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Project Background

Highway Bridge Program (HBP)
Sufficiency Rating = 13.3 (2016), 12.5
(2011), 0.0 (2006) (scale from O to 100)

Extensive Maintenance & Repairs
(1990, 2010)

Most Expensive EDC Bridge to
Maintain (approx. $75k/ yr)

Bridge Replacement Project
Off System Bridge (Federally Funded,

Mt. Democrat 4/2/

Match with Toll Credits)

==
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Events to Date

1993 Study

Programmed in HBP and CIP

Public Workshop No. 1 —Jan 26,2013

Public Workshop No. 2 — Nov 15,2014
Alternative Screening 2014/15

Met w/ Caltrans District 03 — March 12,2015
Met w/ HQ and FHWA - June 4, 2015

Public Workshop No. 3 - July 15,2015
Meetings with Contractors — 2015/16

Meetings with Tribes — 2015/16
Technical & Environmental Studies - 2016

Met w/ HQ and FHWA - May 4, 2016

Value Analysis (VA) - Aug 17-26,2016 . vew - o

River Access Feasibility Study —
Aug 16,2016

Draft EIR — Oct 2016

Public Hearing (WS No. 4) -
Oct 26,2016

Final EIR — Aug 2017
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Public Outreach
17-0725H 5 of 17

@ PA&ED
ICF

QUINCY

| ENGINEERING

Jan — Aug ‘17

Jul = Dec ‘16

We Arxe Here!!

©

r—

o

N
0,

QO

n

L |
c P
= o)
| 2
m n
K

e

9

(@)

L 4

Jan—Jun ‘14

Project Background
PA&ED Schedule




- Community Access Routes

“Kelsey

]

;5 Rock\(jreek Road

‘Apprl)x. 9.6 mile’ RCR

segment;- .
4 :

1

Approx. 4.4 m_'ille SR
193/49°& US 50
“.segment *

Apex

S\/\/A NSBORQ, COUNTY

AIRPORT

A'pprox.;.zi'.3 mile segment '

‘Max. 1.3 mile segment
reduced to 0.3 mile
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ject Alternative

R MOSQUITO ROAD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT

QUINCY ENGHEERING ALTERNATIVES
1993 STUDY ALTERNATVES
PRELIMINARY HABTAT — MIXED CHAPARRAL

PRELIMINARY HABTTAT — PONDERCSA PINE /
BLACK DAK / LIVE OAX FOREST

EXISTING PROPERTY LINES

EXSTING OVERHEAD UTLINES

@ RESIDENCE (FONY EXFRESS HOUSE) & BARN
FLUME
CORRUGATED METAL DRAINAGE PIPE
CORRUSATED METAL DRAINAGE PIPE
BOARD—FORMED CONCRETE SAFETY WAL
CONCRETE ANCHOR
CONGRETE ANCHOR

CORRUGATED METAL DRAINACE FIPE & CONCRETE
LL

Z

COMPOSITE EXIHIBT - ALL ALTERNATIVES BlQUNCY
AS SHOWN

ENGINEERING
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Project Alternatives

Evaluation in EIR
No Project

High-Level Alternative

(Proposed Project)
Mid-Level Alternative

Low-Level Alternative

QUINCY

ENGINEERING

—

F DEngKSHOPS
17-0725 H 9 of 17




Proposed Project
High-Level Alternative
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Proposed Project
High-Level Alternative

Value Analysis (VA)
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Proposed Project
High-Level Alternative

Impact Areas
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EIR Highlights

Draft EIR

Notice of Availability
(NOA) & Public
Meeting — Oct. 26,2016

Existing Mosquito Road
Bridge & Roadway

River Access Feasibility
Study

Remains in Place (Bike
& Pedestrian Access
across Bridge)

Mosguite Road Bridge Replacement Preject

Draft Environmental Impact Report

Prepared For:

Comtact:

Prepared By:

Contact:

SCH#: 2015062076

El Dorado County Compumity Development Diepartment, Transportation Division
2850 Fairlane Cowt, Placerville CA 95667

Janet Postlewsit
530.621.5993

ICF
630 K Street, Suite 400, Sacramento CA 95814

Clamre Bromumd
916.737.3000

October 2016

| QuNCY BiCF BLETEN ST
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IR Highlight
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Significance Criteria and Significant Impact Summary

Mitigation Measures

Significance after Mitigation

Biological Resources

Impact BIO-1

e Potential for construction activities to result in the mortality or disturbance of foothill yellow-legged
frog. Blainville’s horned lizard, nesting bald eagles, nesting California spotted owls, nesting migratory
birds, special-status bats and their habitat

# Potential for construction activities to result in the loss of willow flycatcher foraging habitat

Mitigation Measure BIO-1
Mitigation Measure BIO-2
Mitigation Measure BIO-3
Mitigation Measure BIO-4
Mitigation Measure BIO-5
Mitigation Measure BIO-6
Mitigation Measure BIO-7
Mitigation Measure BI0-8
Mitigation Measure BIO-9
Mitigation Measure BIO-10

Less than significant

Impact BIO-2
# Permanent and temporary impacts on interior live oak woodland
# Permanent and temporary impacts on willow thicket wetland

