EL DORADO COUNTY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

PLANNING COMMISSION
STAFF REPORT
Agenda of: April 26, 2007
Item No.: 12.
Staft: Mel Pabalinas

DESIGN REVIEW/REZONE/PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
APPLICATION NOS. Z06-0042/PD06-0027/DR90-0051R
APPLICANT: Rauschenbach Marvelli Becker
REQUEST: The project consists of the following requests:

1) Rezone of property from Commercial (C) to Commercial-Planncd
Development (C- PD);

2) Planned Development (PD) evaluating the project impacts associated
Floor-Area-Ratio (FAR) exceeding the 0.25 maximum under General
Plan Paolicy 2.2.1.5; and
3) Revision lo an approved design review for the expansion ol the
existing Bel Air Market from 50.345 square [eet lo 60,122 square feet
and minor modifications o the building exterior:
LOCATION: The project is located within the Goldorado Shopping Center, south ol
Palmer Drive, sast of Cameron Park Drive, and north of ULS. Highway 50,
i the Cameron Park area, Supervisorial District IV, (Exhibit A)
APN: 083-456-10 (Exhibit B)
ACREAGE: 4.14 acres
GENERAL PLAN: Commercial (Exhibit C)

FONING: Commercial (Exhibil DY)
ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT: Negative Declaration

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION: Conditional Approval
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BACKGROUND

Guldorado Shopping Center was conditionally approved under Design Review DR90-0031 on March
14, 1991. The shopping center consists of various commercial uses runging [rom major ancher
commercial tenants (Bel Air and Longs Drug slore}, lo restaurants, shops, boutiques and banks. On
March 19, 1997, a staff level revision lo the approved design review (NR90-00315) was approved
for & minor expansion (1,200 square feet) to the front portion of the store.

STAFF ANALYSIS

Staff has reviewed the project for compliance with the County’s regulations and requirements. An
analysis ol the proposal and issucs lor Planning Commission consideration are provided in the
[ullowing scetions,

Project Deseription
The project consists of the following:
Reviston fo Approved Design Review

The proposed revision include a 9,777 square feet expansion ol the existing Bel Air Market from
50,345 square feet to 60, 122 square feet, and a minor modilication of the front elevation of the store.
The expansion consists of areas in the (ront and rear mezzanine (storage/mechanical) rooms and
offices totaling 1,800 square leet. The expansion to the ground floor area is o be 7,977 square foet
and would include areas for canlers, freezers, and storage. The existing internal sales area would be
reconfipured adding rows of shelving for products. The building expansion conforms to the setback
requirement ol the allected rear yard arca of five feet (Exhibits E-G).

A new depressed loading dock, measuring 30 [eel x 80 [eel, would be constructed, one loading dock
would be removed. minor re-landscaping would oceur in the rear of the building, and a retaining wall
shall be constructed aleng the exterior wall of the expansion. The proposed project would reguire an
additional 39 parking stalls for the entire shopping center. Currently, the center contains 634 spaces
which exceed the required amount of 603, The propused expansion would require four additional
parking spaces. The applicant is propoesing to re-stripe the parking lot to accommodate the parking
spaces.

Existing sewer and water infrastructures and services would continue 1o be provided by the El
Dorado Irigation District (EID). The Cameron Park Fire Protection District has indicated that, given
the expunsion of the facility. the existing fire suppression system (i.e., hydrants) on sitc would be
adequate therehy not necessitating an uperade. Internal electrical and plumbing upgrades would be
verified during building permirt process. There are no oll=site improvements required for the project.

Modifications to the [acade include rebuilding of the wonden trellis, renovation to gable [eature,
installalion of a new automatic sliding door and aluminum framing, and replacement of various
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attached wall signs. Table 1 details the proposed materials and paint colors of Lthe exterior
modifications and Table 2 details the proposed wall signs. The Cameron Park Design Review
Committee reviewed and approved the project at its regular meeating held on September 11, 2006
{Exhibit IT).

Table 1 - Proposed Exterior Materials and Paint Color

MATERIAL MANIUFACTURER STYLE/COTOR
Foamed Shaped Cormice/Cement Plaster | Kelly Moore Painls 231 Spanish Sand
Cemanl Plaster Kellv Moore Painls EMI980-2 Western Wear
Metal Coping Kelly Moore Paints KM4[82-3 Lescamela
- ) | Vanilla
I'oamed Shaped Cornice/Cement Plaster | Kelly Moore Paints | 212 Saltillo
Rake 1'rim Kelly Moore Paints 196 Villita
Trellis - Kelly Moore Paints ACZ249-5 Rare Farth
Existing Conerele Tile Rool (Te Remain) Lifetile Calilornia Mission Blend
Existing Split Face Dleck (To Remain) Existing Cxisting
Table 2 - Proposed Wall Sign Detail
Sign | Sign Area Material/ Lighting
Acryliter207-0 GP Red Plexiglas; #" Red
Del Air 4 feet x 23 inches trimeap retainers; 5 inch returns painted
red; illuminated with flexible LED
Aluminum reverse pan channel letter;
. T — Jvd o v brushed Gold TFinish Returns: stud
Hel Air Logo “H 3 feet 7T Winches x 7 feet 34 inches mounted to-Sebi hale Baok i ity s
fexible LED s
Acrylite #207 Red acrylic Gee; 347 gold
Fresh Market 2 feer ® 22 feet 3inches trimeap retainers; 3 inch pold retums;

illuminated with flexible LED

Acrylite #207 Red acrylic foce; 37 gold

U.SPS 3 feet b inches x 5 feet 3 inches | trimcap retainers; 5 inch gold returns;
illuminated with flexible LED
Acrvlite #207 Red acrylic face: 47 gold |
Pharmacy 22 inches x 19 feet 5 inches trimcap retainers; 5 inch gold returns;

illuminated with flexible LED

8 inch retum (dark brown): aluminum
face |
Future Bank 2 feet x 13 inches [0 be determined |

Pecte’s Collecand Tea | 2 Teel 5 inches = 10 [ee

Rezane and Planned Developmeint

Pursuant to General Plan Policy 2.2.1.5, 3 rezone of the property from Commercial (C) to
Commercial-Planned Development (C- I'D and planned development ('L is requared in order to
cvaluale the project elfects with [oor-area-rativ (FAR) exceeding the 0.25 maximum (lor
commercial development) within an inteerated development. The proposed rezoning would establish
a combination Plarmed Development (-PD)) District with the underlving Commereial zoning for the
subject property. With a PD overlay, proponents have the opportunity to utilize specific planning and
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development techniques in arder best implement the project. The proposed rezoning would remain in
conlormance to the Commercial General Plan Land Use Designation.

The proposed expansivn of the Bel Air Marker would result in an increase of the entire floor area
within the entire Goldorado Shopping Center (resulting gross building arca of 160,687 square feet
over 612,090 nel square feet of the enlire development); as a result the FAR is increased 0.24 to
0.26. The policy states that the .25 FAR may be exceeded if the project is analyzed through the PD
process and that project impacts are avoided, mitigated to the same or greater extent than the 2004
General Plan EIR, or are found not to be substantially more severe than impacts analyzed in the 2004
General Plan EIR.

In review of the FAR excess through the planned development, the most relevant impacts associated
with the project would involve traffic. noise, and air quality, This is further supparted in Staff Report
w4 for Bl Dorado County General Plan Adoption Hearings where itstates that, *F.ALR policies have
the potential to gencrate sullivient traffic to cause inconsistencies with traftic level ol service (LOS)
policies, and to increase daily and peak hour traflie, o increase exposure to ground transportation
noise sources, and to generate long-term operational air quality elTects from the emissions of
Renctive Organic Gases (ROG), Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx) and small particulate matter (PM10).” A
supplemental traffic study (Kimley-Ilomn and Associates). noise (Kimley-Horn and Assoviates) and
air quality (Sycamore Environmental Consultants) analysis have been prepared for the project
(CAllachments 3-57.,

As further evaluated in the circulated mitigated nepative declaration, the projeet anticipates 378
additional vehicular trips and 25 PM peak hour trips. The traffic study concludes that the amount of
trips would not resull in a substandard operanion to the existing road network within the immediate
vicinity of the project and, therefore, would have less than significant impact.

The project anticipates short-term noise impacts to oceur during construction. Similarly, the noise
nssociated with the operation of the project would he predominantly conlined within the building.
Furthermore, given the existing ambient noise from the surrounding commereial uses and its
proximity to the UUS Highway 30, the projcet has an inherently elevated naise effect.

The noisc analysis evaluated the impacts from the anticipated 378 vehicular trips from the project.
The analysis concluded that the additional trips would result in an increase vehicular trallic noise in
the amount of 0.1 dBA, which is not considered deleciable by a typical human ear. Therefore, noise
impaets from the project are considered less than significant.

The Air Quality Management District reviewed and commented on the patential air quality project
impacls (Attachment 6). Bassd on the standard inilial project screening for operational and
construction cmissions, it was concluded thar the project would nat trigeer the threshold of
significance for air qualily impacts. This conclusion is further corroborated by the supplemental
analysis conducted by Sycamore Environmenial Consultants, citing the relatively minor expansion of
the existing facility and strict adherence Lo district measures minimizing impact, [herelore, the
project poses less than significant air quality.
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Site Description

The project is sited within the Goldrado Shopping Center located south of Palmer Drive, cast ol
Cameron Park Drive, and north of U.S. Tlighway 50. The center consists of commercial anchors Bel
Airand Long’s Drug Stores and various tenants ranging from restaurants, boutigues, and banks. The
center has vn-site parking, loading arcas, and landscaping. The shopping center is accessed at four
lncations off Palmer Drive and ane located off Cameron Park Drive.

The site is within Ecological Preserve Area | which is an arca with potential occurrence for specilic
“rare” endemic plants (Pine Hill plunts) based on the soil composition (serpentine or gahbroic soil
type). However, the proposed expansion would oceur on existing pavement and would not impact
any undisturbed or undeveloped soil.

Adjacent Land Uses

General Plan Overlay Zoning ]
_Designation Zoning Designatiun Designation . Existing Use
North Commercial Commercial Design Control (DC) Commercial
Enst Commercial Commercial Diesign Control (DC) Commercial
South Commercial Commercial Design Control (DC) . ’
Commercial
o=t Comnmereianl Commercial Design Control (DC) Commercial

General Plan

Land Use Element General Plan Policy 2.2.5.2 requires all discretionary projects ta be reviewed for
consistency with applicable General Plan Policies. |he following discussion relates to the General
Plan policies subject to the project:

Policy 2.2.1.2:  To provide for an appropriate range of Iand use tvpes and densities within the
County...[carresponding] with the specific General Plan lund use desienations.

Discussion: The project is an expansion and modilication of an existing gracery shopping slore
locared om and surrvunded by properties with similar a commercial land use designation.

Folicy 2.2.1.5 (As amended under General Plan Amendment AD6-001 approved by the Board af
Supervisors on March 7, 2006, Resolution 61-2006): Establishas specific building intensity based on
Flaor-Areua Ralio corresponding to the subject lund use designation.’

Discussion: The proposed facilily expansion would result in an increase of the TAR exceeding the
cstablished 0.25 standard for the comunercial development. The potential project impaucts associated
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with this excess has been evaluated through the planned development and circulated nepative
declaration and delermined not to be significant.

Policy 2.2.3:1 The Planned Development (-PD) Combining Zone District, (o be implemented throngh
the zoning ordinance, shall allow residential commercial, and industrial land uses consistent with
the denyity specified by the underlying zoning district with which it is combined Primary emphasis
shall be placed vn furthering uses andior design that provide a public ar common benefii, boih on-
and off-site, by clustering intensive land uses to minimize impact on various natural resources, avoid
cultural resources where feasible, minimize public health concerns, minimize aesthetic CORCErS,
and promorte the public health, safety, and welfare. 4 poal statement shall accompany each
application specifically stating how the proposed project meets these criteria,

A. The major components of a Planned Development in residential projects shall include the
Jollowing:

I Commonly owned or publicly dedicated open space lands of at least 30 percent of the total
site. Within a community area. the commonly owned open space can be developed for
recreational purposes such as parks, ball fields, or picnic areas. Commonly ovened open space
does not include space occupied by infrastructure fe.g . roads, sewer, and water treatmen
planits),

2. Clustered howsing wunits or lots designed to conform 1o the natural topograpiy.
B. Non-residential planned developments shall be accomplished through the Zoning Ordinance.

Discussion: Subject to Criteria B, the project has been reviewed and verilied [or conformance to the
applicable development standards under Title 17 of the LI Dorado County Zoning Code. Specific
project conditions are applied to the project ensuring suitable design, development, and operation of
the facility.

Policy 2.2.3.3 The County shall evaluate future rezoning: (1) To he based on the General

Plan’s general direction as to minimum parcel size or maximum allowable density: and (2)

To assess whether changes in condirions that would support a higher density or imensity zoning
district. The specific criteria 1o be considered include, but are not limited (o, the following:

L. Avaitahility of un adequate public water source or an approved Capital Inprovement Project
0 Increase service for existing land use demands;

2 Availabiliny and capacity of public treated water system;

3. Avaitability and capacity of public waste waler ireatment syvstem:

4. Distance to and capacity of the serving elementary and high schaol:

3. Response time [rom nearest five station handiing siructize fires;

6. Distance to nearest Community Region or Rural Center!

7. Erosion hazard;

N, Septic and leach field capability,

9. Groundwater capubility to support wells:
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10 Critical flora and fonma habiiat areas;

L dmporiani timber production areas;

12, Important agricultural areas;

13, Important mineral resource areas:

14. Capacity of the ransportation sysiem serving the area;

15, Existing fand wve pattern;

16. Proximily (o perennial water course,

17, Important historicaliarcheological sites;

I8, Seismic hazurds und present of active faults: and

19, Consistency with existing Conditions, Cavenants, arnc Resirictions

Diseussion: The project is an expansion and minor modification to an exist] ng Bel air Market located
within the Goldorado Shopping Center in the Community o Cameron Park. The site is adequately
served by an existing road network, public water and sewer, and drainage systems. The project would
oceur within the developed center and would not impact undisturbed lands. The site is not within the
area subject o seismic hazards or active Faults, The project has been reviewed and verified for
consistency with the CC&R s for the Goldorado Shopping Center.

Bused on the above supporting discussion staff finds that the project conlorms to applicable policies
of the General Plan.

Zoning Code

The project site is zoned Commercial with Design Control (-DC) Overlay. The subjeet Bel Air store
is within a regional shopping center, Goldorado Shopping Center, The project meets the applicable
standards including sipns, building selbacks, parking, and lighting,

Pursuant to Chapler 17.74 of the El Dorado Zoning Code (Design Review District), the project has
been reviewed and approved by the Cameron Park Design Review Commitree.

Planned Development

The propased expansion and modifications to the Hel Air store has been reviewed pursuant to
Chapler 17.02 of the El Dorado Zoning Code (Planned Development) and verified conformance to
applicable slandards of the zoning cade and General Plan policies. Tn accordance with Section
17.04.030 of the County Code, a development plan cannol be approved unless the Planning
Commission ean make the six specific findings Atrachment 2.

L. That the planned development request is consistent with the General Plan;

Discussion: ‘The propused planned development for the project conforms to the standards of (he
zoming code and., as analyzcd sbove, is consistent with the applicable General Plan palicies.
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2. That the proposed development is so designed to provide a desirable enviroament within its own
Boiirelaries:

Discussion: The projeet involves an expansion of an existing retail [acility within an existing
community shopping center (Goldorado Shopping Center). The entire center provides various
commercial services and 1s adequately served by an existing on and off-site circulation network,
pedesirian paths, parking. landscaping, and conneetivity outside of the its houndarics.

3. That any exceptions o the standard requiremenis of the zone regulations are justifivd by the
design or existing loposraphy,

Diseussion: There is no deviation from standard requirements.

A, That the site is physicaily suited for the proposed uyes;

Discussion: The proposed expansion and modification of the Bel Air store is located an existing
Goldarado Shopping Center, which is physically suiled to accommodate the projeet.

3. That adequate services are available for the proposed vses, including, but not limited to, water
supply, sewage disposal, roads and wilities; and

Diseussion: T'he project site is located within Goldorado Shopping Center that is adequarely served
existing by EID's public water and sewer services, El Dorado County drainage system and public
road nelworks, and other local fire protection and emergency services.

6. That the proposed uses do not significantly detract from the natural land and scenic values aof the
site.

Discussion: The project is commercial in nature within an existing community shopping center and
would not impact any natural land or scenic values of the developed sile.

Stafl concludes that the required discussed lindings may be made to conditionally approve the
proposed development plan.

Other Issues

Agency Comments

The project was circulated for review and comments to various atlevled agencies. A subsequent
formal Technical Advisory Review (TAC) mesting was conducted diseussing issues and other
project related comments. The specific topics arc discussed below and the comments are included in
Attachment 0, and recommended conditions of approval are included in Attachment 1.

Air Quality: Ll Dorado County Air Quality Management District (AQMD) reviewed the project
and determined that the project posed less than significant impacts to air qualiry.
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Traffic: Ll Dorado County Deparlment of Transportation reviewed the project and required
preparation of a traffic analysis evaluating potential effects to the existing road network within the
vicinity of the project site. Based on the Kimley-Horn and Associares analysis, the project was
determined to have less than significant impact subject to the conditions of approval recommended
by the Department of Transportation (Attachment 1).

County Surveyor and Cameron Park Community Services District: Bath agencies had no comment
on the project.

Cameran Park Design Review Committee (CPDRC)Y: The project was reviewed by the CPDRC on
September 11, 2006, and they recommended approval of the praject (Allachment 8). The Committee
posed concerns about the potential upgrade to the adjacent Tangs Drug store and what measures
would be required of the store.

In the event that Longs Drug store proposes modification to its current facility. an application for a
design review revision would be required, subject to review and consideration by CPDRC, County
stall, and other affected apencics,

Conditions of dpproval

Attachment | details the recommended conditions of approval subject o the project. Applicable
conditions from the original design review approval have been incarporated. Several of these
conditions are needed to ensure project compliance with the original approval. Conditions that arc
not applicable are shown with a strike through-while the conditians that are applied are shown with
an underline and any addition to the condition is shown with a double underling.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

In accordance to California Envirenmental Quality Act. an Initial Studyv/Negative Declaration was
prepared Lo determine if the project would have significant effects on the environment, The
document was circulaled for a 30-day public review perivd. Bused on the Initial Smdy, staff finds
that the project would have less than significant effect an air guality. noise and trallic. No impacts 1o
the remaining resources were identificd in the checklist.

NOTE: This project is not located within or adjacent v an area which has wildlife resources
(riparian lands. wetlands, walercourse, native plant life. rare plants, threatened and endangered plants
ur animals, etc. ). and was referred Lo the Calitornia Department of Fish and Game. In accordance
with State Legislation (California Fish and Game Code Section 711.4), the project is subject o a fee
of $1,850.00 afler approval. but prier ta the County filing the Notice of Determination on the projecl.
This fee, less $30.00 processing fee. is forwardad to the Stare Department of Fish and Game and is
used to help defray the cost of managing and protecting the Statz’s fish and wildlife resources. Under
the revised statute effective January 1, 2007, a project proponent asserting a projcct will have no
effect on lish and wildlife should contact the CDFG and the CDFG will review the project, make the
appropriate determination, and in “no effeet” cases, the CDFG will provide the project proponent
with documentation of exemption [rom the filing fee requirement,
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RECOMMENDATION: Recommend approval

SUPPORT INFORMATION

Attachments to Staff Report:

Attachment 3.......ocovvivvinnernenernnns Traffic Analvsis

ATREHIEN . o s MNoise Analysis

Attachment 5.........................Air Quality Analysis
AEBERIENT B sivinsnsponsiinieseriad Agency Comments

BRI A snnnsssinmininismsiansi Vicinily Map

MBI B s iiiniiarssisisinimsis bt General Plan Land Use Map

EXRibit € i uansuiuimmmmimassZ0Nng Map

Exhibit Do Overall Site Plan

Exhibit L oo Detailed Site Plun

Exhibil F ciinnniniinmnasna.Floor Plan

Exhibit G Elevation Plan (with material/color details)
Exhibit B v Sign PMlan
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LCL DORADO COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT
2850 FAIRLANE COURT
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM
AND DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

Projeet Title: Bel Air Marker Lxpansion (£06-0042/PD08-002 7/ DROG-003 IR)

Lead Agency Name und Adbidress: Tl Dorado County, 2850 Fairlane Cowt. Placerville, CA 935647

Cantact Person: Rommel Pabalinas. Senior Plannar Phone Mumber: (916) 358-3618

PFroperty Owner's Name and Address: Best'SCV Cameron Park o/o Best Pru}pcnizs
2530 Sierra HBlvd, Soite E Sacramenro, CA 93825

Project Applicant’s Name and Address; Hauschenbach Marvelli Becker Archileots
oo Mark Marvelli
2580 Watt Avenue
Sdacramento, (A Y3525

Project Agent’s Name and Address: Same as applicant

Project Engincer’s / Architect’s Name and Address: Same as applicant

I'roject Location: Located within the Goldorads Shopping Center, south of Palmer Drive east of Cameron Park
Drive, and north of U.S, Highway 30. in the Cumeron Park area.

Assessor's Parcel No: OB31=156-10

Loning: Comumercial (O)

Section; 2 &5 T: 9N H: OF

General Plan Designation: Commercial (C)

Neseription of Project:

Fackeround

Goldorado shopping Center was conditivnally approved under Desizn Review DR0-0031 on Murch 14, 1991, The
shopping center consists of various comunervinl uses ranging from major anchor comumercial tenanty (Bel Air and
Longs Trup store). to various restaurants, shops, boutiques snd banks, On March 19, 1997, a staff level revision to
the approved design review (DRO0-00315) was approved for » minor expansion (1,200 square feet) to the fromt
portion of the stone

Project Proposel

The praject consists of the following:

1} Design Review Revision DRO0-003IR: The proposed revision include a 9,777 syuarc fect expansion of the
existing Bel Air Market from 30,345 sguarc fect o 60, 122 square feer, and a minor modification of the fromt
elevation of the store. The expansion consisls of arcss in the fronr and rear mezzanine (stor ape/mwechunical ) rooms
and offices totaling 1,800 square feet. The expansion w the ground floor area is to bz 7,977 square feel and would
include areas for coolers, freezers and storage. The cxisting internal sales area would be reconfigured adding rows of
shelving for products. The bulding expansion conforms to the sethack requirement of the affected rear vard area of
five feel

A new depressed lnading dock, measuring 30 feer x B0 fzet, would be constructed, one loading dock would be
removed, minor re-lendscaping would occur in the rear of the building, and & rewsining wall shall be constructad
along the exterior wull of the expansion The proposed project would require an wlditional 39 parking stalls for the
entire shopping center. Currently, the center contains 639 spaces which exceed the requited amount of 603, The
proposed sxpansion would require four addirionz| parking spaces. The applicant is propusing o re-siripe the parking
lat 0 accommodate the parking spuces. (FExhihit T2

Muodificanions 1o the facade include rebuilding of the woaden trellis, renovation to gable feature, installation of a new
uutomatic shding door and aluminum framing. and replacement of various amached wall sizns.

2) Resone Z06-0042: Rezone of property from Commercial (C) 1o Commercial-Planned Development (C- PD] to
establish a combination Planned Development (-PT)) district with the underlying Commercial zoning for the suhject
propurty.
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3) Manned Development Permit PD0OS-0027. A planned development for evaluating the excess in Floor-Arca-Ratio
(FAR) over the (.25 maximum allowed required in General Plan Policy 2.2.1.3. The proposed expansion of the Bel
Air Market would result in an increase of the entire Moor area within the entire Goldorado Shopping Center
(resulting grose building area of 160,687 square fect over 612,090 net square feet of the entire development): us a
result the FAR is increased 0.24 10 0.26. The pelicy stales that the 025 FAR may be exceeded if the project is
analyzed through the PD process and thal project impacts are avoided, mitigated to the same or greater extent than
the 2004 Ceneral Plan EIR. or are found not 1o be substantially more severs than impacts analyzed in the 2004
General Plan LIR. A supplemental analysis of cach impact has been provided by the applicant included as
Attachment A

Improvemeants

I addition 1o the construction of the expansion and fagade mlifications, the applicant proposes o re-stripe the
purking lot 10 meet the required stall count for the project and the entine venter. As a result of the expansion, the
perimeter landseaping in the rear will be reconfigured affecting approximately seven amamental trees, which shall
be repluced by new omamental trees. A retaining wall will be installed bordering the exterior wall of the EXpansiol,
Existing sewer and water infrastructures and services shall continue to be provided by El Dorado lrigation District
(EIDN, Camergn Fire Protection Thstrict indicated that, given the expansion of the Facility, the existing fire
suppression system (i.c., hydrants) on site is adequate, thereby not necessitating uny upgrads other than the internal
system. Internal electricul and plumbing upgrades shall be veritied during building permit process. There are no off-
site improvements regquirald for the projeet,

Apgency Comments

I'he project was distributed for agency consultation on August 29 and December 1, 2006; a subsequent Technival
Advisory Committee (TAC), discussing various project comments und issues, was conducted with the applicant and
responding agencies on October 9, 2006 and December 27, 2006, Comments are provided with this document as
Allachment

Cameron Park is designated by the County as an area requiring a design review of various commercial, industrial,
and multifunily projects to ensure quality architectural design, site layout, and safiety. The reviewing and advisory
body appointad n this area is the Cameron Park Design Review Committes (CPDRC), The CPDRC reviewed #and
recommended approval of the projeet on September |1, 2006 (Amackment ),

Project Site and Surrounding Properiy Information

Selling

The project sile is within the Goldorade Shopping Cemter located south of Pulmer Drive, east of Cameron Park
Drive, and north of Highway S0, The site is developed with commercial anchor and in-line enants with uses ranging
from restauwrants, grocery and drug stares, houriques and banks. The cemter Is served by an on-site parking, loading
areas. and landscaping. The shopping center is accessed at four points off Palmer Drive and one at Cameron Park
Drive (Exhibit A). The site is within Ecological Preserve Area | which is an area with polential oceurrence for
specific “rare” endemic plants (Pine 0l plants) hasad on the soil composition (serpentine or wabhroiz soil type),
However. the proposed expansion would ceeur an exisnng pavemen: and would not impact suy undisturbed or
undevelopad soil.
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Sire Informarion
Tables I and 2 details the specific land use information for the site and the surrounding propertics.

