addition, the seasonal wetlands appear to have no apparent
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hydrologic connection to a navigable water of the U.S. or a tributary of a navigable water of the U.S., such as Auburn
Ravine. As such the seasonal wetlands would be considered “isolated wetlands” as defined by the Corps and case law.

Based on the data gathered during field surveys, the Wetland Delineation determined that the seasonal wetlands occurring
on the project site are artificially irrigated, isolated wetlands outside the scope of Corps jurisdiction under Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act, and impacts to these wetlands would not require permitting by the Corps. Although this
interpretation is consistent with recent case law pertaining to isolated waters and with recent memoranda issued by the
Corps and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regarding the scope of Clean Water Act jurisdiction, it is
preliminary and subject to verification by the Corps.

The 0.01 acre wetland swale identified in the Wetland Delineation is located on the eastern side of the northern property
boundary. It is a section of the shallow roadside ditch that runs along the southern side of Ophir Road. Water draining
from this swale is routed through a culvert and drainage ditch network to a storm drain inlet on the western side of
Geraldson Road. Water entering the storm drain inlet presumably discharges to Auburn Ravine, which is the first major
stream located downgradient of the storm drain inlet. Because of the connection to Auburn Ravine, this swale is not
considered an isolated wetland. Construction of the proposed project would impact this swale. As part of the widening of
Ophir Road and paving of the entrance driveway to the project site, the swale would be placed in a culvert under the
paving. Mitigation for this impact is required in Mitigation Measure 7.3.

The Wetland Delineation has been submitted to the Corps for verification of findings contained therein. It is expected that
with implementation of mitigation measures, impacts to wetlands will remain less than significant.

Item 7c — Mitigation Measures:

MM 7.2 - The wetland delineation shall be submitted to the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) for verification. The
applicant shall provide the County with the verification letter from the Corps prior to any development activity
onsite, including preliminary clearing or grading.

MM 7.3 - The project applicant shall obtain the appropriate permits from the Corps and the Regional Water Quality
Control Board for impacts to waters of the United States, and shall carry out onsite replacement or off-site
banking to mitigate wetlands lost as a result of project development consistent with the Corps’ and County’s “no
net loss” of wetlands policies. At a minimum the permit must cover impacts to the 0.01 acre wetland swale. If
the Corps determines that the 0.25 acres of seasonal wetlands do fall within the scope of Corps jurisdiction, the
permit must also cover impacts to the seasonal wetlands. Mitigation may be completed either through onsite
replacement or off-site banking. If off-site mitigation is chosen, the project applicant shall provide written
evidence that compensatory habitat has been established through the purchase of mitigation credits at a County
qualified wetlands mitigation bank. The amount of money required to purchase these credits shall be equal to the
amount necessary to replace wetland or habitat acreage and value, including compensation for temporal loss.
Evidence of payment, which describes the amount and type of habitat purchased at the bank site, must be
provided to the County prior to the approval of Improvement Plans or issuance of Grading Permits.

8. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:

X
[]
[]
[]

a. Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans?

b. Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and inefficient
manner?

X
[]
[]
[]

c. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource X [] ] []
that would be of future value to the region and state residents?

0. HAZARDS. Would the proposal involve:

17




a. A risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances L] L] = L]
(including, but not limited to, oil, pesticides, chemicals, or
radiation)?

b. Possible interference with an emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

c. The creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard?

d. Exposure of people to existing sources of potential health
hazards?

X X O X
I I N O
O O X O
I I N O

e. Increased fire hazard in areas with flammable brush, grass, or
trees?

In order to evaluate whether this project presents hazards that will have a significant impact on the environment, the
material safety data sheets (MSDSs) for the chemicals that are likely to be used and stored at the concrete batch plant and
the site plan for the proposed plant were reviewed. In addition, Mr. Scott Peters, the Safety Manager for the applicant,
was interviewed and queried regarding chemical use and storage at the proposed facility.

Item 9a - Discussion: There is a risk of accidental explosion or release of liquid hazardous substances for the proposed
project, and the risk is potentially significant unless the appropriate mitigation measures are taken. The risk is due to use
and storage of diesel fuel, lubricants, and other liquids that contain hazardous ingredients, such as ethylene glycol. The
guantities of chemicals that will be stored on the proposed site has not been determined, but will be similar to that of other
concrete batch plants operated by the applicant. The applicant has submitted a list of over 25 chemicals that are typically
used in the concrete batch plant operations; some of these will be stored in large amounts. In addition, according to Mr.
Peters, the applicant plans to store diesel fuel in aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) on the site. The potential for a
chemical spill could be significant. By complying with the State and local regulations as stipulated in mitigation measure
9.1, the risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous substances will be mitigated to the extent that the proposed
project’s impacts would be less than significant.

Hazardous waste generation related to vehicle maintenance will also occur, but the waste generated in vehicle
maintenance will not be stored on the property.

Item 9a — Mitigation Measure:

MM 9.1 - In order to reduce the risk of accidental release of hazardous substances, the applicant shall comply with the
state and local regulations for operating a business that uses and stores hazardous materials. The applicant shall
complete a set of forms provided by Placer County Environmental Health Services, which is the Certified Unified
Program Agency (CUPA) for the Cal-EPA. This packet includes a Business Owner/Operator Form, a Business
Activities Form, a Hazardous Materials Inventory and Chemical Description, and a Hazardous Materials Release
Response Plan. As part of this packet, the applicant must submit a site plan depicting where the hazardous
materials are stored on the site.

In order to own and operate an AST onsite, the AST shall be registered with the CUPA, and a spill prevention
control and countermeasure (SPCC) plan must be prepared and filed. The SPCC must be filed and reviewed by
the RWQCB.

The applicant/facility operator shall submit to annual inspections by the CUPA inspectors, and shall correct any
violations that are found at the direction of the CUPA.

Item 9c - Discussion: Storage and handling of hazardous materials creates a potential health hazard for humans and the
environment. How the hazardous materials are stored and handled determines the likelihood of a hazardous situation
being created. If the necessary precautions and procedures are followed, the creation of a health hazard can be avoided to
the extent that it does not present a significant impact. This impact would also be mitigated through implementation of
MMO.1 and through final site plan review. As stated above in Section 4, the EIR will evaluate impacts related to water
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quality. As part of this analysis, the EIR will include a detailed description and illustrations/diagrams with regard to water
quality, sewage disposal, and hazardous materials storage.

10. NOISE. Would the proposal result in:

[]
[]
[]
X

a. Increases in existing noise levels?

[]
[]
X

b. Exposure of people to noise levels in excess of County ]
standards?

Environmental Health

Items 10 a & 10b - Discussion: Operation of the batch plant would very likely result in elevated ambient noise levels
resulting from machinery grinding rocks, conveyer belts and concrete trucks on high idle. An acoustical analysis will be
prepared as part of the EIR for this project.

11. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in need for new or altered government
services, in any of the following areas:

a. Fire Protection?
b. Sheriff Protection?
c. Schools?

d. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads?

X X X O O
O O 00X K
O OO odd
O OO d

e. Other governmental services?