Mitigation Measure BIO-1
Mitigation Measure BIO-2
Mitigation Measure BIO-3
Mitigation Measure BIO-4
Mitigation Measure BIO-6
Mitigation Measure BIO-7
Mitigation Measure BIO-11

Less than significant

Impact BIO-3
# Potential temporary and indirect effects on intermittent stream

Mitigation Measure BIO-1
Mitigation Measure BIO-2
Mitigation Measure BIO-3
Mitigation Measure BIO-4
Mitigation Measure BIO-6
Mitigation Measure BIO-12

Less than significant

Impact BIO-7
# Potential to create additional disturbed areas for a temporary period and to introduce and spread
invasive plant species to uninfected areas within and adjacent to the Project area

Mitigation Measure BIO-1
Mitigation Measure BIO-2
Mitigation Measure BIO-3
Mitigation Measure BI0-12

Less than significant

Geology, Soils, Minerals, and Paleontological Resources

Impact GEO-3

® Project excavation, grading, and changes in the routing of overland and subsurface flow may reactivate
existing failures and initiate failures where none do not presently exist.

Mitigation Measure GEO-1

Less than significant

Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Impact HAZ-8
# Project construction would involve the use of heavy equipment, welding, and other activities that have
potential to ignite fires.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-1

Less than significant

Noise and Vibration

Impact NOI-4

® Construction equipment noise would increase ambient noise levels at residences located near the
southern terminus of the Project, and would potentially result in a substantial temporary or periodic
increase in ambient noise levels,

Mitigation Measure NOI-1

Less than significant
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IR Highlight
Comparison of Project Alternatives

Table 4-2. Comparison of Environmental Impacts of Alternativ

Resource Topic

Proposed Project

No-Project El Dorado County

Allernat ive

Aesthetics

Scenic vistas

Scenic resources
Degrade visual character
or quality

New source of light or
glare

LTS
LTS

LTS
with Mitigation
LTS

Resource Topic

Proposed Project ','ffp"”ff

£l Dorado County

Resource Topic

No-Project

Praposed Project Allernative

Mid-level
Alternative

Low-level
Allernative

Noise and Vibration
Noise standards
G

1k

Lesser
Geology, Soils, Minerals,
and Paleontological
Besources

Seismicity

Soil erosion

Lesser
Lesser

Air Quality

Air quality plan conflict
Air quality standard
violations

Cumulatively considerable
net increase incriteria
pollutant

Sensitive receptors
Objectionable odors

Unstable geologic unit

Expansive soils

LTS

LTS

LTS with
Mitigation
LTS

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Greenhouse gas emissions

Greenhouse gas plan
conflict

LTS
LTS

Hazards and Hazardous
Matcrials

Biological Resources
Speclal-status species

Sensitive natural
communilies

Wetlands

Wildlife movement and
migration

Local policies and
ordinances

Habitat conservation plan
Spread of invasive species

LTS
with Mitigation
LTS
with Mitigation
LTS
with Mitigation
LTS

LTS
LTS

LTS
with Mitigation

Use, transport or disposal
Accidental release
Emergency response plan
Wildland fire

LTS
LTS
LTS

LTS
with Mitigation

ne
vibration/noise

Permanent increase
Temporary increase

LTS
LTS

LTS

LTS
with Mitigation

Greater
Similar

Greater
Similar

Similar
Similar

Similar
Similar

Lublic Services and
Utilities

New/expanded facilities
Landfill capacity
Telecommunications
disruption

Energy

Similar
Same
Similar

Similar

Becreation
Deterioration of existing

Similar

Traffic and Circulation
Performance standards
conflict

Design hazards
Emergency access
Altemative modes

LTS

No impact Grealer
LTS Grealer
No impact Greater

Same Same

Greater
Greater
Greater

Greater
Greater
Similar

Hydrology/Water Quality
Water quality standard
violations

Alter drainage and result
in erosion

Alter drainage and result
in flooding

Degrade water quality

Cultural Resources
Historical resources
Archacological resources
[Tuman remains

LTS
LTS
LTS

Impede floodflows
Exposure toflooding

LTS

LTS

LTS

LTS Lesser
Greater
Greater

Land Use Planning and
Agricultural Resources

Important farmland

Zoning and Williamson
Act

Other farmland
conversion

Impact Level

No impact

LTS

LTS with Mitigation

Impact Comparisons
Same
Similar

includes heneficial effects
less- than-significant impact

less-than-significant impact with mitigation incorporated

similar to proposed Project

[ Pe95husiions
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Public Comments

Existing Mosquito Road Bridge & Roadway

Remains in Place (Pedestrian and Bicycle Access Across Bridge)
Development & Traffic Considerations

Not capacity increasing project, no changes to planning
Technical Considerations (& Clarifications)

Storm Water

Geotechnical Considerations

Fire Considerations (Haz-1)
Biological Considerations

Oak Woodland Habitat (Bio-7)

Invasive Plant (Bio-12)
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Conclusion

Project meets all Project Objectives
All Impacts Reduced to Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
DOT recommends BOS to:

1) Certify EIR

2) Adopt Findings of Fact and MMRP

3) Approve Mosquito Bridge Replacement Project

Senbean WICF B v PHIEES
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