Table 1. Project Site Land Usc Information

Guldorada Shapping Center Projeet Site
General Plan Desipnation Commercizl Ciommeraial
fonin verlay . . N : ercial an i :
: g_lnnd ¢ ¥ Commercial and Design Control Chverlay Raaiin d Design Control
Tresignations = * Chverlay
Current Use Commercial Comunercial (Bel Air Store)
Stz (in ncres) 14.05 4,14
Hare Flant Mitigation Arcu Mitigation Area | Mitigalion A |
Schonl Dhstrict Buckeye Union luckeve Linon
Fire Distriet Cameron Park Fire District Cameron Park Fire District
Water/sewer District El Dorado Iinigotion District (RITY) Ll Dorado [rrigation Distrlet (E1D)
Table 2. Surrounding Properties Land Use Information
General Plan Zoning Designation | Owerlay Zoning Desipnution Fxisting Use
Designalion
MNorth Commercial Commercial Design Contral (D) Commereial
East Commercial Commercizl Desizn Control (DC) Commercial
i3 " - . P - |
South Commereial Commercial Design Control (D) " )
Clammercial
West Commercial Commercial | Desien Conrol (DC) Commercial

Orther public agencies whose approval is required (e.g.. permifs, financing approval, or participation
ayreEment.):

1. El Doradn Coamty Dlepartment of Trensporiation

2. El Durudo County Development Services (Building Division)

3. El Durudo Counly Air Gualite Manazement District

4. Cameron Park Firc Protection [istrict
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ENVIRONMENTAIL FACTORS 'OTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental fuctors checked below would be potentially afTected by this project, involving at least one impract thal 15
a "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist an the following pages.

Agsthetics Apricohure Resources Ar uafiny
Biolopicol Resources | ‘Culmral Resources Licology | Snils
Hazards & Hugrdous Materials Hydrology ¢ Water Clualits Land Ve 1Marning
Minerul Resvources HNoise Mepulatian ! Housing
Public Services | Recreation Uransporation Trathe
LHilities ¢ Serviee Syslems Mandatory Fimlings ol Signilicunce
DETERMINATION
Do the basis of this initial evaluation:
B 1 find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect un the envirpnment, and a

MNEGATIVE DECLARATION will be preparcil.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant eftiect on the environment, there will niot be
4 significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by ot agreud L by the project
proponent, A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a sipmificant effect on the environmenl, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is reguirzid.

[ findd {hat the proposed project MAY have a “puwntially sisnificant impact” or “potentially signilicunt unless
miligated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect: 1) has been adequately analvzed in an curlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards; and 2) has been adidressad hy mitization measures based on
the earlicr unulysis ss described in amached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT s
required, bul it must analyze only the effects that remain 1o be addreased.

]

O O

L] I find that althouph the proposed praject could have @ significant effect on the environment, because all
patentially significant cficets:  a) have been analyzed adequately in an ecarlier FIR or NEGATIVE
DECLARATION. pursuant o applicable standards; and b) have been avoided or mitipared pursuant to that
earlier LIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or miligativn measures that are impased
irpon the proposed project. hathing further is requirad.

Simulure: Diste: March 26, 2007
Printed MName; Rommel Fabalines For. E! Dwzada County
Signature; Diatc:.  March 24 2007

Printed Mo Cinw Hunler For: El Dorado County
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1

-3

A beiel explunution is reguired far all answers except "No Impact” answers that are addejuiately supported by b informadian
swurees a lead apency cites in the parentheses following cuch gueston & "No Impact” answer is adeyguately supported 1f the
referenced information sources shuw thud the impact simply does not apply 1o projects like the one invelved {e.e. the priovect s
oitside a fault rapture 2one). A "No Impast” answer should be explained where it i bused on project=specitic fastors as well as
geavanl slundeeds (e the praject will st sspose sensilive reveplurs o pollutants, based on a project-specific scresning
anilv iy,

All answers muet tke account of de whole wclion invalvad, includine oft=<ite ac well a5 onesite, cumlative us well as [ -
level, indirect as well as direct. und vonstruction s well as epemtional impacts

Einee the lead agency hus determined that & partieudar physical impact may oceur, the cheeklist answers must indicase whether die
inipact is putentally signiticant, less than significant with miligution, or less than signiticant. "Potentinlly Significant hinpuel” iy
appropriale il there is a fair argument that an effect muy be significant. 1f there are one or more "Potentially Significant Tmpuct”
enlries when the determination is made, w EIR is required

"Megative Declaration.  Les Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the mcormoration of mitigtion
measures has reduced un effect from “Patennially Significant Impact” 1o a "Less Thun Significant Impact.” The lsad agency must
descaibe the miligutivn mesures, and brielly explain how they reduce te <[Teel w g less than signifieant level

Eurlier soulyses may be used where, pursuant 10 the liering, progrum EIR, or other CVOA process, an effeet has been udequutely
unalyveed inoan easlier FIR or negative declaation, Secticn 13063(c) (30 (121 In this case, o brief discussion shauld ileniify e
Flowing::

R Farlier Analysis Used, Identify und state whers they are available for review.
h. Impacts Adeguulely Addressed.  ldentity which effccts from the ubuve checklist were within the seope of and

pdeguulely unulyzed inan sarlisr document pursuant 1o applicable lepal smndards, and state whethier such effects were
pcldressed by mitigation measures baced on the eorlier wnnlysis,

3 Migwion Messures,  For effects tat we "Less Than Signiticant With Mirgation Incorporoted,” deseribe the
mirigation measures which were tnvorperued vr relined fram the earlier document and the extent (o wlich they sddress
site-specitic conditions for e praject,

Lead Apencics are encowresed o incorposste 1nio the cheeklist referznces w infonnelion sources lor potential impacts (e g,

general plans, zoning vidinwees). Keferenee 1o s previonely prepared oo ouisids document should, whers sppeapriare, include a

reference Lo the puge or puges where the stsment §s substantiated.

Supporling Informanon Seurces: A saurce list should be attached, wwd other sourses ssed. or individuals contacted should be
cited in the discossion,

Lhis is only & suggested form, ad lesd wgencics ere froc to use different formats; however, leud ugencics shauld normally
address the questions fo is clecklia| thal are relevant o a privect's savionmensd ellats in whatever firmat is salacted:

The explanation of 2ach issue should identif:

a.  the significance enteriz ar threshold, i any. used 1o eveluate =uch gquestion; end

b, ke miligation messure identified. i any. to reduce the impact b less than sipnificsnr
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

I, AESTHETICS. Weuld the profecr

. Huave a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X
b.  Substantiallv damage scenic resources, including, hut nat limited to, rees, rock x
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? :
e, substantially degrade the existing visual chamcrer quality of the site and its x
surroundings? 3
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect X
day or mighttime views in the arca?
Discussion:
A substantial adverse effeel 1o Visual Resources would result in the introduction of physical features that are not
characteristic of the surrounding development, substantially change the natural lundscape, or ohstrucr an identified
public scenic vista. U5, Highwuy 30 from the eastern limits of the Forni Road'Plucerville Drive interchange to
Nouth Lake Tahoe has been designuted by Cultruns in April of 1985 as a State Scenic Highwuy, General Plan Palicy
2.6.1.1 sugpests the need for establishing standurds and 1o preserve the scenic resources along L5, 50,
= The project sie is not within a State Scenic Highway or in an area identified as Scenic Resources, The
proposed expansicn and facade medifications would maintin the existing commercial use on the property
and conform to the adjacent similar uses and designutions. The project has been reviewed and approved by
the Cameron Park Desizn Review Comminee for architecturzl design. Thersfore, the project would hiave no
impact to scenie vista or visual character of the area
i, The proposed cxpansion to the rear of the building would include inswllution of wall lighting, Uparades of
the wall signs would alse produce lighting. 1n both cases, the amount of light would predominantly be
Limited within the existing commercizl center. Therefore, the impacts from light and mlare from this
proposed praject are considerad to be less than significant
. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. Wuwld the projact
8. Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, Farmiand of Statewide
Imporrance, or Locally Impartant Farmlund (Farmland). as shown en the maps X
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the ’
California Rescurces Agency, to non-agricullural use?
b, Conflict with existing zoning for agriculiural use. or a Williamson Act X
Coniract”
c. Involve other changes in the existing environment which. due to their location x

or nature, could result in conversion of Fanmland. to non-agiculmral use?

Discussion:
A substantial adverse effect so Agricultural Resources would aceur if:

*  There is u conversion of chaice agricultural land w nonagrivultur! use. or impairment of the agricultural
productivity of aericulture! lznd:
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*  The amoont of agricultural land in the County is substantizlly reduced: or
s Agriculturel uses are subjected o impacts from adjacent incompatible Tand uses.

a-c.  The proposed project is commercial in nature and is located on and surrounded by properties designated
commercial. Therefore, the project would have no impacts on Agricultural resources,

LI AIR QUALITY. Wauld the project
a. Conflicl with or obstruct implementation of the applicuble air quality plan? X
b.  Vielate any air quality standard or contribute substantinlly 1o an existing or X
prajected air quality vielation? '
¢, Resultin a cunmulatively consideruble net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is nonattaimment under an applicable federal or state X
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed :
quantitative thresholds tor ozone precursors)?
th Expose sensitive receptors to substantinl polluant concenmations? h
e, Creare objectionable odors affecting a substantisl number of people? h

Diseussion:
A substantial adverse eftect on Air Quulity would pecur it

=  Emissions of ROG and No,, will result in construction or operation emissions orearer than £21bs/day (See
Table 5.2, of the El Dorudn County Air Pollirion Control District — CEQA Guidel,;

¢ Lmissions ol wxic air contaminants cause cancer risk greater than | in | million (10 in 1 million if best
available control lechnology for rexics is used) or a non-cancer Hueard Index greater than 1. In addition,
the project must demonstrate compliance with all applicable DHstricl, Stte and LS, LPA regulations
aovermning wxie and hazardous emissions,

El Dorado County is within the area of Sacramento Region desicnated as Mountzin Countics Air Baszin. According
o the Sueramento Regional Ozone Al Quality Ausinment IMlan (AQAP) this region is considered 1o be non-
allainment with Reactive Organic Gases (ROG). 24=hour TV 10, and Nirous Oxide (MOR) I accordance to federal
and stale standards, The County is in sttainment of Curbon Manaxide (00 and Sulfur [30x) and Mitrogen Dioxide
(02} fur umbicnt air quality standards, General Plan Guoal 8.7 details specific air qualin policies involving project
design, implemenlution of best management prectices and promoling puhlic awareness of air quality,

a-¢) Air guality in El Dorade Caunty is regulated by various local. swie and federal govemment agencies. The
County Air Quality Munazement Districr {AQMID) ar the local level is responsible for ensuring air quality
conditions in the Counly lhrough comprehensive srogam of planuing, regulation, enforcement, technical
mavanen and prometion of understanding air quality 1ssues. The strategy fur clean uir includes prepararion of
plans for atainment of ambient air quality standards. adeption and enforcement of rulas and regulations
cancerning sources of air pollution, issusnce of permire for stationary sowrces of air pollution, inspection of
stationary sources of air pollution und response to complamis, monitoring of wnbicnt wir quality conditions.
AQMIY 2 Guide to Air Quality Assessment: Derzrmining Significance of dir Quality fmpacts under California
Enviranmenial (uality Aot provides an outline for quamimative and qualitative analysis for the estimation of
conslruetion and operational emissions and mitizution measures w reduce impacts.
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d)

Ll Derado County Environmentz! Managemen:- Alr Quality Management Division reviewed the project for
conformance to AQMD's Guide fo Atr Quality 4ssessment (Attachment B). Based un the lype and scope of the
project, the division reviewed the project based on initial projecs scresning for Wx, 30, ROG, and PMID
emissions during operational and construction stages of the project. The Division determined that the
commercizl expansion would be below the threshold of potzntially significunt cffects for the type of
development (Shopping Center (@ 2,000 square feet). Additionally, the Division concluded that the project will
have insignificant Impacts 0 air guality subject to standardized District Rules 223 and 223- ( Fugitive Dust
Man). 224 (Cutback and Emulsificd Asphalt Paving Materials), 300 (Open Burnings), 215 (Architectural
Uorhings) and Heavy Equipment and Muobile Souree Measures (Attachment B).

The applicant provided a supplemental uir quality analysis further evaluating potential additional air quality
impacts associated with expansion exceeding the of F A K threshold of .25 for commercial development, In the
amalysis, Sycamore Environmental Consullants conclided and confirmed the determination ol [he AU,
stuling the project would have less significant effiet on air quality impacts to the AQMD standard measures
ncorparated into the project (Anachment A5,

As discussed ahove, the project has been reviewed by the AQMD for potential air quality pmpanets amd
determined thut the project poses less than significant impact subject to the District standards and measures.
Therefore, the projeet anticipates less than significant impact,

sensitive receplors arc identified as facilines that house or atract children. elderly, people with itlnesses and
others sensitive 1o cifects ol air pollutants. Lxamples of these focilities inelude hospitals, schools and
convalescent homes, The project is within the vicinity of a potentially sensitive receptor (Dskaton Lodge at
Lameron Park) located west of the  projeet. north on Palmer Drive and east of Cameron Park Drive. This
assisted living facility provides independence living with on-site nursing and medical needs Tor residents 65
years or older, AQMD's Guide to Air Quality Assessment currently does not provide specific puideline
reguluting uses that may aftect the sensitive receptor. However, California Environmental Protection Agency
Califommia Air Resources Board (CARBYs Air Quality and land Use Handbook: A Cammurily Health
Perspective (2003) kas developed siting standards for sensitive receptors with respect to specitic land uses that
may pose significant air guality effacts (see Table 3 balow).
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Table 3. Siting Standards for Sensitive Heceptors

Source

Category Advisory Recommendations

Freeways ant | e Avoid siting new sensilive lsd uses wilhin 530 fa2t of o frooway,
High-Tralhe: urban raads with 100,000 vehigtesiday. or ramel mads with 50000
Hoars { vabkiclos'doy,

»  Avaid siting new =ensitng land uses within | 08 feal of a
distnbuticn conter (that accommadeles mare nan 100 ks por
day, mona than 4T fucks willy opemling transport refrigeration

Distribution unils (TRUs) per day. or whare TRU unit operatians sxceed 300

Centors Frours o wreak)

« lake into account the configuration of exsting dismbndion centars
nivd Avian locating résaoncas and other neny sensiites luel isus |

naar antry and oxit soints.

s Avold siling rew sansine land uses within 1,000 feet ol a megal
semvice nnt mainfananca mil yard,

«  Willin ona mile of 2 rall vard, consider gossible simg bindalions

and mitigation asoroachos

«  Avold siting ol new sensibye lund uses enmadintely downwind of

Frnis oS in e sl oty anpachad zanes. Cansult lcal afr districls
of the ARS on Ihe stalus af pancing analvsss of haalth risks,

o Avold siting new senshive land usas mmmadmtaly downesind of

R TES patrotgum refinenes  Consull with laeal i disiricts and other ioce)

agoncies 0 delanme Bn ANRroptiate saparation, i

e Avoid sifing reny s2nsiteee lned vses waithin 1,000 feat of a chrome

el Yrneks

Chroare Platers

plater,
s AVGIE silmy new sansilve lans sees within 300 feat of any dry
Dry Cizoners cleanmg aparationy. For aperations with two or mare maechines,
Uzing provice SO feat  For opecations with 3 of mare mochines, consolt
Perchipi- with 1he local air distrcs.
ethylere = [oonot sie new sensbve Bnd uses i D seme bulding with pare

Oy cleaning oparations.
= Avnid siting new sensitive land uses wilhim 300 leal of & largs gas

aczohne : ! s

Pisrintin stolion (efines as a fadlity with a throughpul of 3.8 mutlon gallons

F}Ir Ii:'i;‘ g paryasrof greater. A 50 foot sepanation s retommended far
eSS S

wpical gas dispensing facimss.

Using the tshle shove, the most related impact source to the receptor in proximity of the project is State Highway
50. Asa resull, this assisted living facility inherently has an existing elevared tisk for exposure to emissions from the
highway. In vontrast. the proposed project is commercial in nalure, within an existing shopping cenler, and is
detzrmined to have less than significant impact to air guality, as determined by and subject to AQMD standards,
Therefors, impact o sensilive recepror would be considered less than signilicant.

&) Unide fo Air Duality Assessment consider uses that cause derriment, nuisance, or annoyanca to any considerabls
number of persons or 10 the public that may cause mjury, zealth effecss, and injury to business or Property, w
putentially have sigmificant impacts rasulling from odors. Table 3.1 of Guide to Air Quality Assessment helow detail
the common facilmes that are known Lo produce odors that potentially could cause detriment, nuisance or annovance
lo the public. These facilities are limiled w0 industrial and waste disposal tvpe of land uses, Commercial
developments are not considersd odor generating uses. Therefore, since the proposed project = commercial in
nulure, nn odor impacts are anticipared.
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Table 3.1 Comnon Types of Facilities Known to Produce Odors

Wastewater Trenliwent Plant Chemical Manufacturing
Sanirary Land 1 Fiberziass Munulachuing

| Transfer Station Painting/Coating Operations {2.g.. aulo body shop)
Cowposiing Facility Food Processing Flant
Petrolenm Refinery Rendering Plant
Asphalt Batch Plant Coffze Ronstar

I¥. BIDLOGICAL RESOURCES.  Hould the projece

.

llave a substantial adverse effeel cither directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified #s a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional pluns, policies. or regulations, or by the
Califorma Department of Fish and Gume or 1.5, Fish and Wildlife Service?

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
nutursl eommunity identified in local or regional plans, palicies, regulations or
by the California Department of Fish and Game or 11.5. Fish and Wildlife
Serviee?

.

Have o substantial adverse elfect on federally protected wetlands as defined by
Bection 404 of the Clean Water Act {including, but not Umited o, marsh, vernal
poal, constal, cle.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
uther means?

X

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or wilh cslablished nanve resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the wse of nutive wildlife nursery sites?

Contlict with any local policics ur ordinances prorecning biological resources,
such as atree preservation policy ar nrdinance?

Conflicr with the provisions of an adopled Habitat Conservation Plan, Namral
Commumiry Conservation Plan, or other upproved Ineal, regional. or state
habitar conservation plan?

LYiscusgion:

A substantial adverse =ffect on Biological Resowrces would oceur if the implementation of the project would:

a-f.

*  Substanually reduce or diminish habitat for native fish. wildlife or plants;
*  Cause a fish or wildlifc population 1o drop below szlfsustaining levels:

=  Threaten 1o eliminate a native plant or animal community;

*  Reduce the number or restrict the range of 2 rare or sndangered plant or znimal:

*  Suhsmantially affect a rare or endangered species of animal or plant or the habitat of the species; or
+  Interfers substantially with the movement of any resident or migrutary fish or wildlife species.

The Bel Adr Marker is located within the Goldoredo Shopping center. There are no impartani biological
resaurces or habitat exists on the propeny thar would be disturbed on site. In preparation for the project




Enviranmental Checklist/Discussion of Tmpacts
Pape 11, Z06-0042PDO6-0027DRID-00ZIE

construction, minor grading, re-paving, and replamting of omamental trees within the affected perimeter
landscaping. Therefore, there woulild be nosct does not anticipats any impact w Bioloyical Resources,

V. CULTURAL RESDURCES. Wonld the project.

B, Cuwsic & substantial adverse change in the significance uf a hislorical resource as x
defined in Sechion 1306457 ’
b, Cavse a substantial adverse change in the significance of archazological X
resource pursuant 1o Section 13064.57
¢ Dhirectly or indirectly destrov o unigue paleoninlogical resource or site or X
tmique zeologic feature?
d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred ontside of formal X
cemeteries’! .
Discussion:
A=t el Air Market is within an existing Guldonulo shopping center developed approximately 13 vews ugu.
The proposal includes an expassion of the fowipring area at the rear of the existing building amounting 1o
1,977 square feet (approximately 2357 x 30°), Submittal of construction plans (i.e. grading, improvement
plans, hailding) shall be required for review and epproval by the Il Dorado County Department of
Trunsportation and Development Services. Given the existing developed nature of the site, the project doas
anlicipule uny impacts to cultural resources, However, standard construction condirion, noted below, would
be included on ]l of the consrrucrion plans 1o ensure protection of discovercd human remaing:
In the event of the discovery of human remuins, all work is to stop and the Couney Coraner shall be
immediatedy notificd pirswan! fo Section T050.3 of the Haalth and Satory Code and Section 309798
of the Public Resourcer Cude. If the remiaing are determined ro be Narive American, the Coroner
must coatuct the Natwve Awmerican {fleritage Commission within 24 hours. The wvaatment and
divpagition of Anman remains shall be completed consivient with puidelmes of the Narfee Amoricen
tlaritage Commission,
Thers would be ne impact to Cullural Resources.
YL GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Wanld the praject:
a.  Expose people or structures to porential substantial adverse sffzcts, including 1|
the risk of loss, injury, or death imvolving:
i}  Rupture of a known carthguake full, as delinsgred an the most recent
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Faull Zoning Map issuzd by the State Geologist X
for the area or based on other substuntial cvidenes of z known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geolugy Special Publication 42,
i) Strong seismic ground =haking? X
i} Seizmic-related ground failure, ncluding liquefaction? X
) Landslides? X
X

B.  Result in substantial soil eresion ur the Toss of ropsoil?
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VI GEOLOGY ANDSOILS. Woudd the orojec.

€. B located on a peologic unit or o1l that is unswable, or that would hecome
unstahle as a result of the project, and potentially resull in on- or nff=sie
lundslide, lateral spreading. subsidence. liguefuction or collupse?

d. De located an expansive soil, as defined in Tehle |8-1-1 of the Uniform
Building Code (1994) creating substantizl nsks to life or property”?

& Have soils incapable ol adequalely supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of waste wile:”

Discussivon:

A substantial adverse efTect on Geologic Resources would occur it the implementation of the projuct wouldd:

=t

Allow substantinl development of structures or features in areas susceptible 1o seismically induced hazards
such us proundshaking, liquetaction, seiche, and’or slope failure where the risk to people and property
resulting fram cartheuakes could not be reduced through angineering amd construetion measures in
accordance with regulations, codes, and professional standards;

Allow substantial development in areas subject to landslides, slope failure, erosion, subsidence, settlement,
and/or expansive soils where the risk to people and property resulling from such geologic hazards could not
be reduced through engineering and construction measures in accurdunce with resulations, codes, and
professionul standards: or

Allow substantial grading and construction sctivilies in ureas of known soil instability, steep slopes, or
shnllow depth o bedrock where such activities could result in seecloruted erosion and sedimentation or
expusure ol peaple, property, and‘or wildlife 1o hazardous conditions (c.g., blusting) that could not be
mitigated Uwough cngineering and consmuction measuras in accordance with ropulutions, codes, and
professional stundurds,

There are no Earthquake Fault Zonss subject to the Alguist-Priolo Larthquake Fault Zoning Act (formerly
Special Sudies Zone Act) in El Dorado County. There are no known faults on the project site; however,
the project site is located in a region of the Sierra Nevada foathills where numerous faules (e.g. Melones
funlt zome and east of the East Bear Mountains fault zune) have been mapped

Mo portion of El Dorede County is locared in a Seismic Hazard Zons {ie, a regulatory zone classification
established by the Califomia Geological Survey thar idenrifies areas subject to ligusfaction and curlthyuake-
duced landslidss). Lateral spreading, which is typically assoctated with liguetacton hazard, subsidence,
ar ather unstable soil/geclogic conditions du vol present & substantizl risk in the western County where the
project site is located' The project site is commezrcinlly developad with exisring pavement and supporting
infrastructure and foundation undemeath the existing buildine.

All grading activities exceeding 250 cubic vards of graded material or gprading complered for the purpose of
suppurling 4 smuchre must meet the provisions contzined in the Coumy: of £ Darada - Grading, Erosion,
and Sediment Control Ordinance (Ordinance Mo. 3983, adopted 11/3/88). This ordinance is designed to
limil vrosion, conmrol the loss of topsoil and ssdiment, limit surfice runalT, and ensure stahle soil and site
conditions for the intended use in compliance with the El Doradoe County General Pl Given the
developed nature of the project site, the project may includs minimal grading necessary Tor construction of
the foundation and other improvements Nevertheless, the project is required to submil construction plans
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thal may include & geotechnical report for review and consideration by the El Dersdo County Department
of Transporlation znd Fl Norado Development Services-Building Division during the building parmit

Process.

There would be no impact related to septic systems becauss the existing facility is served by FI Dorado

Irrigation District (EITY). There would be no impacts to geologic resources.

areas or where residences are mtermixed with wildhunds?

VIL HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Hould rhe prajece

A, Create a significant hazard to the public ur the environmenl thmugh the rounnes X
transpaort, use, ar disposal of hazardous malerals?

b, Create a significant hasund to the public or the emvironment through reasonably
toreseeable upset and accident combitions involving the release of hazardous X
materials into the environment?

€, Emit hazardous emissions or handle heardous or acutely hazardous materials, X
substances, or waste within onc~quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d.  Belocaled onou site which i ineluded on g list of Bazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Seetion 65962.5 and, as a result, would X
it create a significant buwsard to the public or the environment?

¢, Fora project located within un sirport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not bzen adopled, within twe miles of » public airpont or public use airpont, x
would the project result in a safery hazard for people residing or warking in the
praject area?