Planning Department

Item 11 a - Discussion: The proposed project includes the construction of a concrete batch plant, which will include a
1,200 square-foot office building and a 2,400 square-foot shop building, in an industrial area. Although the type of use
proposed does not specifically create an increase in fire hazard, the project could have an effect upon local fire protection
agencies should fire protection services be required. Fire department fees will be paid upon issuance of a building permit
for the project. Impacts of the proposed project to fire protection services are considered less than significant.

Item 11 b - Discussion: The proposed project includes the construction of a concrete batch plant, which will include a
1,200 square-foot office building and a 2,400 square-foot shop building, in an industrial area. Although the type of use
proposed does not specifically create an environment generally associated with unlawful activities that would require the
services of the sheriff's department, the project could have an effect upon local sheriff protection services should such
services be required. This is considered a less than significant impact.

12. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the proposal result in a need for new systems or supplies, or
substantial alterations to the following utilities:

a. Power or natural gas? X [] [] L]

b. Communication systems? X L] L] []
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c. Local or regional water treatment or distribution facilities?

d. Sewer, septic systems, or wastewater treatment and disposal
facilities?

e. Storm water drainage?

f. Solid waste materials recovery or disposal?

X X X 0OK
OO0 o
OO0 oOfd
O 00 X O

g. Local or regional water supplies?

Environmental Health

Item 12d - Discussion: Site soil conditions have been assessed and only a limited area qualifies for onsite sewage systems.
Limited soil depth and area indicate that only a small sand filter system is feasible. This type of alternative system is only
allowed for residential uses. However, this industrial project also proposes a residential component (a caretaker residence)
which would ensure that wastewater is more diluted and less concentrated. Professional monitoring and maintenance
would be needed to ensure system longevity. The EIR will address septic system area grading, adjacent restrictive features
(such as any cuts, fills, drains, or retaining walls), methods of precluding any industrial wastewater (shop or process
water) discharge into the septic system, and septic system monitoring and maintenance.

13. AESTHETICS. Would the proposal:

a. Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway? ] X [] []
b. Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? [] X ] []
c. Create adverse light or glare effects? [] X [] []

Planning Department

The proposed project requires the conversion of the 4.9-acre parcel from undeveloped land comprised of trees, shrubs and
grasses to a concrete batch plant which will include a 1,200 square-foot office a 2,400 square-foot shop building, a 57-
foot tall batch plant tower, a 15,000 gallon water tank, three tiered retaining walls reaching a total height of approximately
20 feet, concrete trucks and various large equipment associated with the proposed operation. Many features of the
proposed project would be visible from Ophir Road as discussed below in Item 13b.

The proposed 57-foot tall batch plant tower will be located approximately 220' from the northern edge of the right-of-way
for Interstate 80 (1-80). After grading, the base of the tower is expected to be at an approximate elevation of 963 feet
above mean sea level, and the top of the tower would be at 1020 feet. The tower would be visible from 1-80, as discussed
below in Item 13a.

The project also includes a 15,000 gallon water tank to be located onsite. The water tank is expected to be between 12
and 20 feet in height. After grading, the base of the water tank would be at an elevation of 961 feet. Ata maximum
height of 20 feet, the tank would not be visible from 1-80. The tank would be setback from Ophir Road (after it is
widened) by approximately 60 feet and would be partially screened from view by the existing cluster of trees in the
northwest corner of the project site.

Item 13 a - Discussion: The elevation of 1-80 at the northern edge of pavement ranges from 1005 feet above mean sea
level parallel to the eastern project site boundary, to 995 feet at the western project site boundary. The tower is roughly in
the center of the project site, where the 1-80 elevation is approximately 1000 feet above mean sea level. Thus, the top of
the tower would be approximately 20 feet higher than the edge of pavement. Although the tower would be visible from I-
80 (both eastbound and westbound), it would be partially obscured by existing trees in the freeway right-of-way.
Additionally, the project site is located in an industrial/heavy commercial area, where other structures and equipment are
visible from 1-80. Therefore, the addition of the plant tower to this viewshed is considered a less than significant impact
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on a scenic highway.

The Sutter Buttes are located to the northwest of the project area and are visible from 1-80 on clear days. However,
existing vegetation along the southern edge of the 1-80 right-of-way obscure the view of the Sutter Buttes across most of
the project site. For vehicles traveling westbound on 1-80, the Sutter Buttes are only visible from the right-hand lane, and
only for two separate 1 to 2 second “windows” between the trees (assuming minimum vehicle speeds of 60 miles per
hour). Because views of the Sutter Buttes across the project site are constrained by the existing vegetation and are limited
to those vehicles in the right-hand lane this visual resource is considered very low with respect to vividness (i.e., visual
power and/or memorability) and exposure (i.e., number of people viewing it). Based on the placement of the proposed
plant tower (roughly north of one section of trees in the 1-80 right-of-way), the tower could block or encroach on the first
of the 1 to 2 second windows through which the Sutter Buttes could be visible. Based on the low vividness and exposure
of the visual resource, the introduction of the tower to this viewshed is considered a less than significant impact on a
scenic vista.

Item 13 b - Discussion: The project site is visible from several residences in the area as well as from Ophir Road, which is
an historic highway and a highly traveled corridor between Ophir and Auburn. However, the proposed project includes a
30-foot waterline easement along the entire frontage on Ophir Road, and proposes landscaping within this easement. The
project will be subject to Design Review (required based on the zoning designation of the site). The Design Review
process will include review of specific proposals for landscaping. The setback of structures from the road and provision
of a 30-foot deep landscaped buffer along the road will ensure that the project’s affect on the aesthetics of the area
remains less than significant. In addition to the proposed landscaping, the project would preserve an existing cluster of
vegetation (including oak and willow trees) located in the northwest corner of the site.

The proposed office building would be located near the exit driveway for the project site, and would be setback from
Ophir Road by approximately 30 feet. The base elevation of the office would be 964 feet above mean sea level, which is
approximately 12 feet higher than the road. The proposed caretaker residence and warehouse are located along the
eastern boundary of the site, and are setback from Ophir Road by approximately 100 feet.

The proposed tower would be setback from Ophir Road by approximately 120 feet. Due to the height of the tower, it
would be visible from portions of Ophir Road and from surrounding properties. However, the project is located in an
industrial/heavy commercial area and views of the tower would not significantly change the existing viewshed conditions
in the area.

Item 13 c - Discussion: The proposed concrete batch plant will include the installation of "yard lights™ that could create
adverse impact to the surrounding land uses resulting from light or glare. During Design Review, lighting and
photometric plans will be reviewed to ensure that no significant amount of light is allowed to be emitted beyond the
project site boundaries, particularly to ensure that no light is allowed to shine towards eye-level of drivers on 1-80. As
necessary, the Design Review process will identify conditions of approval for the project to ensure that light and glare
impacts remain less than significant.

14. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal:

a. Disturb paleontological resources?
b. Disturb archaeological resources?
c. Affect historical resources?

d. Have the potential to cause a physical change, which would
affect unique ethnic cultural values?

X X O O O
O O X O O
O O 0OX K
O OO0 d

e. Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential
impact area?
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Planning Department

Item 14a - Discussion: The proposed project requires grading and excavation that may result in the discovery of
paleontological resources.

