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Charlene Tim <charterf'i.f.r-'@~~cfv;?.s> 

Public comment- Serrano VJ map extension-PC 7/28/16, item 2, file 16-0758 

Ellen Van Dyke <vandyke.5@sbcglobal.net> Sun, Jul 17, 2016 at 8:08AM 
To: Char Tim <charlene.tim@edcgov.us>, Brian Shinault <brian.shinault@edcgov.us>, Gary Miller <gary.miller@edcgov.us>, Jeff Hansen <jeff.hansen@edcgov.us>, 
James Williams <james.williams@edcgov.us>, Rich Stewart <rich.stewart@edcgov.us> 
Cc: Rommel Pabalinas <rommel.pabalinas@edcgov.us> 

Re: Do Not Approve the requested 6-yr extension for Serrano Village J lot H tentative map 

Dear Planning Commissioners : 

The original approval for Serrano's Viii J lotH was granted 7/28/2011, based on a 1988 EIR. Circumstances have clearly changed 
since 1988, and CEQA section 1S162 requires the project receive further environmental analysis before proceeding. A few of the 
changes since the 1988 EIR was certified: 

• In 1998 ( ... 10 years after the 1988 EIR .. ), voters approved restrictions under Measure Y to prevent traffic congestion on Hwy 
SO and all county roads and intersections; those policies were not considered under this project approval 

• In 2013, Caltrans made clear that Hwy SO had reached capacity, or Level of Service F, at peak hour (item 3 in the attached 
9/2S/13 Caltrans letter). That is clearly a significant change in circumstances not known at the time of the 1988 EIR. 

• multiple General Plan amendments and project rezones have occurred (ie. Marble Valley in 1998, with 39S units), adding traffic 
at both the Bass Lake Rd and EDH Blvd access routes that was not taken into consideration in the 1988 analysis, as well as a 
long list of projects that should be analyzed for their cumulative impacts. 

• the Zoning Ordinance changes approved in Dec 201S include changes to the noise ordinance regarding construction noise 
exemptions, as well as rezoning of nearby parcels to higher density and extensive ordinance changes; impacts to nearby 
residents as well as related growth inducement factors from these changes were not considered in the 1988 EIR. 

• Serrano's Development Agreement has expired, and the County has been required to absorb related infrastructure costs (Silva 
Valley interchange funding) 

CEQA section 1S162 says further environmental review should be done if there is "new information of substantial importance, which 
was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous EIR was 
certified". To skip this review via a map extension is NOT in the public's best interests, and staff's recommendation to approve an 
extension must be reconciled with the fact that it is not consistent with CEQA requirements. 

EDC subdivision code 120.74.020 indicates the map should have expired as of 7/28/2014; the staff report does not mention any 
previous extension requests. And section 120.74.030 says "in no event" should the time extension exceed six years, which would 
indicate the year 2020, max. 

Please require a more in-depth and current environmental analysis to be done before extending an outdated entitlement. With our 
current infrastructure limitations, please start looking at all map extension requests carefully. 

Ellen Van Dyke 
East Green Springs Rd, Rescue 

** 
attachment: Caltrans letter 9/25113 re: Hwy 50 segments at LOS F 

code & staff report excerpts: 

The staff report incorrectly states no new information is known since the 1988 EIR: 

Ei\VIROi\1\IENTAl REVIEW 

TMIO. I 4~S-E/S orrano V1 1l a~< J, Lul ll 
Pl ;uuung. CormlliS...'\IO:VJuly 2S. 20 16 

Stafi' Ropon, l'a0o 3 

The tentative map is a rcsid.:ntial project that was analyzed in the ccrtilicd EDHSP EIR 
(SCI-I No. 86 1229 12). ·n,c proposed time extension wo uld allow the cont inued resident ia l 
development o f the village consistent with the Specilic Plan. The time extension docs not 
make any changes to the original tentative map approval. docs not involve new signi lieant 
environmental e fli.:cts, and docs not increase the severity o f previously identified 
significant effects. No nc\\ inli1rmat1on that \\ as not l..ml\\n anJ enuiJ not ha\'e hccn 
knu,,n at the t ime the EIR \\a..; ecnifieJ ha..; suu: · "-:come available. No further 
environmental analys is is necessary. 
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CEQA code section 15162 requires further environmental review before extending on outdated entitlement: 

15162. Subsequent EIRs and Negative Declarations 

(a) When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead 
agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the whole record, one or more of the following: 

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the previousEIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of 
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects; 

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken which will require major revisions of the 
previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified significant effects; or 

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the time 
the previous EIR was certified as complete or the Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following: 

(A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR or negative declaration; 

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR; 

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or 

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more 
significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative. 