. Forapraject within the vicinity of v privawe airsirip, would the project result in X
a safery hazard tor people residing or working in the project ares? !

g, Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency x
responsé plan or emergency evacuation plan? ’

h.  Lixpose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, mjury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjscent to urhanizad b

Discussion:

A substantial adverse effect due to Hazards or Hazardous Matenials would occur if implementation of the project

winld:

+ lxpose people and propesty lo hazerds associsled with the use, srompe, transpors, and disposal of
hazardoue materials where the risk of such cxposure could not be reduced through implementation of
Faderal, State, and loczl laws and regulations:

*  Expose people and property o risks associated with wildland fires where such risks could not ke reduced
through Implementation of proper fusl managsment techniques, butfers and landscape seibacks, structural
design features, und crmereency socess: or

= Exposs people to safery hazards as a result of former on-site mining operations.
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d=

Del Air Market provides a varicly ol scrvices and sale of consumer products and goods. Some of thess
products. may include products vonlaining chemicals thar may be considersd hwardous. The sale,
distribution and consumption of these products are regulated by various Federal, State and locul stundartls.

Ihe proposed expansion includes areas for mechzamical equipment, storzge, condenser and boiler rooms.
AQMD has imposed stwndurd conditions of approval requiring securing of districl permits prinr to
construction or installation of any now point source emissions. There are no schools within onc 1)y mile of
the project site that would be impacted by any emissions. Therefors, the project anticipates less than
sioaificant mpact.

t=h. ‘T'he project site is not identified as u harandons materials site compiled pursuant to Government Code Seution

639025, therefore, the project does nol anticipale any impact

Cameron Park Airport, o public airport is lecuted approximately 1 %2 miles northwest of the projeet sile,
The project 1s outside ol the airport safety zone or airport land use plan aren. Therefore, no impact is
anticipated

Bel Air s within the Goldorado Shopping Center which has five (5) access points, two {2) of which directly
comneets fo the store off Palmer Drive. The developed site hus adequate fire suppression system according
lo the Cameron Park Vire Protection District, which s lecuted upproximately one (1) mile away trom the
site, There would negligible or no disruption of emergency access to and from the proposed project. There
would be ne impact related ro emergency response or evacuation pluns.

The map of El Dorudo County Fire Hazard Zones identifies the project site as being located in an area of
moderate risk. Though locuted in an urbanized community of Cameron Park, the site is immadintely
surrounded by commercial lund designutions and uses  Therefore, there would be no impact from wild land
fires

VI

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the projece:

a. Vielate any water quality standasds or wuste discharge requirements?

b Substantially deplete groundwater supplics or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume
or a lowering of the local groundwater table level (vg . the privluction rate of
pre-exisnng nearby wells would drop to a level which would not suppart
existing land uses or planned uses for which permils huve been sranted)?

¢.  Substantially alter the existing drzinage pamern of the site or area, including
thruugh the alteration of the course of 2 stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial 2rosion o silieden on- or —off-sile?

. Suhstantially aler the existing drainazs pamern of the site or ares. including
through the elteration of the course of a siream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoil in a menner which would result in floading
un= ar ofTe=ite?

X

¥

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing
ur planned stormwarter drainage svstems or provide substantial additional
sources of polluted nmoff?

[ DMherwise substantially degrade water qualin?

¢, Place housing wirthin a 100-vear flood hazard arca as mapped un a federal
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YIII.

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. #oald the projenr

I'lood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Place within a 100-vear flood hazard area smuctures which would impede or

I

fnundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudTow?

h. X
redirect Moad Mows?
i, Exposc prople or smuctures 1o a significant risk of loss. injury or death X
imvalving flanding, including flooding as a result of the failure of = leves or dam? 2
X

Discuszion:

A substantial adverse effect on Hydrology and Warter Quality would occur if the implementation of the project

wotlld:

T O

Expose residents to flood hazards by being located within the 100-year Newsehplain as defined by the Federal
Energeney Manapement Agency,

Lause substantial change in the rate and umount of surface ninoff leaving the project site ultimately causing
a substantial change in the amount of waler in g stream. Aver or other waterway;

Substantially imerfere with groundwarer recharge;

Cause degradarion of water quality (temperature, dissolved oxypen, turbidity andor other typical
slonmwaler pehutanis) in the project area; or

Cause degradation of groundwater quality in the vicinity of the project site.

The praject is within a developed shopping cenler served by an existing system of storm drainage, water
and sewer, which will not be impacted by the proposal. Any interior sructurmal, plumbing or electrical
modifications end upgrades associared with the expansion shall be incorporated in subsequent building
permil pluns. subject 1o permitting review and determination by the County and other pertinent azencies

The project is nut within the vicinity of levee or dam or any body of water that would result to a seiche or
sumani,

Therefore, no project impacts are anticipated from or to these resources

IX. LAND USE PLANNING. Fowld the praject

a.  Physically divide an established community? X

k. Conflict with anv applicable land use plan, policy, or reoulagon of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limitzd ta, the 2eneral plan, &
specific plan. local coastal program, or zoning erdinance) adoptsd for the
purpose of avoading or mitigating an environmenizl =ffeet?

¢.  Conflict with any applicable habital conservation plan or natural community %
conservation plan?

Discussion:

A substantizl adverse effect on Land Use would accur if the implementation of the project would:
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= Hesult in the conversion of Prime Farmland as defined by the State Department of Conservation;

*  Result in conversion of land thar either contains choics soils or which the Counly Agricultural Commission
has ideatified ax suiteble for sustained grazing. provided that such lands were not assigned urban or other
nonagricultural vse in the Tand Use Map:

*  Resultin conversion of undeveloped open space o more intensive land uses:

*  Resultin a use substantially incompatible with the existing surrounding land uses; or

*  Conflict with adopted environmental plans, policies, and poals of the community

-t The project is an expansion and minor modification of the existing Tiel Air Market. It would not divide, but
wionld seek to provide better service to the wstablished community of Cameron Park. “The proposal would
conform to the commercial land use designation of the property. Moreaver, it would not contlict with any
habitar conservation plan. The project would not hove uny impacis on existing land ose.

M. MINERAL RESQURCES. Wuuld the proect

a. Result in the loss of aveilubility of & known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the stue?

b, Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site detincated on u local pencel plan, speeific plan or other land use
"
plan’

Dispussinm:

A substantial adverse effect on Mineral Resources would ocour if the implementation of the project would;

o Resull in obstruction ol access to, and extraction of mineral resources classified MEZ-2x, or result in land
use compatibilily conflicls with minersl exraction operations,

ad b, The project site Is not in an wren where mineral resources classified as MBZ-2a or MRZ-2b by the Stale
Geologist is present. Therefore, no impuet is anticipated

XL NOISE. Wonld the project resuft m:

a.  Exposure of persons to or gencrmtion ol noise levels in excess of smandards
established in the local general pian or noise ordinance, or applicshle stndards X
of other agenciss?

b. Exposure of persons 1o or peneration of cxecssive groundhome vibradon or X
croundsorne noise levels? :

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambicnt noiss lavels in the project vicinity x
abave levels existing without the project?

d. A substantial temporary ar perindic morease in smblent noiss levels in the X
praject vicinity above levels existing withoul the project?
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X1 NOISE. Wowld the project result in:

[

For a project located within an zirport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not bezn adopted, within two milss of a public airport or public use arpart, X
would the project expose people residing or working n the project area o
excessive noise level?

For a project within the vicinity of a private atrstrip, would the project expose .
people residing o working in (he project area 1o excessive noise levels? '

Thisenssmnn;

A substantial adverse effect due to Noise would occur if the implementation of the project would:

a-f

lesult in short-term construction noise thut creates noise exposures to surrctmding noise sensitive land uses
in excess of 60ABA CNEL;

Result in long-term operational noise that creates noise exposures in excess of 60 dBA CNEL ul the
adjoining property line of u noise sensitive land use and the background noise level is increased by JdBA,
or more; or

Resulis in nosse levels inconsistent with the performance standards contained in Table 6-1 and Table 6-2 in
the Fl Dorado County General Plan

In additicn w the ambient noise level borme from the shopping center, vehicular nolse cxisty fram he
contiguous Palmer and Cumeron Park Dirives and Highway 50, The project anticipates a short term inerease
in noise levels during construction, resulated by Noise policies in the General Plan which limits
construction hours 10 7 AM to 7 PM. Given i location, the noise will be primarily limited within and
offset by noise from the commercial center, surrvunding properties with commercial uses, and Highway 30.

In eveluating the potential noise effects associated with the expansion, the applicant provided a
supplemenial acoustical analysis conducted by Kimley-Horn and Associutes. Specifically, the analysis was
bascd on the General Plan Policy 6.5.1.1 where noise sensitive land uses are proposed in areas exposed 1o
existing or projected exterior noise levels (ransporzalion sources) excesding the levels in Table 6.1 of the
policy (see below) an scoustical analysis shall be required as part of an environmental review process so
that neise mitigation may be included in the projzct desicn (Atnachment A),
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MANIMUM ALLOWABLE NOISE Emi'iﬁisz); TRANSPORTATION NOISE SOURLES
Land Use Cutdoar Activiry Interior Spaces
. bz:{f;;_ . L4/ CNEL, dB Ly B!

Pasidental 60° 45 -
Transieot Lodging s0° 45 ik
Hospitals, Nursing Hormes 50° 43 xa
Thearers, Auditormuns, Musie Halls - o= 35
Chnrches, Mesting Halls, Schocls 607 . 33
Office Buildmgs - - 45
Libearies Museums = £ 45
Playgrounds, Neighborhood Pagks 0 = e

Notes;

! In Commupitier and Romt Centers, where the location of outdacs activriy areas b aot clearly defined, the
extenior noise level standard shall be applied 1o the property line of the receiving land nte. For residentinl
uses with front yards facog the identified noue ource, an extenior ncite level crirerion of 63 dB La shall
Le applied ai the building facade 1n addinen to a 60 93 Lg caterien af the outdosr achvity aren. In Rural
Regions, an exterics gome level cmtericn of 60 dB Lo, zhall b agpied a1 2 150 foo1 sodius from the
residence unless it 1 within Planed Lands where the undmiyiag laed uie designation 15 conustent with
Community Region denuities i whick case the 63 dB Ly may apply. The 100-foct 1adius npplies 1o
properhiey which are five acees and luge; the balanse will £l mder the property line requirenienr

¥
© As determuned fov a typical warst-case honr dummg periods of nse.

e

Where 1t 15 oot possible 10 teduze nose i cusdoor acnivity areas 1o 80 dB Ly CNEL or i UILE B
prnieal apphcanion of the test-avmlable notse redustion measures, an axvenor noise level of up 1o 85 d3
Ly CNEL may be allowed provided that svailable axtenor noise leval reduction measures Lave been
siplemenied aud interter noise levels are in compliances wil ths 1able,

Moise sensitive receptors (Le. residential dwellings, nursing homes, hospitals) are land uses with
indoor and/or auuloer activities that may be subject to stress or significant inlerfirence From noise,
Industrial. commereial, and agricuiniral uses are not considered sznsitive o amhicnt noise. Based on
Table 6.1, exterior sound levels from mransportation sources up to 60 dBA CNEL arc compatible with
noise sensifive land uses.

As further discussed In the TransporlationTraffic section below, the proposed expansion would resull
in increase of 378 daily vehicular wips. Acoustical calculztions were conducted estimating the existing
and the anticipated traffic noise level, wt 73-fost from the ceaterlines of the roadway near the
residences and assisted living facility along Palmer Drive. The analysis includes averaging of vehicular
speed on Cameron Park and Palmer Drive and quantifying the mix and typs of vehicles.

As determined. the increase by 378 vehicle trips would result in a vehicular raffic noise increase up to
(.1 dHA_ It is considered that sound level variatons of less than 3.0 dBA are not detectable by typical
human car. Therefore, the propesed projact would have a less than significant impact to the ambient
noise cnvironment
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The project site is not within the airport land usc plan. There are no private airsivips in the vicinity of
the project site, There would be no airerfll-related noise impacts. Construction noises are anticipated
to be shorl term, operational noiss would be contained within the building, and associated trafTic
related noise is considered insignificant. Therelore, the impacts would be considered less than
signilicant,

X1 POPULATION AND HOTISTNG. Wonld the preojece

proposing new luanes and businesses) or indirectly (i.2. through extension of X
roads or alher infrastructore )7

b, Displace substantinl numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction 5
ol replucemunt howsing elsewhere? '

g, Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of x
replacement housing elsewhers? :

Discussion:
A substantial adverse effect on Population and Housing would occur if the implementation of the project would:
*  Creale substantial growth or concentration in population;

o Create a more substantial imbalance in the Counry's current jobs to housing ratio; or
s Canflier with adopted goals and policies set forth in appliceble planning documents,

U=, The projeet s commereial in nature and seeks to enhance its customer service. The project would not
impact the papulation count of Cameron Park

KIL  PUBLIC RERVICES. Would the prajzer rosulr In substantial adverse phesival fmpacte avvociomed with the
provision of mew or physically altered zovernmental facilitizs, necd for new or physically altered governmentel
Sacifities, the comsiructon of which cauld cause significanr esvivonmental impacts, in arder to maintain
ureeptulle servive ratios, rexponse times o other perfirmance obfecrives far amt of the publle servilces

a. Fire protection? X

b. Police proteetion?

c. Schools?

d.  Tarks?

oo | e | e

g, (iher pavernment services?

Discussion:
A substantial adverse effect on Public Services would eccur if the implementation of the praject would:

»  Substantially increase or cxpand the demand for fire protection and emersency medical services without
increasing staffing and cguipment o mect the Department’s/Diswict’s zoal of 1.5 firefighters per 1,000
residents and 2 firefighters per 1,000 residents, respectively;
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b, -ez,

Substantially increase or expend the demand Jor public law enforcement protection withowt increasing
staffing and cquipmenl to mainiain the Sheriff s Department zoal of onz swom officer per 1,000 residents:
Substantially increase the public school student population exceeding current school capacity without also
meloding provisions 1 adequately accommedate the increased demand in services; -

Place a demend for library services in exeess of available resources:

mubstantially increase the local population without dedicating & minimum of 3 acres of developed
parklands for every 1000 residents; or

Be inconsistent with County adopted goals. objectives or policies.

The project is within the Cameron Purk Fire Protection Thstrict. The proposed expansion requires a building
permit subject o review wnd wpproval by the Thsimict for any internal upgrades of fire suppression; the
Dhistrict indicated that the exisling project sile suppression (1.e fire hydrant system) would be adequate for
the entire shopping center, The prujeet site has live existing accesses of the contiguous public streets, which
can be accessed during emergency situations. Therelore, the praject anticipates less than significant impact
to lire protection services.

Mo new or expanded law enforcement, school or park services would be required. Therefore, no impacts are

anticipated. .

XIV.

RECREATION.

‘ould the project increase the use ol existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial plivsical dewerioration of the
facility would peeur or be seceleraed?

LYoes the project include recreational facilities or require the conatruction or
expansion of recreatianal facilities which might have an adverse physical effeet
on the environment'?

IMscussion:

A substantial adverse effect on Recreational Resources would occur if the implamentution of the project would:

Substantially increase the local populntion without dedicating a minimum of 5 acres of developed

*
parkiands for every 1,000 residents; m

= Substantially increase the use of neighborhood or regional parks in the area such that substantial phvsical
deterioration of the lbeility would veeur.

a-b. The proposed project does nol include eny increase in population that would substantially contribute to
inereased demand on recreation facllities or contribute to increased use of existing facilitizs. “Therefore, rio
impact is anticipated.

Y. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Fiadd the pripzce:
@. Cause an inereass in lrafTic which is substantizl in relation to the existing raffic

load and capacity of the street svelem (Le.. mosult in 2 suhsiantial increase in X
either the number of velicle rips, e volume W caparily ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?
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X, TRANSPORTATIONTRAFFIC. Wanld the project:

b.  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the counly vongestion management agency for desiznated roads or X
highways?

e, Resultina change in air teaffic patterns, including either an increase in taMic

transportution (e, bus tumouts, bicvele racks)?

levels or a change in location that results in substantial sufely risks? &
d.  Substantially increase hazards due to a design Reature (v . shamp curves or X

dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (c.g., farm equipment)? ’
e Result i inadequate emegency wreess? X
. Result in inadequute purking capacity? X
2. ConlNict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporiing alternative X

Pigenssion:
A subslantisl nlverse effect on ‘Trattic would cccur if'the implementation ol the project wouldl:

+  Hesultin an increase in wratfic, which is substuntial in relation o the existing traffic load and capacity of the
sirdet SYETEM]

»  Generate naffic volumes which cuuse violwions of adopted level of service standards (project and
cumulative); ar

*  Result in, or worsen, Level of Service “17 mrattic congestion during weekday, peak-hour periods on any
highway, roud, inerchange or intersection in the unincorporated arsas of the county ax o result of
residential developiment projeet of § or more unies,

As required by El Dorado County Department of Transportstion (DO, a Uraffic Impact Analysis was conducted
by kimley-Hom Asscciates evaluating the potentiul environmental effects by the project to existing transportation
infrastructure in the viemity of the project using DOT Traffic Impact Study Pratacals and Procedures (Atachment
A). Specifically, the analysis of significant environmental impacts focused al inlersections and its etfects to the
existing Level of Service (LUS). Project impacts are determined by comparing condilions with the proposed project
to those without the project. Impacts 10 intersections are created when waffic from a project forees the LOS ro all
below a specific threshold or conditions ar interszction operating at LO3 F or worsened. General Plan TC-Xd states
that LOS for County maintuined roads and Sate [Tighways within the unincorporated arsa of the County shall nol he
worse than LOS E in the Community Region. The praject site 15 locared within the Cameren Park Community
Fegion,

The analysie evaluated intersections al Camcron Park and Palmer Urives, Cameron Park Drive @ US 50 west and
enst bound ramps, and three (3) driveway points (onlo the praject) alonz Palmer Drive.  The number of vehicular
mips borne by the projected was determined using the Instiute of Transporsfion Lnzineers Trip Gemsration. As
detailed in Table 1 below, the project anticipates 378 new daily trips with 23 trips occurring durinz the PM peak,
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Table 4. Proposed Projeel Trip Grenerafion

PAlL Peak-Hour
ITE Land Use | Units Tuiﬂl : : T
; | Dailv . IS OUl
(Code) (ksD) | rin< | Trips | '
P ] %% Trips %o Trips
Existing Shoppmig | 5o | gg77 | 822 | 450 | 395 | 5200 | 427
Center (820}
Proposed
Shopping Center 160.7 | 9255 857 | 48% 411 52% 446
(820
Subrotal New Trips 378 35 17 18
Pass-by Reduction (30%) -10 -5
Net New External Trips: 378 25 12 13
Scirce, Irip Generation, 7 Edition, ITE.
] Trip Generarion Henddeok, 2 Editions. ITE

Lsing the County’s Mrotocol, the traffic analysis shall: o) review the project’s consistency with the underlying land
use designations and b) determine if the project magnitude is within the amount of development anticipated in the
trulfiv study for the 2004 General Plan; if the project falls within the anticipated traflic under the 2004 General Plan,

the Plen’s analysis would serve as the hasis for the proiect
¥ pro]

A5 determined, the commercinl projeet is conzisent with the land vse desiznation {commercial) under the Genernl
Flan, Table 5 below detuils the upplicable vehicular mip data for the project site (desizonted as Traflic Zone Mo,
164) under the 1998 General Plan duta (similar site dats is uzed as basis for the 2004 General Plan) and the projected
trips by the year 2025, According 1w Table 4, the project anticipates a pencranan of 378 daily trips and 25 PM trips.

The project 1s within the amount of development which was unticipeted in the traffic study for the General Plan.

Table 5. Trullic Analysis Zanc 164 T'rips

Year ADT PAIL
1998 11.038 1.197
2025 14346 | 1.498
Allowale Chanee 3488 301
Projsct 37 23
Consistent with GP 20047 Yes Yes

Sanrce: Dowifug dszociare:, Ine

Bascd on the above criteria and the Cownry s Proecols, the project would nol trigger the requirement to be evaluated against
the General Plan analysis for 2025, Therefore, the LOS anzlysis was conducted for the study of intersections for PM peak
hour based on the following scenarios:  Lxisting Conditions, Existing plus Proposed Condilions, Existing plus Approved
Projects (2011) Condilions. and Existing plus Approved Projects (2011) plus Proposed Project Conditions. The following

tables detail the results of the analysis.
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Exisling L{¥5 | Existing and Existing Plus Proposed Project Levels
. | PM Prak-Hreor Teaftic U PAL Frak-Hour
Ta e cting | Trafc Diels Inferiectiun v Belay
| Contral f‘-t{l-:dias_g L= bty (Seconalil s
. Cams P ce e aln Jerre EH $1473% Vi
Caceron Fark Drive or Palmer Drvs Tgml | 324 [y Cmereon Purk et 6 Pultet Sk gl | SZAIAY | £
= T T Crmepsn Faoe Dhive o J5-51 Wa s T
Cameren Patk Devee v U550 W8 Sinsl 6% Taras TogaTy Chuh Drive gl b Pl Eig
Sz Crupry Chub Drave - Camerm Patk Tmigs 3 T15-50 ED Ramps sgal | | zoFina | e
Cuperen Park Brave o US-50ES Raen Szl a7 N BTV
3 e Padroer Doy e Site Duavsway (Westy T Py EE
Palsier Dmos oc Soe Thovveway [fes) sl Iiom ;;"..J;___-H-i-:' -
" : = = Fiime Dire a Sie Dheereemy (Ror wae! "",_,:- -
Pafuoer Drive 4 Site Dhivetrny (North) TWSS 150 o chaes it e audoddtin. oo TWSE™ | s yomm | .S
e e P e = B —_— L0 Cely i
Paloer Dirive 02 Sate Dreeaay (Eat) TN 14.0 0 Palowtr Shrive w Site Drveway (East) s 13ty | 8/8
[ = e i o e — e " Tl om thut e are mresentad 1 Teltilng f Exiping s Foupoded Peaject |
Conawl debay for worer zuner apprsech (woret sunss soovezent), fecmal* Coammol dabey fa= weesl Sialar apptobch Dot it deetrklh
Existing Plus Approved Project (2011) Conditions Existing Plus Approved Project (20113 Plus Proposcd
| Project Conditinns
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Intersection Tralfe ml;f!ﬂ"s LS8 Intertestion g;::::l Delay
Contred Sroonds) Los || isecondsy | M9
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The analysis eoncluded that the project would nor cause intersections thol ure operating at acceprable levels of service without
the project Lo fall helow the previously exising operational threshold (LOS E) with the addition of the proposed project.
Therefore, the associated project impacts would not result to substandard operations ut the study intersecrions. DOT has
imposed a standerd condition reguiring payment of applicable waftic impact fees at the time huilding permit iz deemed
complete,

Based on this similar analvsis, given the rclatively minimal vehicular mips wiggered and in consistency with the threshold
established by the General Plan, the sxcess in F.AR doss not create significant impacis at the transportation facilities
analyzed for the project.

adb. Bused on the shove discussion, the implementation of the preject would not result in substandard operation
al the affeeted intersecrions in rthe vicinity of the project and is deemed consistent with the applicable
General Plan palicies and the Cawany's Prorecgl. Thersfore, the impacts would be considerad l2ss than
sipnificant.

c-¢.  Ths project is not within an airport safety sone and, therefore would oot present an air waffic hward. WNo
changes in air traffic pattems would vecur or e affzeted by the propozad project. Thers we no additional
road infrastructurss associated with the projeer. The projecr is located within an existing shopping center
that hae five (5) points of access thal can be used for emerzency purposes. The site is adequately provided
with existing on-site parkinz. The site las ecxisting pedesirian sccess and on-site pedestrianbicvele
cirevlation comnecting with the propesed Cluss 1T Bike Lane zlong Palmer Drive. This connection with the
Clazs |l Bike Lane would facilitate continuity with adjucent project. schoaols, parks and other faciliies, No
Tmpact is anficipated
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XYL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the projeor.

.

Exceed wastewater meatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water
Chuality Comtral Board !

Require or resull in the construction of new waler or wastewster reatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause signiticant environmental effects?

Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effecis?

Have sufficient water supplics available o serve the project from existing
entitlements and resources, o ure new o utpi-:nr[c:l entitlements nesdad?

2.

Result in o determination by the wastewater reatment provider which serves ar
may serve the project that il hus adequare capacity to serve the project’s
projected demand in addition to the provider's existng commitments?

Be served by w lund 1 with sufficient permired capacity 10 acconunodate the
project’s solid wisle disposal needs?

Comply with federal, state, and local stanotes and regulations related to solid
waste?

Resull in demand for expansion of power or telecommunications service
facilitics without also including provisions to adequatzly accommeodate the
increased or expunded demand

Discussion:

A substantial adverse effeet on Unilitics and Service Svstems would oceur it the implementation of the project

wonild:

d=C.

d-h.

Breach published nationsl, suae, or local standards relating to solid waste or littar control;

Subslantially merease the demand for potable water in excess of availehle supplies or distribution capacity
without alsp including provisions to adequately accommodate the incressed demand, or is unablz 1o provide
an adequaete on-site water supply, including wreatment, storage and distribution:

Substantially increase the demand for the public collection. frearment, and disposal of wastewater without
alsa including provisions 1o adequately accommudste the increazed demand, ar is unable to provide for
adlequate on-site Waste water system; or

Result in demand for expension of power or telecommunications service facilities without alse including
provisions w0 adequately accommudate the increasad or expanded demand.

The proposed expansion and modification 1o an cxisling fzcility would not excead waste water treatment

swstam requiraments and would not reguirs construction of sdditional wasiz water or drainage system.