Item 14b - Discussion: The proposed project requires grading and excavation that may result in the discovery of
archaeological resources.

Item 14b — Mitigation Measure:

MM 14.1 - If any archaeological artifacts, exotic rock (non-native), or unusual amounts of shell or bone are uncovered during
any onsite construction activities, all work must stop immediately in the area and a SOPA-certified (Society of
Professional Archaeologists) archaeologist retained to evaluate the deposit. The Placer County Planning Department
and Department of Museums must also be contacted for review of the archaeological find(s).

If the discovery includes human remains, the Placer County Coroner and Native American Heritage Commission
must also be contacted. Work in the area may only proceed after authorization is granted by the Placer County
Planning Department. A note to this effect shall be provided on the Improvement Plans for the project.

Following a review of the new find and consultation with appropriate experts, if necessary, the authority to proceed
may be accompanied by the addition of development requirements which provide protection of the site and/or
additional mitigation measures necessary to address the unique or sensitive nature of the site. (SR/CR/MM) (PD)

Item 14 ¢ - Discussion: The proposed project will be accessed off of Ophir Road, which is an historic highway. Because
the majority of the traffic that will access the site will be concrete trucks there is potential for this project to affect a
historical resource, however the Placer County Department of Museums has determined that the proposed project will not
create a negative impact on the historic highway as the highway was constructed to withstand the weight of concrete
trucks during the construction of the highway. This is considered a less-than-significant impact.

15. RECREATION. Would the proposal:

a. Increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other X [] ] []
recreational facilities?

b. Affect existing recreational opportunities? = [] [] []

I11. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

A. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the ] ] ] X
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of rare or endangered plants
or animals, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

B. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but ] ] ] X
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable™ means
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

C. Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause [] [] ] X
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?
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Discussion: As previously indicated, several areas analyzed indicate that the impacts as a result of the construction of the
proposed project can be considered significant unless mitigation measures are incorporated to reduce these impacts to less
than significant. Many mitigation measures are included in this Initial Study to ensure that impacts are reduced, while
more detailed analysis of other impacts will be presented in the EIR. Specific impacts that will be evaluated in the EIR
include traffic, noise, hydrology/water quality, and wastewater disposal. All other impacts were determined to be reduced
to less than significant levels with implementation of the mitigation measures included in this Initial Study, as listed
below.

Mitigation: Implementation of Mitigation Measures 1.1 through 1.4, 3.1 through 3.6, 5.1 through 5.16, 7.1 through 7.3,
9.1 and 14.1 is necessary to ensure impacts in the areas of Land Use, Geology, Air Quality, Biological Resources,
Hazardous Materials, and Cultural Resources are reduced to less than significant levels. Mitigation Measure 4.1 would
reduce some impacts related to Hydrology and Water Quality, but additional analysis of hydrologic impacts (specifically
impacts to groundwater and water quality) will be provided in the EIR.

IV. EARLIER ANALYSIS

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, one or more effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [State CEQA guidelines Section 15063(c)(3)(D)]. In this
case a discussion should identify the following on attached sheets.

A. Earlier analyses used. Identify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review.

B. Impacts adequately addressed. ldentify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of, and
adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards. Also, state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

C. Mitigation measures. For effects that are checked as “Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to
which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Authority: Public Resources Code Sections 21083 and 21087.

Reference: Public Resources Code Sections 21080(c), 21080.1, 21080.3, 21082.1, 21083, 31083.3, 21093, 21094, 21151; Sundstrom v.
County of Mendocino, 202 Cal. App. 3d 296 (1988); Leonoff v. Monterey Board of Supervisors, 222 Cal. App. 3d 1337 (1990).

V. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES WHOSE APPROVAL IS REQUIRED

DX california Department of Fish and Game [ ] Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo)
X california Department of Transportation (e.g. Caltrans) [ ] california Department of Health Services

X california Regional Water Quality Control Board [ ] cCalifornia Integrated Waste Management Board
[] cCalifornia Department of Forestry [] Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

X U.S. Army Corp of Engineers [ ] california Department of Toxic Substances

[ ] U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service []

[] National Marine Fisheries Service
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DETERMINATION (fo be complated by fhe Lead Asency) .

A

B.

1 find that the proposed project is categorically exempt (Class ) from the provisions of CEQA.

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed pfoj ect COULD have a significant effect on the environment, there
WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described herein
have been added to the project. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in an previously adopted
Negative Declaration, and that only minor technical changes and/or additions are necessary to ensure
its adequacy for the project. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-ADOPTED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed proj'ect MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an -
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required (i.e. Project, Program, or Master EIR).

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, and at Jeast one
effect has not been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards.
Potentially significant impacts and mitigation measures that have been adequately addressed in an
earlier document are described on attached sheets (see Section I'V above). An ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT will be prepared to address those effect(s) that remain outstanding (i.e. focused,
subsequent, or supplemental EIR). '

1 find that the proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously certified EIR,
and that some changes and/or additions are necessary, but none of the conditions requiring 2
Subsequent or Supplemental EIR exist. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-CERTIFIED

EIR will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously-certified
Program EIR, and that no new effects will occur nor new mitigation measures are required.
Potentially significant impacts and mitigation measures that have been adequately addressed in an
earlier document are described on attached sheets, including applicable mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project (see Section IV above). NO FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENT will be prepared [see CEQA Guidelines, Section 15168(c)(2)], 15180, 15181, 15182,
15183.

Other

Signature

-Leah Rosasco, Planriing Department
Stephanie Holloway, Departiment of Public Works
Dana Wiyninger, Placer County Environmental Health Services

Yu-Shuo Chang, Air Pallution Control District o
N /)220

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE CHAIRPERSON Date
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. /\‘ ‘California Regional Water Quality Control Board £-
g v Central Valley Region _ \ _.

- ‘Robert Schneider, Chair .o
Arnold

Alan C. Lloyd, Ph.D. o T or
Agency Secretary ' ‘ acramento Main Office Sch ene|
11020 Sun Center Drive #200, Rancho Cordova, California 95670-6114 - ng::m orgger

Phane (916) 464-3291 « FAX (916) 464-4645
http:/Fwww.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvalley

© 20 January 2006 o ]i
| Ml mnzeams |
Lori Lawrence ' P A o
Placer County Planning Department FLANNING DEPT,
11414 B Avenue

Auburn, CA 95603

PROPOSED PROJECT REVIEW, CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY A CT (CEQA),
NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR LIVINGSTON’S CONCRETE BATCH PLANT, OPHIR,

PLACER COUNTY

As a Responsible Agency, as defined by CEQA, we have reviewed the Notice of Preperation for
Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant. Based on our review, we have the following comments regarding

the proposed project.