(b) If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available after adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall 
prepare a subsequent EIR if required under subdivision (a). Otherwise the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent negative 
declaration, an addendum, or no further documentation. 

(c) Once a project has been approved, the lead agency's role in project approval is completed, unless further discretionary approval on that project is 
required. Information appearing after an approval does not require reopening of that approval. If after the project is approved, any of the conditions 
described in subdivision (a) occurs, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall only be prepared by the public agency which grants the next 
discretionary approval for the project, if any. In this situation no other responsible agency shall grant an approval for the project until the 
subsequent EIRhas been certified or subsequent negative declaration adopted. 

(d) A subsequent EIR or subsequent negative declaration shall be given the same notice and public review as required under Section 15087 or Section 
15072. A subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall state where the previous document is available and can be reviewed. 

From El Dorado County code, the map approval expires after 3 yrs, with extensions not to exceed an additional 6 years 
(Title 120- Subdivisions, https:llwww. municode. comllibrarylca/el_ dorado_ county/codes/code_ of_ ordinances ?node/d=PTBLADECO _ TIT120S U_ 
CH120. 74EXAPMA): 
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link to access County notice for the extension request: http://www.edcgov.us/PublicNoticesDevServicesDetail.aspx?id=30064773101 

t:J 5.17_20- Response from Caltrans date stamped 9-27-13.pdf 
3964K 
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S ['A Ill m CAU~Ol{NIA-CAUMRNIA STATE rn0NSI'j}RTAUQiS..AGE1KY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICf3 
7038 STREET 
MARYSVILLE, CA 95901 
PHONE (530) 741-4233 
FAX (530.) 741-4245 
TIY 711 

September 25,2013 

Kimberly A. Kerr, Acting Director 

I 3 SEP 21 PM J: 2 I 

RECEIVED 
PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

El Dorado County Community Development Agency 
2850 Fairlane Court 
Placerville, CA 95667-4197 

Dear Ms. Kerr: 

FJe;r; your power/ 
Be energy ejjlcienrl 

Thank you for your letter dated September 13, 2013, wherein you posed a series of questions 
related to Level of Service (LOS), performance measures, planned state highway improvements, 
and PeMS data regarding US Highway 50 (US 50) within El Dorado County. 

Your questions and our responses are as follows: 

1. How does Caltrans calculate LOS on U.S. Highway 50 (i.e., by use of the Highway Capacity 
Manual 2010 Planning~level analysis, Design-Level analysis, Operational-level analysis 
methodologies or other methodologies)? Were HOV and/or Auxiliary lanes and volumes 
considered? Which peiformance measure or alternative tools are used in the detennination 
of service flow rates? If a 15-minute analysis period under prevailing conditions was 
assumed, what peak-hour factor was applied? 

LOS calculations used in the Caltrans District 3 System Planning Program documents are 
derived from a Highway Capacity Manual 2010 freeway planning-level analysis. Highway 
Capacity Software 2010 is used in conjunction with several data sources, including: 

• Traffic Volumes on California State Highways 
• Annual Average Daily Truck Traffic on California State Highways 
• California Highway Log 
• Caltrans Digital Photolog 

HOV and auxiliary lane volumes are excluded from the mixed flow LOS Calculations, since 
including the HOV lanes would not provide an accurate indicator of the LOS for the mixed 
flow lanes. HOV lane LOS calculations are derived separately. Peak Hour Factors are used 
in the LOS calculations. The Highway Capacity Manual 2010 states that typical freeway 
Peak Hour Factors range from 0.85 to 0.98. In our planning level studiesJ default values 
from the Highway Capacity Software are used because of data limitations. These values are 
0.94 for urban freeways and 0.88 for rural freeways. 