Goldorado Shopping Center is within the EI Dorado Irrigation Distric’s services for sewer and water, The
developed site is zlsn sarved by a storm drain system provided by F! Dorado County. Internal plumbing
systems upgrades shall be reviewed during building permit process subject to County and LILY's approval,
Power. telecommunication and waste disposal services currently exist amid are anticipated 1o increase
insignificantly. Tmpacis to these services and systems ars considered less thun sipnifieant.
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XVIL MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. Docs the project;

3. Have the petential w degrache the quality of the sovironment, substantially
reduce the habital ol a fsh or wildlife spacies, cause a fish or wildlife
population 1o drup below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal communily, reduee the number o restrice the range of a rare or
endangerad plunt or animal. or eliminate important examples of the majo
peritdys uf Califomia history or prehistory?

b. Have impuets that are mdividually limited, but cumulatively considerahle?
("Cumulutively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are

considerable when viewed in conmection with the elffects of past projects, Ui X
etfects of wther current projects. and the etfects of probable future projects)?
e, Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse eifeets on X
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
Discnssion
a, Implementation of the project would result in an expansion and minar modification of the Bel Air Market
within the existing developed vress of the Goldorado Shapping Center,
b-c, Based on the unalysis provided and discussed above, the project would anticipate less than significant
individual and cumulastive environmental effects subject w the standards project conditions imposed on the

project,

ATITACHMENTS:
A. Bupplemental Sdies (Adr Quality, Woise and TrufTic Analyscs)
B.  Ayeney Comments

EXHIBITS:
A Vicinity Mup
B, General Plan Land Use Map
C. Zoning Map
Iy Project Plans (Overall and Dewiled Site Plans, Prelininary Grading Plans, Overall and Detailed Floor
Plans, Extenor Elevations)
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SLPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCE LIST

The following documenis are availzble at the Ll Dorado County Planning Department in Plucerville.

El Dorado County 2004 General Tlan

El Dorado County Gunersl Plan Tiraft Environmenial Impact Repor

Volume | - Comments on Draft Environmental lmpact Report

Volume I - Response te Comment on DETR

Valume [ - Comments on Supplement to DEIT

Volume [V - Responses to Comments on Supplement to DEIR

Volume V - Appendices

Ll Dorado County Zoning Ordinance (Title 17 - County Code)

County of El Dorade Drainage Manual (Resolution No. 67-97, Adopted March 14, 1995)

County of El Dorado Grading, Erosion and Scdiment Control Ordinance (Ordinance No. 3883, amended Ordinunce
Mios, MG, A167, 41703

El Dorado County Design and Improvement Standirds

California Lnvironmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statutes (Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq.)

Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3, Guidelines for lmplementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act (Section 13000, e seq )

SATISCRETION ARYZI005Z00- 0022 PLGAULZT DRM-0031 RZ0E-0042 DRGC-DT5 1R PING-0077 Tnitial Study.doc
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Bel Air Stare #515 Expansion Cameron Parl,
Traffic Impact Anslysis ~ California

EXECUTIVE STUMMARY

This report documents the results of a traffic impact analysis completed for the proposed Bel Air Store #515
Expeansion located at 3510 Palmer Tinve in the Goldorado Shopping Center in Cameron Park (the “proposad
pruject” or “project™). The purpose of this impact analvsis is to identify potential environmental impacts to
transporiation facilities as required by the Califomiz Environmental Quality 4ct (CEQA). This study was
performed in accordance with the El Dorado County Department of Transportation's Traffic Impact Sty
I'retocols and Frocedures and the scape of work provided by a representative of the County in a
memaorandum dated November 16, 2006,

The project consists of & 9,777 sf expansion 10 the existing Del Air Store located within the Goldorado
Shopping Center at 3510 Palmer Drive. Access 1o the site is provided from five driveways located along
Cameron Park Drive (1) and Palmer Dirive (43,

The following mtersections, listed with existing vaffic control, are included in this tralTie impaet unalysis:

»  Cameron Park Drive (@ Palmer Drive (Signalized)

o Cameron Park Drive @ US-50 Westbound Rump/Couniry Club Drive (Signalized)

»  Cameran Park Drive @ 118-50 Fastbound Ramps (Signalized)

»  Palmer Drive @ Golderado Shopping Center Drivewny — West (Two-Way Stop Controlled)
s  Palmer Drive ‘@ Goldorado Shopping Center Driveway = North (Two-Way Stop Cantralled)
*  Palmer Drive @ Goldorado Shopping Center Driveway — Fast (Two-Way Stop Controlled)

The level of service (LOS) analyses were conducted for the study intersections for PM peak-liours for the
following scenarios:

A, Uxisting Conditions

B. Existing plus Preposed Praject Conditions

(. FExisling plus Approved Projects (201 1) Conditions

D. DExisting plus Approved Projects (201 1) plus Proposed Project Conditions

Significant findings of this study inchude:

¢ The proposed project is expected to genernte 378 daily trips, inelnding 23 PM peak-hour trips,

s The proposed project is consistent with the zoning density and the 2004 General Plan land use
designation for the site and is smaller than the GPEIR forecasted growih for the tralTic analysis zone.

e The praject is aot antivipated to create any sigrificant environmental impacy,

¢ The Palmer Drive intersections with the Goldorado Shopping Center west and north drivewavs have
weleguale slopping sight distance but do nod meat requirements for the more sringant intersection
sipht distance for their current traflie control {(two-way slop control),

= Two study area sites were identified by the County's 2005 Aecidanr Lacarion Study Tor investigation
and determination of corrective action{s). For both sites. either improvements have been identified or
N eomecve sclion was Tequirad.

s The proposed project sile has adequale access from Cameron Park Drive and Palmer Drive. The
existing interior roadwavs ar2 apticipated to provide adequats on-site circulation within the
development.

* The proposed project Includes pedestrian paths and on-sile pedestrian/bicycle circulation connecting
the project with the proposed adjacent Class I Bike Lanes. Through this connection to the proposed
bike lane network, the project provides continuity with adjacent projects, schools, parks, and other
public facilities.

E KimlayHom m = _
E—ﬂ and AssociEtss, Inc H Februury 8, 2007
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Bel Air Store #515 Expanslon Cameran Park;
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INTRODUCTLION

This report documents the results of a traffic impact analvsis completed for the proposed Bel Air Store 4515
Fxpansion located ar 3510 Palmer Drive in the Goldorado Shupping Center in Cameron Park (the “proposed
project” or “projeet™). The purpose of this impact analysis is to identify potential environmental impacts o
trankportation facilities as required by the California Fovironmental Quality Act (CEQA). This study was
perfornied in accordance with the El Dorado County Department of Transportation's Trefffe fmpuct Study
Protueols and Procedures and the scope of work provided by a representative of the County in a
memurandum dated November 16, 2006'.

‘The remaining sections of this report document the proposed project, trip generation and distribution for the
proposed project, analysis methodologies, impacts and mitigation, and general study conclusions,

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The project consists of a 9,777 sl expansion to the existing [tel Air Store located within the Goldorado
Shepping Center al 3510 Palmer Drive, Access to the site is provided from five driveways locatgd along
Cameron Park Drive (1) and Palmer Drive (4). The project loeation is shown in Figure | and the project site
plan is shown in Figure 2

T'he following intersections, listed wilh existing traffic control, are included in this traffic impact analysis:

o Cameron Park Drive @ Palmer Drive (Signalized)

»  Cameron Park Drive @ 1)5-50 Westbound Ramp/Country Club Drive (Signalized)

o Cameron Park Drive (@ US8-50 Fastbound Ramps (Signalized)

*  Palmer Drive @ Goldorado Shopping Center Drivewny — West (Two-Way Stop Conrrolled)
*  Palmer Drive @ Goldorado Shopping Center Drivewny — North (Two-Way Stop Conrrolled)
e l'almer Urive @ Goldorade Shopping Center Driveway — East (Two-Way Stop Controlled)

Figure 3 illustrales the srudy intersections, existing traffic contral, and existing lune conlfpurations, This
analysis evaluates only those site driveways that anc likely to be impacted by the project.

PROJECT AREA ROADWAYS
The following are deseriptions of the primary roadways in the vicinity of the project:

US Route 50 (US-50) is an cest-west reeway located south ofthe project site, Generally, US-50 serves all af
El Dorado County®s major population centers and provides connections te Sacramento County to the west and
the State of Mevada to the east. Access to the project site from US-30 1s provided at Cameron Park Drive,
Within the gencral pruject area, US-50 currently serves approximatzly 63,000 vehicles per day® (vpd) with
two ravel lanes in each direction.

Cameron I'ark Drive is 2 two-lane anterial roadway that genemally truverses north and south connecting
Ureen Valley Read on the north with US-50 on the south. In the vicinity of the project site, Cameron Park
Dirive serves approximarely 24,500 vpd®,

! Memnrandum from Taskamo Singh Duvwling Associeics, Inc. \gv-_':rb-cr 16, 2004,
* Caltrans Traffic and Vehicle Dutn Systems Unil, wosow g 3 Feflopssaferesrraldamm 20054l him
! Fl toradn County Depurtment .JfTru.'chrl'.auﬂ afipetwww.co.cl-doredn ca neTH ) Tirafficcaunts 2sp

:]- iriay-Hom I Tebruary 8, 2007
Vo Assocales, Ine
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Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Cameron Parle,
Traffic Impact Anzlysis ) - Califernia

Palmer Drive is an east-west roadway that provides sceess o numerons commercizl and office develepments
located easl of Cameron Park Drive. Palmer Drive curmently serves approximately 9,400 vopd just east of
Cameron Park Dirive.

CHARACTERISTICS OF PROPOSED PROJECT

Proposed Project Trip Generation

I he number of trips generated by the proposed project was derived using data included in Trip Generation, 7
Edition, pulilished by the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE). The trip genzration for this project was
approved by a representative of the County’ and is shown in Table |,

Table | —Prupeosad Project Trip Generation

PM Peak-1lour

L ; Tatal ———
I'TE Land Use Vinits Daily IN our
(Cuode) (hsl) Tri Trips
rips % | Trips | % | Trips

IIxisting Shopping - ; 2, -
A =1 1509 BT 2 48% a5 i 42
Cenler (820) i 3 4 : i '
Propused
Shopping Cemter | 160.7 | 9,285 | B57 | 48% | 411 ST I
(K2

Subraral New Trips | 378 I3 17 18
Pass-by Reduction (© ey -i0 -5 -5
Net Mew Externnl Trlps+ 378 25 12 13

Nowrce: Irip Generatfon, F j:,mrw:u I'TE.
Y Trip Generavion Hendbook, 2™ Edilions, ITE.

As shown in Table 1, the proposed project is estimated to generate 378 new daily trips with 25 trips oceurring
during the PM peak.

Propused Project Trip Distribution

The distribution of project trafflic was basail on project area madway volunes and general knowledge of
project area traffic patterns. The project inp distribution percentages were approved by a representative of the
Counly® and are illustrated in Figure 4. The resulting PM peak-hour waffic volumes atribured to the
praposed project ar the study area intersections are illustrated in Figure 50

* T Daradn County Department of Transporation, i s
* Memorandem from Jaskamal Singh, Dowling Assoct ..Ics_. I-|-. Hovember 15, 20068.

February 8, 2007
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Bel Air Store #515 Expanslon Cameron Park,
Trafflc Impact Analysis California

TRAFFIC IMPACT ANALYSIS

Analysis ol sigmificant environmental impacts at intersections is based on the concapt of Level of Service
(LO5). The LUS of an intersection is o qualitative measure used to describe operational conditions. LOS
ranges from A (best), which represents minimal delay, to T (worst), which represents heavy delay and a
[acility that is operating at or near its functional capacity, Interssction LOS for this study was determinad
using methods defined in the Highway Capacity Manual, 2600 (HCM) and appropriate traffic analysis

soflware.

The HCM inclutles procedures for analyzing two-way stop controlled (TWSC) and signalized intersections,
The TWSC procedure defines LOS as a function of average control delay for each minor street approach
movement. Signalized intersection LOS is a function olaverage control delay per vehicle for the inlemsoetion
as # whole, Table 2 presents intersection LOS definitions as defined in the HCM.

Table 2 — Intersection Level of Service Criteria

Level of £ "Zfﬁ?iéfm | Signalized
(LOS) Average Control Contral Delay per
Delay (see/veh) Vehiele (seefvel)
A = 10 = 10
H > - 15 = =20
[ >15-25 > 20 - 35
8] > 258135 >35- 55
E =35 20 | %5 .80
F > 50 = R0
Source: Migineay Capaciny Manual, 2N
: Applied 1o the worst lansfane proup(s)

Consisteney with General Plan Land Use Designation
According to the County's Profocods;

“[A] Each traffic impact study must provide a review of a proposed project’s consistency with the
land use designations and zoning densities of the 2004 County General Plan to determine if the
project is consistent with such designation(s) as applicable within the proposed project area. . [B] If
a proposed project is of & magninde that is clearly within the amount of devzlopment which was
anticipated in the traffic suuly comnducted for the General Plan, then the General Plan’s trafTic
analvsis will serve as the basis for the comulative waffic analvsis of the project.”

The proposed project (Commercial) is consistent with the 2004 General Plan land use designation
(Commercial) for the site”, Thersfors, the proposed project satistiss the first criterion | A | for determining if'a
new cumulative 2025 analysis is required in addition 1o the analysis already completed for the County's
General Plan. Reparding the second criterion [B], the proposed project is located within Traffic Analysis
Lone (TAL) 164, Table 3 shows the 1998 and forecasted 20235 mips for TAZ 1647,

The propused project, which is anticipated 1o generate 378 daily and 25 PM mips, is smaller than the General
Plan forecasted growth for this zone. Therefore, the size of the projeet is within the amount ol development
which was anlicipated in the waffic studyv conducted for the 2004 Ceneral Plan.

f 2004 General Plan Land Use Divgram, E1 Doindo County Plansing Departient.
! Memorandum from Jaskamal Siogh, Dowling Aswscates, Iuc, Novanber 16, 2006

[ ]| RimayHom . —
| S| | ﬁllsy;;cizjes, fme 8 Februnry . 2007



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
Traffic Impact Analysis California

Table 3 — Traflic Analysis Zone #164 Trips

Year | ADT P
1798 11,053 1,197
- 2025 14,546 1,495
Ailowabie Change 3488 Jil
Project 378 25
Consistent with GF 20047 Yos Yes
Source; Dowilimg Assoviales, Jimy

Based on the above criteria, and based on the County's Prafocols, cumulative vear analyses are not reguired
to update the General Plan analysis for 2025, I'herefore, the LOS analyvsis was conducted for the study
intersections for the PM peak-hour for the following scenarios:

M. Existing Conditions

B, Existing plus Proposed Project Conditions

C. Existing plus Approved Projects (2011) Conditions

D Existing plus Approved Projects (2011) plus Proposed Project Conditions

The following is a discussion of the analyses for these four scenarios:

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Existing peak-hour traffic volumes for three of the six study intersections were oblained from a representalive
of the County®, Where appropriate, these existing peak-hour volumes were increased to represent current year
conditions using & straight line growth rate from existing conditions to yvear 2025 projected vol umes' . New
weekday PM peak-hour intersection lurming movement traffic counts were conducted for the three ["almer
Drive intersections. The counts were conducted between the hours of 3:30 pm. and 6:30 p.n. The existing
peak-hour turn movement valumes are presented in Figure 6 and the waffic count data sheets for the Palmer
Dirive intersections are provided in Appendix A. Tahle 4 presents the existing peak-hour intersection
operating conditions for the study intersections.

Ax indicated in Table 4, the study intersections operate from LOS B te LOS L during the I'M peak-hour,
Analysis worksheets for the existing conditons scenario are provided in Appendix B,

EXISTING PLUS PROPOSED PROJECT CONDITIONS

Peak-hour traffic associated with the proposed project was added to the existing raffic volumes and levels of
service were determined at the study infersections. Tehle § provides e summary of the intersection analysis
and Figure 7 provides the PM pezk-hour raffic volumes at the study inlerseetions for this analysis scenario.

Beginning with this analysis scenario, the Cameron Perk Drive roadway improvements included in the current
El Darado County Department of Transportation™s 2005/2006 — 2009/20010 Capital Improvement Program
(CIP) are included in the TOS analysis. This upcoming project is anticipated to begin consiruction in Spring
2007 and includes the additon of one northbound through lane (includes the zlimination of the existing
northbound exelusive right-turn lane) and ons southbound through lane along Cameron Park Drive through
the project area’.

F Dowling Associntes, Tne,
¥ Cumeron Park DefnPalmer Trive oty Thad Drive (rierzeciion improvemernis, DMIM Humis, July 2006,

T BBy Y Faley-Hon g Fehruary 8, 2007
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Table 4 - Existing Levels of Service

Traffic ~ PM Peak-Hour
Intersection . Delay
Coantral ¥ LOs
| (Seconids)
Cameron Park Drive (@ Palmer Drive Signal 314 C
Cameron Park Drive @ US-50 WB i 2
_Ramp/Country Club Drive Signal LS
Cameron Park Drive (@ US-50 EB Ramps Signal 20.7 C
Palmer Drive @ Site Driveway {West) TWSC 38,1 (WB) I
Palmer Dinve i@ Site Driveway (Morth) wse” 15.0 (ME) G |
Paliner Drive @ Site Drivewsy (Esst) TWSC™ | oM | on
" Cantral delay for worst minor approach (worst minor movement),

‘Table 5 - Existing and Existing plus Proposed Project Levels of Serviee

PM Pealk-Hour

Trallic

[nrersection Theln
Control Y LOS
{Seconds) 2
Cumneron Purk Drive (@ Palmer Drive | Hignal 240350 e

" : Dri 550 W .
Cameron Park Dyiee (2 US50°%D Signal | 26.6/275 | C/C

Hamp/Country Club Dirive

Cameron Purk Drive @ US-50 EB Ramps | Signal M7 clc
. JR.1(wB)/

" 5 rarene T mat) e Lh §
"almer Drive (@ Site Dn-.c.“f;._[‘-lm,l TWSC 107 (WB) _I? 1B
Palmer Drive @ Sile Driveway (North) TWSC' 'l"j”l‘ﬁl‘}' ¢l

i . o0 R T 4.0 (M) / g

I'almer Drive @ Site Diiveway (East) TWSC 14.2 Ny B/B

Rasulls in this tahle are prezented in Kxisting / Lxisting plus Proposed Project
lormai. Conirol delay for worst minor approach (worst minor movement).

As indicated in Table 5, the study intersections operate from LOS B to LOS E with the addition of project
traffic during the PM peak-hour.

The analysis worksheels for this scenario are provided in Appendix C.

EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS (2011) CONDITIONS

Asrequired by the Cﬂuntym, two scenarios were evaluated to determine the worst case approximation of near-
term study area roadway trafTic volumes. First, traffic associated with ten approved projects inthe vicinity of
the proposed project was tabulated. The watiic from these projects was added to the existing traffic
conditions. Second, five years of projected growih, as derived from the Couniy’s travel demand model
outpul, was spplied to the existing traffic conditions. For this second scenario, peak-hour traftic volumes for
the study area roadway segments were obtainad from & representative nf the County'’ for the years 1998 and

"% E1 Darado Courty Tepertment of Transportation. Frellfic Smpsct Shaly Profocols and Procedures, Tovember 2005.
" Dovwling Assaciates. Tng,

TR Cverron : = :
:-ﬂ o Assorites, e ! Februury 8, 2007



Bel Air Stare #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
Trafflc Impact Analysis California

3023. From this data, percent annual peak growth rates were determined for each roadway segment direction
and were then extended to five vear growth rates. The study interssctions’ existing peak-hour raffic volumes
were then multiplied by these five year crowth rates (by direction) to obtain forecasted (year 201 1) traftic
conditions for this analysis scenario. These two volume scenarios were compared and it was determined that
the: first scenarin, the addition ol the ten approved projects. vields the worst case waffic conditions. A list of
approved projecis and details regarding the comparison of vear 2011 traffic conditions are presented in
Appendis T

The existing plus approved projects conditions were estoblished by adding the tratfic from the ten approved
projects to the existing traffic conditions. The levels of service al the study interscetions were then
determined. Table 6 provides a summary of the intersection analysis and Figure 3 provides the PM ftraffic
volumes for this analysis scenano.

Table 6 — Existmg plus Approved Projects (2011) Levels of Service

5 Traffic ]‘t‘rl Peak-1lour

o Control {S?L;i ::]s} LOS
Cameron Park Drive (@ Palmer J‘.}rwe_- Signal 6.2 B

. s T .
Cameron Park Drive (@ US-50 EB Ramps Signal 391 11
Pulmer Drive @ Site Drivewny (Wesl) - TWSC JE5.1 (WB) E
Palmer Drive (& Site Driveway (North) TWSC 15.0 (NB) _i.!
FJltm-:‘r Dirive (@ Sile Drivewny (East) TWaEC' 14.0 (NB) B
" Control delay for worst minor approach (worst minor movement),

Ax indicated in Tahle 6, the study interseetions operate from LOS B to LOS E during the PM peak-hour. 'The
analysis worksheets for this scenario are provided in Appendix F.

EXISTING PLUS APPROVED PROJECTS (2011) PLUS
PROPOSED PROJECT CONDITIONS

Peek-liour traffic associzted with the propossd project was added to the existing plus approved projects trafTic
volumes and levels of service were determined al the study intersections. Table 7 provides a summary of the
intersection analysis and Figurs 2 provides the PM traffic volumes for this analysis scenario.

[Ie3:19 Firrzy-Haem | February 8, 2007
:]-" ard Associates, Ind. 322
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Bel Alr Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
Traffic Impact Anzlysis Califarnia

Table 7 — Lixisting plus Approved Projects (2011) and
Existing plus Approved Projects plus Proposed Project (201 1) Levels of Service

Traffic PM Penk-Hour
Intersection Delay

Control - LOs

{Seconds)
Cameron Park Drive (8 Balmer Drive Siznal 162/10.5 B/

Cameron Park Drive @ US-50 WH i L s ]

Ramp/Country Club Drive Slgm] bl ot
{Cameron Mark Dirive @ US-30 EB Ramps Signal 39.1/39.8 /D
Palmer Drive @ Site Driveway (West) TWSC' ’;]' ﬂ‘;‘:ﬁ:{ E/E
Palmer Dimve (@ Site Driveway (MNarth) IWSC” 1ET':;:_2;“ o

. g : : o MBS
Palmer Drive @ Site Driveway (Fast) TWSC 1:1'{:'_,';::2_] B/H

Results are in Exlsring plus Approved / Existing plus Approved plus Proposed
Project format
" Contrel delay for worst miner approach (worst minor muvement).

Asindicated in Table 7, the study intersections operate from LOS B to LOS E during the PM peak-hour. The
analysis warksheets for this scenario are provided in Appendix F.

IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

Standands uf Significance

Project impacts were delermined by comparing conditions with the proposed project to those without the
project. Tmpacts for intersections are created when wrafTic from the proposed project lorees the LOS to fall
below a b?ﬁu; fic threshold or conditions at an intersection uperating at LOS F are worsened. The County’s
standards'’ specify the following:

“evel of Service (1.08) for County-maintained roads and State highways within the unincorporated
areas of the County shall not be warse than LOS E in the Commuiny Repginns.” (El Dorado County
Greneral Plan Policy TC-Xd) The propesed projeet is within the Cameron Park Com munity Region.

“If a project causes the peak-hour level ol service...on a County read or Stale highway that wold
otherwise meet the County standards (without the project) 1o exceed the [given] values, then the
impact shall be considered significant™

“If anmy county toad or state highway fails to meat the [given] standards for peak hour level of
service...under existing conditions, and the project will *significanily warsen® conditions on the
road or highway, then the impact shall be considered significant.™ According to Gen cral Plan Policy
TC-Xe, ‘significantly worsen® is defined as “a 2 percent incresse in traffic during the am. peak
howr, p.n. peak hour, or daily, or the addition of 100 or more daily wips. or the addition of 10 or
more rips during the a.m. peak hour or the p.m. peak hour.”

2 11 Darado County Department of Transportation, Traffie fmpacs Study Profocols and Proceduras, November 2003,

[- Himiay-Hem 16 February 8, 2007
<] ang AzzociEies. I
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Impacts

As indicated in Table 5 and Table 7. the proposed project does not cause intersections that are operating at
necepiable levels of service without the project to fall below the previously defined operational threshold
(LOS E) with the addition of the proposed prajeet.

Mitigation
Mo mitigation is required.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

Iontersection Queuing Evaluation
Vehicle queuing for the following previously identified intersection movement'” was evaluated: Westbound
left-turm at the Cameron Park Drive intersection with Palmer Drive.

I'his intersection approach includes three lanes; two lefis and one righl. The lefl-turn lane closest to the
median was observed to provide approximately 160 teet of storage. 'The center approach lane, the second lell-
turn lane, was observed to provide approximately 320 feet of storuge limited by the adjacent driveway at
Pleza Golderada, 1t was determined that the combinatonfotal available storage for bath lefl-turn lanes would
be used as the measure for interseetion approach queuing,

As presented in Table 8, the intersection approach has adequate storage capacity to accommodate the
anticipated vehicle queuing. Turther, the sddition of the proposed project adds minimal additional queuing,

Table 8 — Intersection Quening Evaluation Results

i PM Peak-Hour
Intersection / Analysis Scenarlo Movement Available o5 oy
Starage (ft) | Quene’” (ft)

Cumeron Park Drive @ Palmer Drive | WBLT

N xisting | ' 145
Cxisting plus Project | s 148
e = 320 —
Uxisting plus Approved Projects | 122
Hxisting plus Approved Projeets plus Projecl 125

Source: Highway Capacity Mameal (HCM) 2000 methodology per Synchr® v
:. WELT Lune #1 = 160 fL Stvroge, WBLT Lane 42 = 320 ft. Starage
Talul weslbound lefi-lurn yueue, both lanes.

Detailed results of this analvsis for the intersection arc prosentod in Appendix G

Siphr Distance Evaluaoon

A sight distance svaluation was completed for the three existing Goldoradn Plaza driveway intersections with
Palmer Drive included in this analysis. This evaluauon was based on observed horizontal and vertical
geomeiric conditions and was performed in secordance with the guidelines presented in the Geomerric Design
e Highwerps and Streels, 2004, published by the American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO.

Field observations at these three project driveways along Palmer Dirive yiclded the ullowing results:

¥ Memorandum fom Taskamal Sinph, Dowling Associstes, Ine., Wevember 16, 2005,

[~ Kimleme-Hom |¥i I"'ehn Ll
A By R
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Talmer Drive (@ Goldorade Shopping Center Driveway (Wesl)
Considering the urban characteristics of this intersection, stopping sight distance (S577) was evaluated at this

loeation. According to AASHTO, a 40 mph design speed requires & minimum of 303 feet of S50, Adequate
55D was documented along the Palmer Drive approaches to this driveway.