Construction Storm Water

A NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Construction Activities, NPDES
No. CAS000002, Order No. 99-08-DWQ is required when a site involves clearing, grading, disturbances
to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation that results in soil disturbances of one acre or more of
total land area. Construction activity that involves soil disturbances on construction sites of less than
one acres and is part of a larger common plan of development or sale, also requires permit coverage.
Coverage under the General Permit must be obtained prior to construction. More information may be
found at hitp://www.swrcb.ca.gov/stormwtr/construction.biml -

Industrial

A NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with Industrial Activities, NPDES
No. CAS000001, Order No. 97-03-DWQ regulates 10 broad categories of industrial activities. The
General Industrial Permit requires the implementation of management measures that will achieve the
performance standard of best available technology economically achievable (BAT) and best
conventional pollutant control technology (BCT). The General Industrial Permit also requires the
development of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and a monitoring plan. The General
Industrial Permit requires that an annual report be submitted each July 1. More information may be
found at hitp://www.swreb.ca.gov/stormwir/industrial hitm] : :

For more information, please visit the Regional Boards website at
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralvallev/ or contact me at 916.464.4683 or by e-mail at

berchtd@waterboards.ca.gov. ‘

California Environmental Protection Agency

Q's Recycled Paper
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- Lori Lawrenc
-
‘ %@igﬁ%
\SA. B

: ERCHTOLD
Storm Water Unit
016.464.4683

~cc: Placer County

20 January 2006




STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY. ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Govepmor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 3, SACRAMENTO AREA OFFICE
Venture Oaks -MS 15

P.0, BOX 942874 Flex your power!
SACRAMENTO, CA 94274-0001 . Be gnérgy Eﬁqﬂlt.’fﬂ!
PHONE (530) 741-4025

FAX (916) 274-0648

TTY (530) 741-4509

February 17, 2006

06PLAOOO7

SCHi# 2006012090

Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant
Notice of Preparation

06PLABO PM 17.00

Ms. Lori Lawrence

Placer County Planning Department
11414 B Avenue

Aubum, CA 95603

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant project. OQur
comments are as follows: '

« A Traffic Impact Study (TIS) should be provided as part of the Environmental Impact Report. The
trip generation estimate should be based on counts at similar facilities, since the Institute of
Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation publication does not specifically address batch
plants. The TIS should include the following: An analysis of the State Route (SR) 193 westbound
ramp intersection and the need for a traffic signal; other SR 193 intersection improvements, such as
adding right turn lanes on some of the approaches, or the construction of a roundabout, since a traffic
signal would increase the size of vehicle platoons in the on-ramp merge areas. Also, the impacts of
the additional truck traffic on the existing on/off-ramp merge and diverge areas should be analyzed.
The “Guide for Preparation of Traffic Impact Studies™ can be found on our website at: .
hitp://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/. We would appreciate the
opportunity to review the scope of the TIS before the Study begins. '

» The proposed project appears to be dirccting the storm water runoff in a north-westerly direction
toward an existing ditch adjacent to Ophir Road and away from Interstate 80. Detailed plans and
backup calculations should be submitted to the Caltrans District 3 Hydraulics Branch. Please identify
the proposed runoff pattern and outfall.

» The development of this site will increase impervious surface area through the construction of
parking lots, roads, drivaways; buildings etc., with an increase in surface water runoff. This project
will likely decrease surface water detention, retention and infiltration. Any cumulative impacts to
Caltrans’ drainage facilities, bridges, or other State facilities arising from the peak (100-year) storm
event should be minimized. All grading and/or drainage improvements must maintain or improve
existing drainage pathways and may not result in adverse hydrologic or hydraulic conditions within
the State's highway right-of-way or to Caltrans’ drainage facilities. :

“Calirans improves mobility across California”




Ms. Lori Lawrence
February 17, 2006
Page 2 of 2

¢ Increases in peak runoff discharge for the 100-year storm event to the State’s highway right-of-way
and to Caltrans’ highway drainage facilities must be reduced at or below the pre-construction levels
with no net increase in the peak discharge. All runoff from the project area that will enter the State’s
highway right of way and Caltrans’ highway drainage facilities must meet all Central Valley Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) water quality standards. The cumulative effects on drainage
due to development within the region should be considered in the overall development plan of this

area.

» No detailed drainage plans, drawings or calculations, hydrologic/hydraulic study or report, or plans
showing the "pre-construction” and "post-construction” coverage guantities for this project were
received with this application package. In order to adequately evaluate project impacts upon the
State's right-of-way and Caltrans’ drainage facilities, we recommend that you send them for review

and comment prior to final project approval. ‘

o All work proposed and performed within the State’s highway right-of-way must be in
accordance with Caltrans’ standards.

s All work done within State right-of-way will require an encroachment permit. For permit
assistance, please contact Bruce Capaul at (530) 741-4403. ' :

If you have any questions, please contact Bob Justice at (916) 274-0616.

Sincerely,

Y/ et
/ B
MARLO TINNEY, Chief

Office of Transportation Planning — East

c: State Clearinghouse

“Caltrans improves mobility aeross California”
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be: Jim Brake, Traffic Operations

Chris Rockey, Hydraulics
Bruce Capaul, Encroachment Permiits
David Melko, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency

Bob Justice, Regional Planning

B/bj

“Caltrans improves mobility aeross Celifornia”
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Post Office Box 777
Newecastle, CA 95658

Officers:

Michael T. Leydon
President
663-1505

Kevin Odell
Viee President
663-9546

Jerry Mohlenbrok
Treasurer
663-4822

Cathie Cordova
Sccrelary
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February 12, 2006 PLANNING DEFT.

Lon Lawrence
Environmental Coordination
11414 B Avenue

Auburn, CA 95603

RE: Livingston Concrete Batch Plant EIAQ#3750
Notice of Preparation Written Comment

The Initial Study for this project found that there may be potentiaily

. significant impacts on the quantity of groundwater due to this project.

Mitigation measures include locating and identifying all existing wells
within one-half mile of the subject property. One-half mile is an
arbitrary distance not supported by any findings as to the distance at
which this project may affect the quantity of groundwater. The EIR
needs to identify all existing commercial and residential wells which are
likely to be affected by this project and mitigation measures must be
proposed to offset any adverse impact on groundwater quantity.

The Initial Study found there may be potentially significant impact on
groundwater quality due to this project. When this project was first
proposed in 2004, it was determined that other baich plants in this
area had elevated levels of Hexavalent Chromium and a Memorandum
from Placer County Planning Department concluded, "The potential
for elevated levels of Hexavalent Chromium and other metals, paired
with the shallow groundwater levels on site, warrants a more extensive
review of these issues...." The current Initial Study notes that "the
applicant has indicated that Hexavalent Chromium will not be used at
this plant...." Consequently, the scope of the proposed EIR should
include a discussion of the purposes for which Hexavalent Chromium
and other metals are used in concrete batching and what
compounds/processes will be used instead of Hexavalent Chromium
and how these will affect groundwater quality.

The EIR must identify impacts and specify mitigation measures based
on the capacity of the plant at FULL production and not an arbitrarily
selected level of expected operation. Based on the fact that Livingston
owns other batch plants and is now applying to build a new plant, it




can only be concluded that the existing plants are now operating at full capacity. Only by
Imowing the full extent of possible significant impacts in terms of hours of operation,
delivery truck trips, fransit mix truck trips, and noise generated can we assess the
suitability of this project for this site. :

The Ophir Corridor is currently the locus of numerous proposed projects and at least one
project already underway. Ultimately undesirable effects of incremental additional
development in the absence of careful planning that considers the cumulative impact of
ALL projects produces a result that doesn’t work for residents or businesses or visitors.