••CaJrrans improves mobility IZCTOss California" 
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2. What effect, if any, does construction activity on the highway or within Caltrans Right-of 
Way have on the LOS measurements or projections? Do temporary delays during such 
construction factor into the LOS analysis? If LOS is calculated during construction activity 
is it annotated as such? Does LOS analysis reflect accident/incident history on U.S. 
Highway 50? 

Construction activity has minimal or no effect on LOS calculations because the traffic 
volumes used from the annual Traffic Volumes on California State Highways take sample 
counts, schedule counts to avoid routes with construction activity and make adjustments to 
compensate for seasonal influence, weekly variations and other variables which may be 
present. These normalized volumes are then used to calculate LOS. 

3. What has Caltrans determined the LOS to be along U.S. Highway 50 within ElDorado 
County? Specifically, what is LOS determined to be from the West County line on U.S. 
Highway 50 to Cameron Park Drive? 

As part of the Caltrans System Planning Program, every State Highway System route is 
analyzed on a segment by segment basis based on the Highway Capacity Manual 2010 
freeway analysis and plans for the route are summarized in documents entitled 
"transportation concept reports" (TCRs) and "Corridor System Management Plans 
(CSMPs)". Route segmentation for both the CSMPs and TCRs is based on political 
boundaries, geometric changes in the route facility and significant changes in traffic volumes. 

The LOS on US 50 for the segment between the Sacramento/ElDorado Cotmty Line and 
Cameron Park Drive is currently operating at LOS E. However, the portion of the segment 
from the County Line to the El Dorado Hills Blvd. Interchange operates at LOS F during the 
peak hour. 

4. What does Caltrans project the LOS to be on Highway 50 through 2035 within ElDorado 
County? 

The projected 2035 LOS for segments ofUS 50 in El Dorado County, as currently indicated 
in our latest draft US 50 TCR and draft US 50 CSMP. are indicated in the following table: 

"Caltnuu improves mobility across California" 
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SAC/ED County 
ED Line to Cameron E F F 

Park Drive 
Cameron Park Drive 

ED to Missouri Flat D E D 
Road 

Flat Road 
ED to End ofFreeway in D D E 

Placerville 
End of Freeway in 

ED · Placerville to c c c 
Bedford Avenue 

ED 
Avenue to c c c 

Cedar Grove Exit 

to 
ED 0.67 mi east of Sly B c c 

Park Road 
0.67 east of Sly 

ED Park Road to Ice B c c 
House Road 

ED 
IceHouse to E F F 

Echo Summit 
Echo Summit to State 

ED 
Route 89 

E E E 
Soutb/Luther Pass 

Road 
State Route 

89/Luther Pass Road 
ED to State Route E F F 

89North/Lake Tahoe 
Blvd 

State Route 89 

ED 
Nortb!Lak:e Tahoe 

E F F 
Blvd to Nevada State 

Line 
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The LOS information above includes both the "Build" and "No Build" scenarios. The "No 
Build, scenario assumes no improvements are made to USSO. The ''Build" scenario assumes 
the construction of the projects indicated in Attachment A. 

5. What population growth rate was assumed by Caltrans in the LOS projection for U.S. 
Highway 50 in ElDorado County through 2035? 

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments' (SACOG) SACSIM model was used to 
determine the growth of traffic volumes and the impact of potential projects on those 
volumes. The boundary of the SACSIM model ends at the summit, from that point growth 
factors were developed using a linear regression methodology. 

6. Wlzat Caltrans improvements are planned and assumed in the LOS projection for U.S. 
Highway 50 in ElDorado County through 2035? 

The improvements indicated in Attachment A are included in our projected 2035 LOS 
calculations based on the projects' inclusion in the latest financially constrained long-range 
plans ofSACOG, the ElDorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) and the 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. 

7. What are the parameters and assumptions used for the PeMS data? How do these 
parameters and assumptions relate to question #1? 

In our planning documents, PeMS is used to report various outcome performance measures, 
including peak hour speeds, peak hour and daily vehicle hours of delay, peak hour and daily 
vehicle miles of travel and specific bottleneck data. Since these performance measures are 
used to describe recurrent congestion, we only capture and report data from Tuesdays, 
Wednesdays and Thursdays. 