Evaluation of intersection sight distance at this two-way stop controlled intersection was also performed
according to AASIITO s “Case B—Inlersections with Stop Control on the Minor Road™. As such, regardless
ol the maneuver of the stopped vehicle, a minimum of 445 feet of intersection sight distance (ISD) is required
(35 mph posted speed limil, 40 mph assumed design speed). Field observalions documented 320 feet of ISD
o the tight (i.e., vehicles approaching the drivewsy from the east). It should be noted TSD is typically
considered to be extremely conservative for urban driveways.

Palmer Drive (@ Goldorado Shopping Center Driveway (North)

Considering the urban characteristics of this intersection, stopping sight distance (SSD) was evaluated at this
location. According to AASHTO, a 40 mph design speed requires a minimum of 305 feet of S50, Adeguate
S8 was documented along the Palmer Drive approaches to this driveway.

Evaluation of inlersection sight distance at this two-way stup controlled imersection was also performed
according to AASHTO's "Case I — Interseetions with Stop Control on the Minor Road". Assuch, regardless
of the maneuver of the stopped vehicle, a minimum of 443 feet of intersection sight distance (1SD) is required
(35 mph posted speed limil, 40 mph assumed design speed). Field observations documented 320 feet of sight
distance 1o the lett (i.e., vehicles approaching the driveway from the west). [t should he noted ISD is
typically considered (o be extremely conservative for urban driveways.

Palmer Drive @ Goldorado Shopping Center Drivewav (Last)

Adeyuate 15D and $SD were noted along the Palmer Drive approaches to this driveway, The observed
available 1SD and SSD in hoth directions exceeds current AASHTO requirements for the observed uperating
conditions at the time of this evaluation.

Tr ull cuses, roadside vegetation should be maintuined s o not obstruct the line of sight fur vehicles exiting
the project’s access driveways. This effort will preserve the observed [SD and 850,

Preliminary Traflic Salety Evaloaton

According to the County’s 2005 decident Location Study', the Cameron Park Drive intersection with the US-
50 Fastbound Remps and Cameron Park Drive in the vicinity of Palmer Drive expericnced seven (7) and
rwenty-five (25) aceidents, respectively, during a three-year perind between January |, 2003, aned December
31, 2005. According to the Study, the Cameron Park Drive intersection with the US-50 Eastbound Ramps
was “reviewerl and determined 1o be in sarisfactory condition...(this site does) not require further review at
this time.” Furthermore, according Lo the Stucdy, “an improvement has ulready been identitied and is pending
installation” for Cameron Park Drive in the vicinity of Palmer Drive. The Study futher describes this
pending improvement as * road widening and shoulder improvemants.”

Bicyele and Pedesoian Facilides Evaluation

According to Chapter 5 of the Bl Darado County Bicyele Transportation Plan, Class 11 Bike Lanss are
proposed for Cameron Park Drive and Palmer Drive in the vicinity of the project site. Furthermore, a Class 1
Bike Path is proposed for east of the project sits to connect Palmer Drive with Wild Chaparral Drive.

While the project will not result in removal of 2 hikeway/bike lane or prohibition of implementation of the
facilities identified in the Plan, it is required to include pedestrian/bicycle paths connecting to adjacent
commercial, research and develupment, or industrizl projects and any schools, parks, or ather public
facilities'®.

¥ County of El Dorado Depariment of Transportation, dnnual dccident Locaian Sily 2005, March 1, 2008,
" WMemarandum from Jaskemal Singh, Dowling Asseciates, Inc, Movember 18, 2006,

By frkyon ey 8, 2007
A R . L Fevieiy
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The proposed project site, the existing Goldomdo Shopping Center, includes pedestrian paths and on-site
pedestrian/bicyele circulation connecting the project with the proposead adjacent Class 11 Bike Lanes along
Palmer Drive, ‘|'hrough this connzction to the proposed bike lane netwark, the project provides continuily
with adjacent projects, schoals, parks, and other public facilities.

Site Plan, Access, and On-site Cirenlatinn Evaluadon

The site plan for the pruposed project was reviewed for general access and on-site circulation. According to
the site plan, access to the site will be provided/maintained from Cameron Park Drive and Palmer Drive, As
such, the proposed projeet site has adequate access from both Cameron Park Drive and Palmer Drive. The
interior roadways are anticipated to provide adequate on-site circulation within the development.

COMNCLUSIONS

Based upon the analysis documented in this report, the following conclusions are offered:
¢ I'he proposed project is expected lo generate 378 daily trips, including 25 I'M peak-hour trips.

¢ Ihe proposed project is consistent with the zoning density and the 2004 General Plan land use
designation for the site and is smaller than the GPEIR forecasted growth for the traffic analysis zone.

e The nddition of the proposed project to the existing network does not result in substandard operal (TR
at the study interscetions. As such, the impact at the study intersections is less than significant.

e 'I'he addition of the proposed project to the existing plus approved projects (201 1) network does not
result in substandard operations at the study intersections. As such, the impact at the study
intersections is lesy than significant.

+ 'lhe project is not anvicipated to create any significant environmental impacis.

e The Palmer Drive interseetions with the Geldorado Shopping Center west and north driveways have
adequate stopping sight distance but do not meet requirements tor the more stringenl inlemseetion
sipht distance for their current traffic control (two-way stop control).

+  Two study ares sites were identified by the County’s 2005 decident Location Siudy for investigation
and determination of corrective action{s). For bath sites, either improvements have been identilicd or
no correelive aclion was required.

+ The proposed project site has adeguate access from Cameron Park Drive and Palmer Drive, The
existing, interior roadways are anticipated v prmwvide adequate om-site circulalion within the
developmentl.

s ‘The proposed project includes pedestrian paths and on-sie pedesian/bicycle circulation connecting
the project with the proposed adjacent Class 11 Bike Lanes. Through this connection to (he proposed
bike lune nutwaork, the project pravides continvity with adjacent projects. schools, parks, and other
public facilides.

: -" Kirmlay-Hem 9 Fubrunry 8, 2007
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Appendix A:

Traffic Count Data Sheets
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Intersection Tuming Movement
Freparsd by: Scuthland Car Counters

M-S STREET: Drivewsay 1 DATE: 11/30/20086 LOCATION: City of Shingie Springs
E-W STREET: Palmer i DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT#  05-7288-001
NORTHEOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTBOUND WESTBOUND
ML NT MNE SL aT SR EL ET ER WL WT WH TOTAL
LANES: {l 1 n 0 1 0 1 i a 1 1 0
1:00 PM
1:15 PM
1:30 PM
1:45 PM
A:00 PM
2115 PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
315 PM
1:30 PM 44 0 1 4 1 29 15 1 112 0 217
3:45 PM 41 1 2 5 0 14 27 3 115 0 228
4:00 PM 43 2 i 7 d (] 29 2 L16 1 238
415 FM 4 3 1 2 [y 24 14 3 104 4] 201
4:30 PM 36 1 0 i) 0 2/ 32 0 122 0 244
4:45 PM 47 1 1 2 Q 23 15 1 Log 1] 198
5:00 PM o 0 0 3 0 24 27 ] 141 §] 230
5:15 FM 49 1 0 1 0 14 21 i 111 1 200
S:30 PM 18 Z ] 0 0 23 27 3 g6 )] 159
5:15 FM A4 3 0 P 0 35 22 1 100 0 247
6:00 PM 53 3 0 3 0 22 25 2 an 0 158
&:15 PM 31 0 0 1 ] 16 19 L 76 { 144
5:30 PM
45 FM
TOTAL NL___NT__NR | SL st SR | EL ET ER | WL WT WR | TOTAL
VOLUMES = %4 0] 17 i) B il ‘ 1 319 2 Lo 1271 2 2503
PM Peak Hr Begins 2. 345 PM
PEAEK
VOLUMES = 182 i) 7 i B i5 0 12s 105 a =57 1 ail
PEAK HR.
FACTOR: 0.H29 0,750 0.851 0.955 0923

CONTROL: 2 Way Stop (N,5)




Intersection Turning Movement

Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

M-5 STREET: Drivoway 2 DATE: 11/30/200G LOCATION: Cily ol Shingle Springs
E-W STREET: PFalmer [ir DAY: THIRSDAY PROJECT# 0E-7268-004
NORTHBOUND SOUTHROLUIND EASTEOUND WESTROUND
ML NT NR 5L 5T SR EL ET R WL WT WR TOTAL
LANES: 1 ] ] 0 0 i {0 1 1 5 1.5 0
1:00 PM
1:15 FM
1:30 PM
1:45 FM
2:00 PM
2115 PM
2:30 PM
2:45 PM
3:00 PM
3:15 PM
3:30 PM 37 [ 3 25 7 Ll 114
J:A P a1 t] 4 28 G 1 fi 162
EHURL a3 ] 2 34 4 2 Fa 161
4:15 PM k. 1 1 a4 12 1 1a 141
A:30 PM A5 [} 3 18 i 2 B 146
4:45 M a0 [ 2 21 Y i 3] 181
H:00 PM 47 0 1 20 g F BS 163
515 PM 1 § 0 12 3 0 77 133
H:40 P A8 [ [ 16 T 4] BB 15
5:45 PM 30 0 Q 15 12 [ 67 124
G:00 PM a7 i 0 18 5] 1 53 118
B:75 PM A4 0 C 14 4 ] 45 ag
G:30 PM
G:45 PM
TOTAL NL NT NE &l ST SR EL ET ER WL WT W TOTAL
YWOLUMES = 464 7 16 )] C 0 Q 2456 a7 | 11 B30 0 1655
PM Peak Hr Begins st 345 PM
PEAK
YOLUMES = 163 1 10 a [} 0 g 105 28 G 285 0 610
PLAK HE.
FACTOR: 0.445 C.0GD 4875 0,918 0.3417

CONTROL:

T Way Stop (N)



Intersection Turning Movement
Prepared by: Southland Car Counters

N-5 STREET: Dirivewsay 3 DATE: 11/30/2006 LOCATION: City of Shingle Springs
E-W STREET: Palmer Di DAY: THURSDAY PROJECT & 06-7268-003
NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND EASTEOUND WESTHIUND
ML N1 N sL T SR EL ET FR WL WT WH TOTAL
LANES: 5 0 ] G 1 1 ¥ 1.5 3 5 1.4 0
1:00 P
T8 M
1:30 FM
1:45 PM
200 Fm
2:15 PM
2:30 PM
245 PM
100 PM
215 FM
230 PM 36 0 1 0 1 3 0 22 3 i 11 ] Toh
2145 PM 56 0 0 1 0 0 1 21 2 G 23 { 120
400 PM 52 0 . 0 0 1 1 25 13 5 27 Q 126
A5 PM L] 0 0 1 0 0 D 13 10 4 28 0 106
4:30 PM 37 1 1 0 P 2 0 15 12 2 A a a9
4:45 PM 43 0 1 { 4] ] 0 12 10 ] £9 o 845
HoO P 4 1] 0 H ] 1 i b 8 2 G §] 102
H:15 'M KO 1 ¥} 0 ] 0] i 3 1 i 0 03
5:30 PM 18 { 2 i c 0 i 3 14 2 36 1 a8
545 PM 44 §] 0 C 1 C 1 2 13 1 16 1 a4
6:00 PM 44 0 1 N 0 0 ¢ k| 14 0 12 0 74
G:15 PM an 1§ M a 0 L 1 1 12 1 14 1) f1
G230 M
6:45 PM
T0TAL ML NT NR 5L 51 SR EL ET ER WL WT Wr TOTAL
VOLUMES = E3Z 1 g i 4 g 4 133 174 34 304 3 1163
PM Peak Hr Begins al: 330 PM
FEAK
VOLUMES = 144 { 3 z 1 4 Z2 B1 38 22 105 1 457
FEAK HE.
FACTOR: (1LEyD 0.£33 0.776 0.946 (FRT)E)

CONTROL: 1 Way Siop (N)
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Appendix B:

Worksheesiy for
Existing Conditions

Y Kirkey o ' ' Fehruary 8, 2007
[]- 1 and Rezeciatas, Inz.



Bel Air Store #5135 Expansion Existing

1. Palmer Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
vy S a b2 M

Movament WBL WBR NBU NBT MNBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations Lt il K] + 'l % #

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1800 1800 1900 1800 1900 1800 1900

Lane Width 11 13 12 13 g 13 168

Grade (%) 4% 0% 0%

Tolal Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0

Lane Lt Factor 0.87 1.00 .00 100 1.00 1.00

Fri 100 085 100 085 1.00 1.00

Fit Prolected D85 1.00 1.00 100 095 1.00

Satd. Flow {prat) 3252 1603 1925 1425 182% 2111

FIt Parmitted D95 1.00 1.00 100 095 1.00

Satd. Flow {parm) 3252 1603 1925 1425 1828 2111

Volume (viph) 430 18e 0 836 6§y 226 750

Peak-hour factor, PHF D82 082 082 082 082 082 082

Ad]. Flew {vph) 467 204 0 1017 B2 245 815

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 165 0 0 13 0 0

Lanz Group Flow (vph) 467 ag o 107 49 245 815

Turn Type Perm  Prol Perm  Prot

Protectad Phasas a 1 = 5 2

Parmilled Phaseas B G

Actuated Green, G (s) 154 154 398 398 100 535

Effective Green, g (5) 144 144 4068 408 8.0 536

Actuated o/C Ratio 018 018 053 053 012 0O

Clearance Time (s} 3.0 3.0 4.8 4.8 3.0 4.1

Vehicle Extenslon (s) 2.5 25 1.5 1.5 3.0 1.5

Lane Grp Cap (vph) G168 204 1028 781 217 1489

vis Ratio Prot o), 14 c0.53 c0.13 039

wie [Ratio Parm 0.02 0.03

wic Ratio 0768 013 053 0068 113 D055

Uniform Delay, d1 292 2586 175 Bs 335 54

Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 D58 045 1.00 1.00

Incremental Celay, d2 5.1 0.1 208 a1 1001 15

Cizlay (=) 34,2 257 30.9 40 1338 g.d

Level of Service C C c A F A

Approach Dzlay (s) N6 223 A

Appragch LOS C C b

Intersection Summary

HCM Aversge Conirol Dalay 22.4 HCM Level of Service ¥

HCM Valume to Capacity ratio 0.96

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 76.0 Sum of lost tima (=) 12.0

Intersection Capacity Utilization 84 0% 1CU Laval of Senvice E

Analysis Pericd (min) 18

¢ Crilical Lana Group

12/7/2008

Kimlay Hom Page 1



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Existing

2; Country Club Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
S T 2 U A N I

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NEL NET NER SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configuratinns % d % =) L 4+

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1200 1900 1900 1900 1200 1900 1900 1200 1900 1800 1800 1900

Total Lost time (s) 4.0 40 40 4.0 40 40 4.0

Lare LIl Faclor 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 100 085 0.85

Fit 100 0.85 1.00 0.87 100 095 0.99

Flt Protected 0.95 1.00 0895 1.00 0.9 1.00 1.00

Sald, Flow (prot) 1770 1583 1770 18621 1770 3363 3511

Fit Parmitted 095 1.00 095 1.00 012 1.00 1.00

Satd. Flow (perm} 1770 1583 1770 1621 226 3353 4511

Volume {vph) &1 0 150 207 B1 384 138 727 34 0 1180 B85

Peak-hour factor, PHF D92 0092 092 082 082 082 082 o082 092 0852 082 082

Ad]. Flow (vph) 65 0 163 225 BE 478 150 790 428 a 1283 7

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 33 0 148 o 0 96 o a 5 o

Lane Group Flow (vph) 55 D 125 225 348 0 150 1122 0 0 1348 0

lurn Type Prot cusiom Perm Perm

Protected Phases 7 B 2 &

Parmilted Phases 4 B 2

Acluated Green, G (5) 3.2 244 172 172 4386 438 436

Effactive Green, g (s) 3.2 244 172 172 436 436 43.6

Actuated g/C Ratio 0.04 0.32 023 023 0.57 057 0.57

Clearance Time (s) 4.0 40 40 40 40 40 4.0

Vehicle Exenslon (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 30 3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 75 508 401 367 130 1924 2014

vfs Ratio Prot €0.03 cll.21 0.33 0.38

wis Ratio Perm 008 013 cD.65

vic FHatio 0.73 0.25 0.56 094 1.16 0.58 0.67

Uniform Delay, d1 28.0 180 2684 2BS 162 104 11.2

Progression Faclor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.08 1. 1,14

Incremental Delay, d2 = 306 0.3 1.8 325 118.0 1.0 1.5

Delay (s} 66.6 183 278 514 13858 118 14.3

Level of Service E B GC E F B B

Approach Delay (s) 31.2 5049 252 14.3

Approach LOS C D C B

Intersection Summany

HCM Averages Control Delay 266 HCM Level of Service Cc

HCM Wolume to Cepacity ratio 1.08

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 76.0 Sum of lost lima () 12.0

Intersection Capacity Wtilization 86.5% ICU Level of Service E

Analysis Perigd {min) 15

¢ Critical Lang Group

12/7/2008
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Bel Air Store #5135 Expansion Existing

3: US-50 EB Ramps & Cameron Park Dr. PN Paak
e T i U BV B

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBET NER SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations ) f +4 ooy 44

Ideal Flow {(vphpl} 1800 1800 1800 1800 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 18C0 1800 1800

Tatal Lost time {5) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Lane L. Factor 1,00 1.00 095 1.00 087 085

Frt 1.00 0.85 100 0.85 100 1.0C

Flt Protected 0,85 1.00 100 100 D&S5 1.00

Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1583 3539 1583 3433 3539

Flt Permitted 085 1.00 100 1.00 028 1.00

Satd, Flow [perm) 1770 1583 3539 1683 1002 3538

Volume (vph) 461 0 420 0 0 g 0 BOOD 232 470 740 0

Peak-hour factor, PHF 092 082 092 092 082 09 082 08 082 092 082 0892

Ad). Flow (vph) 501 0 457 0 0 ¥] O 870 252 511 ap4 D

RTOR Reduction {vph} 0 ] 0 ] o 0 0 o 104 0 1] 0

Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 501 457 ] 0 0 0 B70C 148 511 804 4]

Turn Type Perm FPerm Perm Pam

Protected Phases 4 2 &

Permitted Phases 4 4 2 (5]

Actuated Green, G (5) 233 233 447 447 447 447

Effective Green, g {s) 233 223 447 447 447 447

Actuated g/C Ratio 031 0.3 0.5 0589 059 0359

Clearance Time (&) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Vehicle Exiension (&) 20 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 2.0

Lana Grp Cap (vph) 543  d4B5 2081 931 589 2081

wis Ratio Prat 0.25 023

vz Ratio Perm 028 c0.28 005 e0.51

vic Ratlo 092 084 042 016 087 0.39

Unifarm Delay, d1 255 257 8.5 7.1 132 B3

Frogression Factor 100 1.00 100 100 041 047

Incremental Delay, d2 214 289 0.6 D4 1340 0.4

Delay {s) 458 5328 g2 75 185 44

Level of Servica (B ] A A B A

Approach Dalay (=) 406 0.0 d.8 B.a

Approach LOS D A A A

Intersaction Summery

HCM Average Control Delay 20.7 HCM Lavel of Service C

HCM Volume to Capacity ratio ng4

Nctuated Cycle Length (s) 78.0 Sum of lost ime (5) 80

Intersection Capacity Utilization 7T1.1% ICU Level of Service c

Analysis Pariod [min] i5

¢ Crilical Lane Group

1272008
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Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

6: Project Driveway (\West) & Palmer Dr.

Existing
PM Peak

P e ey tESL A
Maovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBEL NBT MNER EBL SBT SER
Lane Configurations s & b T ¥ 4
Sign Contrel Stop Stop Fres Fres
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%
Volume (veh/h) 0 E 15 182 0 T o 128 106 B 457 1
Feak Hour Facter 075 075 075 083 083 083 035 085 085 095 0958 09
Hourly flow rate (vph) 1] ] 20 218 0 B o182 125 8 47d i
Pedestrians
Lane Width (ft)
Walking Speed (ft/s)
Parcant Blockage
Right turn flare [veh)
Median lype Maone MNone
Median storage veh)
Lipslream signal (ft) 656
X, plaloon unblocked
vC, conflicling volume 653 770 477 731 708 214 477 276
vC1, slage 1 conf val
vC2, sloge 2 conf vol
vCu, unblocked vol 853 7r0  aAF7 | 0B 214 477 276
tC, single (s) 7.1 B5 62 7 65 B2 4.1 4.1
tC, 2 stage (8)
tF (s) 35 40 33 35 40 33 22 22
pl queus free % 100 98 97 31 100 9% 100 99
ol capacity (vah/h) 374 320 588 318 357 B2 1085 1286
Direclion, Lane & EE1 WBY1 MNB1 NB2 SB1 SB2
Volume Total 28 228 0 278 g8 477
Volume Left o 218 0 ] g o
Valume Right 20 8 0 128 0 1
oSH 480 328 1700 1700 1286 1700
Volume o Capacity 005 070 000 016 001 028
Queue Length B5th ([) 5 124 0 0 0 0
Control Delay () 130 381 0.0 040 7.8 0D
Lane LOS B E A,
Approach Delay (s) 13.0 3B 0.0 01
Approach LOS B E
Intersection Summarny
Average Delay S0
Intersection Capacity Utilization 43.0% ICU Level of Service A,
Analysis Pariod (min) 15
12/7/2006
Kimley Horn Fage s



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Existing

5: Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (North) PM Paak
. N o TR A

Meovemenl EET EBR WBL WBT NBL NBR

Lane Configurations 1 % 4 wr

Sign Control Frez Free Siop

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Yalume (vehih) 105 28 6 295 1565 10

Feak Hour Factor 088 058 092 0852 0B85 0485

Hourly flow rate (vph) 119 3z 7T 184 1

Pedastrans

Lans Widlh (f1)

Walking Speed (fl/s)

IPercent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type MNone
Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (i) 1190

pX, platoon unblocked

vG, conflicting volume 151 469 135
1, stage 1 conf vol

vwC2, stage 2 cont vol

YCU, unblocked val 151 4565 135
tC, single (s) 4.1 G4 6.2
tC, 2 slage (8)

tF {s) g2 35 33
pl queus frea % 100 &85 a8
aM eapacily (velih) 1430 550 914
Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 WB2 NB1

Valume Telal 151 7 321 206

Volume Left D 7 0D 194

Velume Righl az 5] 0 12

cSH 1700 1430 1700 583

Voluma to Capacity 008 000 018 037

Cuaue Lengih 95th (ft) D 0 D 43

Contrel Celay (s} 0.0 7.5 0.0 15.0

Lane LOS A Lo

Appreach Delay () 0.0 0.2 15.0

Approach LOS c

Intersection Summary

Average Dalay 46

Intersaclion Capacity Utilization 8% ICL Level of Servics A
Analysis Period (min) 5

12712006
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Bel Air Store #515 Fxpansion
4: Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (East)

Existing
P Peak

4+ ey £ NS T F e S

Movemanl EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NER SB8L 58T SEBR
Lane Configurations % s % 15 I &+

Sign Contrel Free Fras Stop Slop

Grada 0% 0% 0% 084
Volume (veh'h) 2 B1 38 Z2 109 1 184 0 3 2 1 4
Peak Hour Factor p78 078 078 0B85 085 085 088 088 0B8 070 070 070
Hourly flow rate (vph) 3 D4 48 26 128 1 220 0 3 3 1 51
Pedeslrians

Lane Width (1)

Walking Speed (fi/s)

Parcent Blockage

Right turn flare [veh)

Median type MNone None
Medlan starage veh)

Upstream signal (it)

pX. platoon unblocked

v, conllicting volume 129 153 320 315 128 293 338 129
vC1, slage 1 conf vol

viC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 129 153 320 315 128 283 338 129
tC, single (s) 4.1 4.1 71 65 82 71 B85 82
IC, 2 stage (5)

tF (s) 2.2 22 35 40 33 8 40 33
p0 queue free % 100 a8 G4 W0 100 100 100 pa
tM capacity (veh/h) 1456 1428 618 588 922 647 671 921
Direction, Lane # ER1 EBZ2 WB1 WBZ NMNB1 SB1

Yolume Tolal 3 153 26 128 224 10

Volume Lell 3 o0 26 o 220 3

Yolume Righl D 48 H 1 3 g

uSH 1456 1700 1428 1700 822 Te2

Volume to Capacity pOoD 009 002 008 038 001

Cueue Length 850 () 0 ] 1 0 41 |

Control Delay {s) 75 0.0 7.8 0.0 140 aa

Lane LO3 & A B A

Approach Delay (=) 0.1 1.3 14.0 23

Approach LOS B )

Intarsection Summary

Average Delay 6.3

Intersection Capaclty Ulilization 32.1% 1CU Level of Service A

Analysis Perlod (min) 15

12712008

Kimlay Hom Page 4



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion
Traffic |mpact fAinalysis

Cameron Park,
Califormia

Appendix C:

Waorksheels for
Existing plus Proposed Project Canditions

[|- Himay-Hom
=1 A Pimalos, Inc

Tabhruary §, 20007



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Existing + PP

1: Palmer Dr. & Cameron FPark Dr. FM Peak
F S AN

Movement WBL WBR HNBU NBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configuralions wn v i + if % 4

Ideal Flow (vphol) 18900 1800 1800 iS00 1800 1800 1800

Lane WWidth 11 13 iz 13 g 13 16

Grade (%) 4% 0% 0%

Total Lost time (5] 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Lane Ulll, Factor 087 1.C0 100 100 1.00 1.00