" The cumulative impacts of all these proposals must be completely and thoroughly

addressed in the E[R.

Sincerely,

Newecastle Community Association

Ce: Placer County Public Works Department
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County of Placer
NEWCASTLE/OPHIR MUNICIPAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

P 0. Box 1222
‘Newcast]e CA 95658

County Contact: Administrative Aide (530) 889-4610

February 18, 2006

Ms. Lo Lawrence
Environmental Coordinator

11414 “B” Avenue

Auburn, CA 95603

Re:  Livingston‘s Concrete Batch Plant Project
TEne e

Dear Mz, _.a'ﬁ‘z S{I0ST

proposed lemgston Conclete EIR and wish to report several CONCErns of the Councﬂ and
members from the commumity. Plcase inciude this letter with the project documents that have a
filing deadline of February 20, 2006. The following questmns/concems are submitted and are
thought to have s:gmﬁcant petential impacts on the cemmumw

1.

i oate o

The Initial Study for this projeci in 2004 defermined that other batch plants in fhis area had
elevated levels of Hexavalent Chromiwm and concluded that, “The potential for elevated
jeveis of Hexavalent Chromium and other metais, paired with the shallow groundwater
levels onsite, warrants a more extensive review of these issues...” Consequently, the scope
of the proposed EIR should include a discussion of the purpeses for which Hexavalent
Chromiun and other metals are used in concrete batching, what compounds/processes will
be used instead of Hexavalent Chromium, and how will those products affect groundwater

quality,

the plant at full produc‘uon and not an arbltranly selected level of expeeted operatmn Only
by knowing the full extent of possible Sigmficam impacis can the suztabmty of this project,

for this site, be assessed.

The utilization of any groundwater for plant ﬁpﬁ"ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ will have a significant impact on
the greater community. Mitigation measures must require that a municipal water source be
available prior to any approvals for operation.

The concrefe iﬁwer is still & significant is still a significant fmpect & he;ghi and glare.
The tower does not conform to the historic aesthetic values of the area and mitigation needs
to be addressed further. -




Lori Lawrence, Environmental Coording
Febrvary 16, 2006
Page Two.

The significant Gaffic impact is not sufficiently or accurately identified and cannot be

- evaluated until a fill production assessment of the plant’s activities on a 24-hour basis has
been provided and reviewed

SA'\

P ~A
L&
P

Other plants in the area require large quantities of raw materials to be delivered on &
hour basis. The EIR should identify and mitigate the following significant issues.

™

a. Hours of operation for production and deliveries;

b. | Days of Operation_;

c. Levels of noise at the various times of operation during the day and night;
d. Noise and air pollution in excess of acceptable County levels; and |
e.  Any night illumination and ths impacts to the surrounding areas.

7. The Newcastle/Ophir Municipal Advisory Council and the Ophir Area Property Owners
Association have previously requested that the Placer County Planning Department
conduct acenmulative impact analysis’s part of thig Environmental Review of the impacts
of past, current and probable projects along the Ophir Road Corridor This issue is a
highly significant irapact to the sumounding community and is requested pricr o any
pending or new project approvals. :

Very truly yours,
14 ” *
Vet Qstronasr—
RICK JOHNSON, CHAIRMAN
¢e: Placer County Board of Supeivisors, Auu Jim Holmes

Placer County Water Agency
Neweastie Commmnity Association

E@EHWEﬁ
FER 2 1 2006

PLANNING DEPT.
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VEGCEIVER
FEB 15 2006

Sirs,
In regards to EIAW #3750, Livingston’s Concre@‘é&iwﬁﬁ’a%ﬁpt
on Ophir Road, The EIAW is not accurate in its assessment of
potential environmental change, or in its description of the adjacent
properties.

The establishment, maintenance and operation of the proposed
concrete batch plant will be detrimental to the Health, Safety, and
Pedfe, in the adjacent neighborhood. Strong considerations on
effects related to: Cement dust, Rock dust, Noise, Diesel-emissions,
Traffic on primary feeder road to neighborhood, Lighting, Ground
water depletion, Surface water contamination, All are of “Potentially
Significant Impact”, You have not noted that land use in this area is
primarily estate/residential, low activity commercial storage yards,
low-income trailer park housing, or undeveloped. Each of the
proposed project impacts needs discrete consideration as addition’s
to already significant environmental stress created by 1-80.

This plant would contribute stress in summation to 1-80: noise
added to noise, dust added to dust, lighting added to lighting, air
pollution added to air pollution, all of which significantly detract from
the micro-environment adjacent to the combined contributing source.
Restated all of which are damaging to the welfare of that general
neighborhood. Additionally it provides low community benefit, as one
a(djacent property has a operational batch plant, though it is nhot
oparated on such strenuous a schedule/scale as is proposed for the
Liviriggton plant.

Indeed it is the existence of the adjacent plant, as a known
nuisance in producing noise, dust, dirty roads, and traffic... That | am
convinced the much larger proposed plant will degrade the general
welfare of people residing in the neighborhood, and will be injurious
to property values and existing improvements in the neighborhood.

A depletion of the water table will make several residences
uninhabitable, the suggestion that city water is a mitigation is false
since no plans exist to bring city water to the existing homes adjacent
to the proposed project, we are dependent upon our wells, and have
no other resource, or potential future resource, mitigation to offset the
loss/damage to residential wells needs to be included .

Please understand that the proposed operational hours
interrupt the limited quite time this neighborhood currently enjoys.
This project would produce longer hours of noise and increases in
peak noise. Livingston is proposing operational hours, which if




allowed would disturb the residential majority of this neighborhood.
Concrete batch plants are often called upon, particularly in summer,
to opérate at night, or to provide pre dawn delivery. Contracts for
continuous pours during hot weather often require this. Mitigation,
fines, to guarantee this plant will not be operated at night should be
included:; restriction to working hours between 8:00 am and 5:00 pm
is typical and best suited to this area.

Yard Lighting as a security measure is antiquated. Modern
night vision surveillance cameras are less expensive and more
effective than lighting. Yard lighting is justifiable only for night
workmen. Lighting also advertises the plant to the adjacent freeway.
As yard lighting will disturb the residential neighbors, and freeway '
advertisement damages the apparent aspect of the neighborhood,
mitigation should require other forms of security, and ensure that the
yard is not a visual nuisance.

In recent conversations with my neighbors, all have expressed
concern about this plant disturbing their quality of life, property
values,,,. Some of these neighbors did not receive notification of this
proposal and therefore have not had the opportunity to express their
concerns. , :

 Ifissued a minor use permit is a change in the general use of
this area. It will increase environmental impacts already sufferad by
the property’s neighbors. Many of these: noise, air pollution, lighting
are now excessive due fo 180, The issuance of a use permit places
at risk the welfare, value of adjacent properiies with potential profiv
only for Livingston, and not o the general community. Pleass amend
the EIAW to refiect these concemns.
Nelson G Cockrum
10360 Quattro Pi

Auburn CA. 95603
530 823 3744




# Gent By: 'LPA, Inc.; 91687724330, Feb-20-08 5:08PM;

NECEIVE
ﬂ FEB 2 0 2008

PLANNING DEFT,

To: Placer county,
11414 B Avenue,
Auburn, CA 95603
(530) E86-3000/
FAX {530) BB6-3080

Attn:

Lezh Rosasco, Planning Depertment

Staphanie Holloway, Department of Public Works .
Dana Wiyninger, Placer County Environmental Health Setvices
Yu-Shno Chang, Air Pgllution Contro} District

All

L

After trying to reach you by telephone on February 20", 2006 it has come to my attention that the
Flacer County Office is closed, Please note that is also the last day for comments regarding the
Livingston Bateh plant. I formally request an extension due to the caunty offices not being avallable
for contact or open for comment, Below are my comments for the propased property.