Your letter also indicated that mention has been made that Caltrans has no plans to provide any 
improvements to US 50 during the next 20 years. Caltrans does, in fact, have plans to improve 
US 50 during the next 20 years. These projects are indicated in Attachment A. However, these 
projects will not prevent certain segments ofUS 50 from operating at LOS F, as indicated in the 
table. 

Caltrans is currently updating our CSMP and TCR for the entire length of US 50 in California. It 
is likely that the route segmentation may change from that used in the current Plan to more 
accurately reflect operating conditions, such as including a separate segment from the County 
Line to the El Dorado Hills Blvd. Interchange. Also, our District System Management and 
Development Plan, which provides guidance for the System Planning Program, indicates a 
concept level of service standard (lowest acceptable LOS) of D for rural areas and E for urban 
areas. At this juncture, we intend to include those standards in our plan for US 50. For those 
segments of US 50 which are projected to fall below these standards, we will identify the US 50 
improvement projects which must be built to maintain the concept LOS standard. We look 
forward to sharing a draft of this Plan with you in the next few months. 

The determination of LOS is a complicated process with many variables. We also fully realize 
that LOS indicators are a key ingredient in how the El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
implements Measure Y and makes other decisions. Therefore, we would like to meet with you, 

"Cahrans improves nwb11ity across California" 
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SACOG and BDCTC to come to a consensus agreement on how to mutually detennine and 
report LOS for US 50 in ElDorado County. We will schedule this meeting for as soon as 
feasible and look forward to continuing our close working relationship. 

Meanwhile, if you have any additional questions, please contact Susan Zanchi, Acting Chief, 
Office of System Management Planning and Project Delivery at (530) 741-4199 or via email at 
susan.zanchi@dot.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

~\(~~ 
~ JODYJONES 
'%/ District Director 

c: David Defanti, El Dorado County CDA Assistant Director 
Claudia Wade, ElDorado County CDA Long Range Planning Division 
Natalie Porter, El Dorado County CDA Long Range Planning Division 
Sharon Scher.dnger, BDCTC 
Nathan Strong, City of Placerville 
JeffPulverman, Deputy District Director, Planning & Local Assistance, Caltrans 
Nieves Castro, Supervising Transportation Planner, Planning & Local Assistance, Caltrans 

JJ/tw 
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US 50 Planned and Programmed State Highway Projects 

Post Mile A;en'Y 
Estimated Proposed 

Olunty Rte Project lead Protect Name ~.~ Type of ProJect Tata!Co$1 Complf!t!on 
Umlls SourCl! 

ll.OOOsl Year 

ELD 50 16.276 ~ WOSlllm P13el!rvillo Interchanges (Ph ~n Fair Lallll to COil'eCt a non-slantlard curve and construct CI3$S II 8llc8 l.anas.l MTP $820 2014 1S\ Bil>.ft L;mas. 1!ldi!Wlllks and mt: Pedestrian 

City of us 50 Broadway EB slgnallmllon and 
SiiJ!Wiiza1ion and 

ELD 50 16.617 ~ EB GKit l1!fl1l of US 50 at Broadway and Install trallk: tdgnal Ramp MTP $2,000 2035 
PIIICIIMile langlllenlng lm~nl<~ 

ELD 50 ELDCounty 
US 50 WB Auxillaty Lallll· Sliva Valley Construct ~ WB auxlllafY lana wl1hln median of US 50 between Sliva Al.odllary L.anes MTP $2,500 2035 Parkway to Empire Ranch FIJj (Valley Pllfkway and Emplru Ranch Rd fuluru new 1~ 

ElO 50 R14.01 ELDCounty us 50feJ Dorado Rd ~ fndudlla slgnallratlon and widening of cxlsting IUIIlPG lntsrr.llange MTl' $3,538 2035 lmorowmanbi 1Ph.1l lmoro\11!1'1111!11$ 

US 50 Widen and WB Auxillaty Lallll· El 
Wl4en US 50 and add~ lane to WB US 50 connecllllg the B 

Widen US 50; 
ElO 50 0.0010.66 ElDCounty 

Dorado Hils Blvd/ L.atrolle Rd lnll!rchange to the ful1ml Empln! Ranch MTP $3,688 2035 Dorado Hilla to Empire Ranch Rd Rd lnllll'l':tl!lrq loca18d In Folacm. Construction to be concunent wllh 01' AIDdUary Lanes 
Iafier lfle 9 Oomdo Hill" Blvd 1/C. 