Fr 1.00 085 100 085 1.00 1.00

Flt Protecied 085 1.00 100 100 085 100

Satd. Flow (prot) 4252 1603 1925 1425 1829 2111

Fit Permitted 085 100 1.00 100 095 100

Satd, Flow (perm) 3252 1603 1925 1425 1829 2111

Walume (vph) 440 180 0 936 66 227 750

Peak-hour faclor, PHF 0,92 092 092 082 082 0582 08582

Ad). Flow (vph) 478 207 0 1017 [} 247  B15

RTOR Reduction (vph) o 167 0 0 16 0 0

Lane Group Flow (vph) 478 40 o 1017 57 247 B15

Turn Type Perm Prot Parm Pl

Protecled Phases B 1 5] 5 2

FPemmilled Phases 8 B8

Actuated Green, G (s} 156 158 308 3968 100 633

Effaclive Green, g (s) 146 148 404 404 80 534

Actuated g/C Ratio 018 018 D53 053 012 070

Clearance Time {s) 30 5.0 48 48 3.0 41

Vehicle Exlensicn (s) 25 25 16 18 3.0 1.5

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 625 308 1023 758 217 1483

vis Ratlo Prot c0.156 cD.53 ch.14 034

vis Ratio Perm 0.02 0.04

vic Ratio 076 013 gga 008 114 055

Linifarm Dalay, d1 281 254 17.7 B7 335 5.5

Frogression Factor 1.00  1.00 058 044 1.00 1.00

Incremental Delay, d2 53 0.1 21.8 0.1 1033 1.5

Dialay () 344 258 32.0 358 1368 6.8

Level of Service G c c A F L

Approach Delay (s) N7 309 372

Approach LOS c 0 D

Intersection Summary

HCM Average Ceontrol Delay s HCM Leavel of Sanvice o

HCM Velumes to Capacity ratio 0.98

Actusted Cycle Length (s) 76.0 Sum of lost time (5) 12.0

Intersection Capacity Ulilization B4.4% ICU Lavel of Service E

Analysis Pericd {min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

12/712008
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Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Existing + PP

2. Country Club Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
A e H g K T &2 L A

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WER NEL MNET NBER SBL SHBT SBR

Lane Configurations L] il L] T LT s +4

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1600 1900 4900 1900 1800 1200 1900 1900 18900 1500 1800 1000

Total Lost time () 4.0 40 40 &0 410 4.0 4.0

Lane Util. Factor 1.00 i.00 100 1.00 1.00 095 085

Fri 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.B7 1.00 .95 0.89

Flt Protected 0.95 1.00 095 1.00 095 1.00 1.00

Sald Flow (pral) 1770 1583 1770 1621 1770 3354 3512

Fit Fermitted 0.95 1.00 095 1.00 0.12 1.00 1.00

Sald. Flow (perm) 1770 15683 1770 1621 219 3354 3512

Wolume (vph) 51 0 150 207 51 3498 138 T34 304 0 1120 64

Feak-hour factor, PHF 082 082 082 0%2 092 092 092 082 092 082 082 08

Adj. Flow (veh) 55 0 183 225 868 430 150 798 428 o 1283 71

RTOR Reduction (vph) o 1] a7 0 144 0 0 a5 1] 0 5 0

Lane Group Flow (vph) 55 0 128 225 352 0 150 1130 ) 0 1354 0

Turn Type Prol custom  Perm Parm

FProtectad Phases 7 B t

Fermilled Phases 4 8 2

Actualed Grean, G (s) 3.2 247 175 175 433 433 4313

Effactive Green, g (s) 3.2 247 175 175 433 433 43.3

Actualed g/C Ratio 0.04 032 023 0323 .57 057 .57

Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Vehicle Extension (5) 3.0 an 30 30 ao 30 3.0

Lane Grp Cap [vph) 75 514 408 373 125 1911 2001

w's Ralic Prol c0.03 c0.22 0.34 0.38

w's Ralioc Perm 008 013 c0.68

wic Ralic 0.73 024 055 094 1.20 059 0.68

Unifarm Delay, d1 36.0 188 258 288 164 108 1.5

Progression Factor 1,00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.08 1.03 1.15

Incremental Delay, 2 306 0z 16 322 135.8 1.1 1.5

Delay (s) 66 6 191 274 &10 1534 120 14.7

Level of Service E B C E F B B

Approach Delay (s) 31.1 50.5 274 14,7

Approach L OS5 c ] c E

Intarsaction Summary

HCM Average Contrel Delay 27.5 HCM Level of Service c

HCM Volume to Capacily ratio 1.11

Actuated Cycle Length (s) 76.0 Sum of lost tims (8) 2.0

Intersection Capacity Utllization BG.9% ICU Levsl of Service E

Analysls Perod (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

12f7/2006

Kimley Horn Page 2



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

Existing + PP

3: US-50 EB Ramps & Camercn Park Dr. PM Peak
# 5 % ¢ T RR T A ey 4

Movemeant EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBEL NBT NBR SBL SBT SER

Lane Configurations =y " 4 w44

Id=al Flow (vphpl) 1000 1800 1900 1900 1900 1900 41800 1500 18900 1800 1900 1900

Tetal Lost time (8) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Lane LKl Factor 1.00 1.00 0895 1.00 097 095

Frt 1.00 085 100 085 100 1.00

Fit Protected 095 1.00 100 100 085 1.00

Satd. Flow (prot) 1770 1583 35393 1583 3433 3538

Flt Parmiltad 095 1.00 100 1.00 023 1.00

Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1583 3539 14583 1001 3538

Volume (vph) 467 0 420 0 0 0 0 801 232 473 a1 Q

Peak-hour factor, PHF 0092 082 09 082 082 098 092 09 092 082 082 092

Adj, Flow (viph) 508 D 457 0 1] 6] D 871 252 514 805 ]

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 0 0 o o 0 o 104 0 ] 0

Lane Group Flaw (vph) 0 508 457 0 0 0 0 871 148 514 205 0

Turn Type Farm Perm Perm  Perm

Prolected Phases 4 2 31

Pemilted Fhases 4 - 2 &

Actuated Grean, G (a) 233 233 447 447 447 447

Effactive Grean. g (s) 233 233 447 447 447 447

Actuated g/C Ratio 0.31 031 059 0589 059 059

Claarance Time (5] 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40

Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 a.0 3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 543 485 081 831 san 2081

vis Ratlo Prot 0.25 0.23

vis Ratio Perm 0.29 ¢0.29 0.09 ¢0.81

Wi Ratio 0.94 084 042 016 087 0349

Uniform Delay, d1 256 257 8.8 7.1 132 B.3

Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 041 Q47

Incremental Delay, d2 236 268 0.8 04 134 04

Delay (s) 482 B26 9.2 75 1848 a4

Leve! of Service C o A A B A

Approach Delay (s) 50.8 0.0 8.8 100

Approach LOS b} A A B

Intersection Summary

HCM Average Control Delay 21.2 HCM Level of Service c

HCM Volume to Capacily ratio 0.20

Actuated Cycls Langlh (2) 5.0 Sum of last tims (8] 2.0

Interzeclion Capeacity Lilization 71.5% ICU Level of Service E

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

12/712006
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Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Existing + PP

&: Project Driveway (West) & Palmer Dr. PM Peak
P Ny vy T Ay <

Wovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SEL SBET SBR

Lane Canfigurations & & N T W T

Sian Conlral Stop top Frae Free

Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%

Vaoluma (vahth) 0 & 15 188 0 7 o 128 112 B 457 1

Peak Hour Faclor 075 075 075 083 083 0B3 08 085 08 055 085 0856

Haourly Mow rate [vph) 1] 8 20 2Z7 0 g g 152 132 B 476 1

Padsstrinns

Lane Width (ft)

Walking Speed (ft/s)
FPercanl Blockage
Righ! turn flare {veh)

Meadian type None Mone

Median slorage veh)

Upstream signal (ft] 744

pX, platocn unblocked

vC, confiicting volume 553 777 477 T ™ 218 477 284

vz, stage 1 cont vol
vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 653 TI7 A&T7 7134 TN 218 477 284
tC, single () 7.1 6.6 6.2 7.1 6.5 652 4.1 4.1
tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 3.5 4.0 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 22 22
pl gqueus free %, 100 S8 a7 28 100 9o 100 8g
cM capacity (veh/h) 374 326 S5BB 317 358 B22 1045 1279
Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 NB1 NB2 5B1 SB2

Volume Total 28 235 0 284 B 477

Valume Left 0 237 0 0 B 0

Valume Right 20 a 0 132 1] 1

o5H 478 324 1700 41700 1278 1700

Violumea o Capacily 008 073 000 017 001 028

Queue Length B5th (f) 5 134 0 0 0 0

Conlral Delay (s) 13.0 407 0.0 0.0 7.8 0.0

Lane LOS B E A

Approach Delay (s) 13.0 407 0.0 0.1

Approach LOS 8 E

Intersection Summary

Average Delay 87

Intersection Capacily Ulilization 48.3% ICL Level of Service A
Anslysis Period (min) 15

12712006

Kimley Hamn Page 8



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

Existing + PP

5: Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (North) FM Peak
- Ny ¥ T N 7

WMovameant EBT EBR WBL WHRT HNBL NBR

Lana Configuralions 1 ® 4+ b

Sign Control Fras Free Siop

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Vaolume (vehih) 105 30 6 205 187 10

Paak Hour Faclor 068 088 092 092 085 0.85

Hourly flow rate (vph) 119 34 T 196 12

FPedeastrians

Lana Width (fl)

Valking Speed (ft/s)

Percent Blockage

Right lurn flare (veh)

Meadian type None

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (ft) 1228

oX, platoon unblocked

VG, conflicting volume 153 470 136

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

Vo2, stage 2 conf vol

v, unblocked vol 153 a7 1368

tC, singls (s) 4.9 8.4 6.2

1, ¥ slage (B)

1F (8) 2.2 35 a3

pl fuens fres % 100 B4 89

aM capacity (vah/h) 1427 54g 812

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 WBZ NB1

Valume Total 153 7T 321 208

Valume Left 0 [ 0 1e8

Wolums Right 34 o 0 12

£SH 1700 1427 1700 562

Velume lo Capacity 008 000 018 037

Ousue Length 95th (ft) 0 1} 1] 43

Contral Delay (s) 0.0 7.5 0.0 151

Lane LOS A c

Approach Delay (s) 0.0 02 15.1

Approach LOS C

Intersection Summary

Avaerage Delay 4.5

Intersection Capacity Utilization 321% ICU Level of Senvice

Analysis Pericd (min} 15

12712006
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Bel Air Stare #515 Expansion

Exisling + PP

4. Palmer Dr. & Projecl Driveway (Easl) P'M Peak
S T 2 T U B SR T

Movement EBL EBT EBR WEL WET WBR HNBL NBT HNBR SBL SBT SER

Lane Configurations % i x T = e

Sign Control Free Free Stop Stop

Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%

Volume (veh/h) 2 B1 41 23 1089 1 195 0 e 2 1 4

Peak Hour Factor 0ye8 o078 078 0B85 0B85 D85 0BS5S 0488 088 070 070 070

Hourly flow rate (vph) 3 104 53 27 128 1 225 0 S 3 1 B

Pedeslrians

Lane Width {ft)

Walking Speed (f/s)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median lvpe Mone Mane

Median storage veh)

Upetream signal (ft)

X, plaloon unblocked

v, conflicling velume 1249 156 324 318 130 286 344 128

vC1, slage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vel

vCu, unblocked vol 129 156 J24 318 130 286 344 128

G, single () 4.1 4.1 7.1 5.9 6.2 71 =) B2

\C, 2 stage (5)

tF (s) 2.2 2.2 3.5 4.0 a3 3.5 40 3.3

p0 queue fres % 100 B3 B3 100 100 100 100 a9

cM capacity (veh/h) 1456 1424 B14 585 920 842 8BS 821

Direction, Lane # EB1 EBZ WB1 WB2? NB1 GS5B1 o

Volume Total 3 188 27 129 230 10

Volume Lefl 3 0 27 0 225 3

Volume Right 0 53 4] 1 5 B

cSH 1456 1700 1424 1700 618 758

Volume to Capacity 000 O0D® 002 008 037 001

Cueue Length 85th {fi) }] 1] 1 0 43 |

Cantrol Delay (s} 7.5 0.0 7.8 D0 142 93

Lane LOS £ A E &

Approach Delay (s) 0.1 1.3 14.2 83

Approach LOS B A

Interseclicn Summarny

Average Delay 6.5

Intersection Capacity Utllization 3B.0% 1CU Level of Service A

Analyeis Period (min) 15

12/7/2006

Kimley Horn Page 4



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
Traflic Impacl Analysis California

Appendix 1):

Approved Projects and Existing plus Approved Frojects (201 1) Traffic Folumes

:I-H Karnioy-Hom February R, 2007
sl Y aod Assocites Inc
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Bel Alr Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
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Bel Air Store #515 Expansion EPAP

1: Palmer Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
v SN a o2 M
Wovemenl WEL WBR NBEU NBT NBER SBL SBT
Lane Cenfigurations 5% Fd S L s
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1800 1800 1500 4500 1800 1500 1900
Lane Width A 13 12 13 = 13 15
Grade (%) 4% 0% 0%
Total Lost time (5) 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 40
Lane LMil. Factor 0.97 1.00 D.95 100 085
Frl 1.00 085 0.99 1.00 1.00
FIt Protected 0.5 1.00 1.00 085 1.00
Sald. Flow (prot) 3252 1603 3632 1629 4011
Fit Permitted 0.85 1.00 1.00 085 1.00
Sald, Flow (pem) 3262 1603 3632 1829 4011
Volume (vph) 430 18 0o 1203 57 232 1147
Peak-hour factor, PHF 092 082 0%2 092 0082 082 0582
Ad). Flow (wph) 487 208 0 1308 62 262 1247
RTOR Reduclion {vph) o 183 4] 5 0 0 s}
Lane Group Flow (vph) 487 45 0 1385 D 252 1247
Turn Type Perm  Prot Prot
Protected Phases B 3 8 7 4
Permitted Phases G
Actualed Green, G (5] 1.5 135 283 119 429
Effective Green, g (s) 14.3 143 283 114 437
Actuated g/C Ratlo 02z 022 0.43 0147 066
Clearance Time (s) 4.8 4.8 3.0 3.5 4.8
Vehicle Extension (s) 1.5 1:5 2.5 3.0 3.0
Lane Grp Cap (vph) 705 347 1657 316 2655
wis Ralic Prot c0.14 c.38 c0.14  0.31
wis Ratlo Perm 0.03
wic Ratlo DEE 013 0.88 0.80 047
Unitarm Delay, d1 238 Z08 17.3 262 5.5
Progression Faclor 1.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 1.00
Incremental Delay, d2 4@ C.8 2.5 131 G.1
Celay (=) 2B5 218 18.5 38.3 56
Level of Service C H B D A
Approach Dalay (s) 254 16.5 11.3
Approach LOS C B B
Intersection Summary
HCM Average Control Delay 162 HCM Level of Service B
HCM Volume to Capacity ratio 0.BO
Actuated Cycle Langth (=) B5.0 Sum of lost time (s} 12.0
Intarzeclion Capacity Utilizalion T0.2% ICU Lavel of Ssnics c
Analysis Parind (mir) 15

c Critical Lane Group

12f7/2008
Kimley Hom Page 1



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion EPAF

2. Country Club Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
2 2y ¢ ks AN o<

Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WET WER NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations ® fud % S % 4 +4

Ideal Flaw (vphpl) 1900 1900 1800 1900 1S00 4900 1800 1800 1800 18900 1800 1900

Total Lost time (5) 4.0 4.0 a0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Lane LKil. Factor 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 D85 0.95

Frt 100 085 1.00 0.87 1.00 085 .99

Fit Protectad 0.95 1.00 095 1.00 0.85 1.00 1.00

Satd. Flow {prot) 1770 1583 4770 1615 770 3384 3505

Flt Parmillad 085 1.00 085 100 014  1.00 1,00

Satd. Flow {perm) 1770 1583 1770 1615 253 33684 3805

Volume (viph) 54 0 152 233 B1 483 142 911 448 o 1571 109

Peak-hour faclor, PHF 0,82 082 082 092 092 092 092 09 082 082 092 092

Adj. Flow (vph) 59 D 185 253 66 525 154 990 448 0 1708 118

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 0 12 0 62 0 0 96 0 0 8 0

Lana Group Flow {vph) 58 D 453 253. 529 0 154 1382 0 0 1818 ]

Turn Type Prot custom  Prot Perm

Frotacted Phases T 3 8 e B

Pearmilted Phases L 2

Actuated Green G (8] 2.4 10.0 148 222 B4 294 28.4

Effective Gresn, g (s) 2.4 10,0 146 222 204 294 284

Actualed g/C Ralio 0.04 015 D22 034 045 045 0.45

Clearance Time [s) 4.0 40 40 40 40 4.0 40

Vehlcle Extenslon (s) 3.0 a0 30 3.0 30 3.0 30

Lane Grp Cap {vph) 64 240 382  B43 113 1488 1561

yis Ratio Prot 0.03 0.14 c0.33 0.41 0.52

wis Ratio Perm c0.10 c0.61

vic Hatio 0.9z 064 065 097 1.6 082 1.16

Uniform Delay, di 3.7 26,3 233 2B 183 17.2 18.3

Frogression Factor 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 030 023 0.83

Incremental Delay, d2 84.8 5.5 36 320 181.8 4.4 ana

Dzlay (s) 116.5 318 270 3386 187.2 g.3 959

Level of Sarvice F G C C F A F

Appraach Delay (s) 241 455 261 g95.9

Appraach LOS D o C F

Intersection Summary

HCM Avarage Cantrel Delay 59.2 HCM Level of Service E

HCM \Volume fo Capacity ratlo 1.8

Actusted Cycle Lenagth (s) G6.0 Sum of losi time {s) 12.0

Intersection Capacity Utilization 104.5% ICU Level of Service €]

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

12/7/2006

Kimley Horn Fage 2



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion
3: US-50 EB Ramps & Cameran Park Dr.

EPAF
FM Pezk

2 =% £S5y PP oL«
Movement FBL. FBT EBER WBL WBT WER NBL NBT NBR SEL SET EBR
Lane Configurations by i 44 LL T = )
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1800 1900 1800 1900 1900 41900 1800 1800 1900 1900 1900 1500
Total Lost time (5) 40 40 40 40 40 40D
Lane Util, Factor 100 1.00 095 100 Q97 095
Fr 100 085 .00 0385 4.00 089
Flt Frotected 085 1.00 1,00 100 085 1.00
Satd. Flow (prat) 1770 1583 3539 1583 3433 3517
FIt Permitted 085 1.00 100 1.00 085 1.00
Sald. Flow (parm) 1770 1583 3539 1583 3433 3517
Velume (vph) 563 0 478 0 0 0 0 805 251 608 B25 36
Peak-hour facter, PHF  0.82 082 082 0% 08 092 0% 092 082 o082 092 092
Adj. Flow (vph) 612 0 521 o 4] 0 o SB4 273 B89 BET 28
RTOR Reduction (vph) o o] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 184 0 5 0
Lane Group Flow (vph) 0 612 &1 0 0 o 0 584 79 6859 93 0
Turn Typa Spht Perm Perm  Praot
Frotected Phases 4 4 2 1 G
Permitted Phasas 4 2
Actualed Green, G [s) 240 240 190 19.0 110 340
Elfective Grean, g (s) 24.0 240 190 19.0 11.0 340
Actuated o/C Ralio 0.36 0.35 g28 028 017 052
Clearance Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
‘ehicle Extension (s} 3.0 30 30 3.0 3.0 a.0
Lane Grp Cap (vph) £44  B7E 1019 4568 674 1812
vis Ratio Prot c.35 cl 28 c0.18 026
vis Ratio Perm 0.33 0.05
vic Ratio D35 0.80 0.87 017 115 0.5
Unitorm Delay, ¢l 204 189 232 7.6 275 108
Prograssion Factor 1.00  1.00 1.00 100 O.851 0.3
Incremeantal Delay, d2 238 176 21.0 08 705 0.1
Delay (s) 442 315 442 184 874 34
Level of Service (B} b D A F A
Approach Delay (s) 412 0.0 Jas 381
Approach LOS (] pil 0 (&
Intersection Summary
HCM Average Control Delay 3s1 HCM Level of Service D
HCM Wolume to Capacity ratio 1.00
Actuated Cycle Length (s) 6.0 Sum of lost tima (s) 12.0
Intersection Capacity Utilization B3.5% ICU Lavel of Senvica E
Analysis Period (min) 13
¢ Critical Lane Group
12772006
Kimley Homn Fage 3



Bel Air Store #515 Expansian
6: Project Driveway (West) & Palmer Dr.

EPAP

PM Peak

= g

> v oA

b # ™ 5 #

—
Movement EBL EBT EBR WBL WEBT WER HNBL NBT NBR 3SBL SBT SBR
Lane Configurations s &s . T w +
Sign Control Stop Stop Free Frea
{Grade 0% 0% 0% %
Volume [veh/h) (1} B8 15 182 2] T 0 129 106 8 457 1
Peak Hour Factor n7s 075 075 083 083 0B3 0BS5S 0B5 0B85 0B5 085 090
Heurly flow rale {(vph) a 8 20 219 0 8 0D 152 125 B 478 1
Pedestrians
Lane \Width (ft}
Walking Speed (ftis)
Percent Blockage
Right turn flare (veh)
Median lype None None
Median storage veh)
Upstream signal (ft) /85
px, platoon unblocked
v, conflicting velume Bhd TTO0 AFT V31 708 214 477 278
VG, stage 1 conf vol
viC2, stage 2 cont vol
VSU, unblocked vol 653 7o arv ™ 708 214 477 276
1, gingle (s) 71 &85 B.2 7.1 8.5 6.2 4.1 4.1
t, 2 alage (8]
tF (=) 35 4.0 33 356 4.0 3.3 22 2.2
pa queue free % 100 58 87 31 100 88 100 89
ch capacity (veh/h) 374 3289 5B8 318 357 826 1085 1288
Direclion, Lane # EE1 WB1 NB1 NB2 SB1 SB2
Volume Total 28 228 0 278 8 477
Volume Lefi o 219 0 0 8 0
Valume Right 20 B 0 125 0 1
cSH 480 328 1700 4700 1285 1700
Valume lo Capacity 008 070 000 018 001 028
Queus Length B5th (f) 5 124 0 0 0 0
Gontrol Delay (s) 13.0 381 0.0 0.0 T8 0.0
Lane LOS B E A
Approach Delay (s) 1.0 381 0.0 01
Approach LOS B E
Intersection Summary
Average Delay 9.0
Intersection Capacity Litilizstion 48 0% ICU Level of Semvice A
Analysis Pericd (min) 15
12712006
Kimlzy Horn Page &



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

EPAP

3. Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (North) PM Paak
- N ¢ TN 7

Movement EBT EBR WBL WBT NBL HNER

Lane Configuralicns B % 4 ¥

Sign Control Free Free Stop

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Volume (veh/h) 105 28 & 285 165 10

Peak Hour Factor 0.8 088 Q82 082 085 085

Hourly flow rate (vph) 118 3z 7 32 154 12

Pedestrians

Lane \Width (ft)

Walking Speed (ft/s)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type MNane

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (k) 1286

pX, platoon unblocked

v, conflicting volume 151 469 135

vC1, stage 1 conl vol

w2, slage 2 conl vol

viu, unblocked val 151 469 135

IC, single (8) 4.1 G.4 5.2

IC, 2 stage ()

IF (s} 2.2 3.5 3.

p0 queue free % 100 B85 ag

el capacily (vehih) 1430 280 914

Direction, Lane # EBYT WB1 WB2 NB1

Valume Total 151 7 311 206

Volume Lel 0 7 0 154

Vaolume Right a2 0 0 12

cEH 1700 1430 700 563

Volume to Capacity pCog Q.00 D18 037

Quaue Length 95th (ft) i o o 42

Cantrol Delay (s) 0.0 V.5 00 150

Lane LOS A C

Approach Delay () 2.0 02z 15.0

Approach LOS c

Interseclion Summary

Average Delay 46

Inlegrsection Capacty Uidlzation 31.8% ICH) Laval of Service

Analysis Perlod (min) 15

12712006

Kimley Hom Fzage 5



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

4: Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (East)

EPAP

PM Paak

P i Ny T ANR T AN L &
WMovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WER NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SBR
Lana Configurations b | 13 ki B i 4
Sin Control Fres Free Stop Hlap
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%
Volume {vehih) 2 81 38 22 109 1 194 ad 3 2 1 4
Peak Hour I aclor 076 078 078 085 0B85 0B85 068 088 088 070 070 070
Hourly flow rate [vih) 3 104 48 26 128 1 220 0 3 3 1 B
Pedestrians
Lana Width (fi)
Walking Speed (ft/s)
Percent Blockage
Right lurn flare {veh)
WMedian type Mone Mone
Median storage veh)
Upstream signal {f)
pA, platcon unblocked
vC, conflicting welume 129 153 320 35 128 283 338 1249
vC1, stage 1 conf vol
viC2, stage 2 conf vol
vCu, unblocked vol 128 153 326 315 128 283 338 129
IC, single (s} 4.1 4.1 7.1 6.5 G2 . 8.5 6.2
I, 2 elage (s)
IF (&) 2.2 232 3.5 4.0 3.3 358 4.0 3.2
pl queus free ¥ 100 S8 B4 00 100 100 100 89
cM capacily (vehih) 1458 1428 18 589 922 847 571 921
Direction, Lane # EB1 EBz WB1 WB2 NB1 SB1
Volume Total 3 153 26 120 224 10
Volume Left 3 0 28 o 220 3
Volume Righl 3] 49 o : | 3 g
cSH 1458 1700 1428 1700 622 T2
Volume te Capacity oo 009 o002 o008 0358 0O
Curue Length 95th (it) 0 0 1 1] 41 1
Contrel Delay (s) T8 0.0 7.6 0o 140 8.4
Lane LOS A A B g
Appraach Delay (s) C.1 13 14.0 a4a
Approach LOS B &
Intersection Summary
Average Delay 6.3
Intersection Capacity Ulilization 32 1% ICU Level of Service A
Angzlysis Period (min) 15
12712006
Kimley Horn Fage 4



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
Traffic Impact Analysis Califormiz

Appendix I

Waorksheets for
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Bel Air Store #5185 Expansion

EPAP + PP

1: Palmer Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. FM Peak
N

Mavernent WEL WBR HNBU HNBT NBR SBL SBT

Lane Configurations L ul a *h L

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1800 1500 1800 1900 1900 1900 1800