L.

As riot being made available or sent to my attention for kamment 1 have recently been
presented a draft copy of the Inltlal Study report. J am troéhled to hear that the nropased

* plant will use up ta 10,000 gal of watet a day drawn from wiell seurcas, Within 2 hatf mile

of this proposed site is farm zaning F-AC4.6Min which Irniciude residential homes on all
parcels. These houses are reguired lo draw there fresh watey from well and npt fram canal
water ot publlc water utilities, Livingston's proposed well use elevation will be below most
of the (F) wells that surround the site. IL is my understariding that canal water Is piped
across 1-80 and is at the site. [f PCWA 1s net allowing connectibns this project shouid be
mitigated to wait untit such openings are available. This amount of waler will drain the
water table in this area and place most (E} wells In the ared inoperable. If allowed Lhis will
open the County of place to future litigation by the surrounding home owners who have no
other choice but to use well water. Caution regarding thig point should be taken, &s the
intent of the LE) well is not for industrial use, ] hope the county upholds General Plan
Policy 1.E.1. This dictates such needs ragardless of future water by PCWA. Mitigation of
this Is should not be atiowed if it is coming in the future the proposed property should he
made to comply with current regulations. .

The batch plant tower 1s noted as being 57' tall. This will be the tallest structure in the
area and should come before public review. This will affedt my view of the north auburn
atea and east auburn area. This will be blight on Lhe community and hurt my current view
from my home. It will also affect local property values. .

In regards to the viewing area fram 1-80, Cal-trans is curtently clearing the trees in this
area. The trees will be removed and or trimmed. This will allow a more pronounced view of
the tower. Also note that most of the trees that are referred to are in adjacent praperty.
Livingston's has no control over them and this should be taken into account. Proper set
backs also need to be enforced to allow for trees Jf required.

Public review of the minor use permit should be allowed and communicated to the
surrounding landowners greater than 500'. I would lke 0 Jasue a formal contest to lssuing
the minor use permit for this batch plant and further the discussion for the local area.

Page 2/3




* gent By: LPA, Inc.; 9167724330; Feb-20-08 5:00PM; Page 8/3

5. What is not stated in the letter or in the Initial study are the times and hours of operation.
Due io the nalure of this plant it will be regulred to operate at times thal are most
inconvenlent. Restricted hours of operation should be enférced and made contingenl on
allowance of the rminor use permit. This should be from barr to 6pm.

6. Discussion Item 1¢- In the inftlal study says that the areas surrounding the site are
industrial and 1-BO to the south. However there is F-4.6ac imin, directly across [-80 from
this site. Most homes in the area are facing said property, and careful review should be

taken far compatibility. :

7. Discussion Item 4h -Hexavalent Chromium- This substance must be banned from use at
this site, If future tenants are ot Informed of the letter and Hexavalent Chromium is used
it will place the arcas water quality in jeopardy. This Siteiis nct appropriate far this use
and shauld be placed whers nearby residential areas do rict draw on local water tables.

8. In regards to ihe area functioning as a wetland the local drainage passes through my
property and drains to the freeway at which point it drains to said properly. During the
winter months there is a lot of flow. This is in addition to the leaking PCWA pipe on my
neighbor's praperty which only started in Nov of last year.: This area should have & swale
constructed to protect the natural wetland area. Theve is nojustification to say this isnat a
local wetland area, Tt is a wetland in a Mediterranean climate {dry during summer and wet
during winter). There a few habitats that are still available to wildlife and it is in our hest
interest tn protect them, Tnformation regarding the wetlanid should be coltecled and local

miligation should be issued to the public or review.

9. Discussion Herm #10a & #10b. T ask that you put this n you back yards and see if you like
it. This plant is gaing to increase the amount of dust & containments, lighting and neisa. 1
request 3 continued noise compliance monitoring at the site far the lacal sesidential land

OWNEers.

Because the plant is going to be so close to existing residential T askithat you reconsider making a
review or approval. As a resident of Hillview Rd | have the unique aility to see and hear all of the
local businesses that are on Ophir Rd. After reading the Tnitial Study, I feel underrepresented as a
vesidential land owner, especially considering several of the conditiohs noted on the study. T ask yau
come to my house and look off my deck and see what you are about to allaw. This area shauld have
heavy duty storage on it, not plant operations. My address 15 10271 Hillview Rd. and it Is cut off of
the Ariel photo for a reason, Please call me ta arrange a time for review/discussion. 530-518-5484

Thank you for your time.

John & Sarah Gillmore
10271 Hiliview Rd
Mewcastle, CA 95658
530-823-5901




Glenn C. Tuccinardi & Janice M. DeFelice
10257 Hillview Road
Newecastle, CA 95658
{Area Home Owners Since 1995)

February 15, 2006

Lori Lawrence
Environmental Coordination
11414 B Avenue

Auburn, CA 95603

RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report For the
Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant '

Oppose the construction of a concrete batch plant.

Concrete plants release dust or “particulate matter” during the handling of
cement and aggregate, the production of concrete, and from on-site haul roads.

Particulate matter is regulated as an "Air Pollutant” by many Public Health and Environment, Air
Pollution Control Divisions. Particulate matter simply means ALL of the dust regardless of
particle size. Since particles are so small, they tend to stay in the lungs and can have a

significant health impact. Surrounding neighborhoods already have individuals living with upper
respiratory aliments, i.e., allergies, asthma and cancer.

Concwte production facilities use concrete release agents. These release agents may contain
substances that are classified as "Hazardous Air Pollutants" and can cause serious health
problems. They can increase the risk of cancer, birth defects, or have other adverse health
impacts. Is the proposed sight divided into attainment and nonattainment areas and is it in

compliance with the Federal Clean Air Act?

We are also concerned about the pollution impact on our area fiuit groves and ground growing
Crops.

We are concerned about the batch plant running twenty four hours a day with large haulers
coming and going, noise of the entire operation and constant high level lighting surrounding the
batch plant and acreage.

We are concerned about the impact of the beauty of the land and views surrounding the proposed

sight.

Is this a proper area for a concrete batch plant? No.

Since'ely,

1 D @
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Janice M. DeFelice
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FEB 16 2008
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Feb, 17, 2006
To Whom It May Concer,
This letter is in regards to the proposed councrete batch plant on Ophir Rd. ETAQ # 3750,

If approved this project will have significant adverse effects to the surrounding neighborhood on
many levels.