ElO 50 R1.6S ELDCounty 
iUS 60/Sllva Valley Pf<wy Interchange (Ph Final Phss8 Of new ir(cn:hange: comttuct EB cllagonel and WB loop on- NIW# MTP $14,200 2035 21 mmn~<toUS50 lnttln:hanoe 

ElO 50 4.961 R8.156 ElD County US 50 Auxiliary Lana EB - Cambridge to 1!!8 08 50 lllOdllary lllno bctwoon Cambridge Rd and Poodomsa Rd Au>clllary LalliiiS MTP $14,550 20S5 F'nMn«>Sll I 

EB 4.9618.67 EB US 50 between~ Rd and Cameron Parll Of lnlarl:hanges; 
ElO 50 WB ELD County us 50 Auld!Jary Lana at camb!ldge Road and WB batwuen Cl1melon Pall! Dr and Baas Lake Rd lrtlerchanges. Auxiliary Lanes MTP $15.500 2035 

6.671R3.23 lnclud8ti bridge widening to add two lanes and l1!fl1l widening. 

US 50IEI Dorado HIUs Blvd Final Pblma: Conmuct new WB oft'ramp undeR:roalng,lmprt:MI WB on I nllliCI'It!nge 
ELD 50 0.66 ELD County loff-l1!lTipll With dlldlcatecl HOV OIHBI1lj) lallll, ramp l'lllllllr!ng and1,000 MTP $19,160 2015 l!'lilln:tlange Weslbound ramps 

lltnemai:IM. 
1!11pR:IYernim!s 

EI.O 50 R15.08 E1.0 County us Flat~ Hlgl'tNay and lntlili'Changa lt'npriM!menl.8 for addltlonallr.llllc capacity ll'llen::l'larlg E1.0 $20,000 2035 I I 12i needed. to. local d!M!Ioomefll Dmleds. I Coun:v 

E1.0 50 R1.65/R3.23 ELD County 
us 601 Baa.s Lake Rd lnterchango (Ph. , ); lntan:hange ~: Pl\ah 1, ramp widening. mad~. lnten:bange 

MT? $20,82!1 2035 WB Auxiliary Lans signals and we auxiliary,_ between Bass Lake and suva Valley Auxiliary Lalllls I • Phas& 1 as!WI'TII!s btli:IM 

US 50IF'onderosa Rd Noflh Shingle Rd Realign appmxtmalsly 114 mila of Ouroct; Rd to Sunset Ln and $1gnalfze 
lnlen:hange 

ELD 50 R8.56 ELD County new lnteraectlon. Durock Rd will be two lhtough lanes with tum pockets MT? $5,020 2024 Reallgrmant 
:.t thll 'and canler tum la<~e. lfTIPI\)Yefl')el 

Qtyof lnten:hanga 
SNZ 50 R9.51 Rancho Melber Field Rd./US 50 lntercllange lnlvl'llllange Modl!icatlon: at u.s. 50/Mather Field Rd. MT? $5,647 2025 

CordoYa 
lmpnMlll1ellls 

ReconMic:l EB diagonal nn-f11t11P and E8 loop off-ramp for lfle Ultimate 

ELD 50 0.88 ELDCounty US 5018 Dorado Hills Blvd C!)l\ligulalion; add a 18M to NB El Dorado Hilla Blvd under the oval'pSSII lntelt:hange MTP $5,904 2035 Interchange Eastbound Ramps {ellmln.atea 111e1ge lana and liJ1I)IIJYe8 traffic 1low from 1118 EB loop off. llllpi'OVlll!lel 
ramp}; E8 diagonal O!HRmP Will be l'lllllllmcl With an HOV l!ypass. 