Lane \Wfidth 11 ] 12 13 g 13 16

Grade {%) 4% 0% 0%

Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 4.0

Lane Wil Facter 0.87 1.00 0.85 1.00 0.85

Fri 1.00 0.85 0.99 1.00 1.00

Fll Prolectad 095 1.C0 1.00 0.95 1.00

Satd. Flow [prot) 3252 1603 3829 1829 4011

Fll Permillad 0.95 1.00 1.00 0,85 1.00

Satd. Flow (parm) 3252 1603 3629 1829 4071

Volume (veh) 440 183 0 1203 66 234 1147

Peak-hour faclor, PHF 082 052 0Bz 082 082 082 0392

Ad). Flow (veh) 478 210 0 1308 72 254 1247

RTOR Reduction (vph) 0 1654 0 5 0 0 0

Lane Group Flow [vgh] 478 46 0 1375 0 254 1247

Turn Type Perm Prot Prot

Frolecled Phases & 3 8 7 q

Fermillad Phases B

Actualed Grean, G (g) 13,7 137 2581 11.8 427

Effective Gresn, g () 14.5 148 28.1 11.4 435

Actualed g/C Ratio 022 022 043 017 068

Clearance Time () 4.8 4.8 3.0 as 4.8

Vehicle Extension (5) 1.5 5 25 3.0 3.0

Lane Grp Cap {vph) 714 352 1545 316 2644

vis Ratio Prol c0.15 cD.38 ch14 0.3

vis Hatio Parm 0.03

wit: Ralio 0.87 0123 0.89 oan 047

Lniform Delay, d1 236 207 17.5 262 58

Frogression Factor 1.00 1.00 0.81 100 1.00

Incremental Delay, d2 4.9 03 25 137 01

Delay {5} 2885 25 174 40.0 57

Level of Service C C B O A

Approach Delay (s) 26.4 17 11.5

Approach LOS C B B

Intersection Summary

HCM Average Conirel Delay 16.5 HCM Level of Sarvica E

HCM Volume to Capacity ralio 0.81

Actusted Cycle Lenagth (5) 6.0 Sum of losi time (5) 12.0

Intersection Capacity Wtilization 70.8% ICU Level of Service C

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Critical Lane Group

1272006

Kimley Horr Page 1



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion EPAFP + PP

2: Country Club Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
A sy 7oAt 2 M

IMovement EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NER SBL SBT SBR

Lane Configurations ™ r % t. ke +4 44

|daal Flow {vphpl) 1900 1800 1%90C 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1900 1800 1800

Tetal Lost time (5) 4.0 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Lane LKil, Factor 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 0495 0.95

Frt 1.00 085 1.00 O-87 1.00 095 0.85

Flit Protectad D.os 100 095 1.00 0.95 1.CO 1.00

Satd, Flow (prat) 1770 1583 1770 1814 1770 3365 3508

FIl Parmitiad Des 100 095 1.00 Q.14 1.00 1.00

Satd. Flow (perm) 1770 1583 1770 1614 253 3365 3505

Volume {vph) 54 0 152 233 Bf 485 142 818 449 0 1881 109

Peak-hour factor, PHF 082 092 092 0582 082 0982 082 082 082 0% 082 082

Adj. Flow (vph) 59 g 185 253 66 HZ7 154  BS8 488 a 17m& 118

RTCR Reduction (veh) i 0 12 0 61 4] 0 85 0 (V] g 0

Lane Group Flow {vph) 58 0 153 253 532 0 154 1301 0 0 1828 0

Tum Type Frol cusiom Prot Perm

Protected Phases 7 3 B 2 L&}

Frarmitted Phazes 4 2

Actualed Green, G (8) 24 00 146 222 294 294 28.4

Effective Graan, g {s) 24 100 146 222 284 294 294

Actuated o/C Ratio 0.04 0.15 022 0234 045 045 045

Clearance Time (s} 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

Vehicle Extension (s} 3.0 30 30 a0 3.0 30 3.0

Lane Grp Cap (vph) 64 240 382 543 113 14909 1561

wis Ratio Prot 0.03 0.14 033 .41 0.52

ws Ratio Perm c0.10 c0.61

wic Ralio 0.82 054 065 028 138 0.93 1.17

Uniferm Delay, d1 Ny 283 233 217 183 17.3 18.3

Progression Faclor 1.00 .00 1.00 1.00 030 0238 0.84

Incremenlal Delay, d2 = 848 b.5 36 330 181.5 46 83.5

Celay (s) 116.5 e 270 547 187.0 96 98.7

Level of Service F C C o F 4 F

Approach Delay (s) 541 46.4 263 8.7

Approach LOS B} b c F

Intersection Summary

HCM Average Control Delay B0.7 HCM Level of Service E

HCM Volume to Capacity ralio 1.19

Actuated Cycle Langlh (s) B5.0 Sum of lost time (5) 12.0

Intersection Capacity Utilization 104.5% ICU Level of Service G

Analysis Period (min) 15

¢ Crftlcal Lane Group

12/7/20086

Kimley Horn Page 2



Bel Air Store #515 Expansian
3: U5-50 EB Ramps & Cameron Park Dr.

EPAP + PP

PM Peak

S e T T
Mavemeni EEL EBT EBR WEBL WBT WBR NBL NBT NBR SBL SBT SER
Lene Configurations T i +4 f %5 44
ldeal Flow (viphpl) 1800 1900 1800 1800 1BOO 1500 1200 1900 1900 1900 1200 900
Total Lost time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 40 440
Lane ULl Factor .00  1.00 0495 100 097 085
Fri 1.00 0Q.BS 100 085 100 0289
FIt Protaciad pos  1.00 100 100 095 1.00
Satd Flow (prol) 1770 1583 3539 1583 3433 3517
FlIt Permilted 0.es  1.00 100 1.00 085 1.00
Sald. Flow (perm) 1770 1583 3538 1583 3433 3517
Velume (vph) 568 0 478 0 4] 0 0 908 251 609 B26 36
Peak-hour factor, PHF 082 0.82 0% 092 0982 0% 09 082 082 082 082 092
Adj. Flow (vph) 618 0 51 0 4] 0 0 9S85 273 662 Bod 38
RTOR Reduction {vph) 0 0 ] 0 a 0 0 0 194 0 5 0
Lane Group Flow {vph) 0 6818 51 0 ] 0 0 93s 79 682 932 0
Turn Type Split Perm Perm  Prol
Protected Phases 4 4 2 1 G
Permilled Phasas 4 2
Actuated Graen, G (8] 240 240 180 18.0 11.0 340
Effective Green, g (s) 240 240 1940 180 110 340
Actualed g/C Rallo 0.36 0,36 028 028 D017 0.52
Clearance Time () 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Vehicle Extenslon (s) 3.0 3.0 30 A0 30 30
Lane Grp Cap (vph) B44  57B 1019 458 572 1812
wis Hatio Prol £0.35 cl 24 c0.18 0.27
w's Ralic Perm 0.33 0.05
vic Ralic 098 050 09y 017 146 0.51
Umnifarm Delay, d1 20,5 188 232 1176 275 106
Progression Factor 1.00 1.00 100 100 0861 oM
Incremental Delay, d2 255 1786 212 g8 728 0O
Celay (s) 46,0 3JIT7T5 444 184 896 34
Level of Service 0 D D B F A
Approach Delay (5) 421 0.0 a5 38.1
Approach LOS i} & O ]
Intersection Summary
HCM Average Cantrol Delay 39.8 HCM Level of Sarvice o
HCM Volume to Capacity ratlo 1.00
Actuated Cycle Length (5) 66.0 Sum ef lost tima (s) 12.0
Intersection Capacity LHilizztion 83.8% ICU Level of Service E
Analysis Period (min) 15
¢ Critical Lans Group
12/7/2006
Kimley Hom Page 3



Bel Air Store #5135 Expansion
6: Project Driveway (West) & Palmer Dr.

EPAP + PP

P Peak

S T S N Y R
Movement EBL EBT EBRE WEL WBT WBR NEL NET NBR SBL SBT 3BR
Lane Configurations & N L ¥ b
=ign Control Stop Stop Fras Frez
Grade 0% 0% 0% 0%
Valume (vahih) 0 B 15 188 ¥ 7 g 128 112 8 457 i
Feak Hour Faclor a¥ys 0758 075 083 0832 083 085 085 085 €95 095 D096
Hourly flow rate (vih) 0 ) 20 227 0 ) g 1152 132 B 478 i
Pedestrians
Lane Width (ft)
Walking Speed (ft/s)
Percent Blockage
Right turn flare {veh)
Median typa None MNone
Median storage veh)
Upstream signal (/) 770
pX, platoon unblocked
v, conflicting voluma GS3  TIT 47T T34 T11 M8 477 284
w1, atage 1 conl vol
vC2, stage 2 conl vol
vCu, unblocked val B53 777 477 Va4 T11 218 477 284
1C, single (s) 71 &5 82 71 65 82 41 4.1
{C, 2 stage (s}
iF (s} 35 40 33 35 40 33 22 2.2
pl queue free % 100 g8 o7 28 100 89 100 by
cM capacity (veh/h) 374 326 588 317 356 B22 1085 1278
Direclion, Lane # EBE1 WB1 NB1 NB2 SB1 EB2
Volume Total 28 235 0 284 8 477
Volume Lefl ¢ 237 (1] 0 8 o
Volume Right 20 B o 132 o 1
cEH 478 324 1700 1700 1278 1700
Volume to Capacily Do 073 000 017 001 028
Queus Length 95th (ft) 5 134 v il 0 o
Contral Delay (5) 130 407 0O oo 7.8 0.0
Lane LOS B E A
Approach Delay (&) 13.0 407 0.0 0.1
Appreach LOS B E
Intarseclion Summary
Average Delay 8.7
Intersection Capacity Utilization 48.3% ICU Level of Service A
Analysis Period (min) 15
120712005
Kimley Haorn Page 6



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

EPAP + PP

5. Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (North) PM Peak
- N v TN A

Movement EET EBR WBL WET NEL NER

Lane Cenfigurations 1 " 4 yr

Sign Contrel Fres Free Stop

Grade 0% 0% 0%

Volumea (vaehih) 105 20 & 285 1687 10

Peal Hour Factor 0886 0588 052 092 0B85 085

Hourly fow rate (vph) 119 4 T 321 196 12

Pedestrians

Lane Widlh (Tt}

Walking Speed (fi's)

Fercent Blockage

Right turn flare {veh)

Medlan type Mane

Medlan storage veh)

Upstream signal (k) 1317

pA, platoon unblocked

vz, canflicting volume 153 470 135

V1, stage 1 conl vol

viZ2, stage 2 conl vol

wCu, unbloncked val 183 470 136

I, single (s) 4.1 6.4 6.2

IC, 2 stage {3)

IF (s5) 22 3.5 3.3

pD queue frec % 100 £4 g4

cM capacity (vehfh) 1427 548 912

Direction, Lane # EB1 WB1 WB2 NB1

Volume Total 153 73 208

Volume Lefl 0 7 0 196

Wolume Right 34 0 0 12

cSH 1700 1427 1700 582

Volume 1o Capacity D08 000 018 037

Queue Length 95th (ft) 0 0 D 43

Cantrol Delay (s) 0.0 7.5 on 451

Lane LOS A C

Approcach Delay (s) 0.0 0.2 15.1

Approach LOS c

Inlarsaclion Summary

Average Delay 4.6

Intersection Capacity Utilization 32.1% IC1U Level of Service

Analysis Period (min) 15

12472008

Kimley Horn Page 5



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion
4: Palmer Dr. & Project Driveway (East)

EPAP + PP
P Peak

A ey ¢y ANt AL

Moveament EBL EBT EBR WBL WBT wBlk NBL HNBT NBR SBL &SBT SER
Lane Configurations % gre % = % i

Sign Contral Fres Fras Stop Siop

Grada 0% 0% 0% 0%
Volume (veh/h)} 2 B1 41 23 109 1 198 0 4 2 1 4
Peak Hour Factor 0vy8 078 07V8 085 085 085 088 088 0B3 0V0 070 0O.70
Hourly flow rate (vah) 3 104 53 27 128 1 225 0 5 3 1 (5]
Pedeslrians

Lane Widlh (ff)

Walking Speed (ft/s)

Percent Blockage

Right tum flare {veh)

Median type MNone Mane
Median slorage veh)

Upstream signal (ft)

pX, plaloon unblecked

w3, conflicting volumse 128 156 324 319 130 206 344 128
vwC1, slage 1 confvol

wC2, elage 2 conf vol

vwCu, unblocked vol 129 156 324 318 130 286 244 128
tC, single (8} 4.1 4.1 T4 6.5 6.2 7.1 6.5 6.2
IC, 2 stags (s)

IF (s) 2.2 22 5 40 3.3 35 40 3.3
pl quaue free % 100 o8 63 100 100 100 100 99
e capacly (vehih) 14£8 1424 614 585 920 B42 586 9
Direction, Lane # EE1 EB2Z WEB1 WBZ NB1 SB1

Volume Total 3 156 27 128 230 10

Vaolume Lef 3 0 27 0 225 3

Volume Right 0 53 0 1 5 B

c5H 1456 1700 1424 1700 @618 V55

Volume to Capacily noo 008 002 008 037 0.01

Cueus Length 258th (1) (§] o 1 0 43 1

Cantrol Delay (s) 7.5 0.0 7.6 0.0 142 9.8

Lane LOS A A B A

Approach Delay (5) 0.1 1.3 14.2 g8

Approach LOS B A

Interseclion Summary

Lverage Delay 8.5

Intersection Capacity Ltilization 3B.0% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

12772006

Kimley Horn Pags 4



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park,
Traffic Impact Analysis Califarnia

Appendix G:

Warksheets for
{ntersection Quening Analysis

m- KETley-Hom Fehruary 8, 2007
By e Asstimales, Ine



Bel Air Store #515 Expansian Existing
1: Palmer Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
v S~ v o2 M
Lane Group WBL WBR MNBU NBT HMNBER SBL SBT
Volums (vph} 430 188 0 835 5 225 T80
Peak Hour Faclor 002 092 0852 082 0982 082 082
Adj Flow (vph) 487 204 0 1017 62 245 815
Lane Group Flow (vigh) 487 204 0 1017 62 245 815
vi: Ratio 078 043 pes 008 113 055
Control Dalay o0 70 358 32 1348 7.4
Quaue Delay 0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 27.0 7.0 362 32 1398 7.8
Queue Length 650th (ft) 108 o 254 1 ~-137 180
Cueue Length 95th (ft) 145 48 m#718 m4  #¥27¥2 292
Internal Link Dist (1) 240 433 7051
Tumn Bay Length (fi) 160 100 150
Base Capacity {vph) 817 556 1027 V73 217 1488
Starvation Cap Reductn D 0 5 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reducin 0 0 0 ] a a
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 1] 0 o 0
Redueed vic Ratia 057 0.37 100 008 113 0.55
Intersection Summary
~  Volume exceeds capacily, gueue |s theoretically infinite,
Oueus shown is maximum afler two cycles,
#  95th percentlle volume exceeds capacity, gueue may be longer
Queus shown |5 maximum after twe cycles
m  Volume for 51 percentile queue is meterad by upstream signal.
Queues
Kimley Horn Page 1



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

Existing + PP

1: Palmer Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. Pl Peak
v e b2

Lane Group WBL WBR NEU NBET NER G&BL SBT
Valume (voh) 440 180 0O %936 66 227 780
Paak Hour Faclor 082 062 082 082 052 082 092
Adj Flow (vph) 478 207 o 1017 T2 247 B15
Lana Group Flow (vph) 478 207 0 1017 72 247 B15
vwic Ratio 076 043 100 008 114 055
Conlral Delay 271 £.9 37.0 3.1 137.8 7.8
Huaue Delay 0.0 Do 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay ara 5.9 361 3.1 1378 7.4
Queue Length 50th (M) 111 0 254 1 ~138 153
Queye Length D5th () 148 48 m#7I7 mS #2758 292
Internal Link Dist (1t) 240 433 1051
Turn Bay Length (ft) 160 100 150
Base Capacity (vph) B17 558 1022  7¥2 217 1482
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 & 4] ] 0
Spillback Cap Reducln 0 0 0 0 Q 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced vic Ratlo 0.68 0.37 1.00 009 114 055
Intersection Summary
~ ‘olume exceeds capacily, queue is theoratically Infinfte.

Queua shown is maximum after two cycles.
#  951ih percentile velume excesads capacity, queus may be longer

Queue shown is maximum afler two cycles,
m Volume for 85th percentile queue Is metered by upsiream signal
Queues
Kimley Hem Page 1



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion

EPAP

1: Palmer Dr. & Cameran Park Dr. PM Paak
v a2

Lane Group wWBL WEBR NBU NBT NER SBL SHT
Yolume {(vph) 430  1&1 0 1203 57 232 1147
Peak Hour Factar 082 082 0592 092 082 052 09
Adj. Flow (veh) 487 208 0 1308 B2 252 1247
Lane Group Flow (vph) 4687 208 0 1370 0 252 1247
vic Ratio 088 041 D.28 080 047
Control Delay 282 80 20.1 48.7 B85
Queue Dalay 0.0 0o 0.0 0.0 00
Total Delay 28.2 5.0 201 48.7 8.5
Quaua Length 50th (f) 8D 0 230 87 102
Cueue Length 95th () 122 43 m#383 #202 179
Internal Link Dist (ft) 240 433 612
Turn Bay Length (ft) 180 150
Ease Capacity (vph) 1036 Bb2 1562 333 2655
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 Q
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 i} 0 0
Reduced vic Ratio D45 032 0.BB 076 047
Interseclion Summary
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queus may bs longer

Qusue shown s maximum after two cycles.
m o Volume for 951h percentile queus Is metered by upsirasm signal,
Queues
Kirmley Hern Paga 1



Bel Air Store #515 Expansion EPAP + PF
1: Palmer Dr. & Cameron Park Dr. PM Peak
v~ a b2
Lane Graup wWoL WBR NBU NWNBT NBR SBL  SEBET
Volume (vph) 440 183 0 1203 66 234 1147
Peak Hour Factor g2 092 0892 092 082 082 0.8
Adj. Flow [vphi 478 210 0 1308 72 254 1247
Lane Group Flow (vph) 478 210 0 1380 0 254 1247
wic Ratlo DE7 Ol 0.89 D80 047
Control Delay 28.2 59 20.8 47.2 6.7
Cueus Delay 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 282 59 20.9 472 6.7
Queue Length S0th (ft) 02 0 239 g8 104
Clueue Length B5th () 125 43 m#399 #204 182
Internal Link Dist (ft) 240 433 812
Turn Bay Length (i) 180 150
HBase Capacily (vph) 1035 653 1548 333 2842
Starvalion Cap Reductn 8] o 0 7] 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 o 0
Slorage Cap Reductn 8] o 0 o 0
Reduced vic Ralio 046 032 D88 0.76 047
Intersection Summany
# B5th percenlile volume exceeds capacity, gqueue may be longer,
Cueue ehown i3 maximum after two cycles.
m  Velume for 85ih percentile queue is metered oy upstream signal
Qucues
Kimley Hom Page 1



:=D ?m%m Inc.

L]
March 8, 2007 Sulia 120

1430 Shie Orakn Fhlju i
Mr, Mel Pabalinas, Senior Plenner @;ﬂla' aomia

LIl Dorado County Planning Department
4950 Hillsdale Circle, Suite 100
El Dorado Hills, California 95762

Re: Response to Comments
Bel Air Store #5135 Expansion — Cameron Park

Dear Mr. Pabalinas:

As you are aware, the Bel Air Store #3515 Expansion Project is located within the
existing Goldorado Shopping Center along Palmer Drive in Cameron Park. i
has been brought to my attention that both the individual Bel Air Store expansion
project and the shopping center, as a whole, have Floor Area Ratios (FAR) of
0.26. Furthermore, | understand that the current General Plan documenialion
cslablishes a FAR of 0.25 as the threshold.

According to the £7 Docudn County Environmental Avsessment of General Plan
Policy Modifications (July 2004), "FAR policies have the potential to gensrate
sufficicnt Iraffic to cause inconsistencies with traffic level of service (LOS)
policies and to increase duily and peak hour traftic,..”

As documented in our February 8, 2007 Traffic impact Analysix for this project,
while the proposed projec! increases traftic on the surrounding roadway network,
it is not anticipated to result in traffic levels of service that are inconsistent with
the Coumty’s policies. The proposed project’s FAR of 0.26 does not create
significant impacts =l the transportation facilities included in our analvsis.

Please contact me at (916) 797-3811 if vou have any questions or requirs
additional information

Very truly vours,
KIMLEY-TIORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
el 605

Matthew D. Weir, P.E.. T.E.
Froject Manager

ce: Mr. Mike (ates, Ralev's

TFL 6 757 XE11
FAX TG THT 380



) Kimley-Horn
e | ISR rﬁ and Associates, Inc.

]
517 Fourlh Avenua
Suika 304
San Do, Colifamin
ekl
January 11, 2007
Mr. Mike Gates
Ralev's
300 West Capitol Avenue
West Sacramento, California 93605-2694
Res Bel Air Store #515 Expansion Cameron Park, Califomia = Vehicular

T'ratiic Woise Assessment

Dyear Mr. Gates:

At vour request, Kimley-Hom and Associates, Inc. (KHA) conducted an
assessment of potential noise impacts resulting from the proposed Bel Air Store
315 Expansion located at 3510 Palmer Drive in the Guldorado Shopping Center
in Camcron Tark (the “proposed preject” or “project™ (Figure 1). The
assessment focuses on vehicular traffie noise based on a telephone conversation
on December 7, 2006 with Romme! Pahalinas at the 1] Dorado County Planning
Department.  The project consists of 4 9,777 sf expansion to the existing Bel Air
Store. Access to the sile is provided from five driveways localed ulong Cameron
Park Drive and Palimer Drive (Tigure 2),  The following presents our findings.

Environmental Naise Background

Sound is a physical phenomenon consisting of minute vibrations that travel
through a# medium, such as air, and arc sensed by the human ear. Sound is
generally characterized by several variables, including frequency and intensity.
Trequency describes the smumd's pirch and is measurad in cyeles per second, or
hertz {Hz), whereas intensity describes the sound’s loudness and is measured in
decibels (dB). Decibels are measured using z loparithmic sczle. A sound level of
0 dB is approximately the threshold of human hearing snd is barely audible under
extremely quist listening conditions. Nurmal spesch has a2 sound level of
approximarely 60 dB. Sound levels shove abown 120 @8 bagin to be fell inside the
human ear as discomfort and eventually 25 pain at stll higher levels. The
minimum change in the sound level of individual events that an average human
ear can delect is about 3 dB. The average person perceives a change in sound
level of about 10 dB as a doubling of the sound’s loudness: this ralation holds true

&
TEL Gi% 234 a1
FAX G18 234 ea3z

ATTACHMENT 4
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for sounds of any loudness. Sound levels of typical noise sources and
environments are provided in Table 1.

Recause of the logarithmic nature of the decibel unit. sound levels cannot be
added or subtracted directly and are somewhat cumbersome to handle
mathematically. A simple rule is usetul, however, in dealing with sound levels. I
e sound’s infensity is doubled, the sound level increases by 3 dB, regardless of the
inilial sound level. Thus, for example, 60 dB + 60 dB = 63 dB, and 80 dB + 80 (D
= ki di3,

The normal human car can detect sounds that range in frequency from about 20
Hz 10 20,000 Hy. However, all sounds in this wide range of frequencies are not
heard cyually well by the human ear, which is most sensitive to frequencies in the
range of 1,000 Hz to 4,000 Hz. This frequency dependence can be taken into
sceount by applying a correction to each frequency range to approximate the
human ear's sensitivity within each range. This is called A-weighting and is
commonly used in measurements of community environmental noise. The A-
weighted sound pressure level (abbreviatad as dBA) is the sound level with the
“A-weighting”™ frequency correction. In practice, the level of a noise source is
conveniently measured using a sound level meter that includes a filler
correésponding to the dBA curve,

Because community noise fMuctuates over time, a single measure called the
Liquivalent Sound Level (Leq) is often used to deseribe the lime-varying character
of communily noise. The Leq is the encrpy-aversged A-weighted sound level
during u measured time interval, and is equal to the level of a continuous steady
sound containing the same total acoustical cnergy over the averaging time prerivel
as the actual time-varying sound.

Community Noise Eyuivalent Level (CNLL) is an adjusted averape A-weighted
sound level for a 24-hour day. It iz calculated by adding a 5-dB adjustment to
sound levels during evening hours (7:00 pon. o 10:00 pm.) and a 10-dB
adjustmen! o sound levels during nighttime hours (10:00 pm. 1@ 7:00 a.m.).
These adjustments compensate for the increased sensitiviny o noise during the
typically quieter evening and nighttime hours. The CNEL is used by the Stute of
California and El Dorado County to evaluate land-use compatibility with regril
to noise,

Applicable Standards

The following is summarized from the El Dorado Coumty General Plan Public
Health, Salety and Noise Element:
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Policy 6.5.1.1 Where noisc-sensitive land uses are proposed in arcas
exposed 1o cxisting or projected exterior noise levels (lransportation noise
sources) exceeding the levels specified in Tahle 2 an acoustical analvsis shall be
required as part of the environmental review process so that noise mitigation My
be included in the pruject design.