The propersty in question is zoned specifically to “protect and enbance the aesthetic character of
lands within public view” and to “mnimize adverse impacts of conflicting land uses” of which

both is being ignored.
The property of the proposed site is described as a “heavy commercia] district” of which it is not.

This nmghborhood has a very limited amount of quiet time due to its location along the freeway
and this project would add to its existing issues.

Approving the proposed project would add more dust, noise, lights and traffic to an already
restless environment,

This praposed operation will also cause an esthetic decline to the small town charm of our -
neighborhood which will inevitably decrease our property values,

Above all, T am afraid that the extreme water usage will have a direct effect on my well as well as
the neighboring wells in which we already have water shortage issues.

T hope you will 1ake the time to research this project and sce that this is not the proper location
for a concrete batch plant and this would directly effect me and my property as well as the
surrounding residence.

Sabrina Donchue
10300 Quattro Place
Auburn, CA. 95603
530-887-9977




To; Placer County Community Development / Resource Agency 2/16/06 -
Subject; Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant, Newcastle.

From; Bryan and Debby Peterson, Concerned property owners.

We bave just recently been informed of the proposed Livinston’s concrete batch plant site
across the freéway from our property, we receive notice to late to attend the public hearing.

We have concerns that this project would greatly effect our land value and wipe out our well.
The current proposed site would use the same vein of water resource that our well and

- surrounding neighbors use for our homes. The depth of our well is about 50 feet deep

and provides just enough water for our household, The large amount of water needed for this site
would effect our wells ability to keep up with the needs of our family. We are

a low income family of six people and can not afford to pay for a new well. We feel that
Livingston’s Concrete is more than able to afford another source of water. They do not need to
jeopardize the only water source of family’s near by.

Another concern is the massive amount of trucking invelved with this project. A major concern
is the health hazards involved with pollution from so many trucks being started and running all
day. This will effect the air quality greatly and poses a health risk for surrounding family’s, our
children and animals. The toxins and emissions produced would be great and our property and
neighborhood would be greatly effected.

The noise factor would be overwhelming from the trucks and batch plant. The starting time in
the early morning hours would be of a great nuisance. The magnitude of lighting proposed for .
this project would effect our view and take away from the many reasons we bought this property
and possibly shine light into our house at night.

With all these concerns comes the major flow of traffic coming in and out of this plant not only
in trucks but employees and customers. Ophir Rd. Is not set up for this massive amount of traffic
and will no longer be a safe and preserved historical route to and from Auburn. We feel that this
plant would take away the natural beauty and small town feel that Ophir and Newcastle is.

This project will directly effect our lives by effecting our property value, wiping out our family’s
only source of water(our well), and will create serious health concerns for our family as a direct
result of truck emissions , dust, lime and chemicals used to make concrete are very hazardous to
the lungs and will result in very poor air quality especially in warm times of the year. These
jasues will raise our family’s risk for asthma, cancer and overall health. Will Livingston’s

Conerete back up in writing that our well, health and property will not be effected by this pl'Q] ject.

~ We hope that our concerns will be heard and taken seriously. Thank You.
Bryan and Debby Peterson

LOV LGrrtines

DECEIVE
FEB 17 2006

PLANNING DEPT




PLACER COUNTY
FLOOD CONTROL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT

KEN GREHM, Executive Directar
BRIAN KEATING, District Engineer
ANDREW DARROW, Development Coordinator

February 16, 2006

Lori Lawrence
Placer County ,
Community Development/Resource Agency

11414 B Avenue
Auburn, CA 95603

RE: Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant / NOP of a Draft EIR

Lori:

We have reviewed the Notice of Preparation for the subject project’s Draft EIR and have the
following comments.

The proposed development has the potential to create the following impacts:
a.) Increases in peak flow rates at downstream Jocations.

b)) Overloading of the actual or designed capacity of existing stormwater and flood-
carrying facilities. '

Future environmental impact reports must specifically quahtify the incremental effects of each of
the above impacts due to the proposed development, and must propose mitigation measures where

appropriate.

The District requests the opportunity to review future environmental documentation for the subject
project, Please call me at (530) 889-7541 if you have any questions regarding these comments.

Andrew Darrow, P.E.
Development Coordinator

d:\datm\letlersion06-53.doc

11444 B Avenue / Aubwrn, CA 95603 / Tel: 530/889-7541 / Fax: 530/886-3531




MAIN OFFICE TAHOE SUBSTATION
P.O. BOX 6990 : DRAWER {710 =
AUBURN, CA 95604 TAHOE CITY, CA 96145

PH: (530)889-7800 FAX: (530) 888-7898 PH: {530) 581-6300 FAX: {530) 581-6377

EDWARD N. BONNER ' | STEPHEN L. D'ARCY

SHERIFF-CORONER~-MARSHAL ' UNDERSHERIFF

LAW ENFORCEMENT IMPACT REPORT
Prepared by the Placer County Sheriff’s Department
DAVID KEYES/FIELD OPERATIONS COMMANDER

L NAME OF PROJECT: Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant (EIAQ 3750)

1L LOCATION: Between Ophir Rd and Interstate 80, Newcastle.
L. AGENICIES/FIRM REQUESTING REPORT:

Lon Lawrence

Community Development/Resource Agency

11414 B Ave. '

Auburn, CA 95603

IV. COMMERCIAL:
A.
B. Minor commercial

RESIDENTIAL
A,
B.

V. BUDGET IMPACT:
A. Personnel (sworn)
1. At three (3) Deputy hours per month

(1x3x12) = 36 Deputy hours for field
operations per year
2. Jail deputies = 6 hours per year
: (1x0.5x 12) . :
Total sworn hours per year: 42 @ $53.50 per hour=  §2,247.00

B. Personnel (non-sworn)
1. Dispatch = 0.5  hour per year
2. Records 0.5  hour per year
3. Clerical 0.5  hour per year

[

Total support personnel hrs per yr: 2 @ $36.50 per hour = § 73.00 .




Subject: Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant (EIAQ 3750) - Page 2

C. Equipment
Vehicles, gasoline, maintenance, printing, weaponry, training, jail

buildings (sworn amt. + support amt. / 3) $ 773.00

VI. ANNUAL BUDGET INCREASE .
Swormn Personnel - $2,247.00
Support Personnel $ 73.00
Equipment, etc. $ 773.00

TOTAL PER YEAR ' $3,093.00
VIL SPECIAL PROBLEMS: none noted at this time.

VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS: Many of the potential crime problems dealing with
circulation systems and structures may be reduced by utilizing the concepts of
“Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design” (CPTED). By working
closely with law enforcement during all stages of this development, design
features that encourage criminal activity can be identified and solutlons found to
‘mitigate problem designs.

IX. WILL SERVE: _

The Placer County Sherifi”s Department’s ability to handle iaw enforcement
needs generated by this development are dependant on the Board of
Supervisors authorizing funding equivalent to the needs mentioned in this
report Without the additional personnel, equipment, etc., appropriate
service will be severely impaired.