Phase 28: VS 50- Cilmeron Par!( Or to PondCt\:.1$3 Rd lnten::hange-Add 
HOV lanes In median. PA&ED c:ornplated by Callrans, and Caltn1ns ElulllCarpool MT?JMTI 

ELD 50 6Sl(R8.56 ELDCounty us 50 Bus/Carpool Lanes (PI1ase 28) adval1clrg project design lhnlugh co-op Agmement With the County. Lanes p $22.637 2025 

~,._ ~~tt~theCountyandShlngle 

ELD 50 R8.56 ELDCounty us 50/?onderosa Rd lntvrchange Outock Realign a~ 1/.4 mile of Durock Rd to Sunset Ln and Slglllllll:!l lllle!change 
MTl' $7,151 2026 Rd Reallgtmlent 

new lni8Miedlon. DUIIlCk Rd will be two through lanes wllh tum pockets lmprovementa :.t lfle l 1 tlnd eoniot tum lam. 

ELD 50 R14.01 ElOCounty US 50/El Dorado Rd Interchange Coll$lrudlon of left· and_ ~-tum lmma and additional through trdfc lnton:hango 
MTP $7,265 2035 IITIC)tO\II)mantli IPIL2l 130M in all1111!11'1l8Ches to the 111!1lroYemerll& 

AI US 50JRay Lawyer Of, Construet WB IICCiliiiS ramp from R. Lawyer Of lnlercbange 

ElO 50 16.29116.503 City Of US 50 Western PlaceMIIe lnlnn::llanges ooto US50, 1\wd!laly 18M between WB accesa ramp and exfsllng WB off ~~. MTP $9,215 2014 PlaceMJie (Ph 1A) 
ramp at Place!vU!a Dr Operatlonal 

I 
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lncluclee widening elCisllng EB and WB orWoff.f'lll11pS; addlllon of new 

ELO 50 4.98 ELOCounty 
US 501 C8mbrldge Rd ln~Crehange WB on-ramp; reoonstrudlon Of locallnlenlecllons; and lnslalllltlon of ~~ MlP $10,645 2035 lmprovameols (Ph. 1) tr.lllic algnala at EB and WB ramp 18mllnallrllefsecllcn&; pmlll!insry Improvements 

l!llllineering for Phaue 2to be perfonned under Phaue 1. 

ELO 50 R3.2314.98 ELOCounty us 50 AUxlllaly '-- at Baas I.SII& Road twa us 50 between &1;r; Laka Rd and Cambridgo Rd lnten:hanges. AUxlllaly l.at\es MTP $23,640 2035 InclUde!> additional ramo and mad wldeniM. 

ELO 50 R8.561R12.19 ELOCounty us 50 Bus/Carpool Lanes (Ph 3) Phase 3: US tiO-Ponderosll Road to Greenstone Road 
BusJCarpool 

MlP $34,730 2035 Lanes; 
Tramspoctatlon 

SAC 50 16.9117.2 CT NaiOmllli oc Ramp Meter & Widening Add ramp meier and widen Nlltorna$ oc 
~ SHOPP $3,240 21J2D 

SAC 50 12.50/21.50 CT us 50 AuldiiiUY Lane Add AllJf.l.ane(&l· EB from Sunrlso Ia Scott AUxllilliY Lanes CT $3,500 2025 

us 60/Ponderolla RdiSo Shlnglo Rd Widen existing US 50 overcrosslng to aceommodala lllanes, and 
lnterr:flllnge ELO 50 RU& ELOCcunly 1'1181lgnl'nanl ofWB loop O!HBmP, ramp~~· and widening of MTP $18,339 20211 Interchange lrnprovemenb Rd Matbet Lodl! or: llml Sn. e Rd lmproYflment!l 

SAC 50 21.5 
City of us 50 at Scott Road Ramp modlllcellom and 0V01P8S1 widening for US 50/East Bldwaii/Sootl Capacity MTP $3,740 2020 Folscm Road lnlerct1ange Ia Improve IICC888 Ia dellelopment south of us so. Enhancement ,_. ... ------- ·--· ,_ 
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1011/13 Edcgov.us Mail - Letter from Caltrans 

Letter from Caltrans 

Tinney, Marlo P@DOT <mar1o.tinney@dot.ca.gov> 
To: "david.defanti@edcgov. us" <david.defanti@edcgov. us> 

Please see the attached letter from District 3 Director Jones' office. Thank you. 

Vj Untitled_20130927 _133617 _001.pdf 
613K 

https:/lmail.google.com'mailnui=2&ik=7abe5f64ee&loiev.c=pt&cat=Transportation&search=cat&msg=141618427f82af87 

Fri, Sep 27, 2013 at 3:20PM 
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