Noise sensilive receptors are land uses associated with indoor and/or outdoor
activitics that may be subject to stress and/or significant interference from noise.
In El Dorado County they include residential dwellings, transient lodging,
hospitals, nursing homes, churches, educational facilities and libraries. Tndusirial,
commercial, agricultural and urban reserve land uses are generally not considered
sensitive to smbient noise. As shown in Table 2, exterior sound levels from
trunsportation sources up to 60 dBA CMEL are compatible with noise-sensitive
land uses,

Assessment

Major roadways in the projeet vicinity include US Route 30 (US-50), Cameron
Park Drive and Palmer Drive.  The following are descriptions of theses
roadways:

U'S-50 is an cast-west freeway located south of the project site. Generally, US-50
serves all of Ll Doredo County’s major populution centers and provides
connections to Sacramento County to the west anid the State of Nevada to the east.
Access 1o the project site from UIS-50 is provided at Cameron Park Drive. Within
the general project area, 1JS-30 currently serves approximately 63,000 Average
Daily Trips (ADT) with two iravel lanes in each direction (Kimley-Horn and
Associales, 2006),

Cameron Park Drive is a two-lane arferial roadway that pensrally traverses north
antl south connecting Green Valley Rnad an the north with 1US-50 on the south.
In the vicinity of the project site, Cameron Park Drive serves approximalely
24,300 ADT,

Palmer Drive is an east-west roadway that provides access to numerous
commercial and office developments located east of Cameron Park Drive. Paliner
Dirive currently seérves approximately 9,400 AIYT fust sast of Cameron Park Drive,

The existing ADT from the shopping center is 8,877 vehicles. The proposed
project would increase the number of daily wips by 378 vchicles o a total of
9,235 (Kimlev-Hom and Associates, 2008),
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Single-family and multi-family residences and an assisted living Tand use are
located in the praject vicinily at various distances from 11S-30, Cameron Drive
and Palmer Drive.  Acoustical caleulations were performed to estimate the
existing traffic noise level and the tmlfie noisc level after implementation of the
praject, at 75-feet from the centerlines of the roadway. near these residences.
Caleulalions were also performed estimate the linc-of-sight distance to noise
vontours in 5>-dBA increments, beginning al 60 dBA CNEL. The calculations
were performed using the Federal Highway Administration’s Traffic Noise Model
version 2.5 (FHWA 2004). The average vehicle speed was modeled at 65 miles
per hour (mph) un US-50, 45 mph on Cameron Park Drive and 35 mph on Palmer
Drive.  The vehicle mix was assumed to be 94% car samd 6% trucks on US-30,
and 98% cars and 2% wtucks on Camerun Park Drive and Palmer Drive. ‘The
results of vehicular traffic noise modeling are presented in Table 3. The actual
sound level al any location is dependent upon such factars as the source-ln-
receptor distsmee and the presence of intervening structurcs, harriers, and
topography and may be less than the calculated value.

Findings

A review of Table 3 shows that the existing vehicular traffic noise level at 75 feet
from the centerline of the roadway is approximately 63 dBA CNLL along Palmer
Drive, 68 CNEL dBA along Cameron Park Drive and 75 dBA CNEL along US-
50. Existing sound levels at residential building fagades may exceed 60 dBA
CNEL if located within the noise contour identifiad in the table and in dircet line-
of-sight 10 the roadway. The proposed project would increase the daily traffic
volume from the shopping center by approximately 378 vehicle trips.  The
increase traffic would increase vehicular traffic noise by up to 0.1 dBA at anv
aiven location. Scund level variations of less than 3.0 dBA are not detectable by
the typical human ear. Therclore, the proposed project would not signiticantly
increase the ambienl noise environment,

This concludes the assessment Please comtact us if vou have any further
questioms.

Sincerely,

KMMLEY-IIORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.

e /8

By: Jefirey D. Fuller INCE REITS
Senior Project Manager/Senior Acoustician
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Attachmenls:

References

Table 1 Sound Levels of Typical Noise Sources and Noise Environments

Table 2 Maximum Allowable Noise Exposure For Transportation Noise Sources
Table 3 Calculated Vehicular Traffic Sound Level

Figure | Project Vicinity Map

Figure 2 Project Site Plan
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Table 1
. Sound Levels of Typival Noise Sources and Noise Environments
Human Judgment
Noise Source X ANeighted of Moise Loudness
(at Given Distance) Mot Emvirzment Saund Level {Relative to Referance
Loudness of 70 Daclbals")
Mililary et Takeolf i =,
G ﬂ.?gmumn' 50 ) Camiar Shght Dexck 140 Devibats 1283 fimes ag loud
Civi! Deferse Sirsn (100 K) 30 6 times a5 faug
Commencla Jot Take-off | - 32 times as laud
o-aff (200 M) 120 Threshold of Pain
. ,’ Rock Musle Concorl ;
IPiia Dirdvar (57 H) Insides Sutmay 51806 (New York] 10 15 times s loud
A bulanoe Son (100 1) i I
Mews paper Pracs (611 100 times an loud
G Lawn Mowar (3 f) Vary Laud
Food Blender (3 1) Bsiar Reom
Proplion Plane FHyceer [1,000 1) g BT ST Y a0 4 limas a5 oo
Diese! Truck (150 1) Frining Prezs Piant
Garbage Caposal (3 1) Meisy Urben Daytime 80 2 tirmas as lowd
Passanger Car, 65 mph (25 1)
Living Ream Slerea [1541) Commancial Areas 0 Reference Loudness
Vacuum Cleaner (10 fi) Maderately Loud
Mormal Spaech (& f) Cata Procsssing Cente: 2k
Alr Canditionirg Undt (100 7} Department Store a0 1/2 as laud
I S Lerue Business (inca s :
Light Tresflie (100 41) Quiet Ltben Daytime =1} 1'4 g3 louc
Bird Ce!ls [distzns) Cuiet Urban Nightlime ) 1J’Eqa;'|:ua'
o o Library and Bedroam af Nicht = o
Soft Whisper (3 i) st Fural Nighifime 3 11E 25 loud
Broedcest and Reconding Studio Ey el
o 154 a5 houd |
Threshold of Hearlng

Source: Compiked by KimbegyHom and Asrndiaias, o
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1
MANIMUM ALLOWABLE NOISE nw;[g;;;n TRANSPORTATION NOISE SOURCES
Land Lse ﬂutdﬂﬂrﬁfﬁ\-it}. Intzril:-rISpar.'rs
Idn/ C‘:IEL LB A ffda FONEL, 4 Leq, dBA
Residential B0 45 -
Transien Lodging fi 45 -
| Hiorpitale, Mirsing Homes (1] | 13 -
Thestzrs, Anditasinms. Music Halls | = i 5
Churches, Meeting [alls, Schools J &0 - an
?’Fl-;u Buildings 43
Libraries, Museums = 43
Playgrounds, Neighborhood Parks 2 = =

[Source: 11 Dorada County Geeral Plun, 2004,
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Table 3
Caleulaled Existing Vehicular Traffic Sound Level

| CNELat75ft|  Approximate Distance in Fast

from to CNEL Nolse Contour
Roadway Segmant i
(dBA) E0dBA (65dBA| T0dBA | 75 dBA
US-50 75 dB3A 1680 230 17 T

Cameron Park Driva EE dEA 350 115 4

Paimer Drive 63 dBA G5 . * .

* The roadway does nol generate this contour,
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3 January 2007

Mr, Michael Gates

Raley’s

U0 West Capitol Avenue
West Sacramento, CA 95605

Phone: 916/ 375-6267
Fax;  S30/373-2612

Swhject: CEQA Evaluasion of Potential Air Quaulity impacts Resulting from a Supermachet
Expanyion on APN 083-456-14 with General Plun Policy 2.2, 1.5.

Denr Mr, Gates:

El Dorado County Enviranmenial Management Department requested that the Bl Dorado County
Air Quality Management District (AQMD) review the expansion of the Bel Air supermarket
located at 3510 Palmer Drive in Cameron Park, CA. The expansion consists of adding 9,777
2ross square feet to the existing 50,345 gross squure-foot building. In an interoffice
memorandum dated 29 September 2006 (see attached), the El Dorado County AQMD determined
that the project would have no significant impact an sir quality with the incarporation of specilic
conditions,

The tloar 1o area ratio (FAR) of the proposed project would exceed the maximum FAR of (.25 as
staled in General Plan Policy 2.2.1.5. The FAR of the proposed project is 0.26, The El Dorado
County General Plan Final Environmenial Impact Feport identified a potential for additionsl
significant impacts to air quality resulting from Commercial District zoned projects that exceed
the 0.25 FAR. Sycamore Environmental reevaluated potential air quality impacts to determine if
the increased FAR proposed by the project would cause additional sipnificant impacts.

The El Dorado County AQMD evaluates air yuality impacts for commercial development based
on gross square foofage of the commercial building, The gross sqquare footage is used o estimate
wip counts, which are then used 1o estimate the dailv emissions expressed in pounds. Mitipation
measures are also factored into the estimate of daily emissions. Mitigation measures may include
building design; orientation of the project to altemative transporiztion uses; and reduced parking
capacily. In fact, El Dorado County AQMD awards emission reduction credits Lo commercial
projects that achieve a FAR of 0.75 or greater.

The gross syuare footage of the proposad supermarket txpansion is the same amount that the ]
Dorado County AQMD evaluated. Thersfore. there is no change in the hesis of its evaluation.
There is no reason 10 changs the finding documentad in the 20 Seplember 2006 memorandum,
that the praject will not have a simnificant impaet on air quality with e conditions incorparated.

Based on this evaluation, the project’s inconsistency with the General Plan Policy 2.2.1.5 does
not resnlt in any additional impacts o any new significsnt impacts.

190 Tel Adr Crniem Fark FAR Al (ol sy Fral doc

|
ATTACHMENT 5



Thank you for the opportunity of evaluating your preject. Tf you have any yuestions, please call
Andrew Bayne or me.

Jeft Little
Vice President

T owab

Altachment: Interolfice Memorandum Dated 29 September 20084,

IRTHE Dl A Cameros Pork FAR Alr Qeafity Tve doy
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EL PORADO COUNTY _|
ENVIRODNMENTAL MANAGEMENT
PLACERVILLE OFFICE
2850 FAIRLANE CT, BLDG ©
PLACERVILLE, CA 95667
PHOME: (529) e621-5200
FAX: (520) 642-15321

Interoffice Memorandum

9/29/06 '

Lo John Heiser, Project Plasiner
HIDC Development Services Department

Fram; Envieommental Management Diept,

Subject: DR 90-0031 R GOLDORADO CENTER

Fnvironmental Management Department staff have reviewed the subject application, Should this
project be conditionally approved, it is the recommendatian of this Depastaent that the following
conditions he'n part of that action:

Air Quality Management:

The District has reviewed the proposed project DR 90-0031 — Goldorade Center (Best/SV(-
Cameron Park, c/o Best Properties/Mark Marvelli, Ranschenbach Marvelli Becker,
Architects)/APN (83-456-14. The Dislrict has determined this project will have an insipnificant
air quality impact. Though there is no significant impact on air quality, the following siuromary
of issucs SHALL be addressed:

1.~ The project construction will invelve grading and excavation aperations, which will
result in & temporary negative inypact on air quality with regard to the release of
particulate matter (PM,g) in the form of dust, Current county records indicate this
property is not located within the Ashestos Review Arez (See Enclosed), Therefore,
Distriet Rule 223 snd 223-1. which addresses the regulations and mitigation measures for
fugitive dust emissions shall be adhered 10 during the construction nrocess. Mitigaton
.- measures for the contral of fugitive dust shall comply with the requirements of Rule 223
- dhd 223-1. 'Th addition, 2 Fugitive Dust Plan (FDP)-Application shall bé submitted .
alung with the appropriate fees to and approved by the District prior to startof
project construction. X
2. Project construetion may involve road development and should adhere fo District Rule
224 Cutback and Emulsified Asphait Paving Materials.



3. Burning of wasies thai result from "1.and Development Clearing” must be permitted
through the DISTRICT. Only vegetative waste materials may be disposed ol ysing an
open outdoor lire {(Rule 300 Open Burning).

4. The project construetion will involve the application of architeciural cunting, which shall .
adhere to District Rule 215 Architectural Coutings.

5. The District’s goal is tn strive to achieve and maintain ambicnt air quality standards
cslablished by the 17.5, Environmental Protection Agency and the California Air
Resources Board and to minimize public exposure to toxic or hazardous air pollutants
and air pollutants that create unpleasant odors. The following are measures used fo
reduce impacls on air quelity from eguipment exhaust emissions:

Henvy Lguipment and Mobile Source Mitigution Measures.

Use low-emission on-site mobile construction equipment,

Maintain equipment in tune per manufacturer spacifications,

Retard diesel engine injection timing by two to four degrees,

Use electricity from power poles rather than teluporary gasoline or diesel generators.

Use reformulated low-cinission diesel fuel.

Use catalytic converters on gasoline-powered equipment,

Substitute clectric and gesoline-powered equipment for diesel-powered equipment

where feasible.

* Do not leave inactive construction equipment idling for prolonged periads (i.¢., more
than two minutes),

» Schedule construction activities and material hauls that afTect traffic flow to off-peak
hours,

& Configure construction parking to minimize traffic interference,

*® &% a4 = @ @

6. Prior to construction/installation of any new point source emission units or non-permiticd
emisslon units (i.e. gasoline dispensing facility, boilers internal combustion engines,
emergency generators, ete.), authority 1o construcet applications shall be submitted to the
Pigiricl. Submittal of applications shall include fucility dizgram{3) equipment
specificatons and emission factors.

The above Distriet rules are found in the El Deorado County Air Pollution Conirol District Rules
and Regulations. A copy of the Distriet Rules and Regulations is available at our Department or
[rom the Department’s web page located at the following internet address: www.co.el-
dorade.ca.us/emd,

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please do not hesitate to felephone our
otfice at (530) 621-6662.

Environmental Health:
Plans for the modification of the Bel Air building shall be reviewed by Envitonmental Health

Division, Consutner Protection Program prior to any constiuctivn or modification of the food
facility,



Hasardous Materials:

Mo comments,

CC: Rauschenbach Marvelli Beclker, Architects
ATTN: Mark Marvelli
2277 Wau Ave 2™ Floor
Sacramento A 93825
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO g

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, s |
+=oal-

e

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM e

of
Ed

| Date: October3-2006March 6, 2007
Tor Mel Pabalinas, Project Planner

From: Jon Vegna. DOT Transportation Planning_,%\f

| Subject: DR90-0031R— (Z06-0042, __ PD06-0027) _RRELIMINARY
CONDITIONS
Project name: Golderado Center
Location: Palmer Drive, 0.2 miles east of Cameron Park Drive
APN: 083-456-14

Project Description: The Department of Transportation has reviewed the subject Design
Review lo expand the Bel Air Supermarkel by
Q1T

Grading & Drainage: |t appears as though the grading and drainage improvements for
this project will be confined to the on-site improvements.

Traffic: The roads fronting the property are County or State maintained. The DOT
belicves that this project will “worsen” traffic as defined by Policy TC-Xf of the General
Plan and is required to prepare a traffic study per the Traffic Impact Study Protocol and
Procedures. Of particular concern is the existing traffic condition at the Cameron Park
Drive/ US 50 interchange as well as the surrounding County roadways and
intersections. Therefore, a lraffic study shall be submitted to this Department for review.
DOT_—RECOMMENDS —FHAT —FHIS __DISCRETIONARY —AP PLICATION—IS
EGNEIEERED—INGQMPEETEUN—T-ILMTMF—HG STUDY HAS BEEN REVIEWED
AND-ARPROVED BY THE BEPARTMENT DETRANSPORTATON:

DOT Conditicns

1. I'he apglicant shall submit & sile imorovement/arading plan prepared by a
professional civil enginesr o the Daparment for review and approval, prior o the
issunnce of anv building permit o7 this oroject. The plan shall be in confarmance
with the County of El Dorado “Dssign znd Improvement Standards Manual’, Iha
“Grading, Ercsion and Sediment Coniral Ordinance”. the “Drainage Manuai®, the
“Off-Strest Parking and | oading Qrdinance’. and the Siate of California
Handicapped Accessibility Siandards.

Page 10of 2

TaDgvelnpmeil Services\Discretionary Proiect Processingl0R - Design Review\DRY0-00315 olderado Center - OF
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2. The applicant shall pav the traffic impact fees in effect 2t the time a building
permil is deemed complete.

DOT STANDARD CONDITONS
1. The applicant shall provide a soils report at lime of grading permit_application
addressing, at a minimum, grading oraclices, compaction. slope stability of
existing and proposed cuts and fills, erosion potenlial, aground water _and
pavement section based on Tl and R values. The report shall include
recommended desigqn criteria for any retaining walis. Any export to be deposited
within El Dorado County shall require an additional grading parmit.

application, consistent _with the Drainage Manual and the Slorm Waler
Management Plan, which addresses storm water _runoff increase, impacts to
downstream facilities and properties, and identification of appropriate storm waler

quality management practices to the satisfaction of the Department of
Transportation.

2. The applicant shall provide a drainage report at time of grading permit

9. Any import or export to be borrowed or deposiled within El Dorado County shall
require an additional grading permit for that offsite arading.

4. Upan completion of the improvements required, and prior 1o acceplance of the
improvements by the County, the develaper will pravide a CD lo DOT with the
approved drainage and geolechnical repors in PDF format and the approved

record drawings in TIF format.

Page 20f 2
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EL DORADO COUNTY
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
PLACERVILLE OFFICE
2ES0 FAIRLANE CT, BLDG ¢
PLACERVILLE, CA 35ee7
PHONE: (520) e21-5200

i FAX: (520) 642-1531

Interoffice Memorandum

9/29/06
Lon: Jushm Fleiser, Priyect Planner
R Development Services Department
rom: Environmental Management Dept,
Subject: DR 90-0031 R GOLDORADO CENTER

Frvironmental Management Depattment staff have reviewed rhe subject application. Should this
project be condinonally approved, u i« the recommendanon of thie Depurrment that the following
conditions be a parl of rhar action:

Air Quality Management:

The District has reviewed the proposed project DR 90-0031 — Goldorado Center (Best/SV(C-
Cameron Park, ¢/o Best Properties/Mark Marvelli, Rauschenbach Marvelli Becker,
Architects)/APN 083-456-14. The District has determined this project will have an insi enilicant
air quality impact. Though there is no significant impact on air quality, the following summary
of issnes SHALL be addressed.

I~ The project construction will invalve grading and cxeavarion operations, which will
result in a lemparary negative impact on air guality with regard to the release of
particulate matter (PM;) in the form of dust. Current county records indicate this
property is nol Ineated within the Asbestos Eeview Arza (See Enclosed), Therefore,
District Rule 223 and 223-1_ which addresses the regulations and mitigation measures for
fugitive dust emissions shall be adherad 1o during the construction process. Mitigation
measures for the control of fugitive dust shall comply with the requirements of Rule 223
and 223-1. In addition, a F ugitive Dust Plan (FDP) Application shall be submiited
alung with the appropriate fees to and approved by the District prior to start of
project construction.

Project construction mav involve road development and should adhere to District Rule
224 Cutback and Fanulsified Asphalt Paving Materials,

b



3. Burning of wastes thal result from "Land Development Clearing" must be permitled
through the DISTRICT. Only vegetative waste materials may be disposed of using an
open outdoar fire (Rule 300 Open Burning).

4. The project construction will involve the application of architectural coating, which shall
adhere to District Rule 215 Architectural Coatings.

3. The District’s goal is 10 strive to achieve and maintain ambient air quality standards
established by the U.S. Fnvironmental Protection Agency and the California Air
Resources Board and lo minimize public exposure to tuxic or hazardous air pollutants
and air pollutants that create unpleasant odors. The following are measures used to
reduce impacts on air quality from equipment exhaust emissions:

Heavy Equipment and Mabile Source Mitigation Measures.

» 1lse low-cmission vn-site mobile construction cquipment.

* Maintain cquipment in tune per manufacturer specilications.

»  Retard diesel engine injection timing by two W lour degrees,

e Usc cleetricity from power poles rather than lemporary gasoline or diesel generators,
e  Use reformulated low-emission dicsel [uel,

»  Use catalytic converters on pasoline-powered equipment.

= Substitute electric and gasoline-powered equipment for diesel-powered equipment
where feasible,

¢ Do not leave inactive construction equipment idling lor prolonged periads (i.¢., more
than two minutes).

* Schedule construetion activitics und malerial hauls that affect rraflic Now o ofT-peal:
hours,

» (Configure construction parking to minimize traffic inlerlerence.

6. Prior to construction/installation of any new point source cmission units or non-permitted
cmission units (i.e. gasoline dispensing facility, boilers internal cambustion engines,
emergency generalors, etc.). authority to construct applicalions shall be submirtted to the
Disirict. Submirttal of applications shall include facility diagram(s) equipment
specifications and cmission factors.

The above District rules are found in the El Dorado County Air Pollution Control District Rules
and Regulatons. A copy of the District Rules and Regulations is available at our D¢partment or
[rom the Department’s web page localed at the following internet address: www.co.el-
dorado.ca.us/cmd.

if you have any questions regarding these comments. please do not hesitate to telephone our
office at (330) 621-6662.

Environmental Health:
Plans for the modification of the Bel Air building shall be reviewed by Environmental Health

Division, Consumer Protection Program prior to any constructon or modification of the food
facility.



Hazardous Matcrals:

Mo comments.

7

Rauschenbach Marvelli Becker, Architects
AT I™N: Mark Marvell
2277 Watt Ave 2™ Iloor

Sacramentoe (A 95523
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COUNTY OF EL DORADO SCSEP L RN T LS
OFFICE of COUNTY SURVEYOR Lem ot
MEMO PLAATHING GERARTHEN]

DATE: September 8, 2006
TO: John Heiser, Project Planner "Z@
FROM: Rich Briner phone (530) 621-5440 fax (530) 626-8731

SUBJECT: DR 90-D031 R - Goldorado Center: Best/SVC-Cameron Park,
c/o Best Properties/ Mark Marvelli, Rauschenbach Marelli Becker, Architects

We have looked over the application and no comments &t this time,



Cameron Park Community Services District

September 21, 2006

el

“fohm-Hesser,Project Planner

El Dorado County Planning Department
2850 Fairlane Court

Placerville, Ca. 95667

Re: DR 90-0031 R - Goldorado Center

Dear Mr. Heser:

L _.‘.!'H.:-'- 3

414 ¢
r...r—-]_ 1 .'_.-

s HIHLEY

Cameron Park Community Services Distriet has reviewed the plans reparding the above

referenced project with no objections.

Should you have any questions regarding the above, please feel [ree to contact me.

Sincerely,

R S, ¥

Tammy Mcfgm'd.
General Manfiger

Cameron Park-A Special Place To Live

3200 Country Club Drive, Ca. 93582 (330) 6

T

/7-2231. Fax (530) 677-2201

o7 1360

7
o

7\ W



MEETING DATE:  SEPT: BER 11, 2006

FILE N(kL! D on-Jo3L |
PROJECL: GOLDORADD CENTER
APPLICANT: Best/SVC-Cameron Park

S SIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE COMMENTS SLF F":'f
! ,f o

. =
_ X  Camerum Park Tollock Pines HEm H.q{.?r“. . ._:?
Sclbacks: EAlT

" Tandscaping And Fxisting Growth:

Fencing:
Hi{pr

Mall Poxes:

_ MR
Sipns:

N lghhnb

Parking:

Pﬂf‘twq LW-JF WX—UFJ*U’ P gh'c\_?sgl St -

Trash Arcas:

CI?MW W‘J Mﬁamk ﬂﬂ.&.{mﬁi‘ A

Vehicular Agees

" Siding Or Exlerior:

C{i{d/‘/mﬂ,if-ﬂpﬂ’f fhessin, émp,%ﬁf- és Do g

" Colors:
acesphilie 4o pnpm.uf |

Roofing Materials: ['35’95"* ﬂz Xg~ .,L{fm f b{‘i‘-,-a{ ,;,-,?7
&méﬂi @ papped = tow d o

Air Conditioning:

A e

" Roof-Mounted Ttems:
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DESIGN REVIEW COMME 5
TROJECT: DRY0-D031R
PAGE 2

zeneral Comments:

"'hfrwlr 1A r.:_q_"nzlz{.}_'}m Mﬂ.m_wb&l

i?.l..-\. =

'1:!] ﬁr;-,-— j

Recommendation:

J"./ -"'r-. ; . "./]r =
W THEE ]
Z f/é( TEZ




CAMERON PARK DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE 5' @@
MONDAY — SEPTEMBER 11, 20006 - 6:00 P.M. /& J
Cameron Park Fire Station
3200 Country Club Drive
— Cameron Park CA 95682

AGENDA

L. CALL 1O ORDER

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

3. COMMITTEE DISCUSSION ITEM

HE DR 90-0031 R - GOLDORADO CENITER (Rest/SVC-Cameron Park, cfo Res|
Properties/Mark Marvelli, Rauschenbach Marvelli Becker, Architects): A request [or a
Fevision to existing design review to add 16,062 square feet to an cxisting 49,737 square font
building. The expansion will be located at the rear of the building and will include modification
to the exterior elevanon. The property, identified by Assessor’s Parcel Number 083-456-14,
conssts of 4,139 seres, and 1s located on the south side of Palmer Drive approximately .02 miles
cust of the intersection with Cameron Park Drive, i the Camcron Park area.

STAFF: John Helser

4. ADJOURNMENT

NOTE: Agcndas must be postad seven days prior to meeting

cromecl



Bel Air Expansion
DR90-0031R PD06-0027 Z06-0042
Vicinity Map
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Bel Air Expansion
DR90-0031R PD06-0027 Z06-0042
General Plan Land Use Map
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Bel Air Expansion
DRS0-0031R PD06-0027 Z06-0042
Zoning Map
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Foamed Shaped ‘
Cornice/Camant "Kely Moora Faints’ 231 Bpenish Send
Pk Bel Air Remode/
Cemend Plask *Kelly Moors Paints® EW3530-2 Wastarn Weaar
EI & - e Cameron Park Or. & Palmer Dr.
[ 3 | Metel Coping Kelly Moere Painta®  KMAT2-3 Lescamela Cameron Park, CA
Foamead E‘Japﬂd . ACS-0O8 72106 Ry
| 4] comice/Cement  Kely Moore Peinte” 212 gattito =
Siding
Rauschenbach E
Rake Trirm "Kely Moore Painis” 15 Vil .
5] 2 Moarvelli
[&] reti Kelly Moore Paints’  AC249-5 Rars Earth Becker 8 "
; grehllects
Existing Concrete . m
[l b E Callorria Mesion Blend o e e St G g
- SACTEAMEME,
8 E’i‘i‘ﬂm Existing Esisting (915)458-8500 FAXI916)408-8568
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