EDWARD N. BONNER

SHERIFF/CORONER/MARSHAL

prepared by: A. Rogers/Crime Prevention
Placer County Sheriff/Granite Bay Service Center

(916) 791-5159 01-19-06
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AN T PLACER COUNTY

CORONER-MARSHAL

MAIN OFFICE TAHOE SUBSTATION
P.0. BOX 6380 DRAWER 1710
AUBUFN, CA 85604 - TAKOE CITY, CA 96145
PH: {530) 839-7800 FAX: (330) 835-7899 PH: (520} 581-6300 FAX (530) 581-6377
EDWARD N. BONNER . i STEPHEN L. D'ARCY

SHERIFF-CORONER-MARSHAL

UNDERSHERIFF

LAW ENFORCEMENT IMPACT REPORT
Prepared by the Placer County Sheriff’s Department
DAVID KEYES/FIELD OPERATIONS COMMANDER

L NAME OF PROJECT: Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant (Apartment)
(EIAQ 3750) '
I LOCATION: Between Ophir Rd. and Interstate 80, Newcastle.
II. AGENICIES/FIRM REQUESTING REPORT:
Lori Lawrence
Community Development/Resource Agency
11414 B Avenue
Auburn, CA 95603
Iv. COMMERCIAL:
A,
‘B.
RESIDENTIAL
A' .
B. 1 mulitiple dwelling units (single apt.) x 2.5 = 3 residents
V. BUDGET IMPACT:
A. Personnel (sworn)
1. At two (2) Deputies for every 1,000 residents
3 residents = 18  Deputy hours for field
(3 res. x 6.0} operations per year
2. Jail deputies = 4  hours per year
(Bres.x 1.21) ' ‘ .
Total sworn honrs per year: ' 22 @ 53.50 per hour=§ 1,177.00

B. Personnel (non-sworn)

1. Dispatch = 1 hours per year
2. Records = 1 hours per year
3. Clerical = 1 hours per year

Total support personnel brs per yr: 3 @ 36.50 per hour = $ 110.00




Subject: Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant (Apartment) (E1IAQ 3750) — Page 2

C. Equipment
Vehicles, gasoline, maintenance, printing,

Weaponty, training, jail buildings = - $  429.00
VL. ANNUAL BUDGET INCREASE
Sworn Personnel $ 1,177.00
Support Personnel $ 110.00
Equipment, etc. $ 42900
TOTAL PER YEAR $ 1,716.00

VII. SPECIAL PROBLEMS: none noted at this time.

VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS: Many of the potential crime problems dealing with
circulation systems and structures may be reduced by utilizing the concepts of
“Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design” (CPTED). By working
closely with law enforcement during all stages of this development, design
features that encourage criminal activity can be identified and solutions found to

mitigate problem designs.

IX. WILL SERVE: 7
The Placer County Sheriffs Department’s ability to handle law enforcement

neéds generated by this development are dependant on the Board of
Supervisors autherizing funding equivalent to the needs mentioned in this
report. Without the additional personnel, equipment, etc., appropriate
service will be severely impaired.

EDWARD N. BONNER
SHERIFF/CORONER/MARSHAL

prepared by: A. Rogers/Crime Prevention
: Placer County Sheriff/Granite Bay Service Center
 (916) 791-5159 01-19-06
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Notice of Preparation
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FEB 0 8 2006

February 3, 2006

To: Reviewing Agencies

3 - L. ""h

Re: Livingston's Concrete Batch PIant on Ophir Road PLANNING FT
SCH# 2006022022 :

Attached for your review and comment is thf: Notice of Preparatmn (NOP) for the lemgston s-Concrete Batch Plant
on Ophir Road draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). .

Respons1b1e agencies must transmit their comments on the scope a:nd content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory respons1b111ty, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
This is a conrtesy notice provided by the State Clearmghouse with a reminder for you to.comiment in a timely
-manmer. We encourage other agencws to also respond to this notlce and express thmr conicerns early in the

envnonmental revicw process.
Please dlrgct your commments to:

Lori Lawrence

Placer County Planning Department
11414 B Avenne . _
Auburn, CA 95603

with a copy t6 the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. PIease refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project. ,

H you have any questions about the envuonmental document Teview process, please call ﬂJC State. Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613. I _

Smcerely, . .

.Scott Morgan
§2/% Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse
<

~ Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 TENTH STREET P.Q.BOX 3044 SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95812-3044
TEL (516) 445-0618 FAX (916) 323-8018 www.opr.ca.gov

STATE OF CALIFORNIA -~ m

a3
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2006022022
Project Title  Livingston's Concrete Batch Plant on Ophir Road
Lead Agency Placer County Planning Department
Type NOP Notice of Preparation
Deseription  The proposed project consists of the construction and operation of a concrete batch plant on an
approximately five acre parcel. The site would include a 1,440 square foot office building, a 1,800
square foot warehouse building, a concrete batch plant, wash areas for concrete trucks, and parking
for concrete trucks and employee vehicles. The project would also include a 800 square foot single
story apartment to be used as a caretaker's residence, Facility lighting would be necessary fo provide
for security and to illuminate the site during early morning operations.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Lori Lawrence '
Agency Placer County Planning Department
Phone 530-886-3000 Fax 530-886-3003
email ljlawren@placer.ca.gov
Address 11414 B Avenue
City Auburn State CA  Zip 95603
Project Location
County Placer
City
Region
Cross Streets  Ophir Road, Interstate 80
Parcei No.
Township Range Section Base
Proximity to:
Highways 1-80
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use General Plan: Commercial 7
Zoning: C-3-UP-DC (Heavy Commercial - Use Permit required - Design Scenic Corridor)
Project Issues  Drainage/Absorption; Septic System; Water Supply; Other Issues; Traffic/Circulation
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Department of
Agenicies \Water Resources; Department of Fish and Game, Region 2; Native American Heritage Commission;

California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 3; Air Resources Board, Major Industrial Projects;
Department of Toxic Substances Control; Regional Water Quality Control Bd., Region 5 (Sacramento)

Date Received

Start of Review 02/03/2006

02/03/2006 End of Review 03/06/2006

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Livingston’s Concrete Batch Plant
Focused EIR Scoping Meeting
February 6, 2006
The meeting began with a presentation of the proposed project description and findings

of the Initial Study by Leah Rosasco, Senior Planner, Placer County. Following the
presentation, comments were received by those attending the meeting.

Commenter: Chapter: Comment:

[ ] Land Use

[ ] Hydrology & Water Quality
[ ] Traffic & Circulation

[ ] Noise

[ ] Alternatives Analysis

Barbara VVanRiper Hydrology & Water Quality Water — well usage,
drawdown on other
wells

Barbara VanRiper Hydrology & Water Quality If well usage causes an

impact that can’t be
mitigated, what will the
county do about it

Elizabeth Klopotek Hydrology & Water Quality Very expensive for
existing landowners to
connect to public water

Richard VanRiper Traffic & Circulation Traffic on Ophir road.
A&A trucks and
shuttling supplies across
the road. Cumulative
impacts with additional
development on Ophir
road (water plant).
Intersection would need
a traffic signal

Elizabeth Klopotek (not related to the EIR) Where is water company
proposing to build
treatment plant?

Halbum Ranch




Jack Jessen

Noise

Noise is already bad.
Time of traffic may also
make noise worse

Elizabeth

(air quality covered in the Initial
Study/NOP)

How will truck traffic
affect air quality?






