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Thank you for including the California Department ofTransportation {Caltrans) in "the 
Certification of the Draft Environmental Impact Report review process. the mission -of C.altrans 
is to. provide a s~fe, sustain'3ble, integrated and efficient transportc::ttion $ystern to enhance 
Californla>s economy and livability. The Local Developmerit-'lritergovernmental Review (LD­
IGR) Program reviews land use projects and plans through the lenses of our mission and state 
planning priorities of infill, cons·ervation, arid travel-efficient development. To ensure a safe and 
efficient :transport~tion : system I we encqurnge: early consultation. and coorqination· with loca I 
jurisdictions and project proponents on c;1ll ·development projec.ts that utilize the multimodal 
transportation network. 

This project site 1s currently designated under the General Plan as Bus_iness Park and zoned 
Corporate Business Park, This El R evaluates two -Project Alternatives with an equal weight 
environmental analysis. Both Alternative A and Alternative B require a General Plan 
Amendment and rezone to c~ange land currently desi~]n°ated for Susines~ Park to Commercial 
arid Residential Urban High Dens.ity and a rezone from Corporate Business Park to Comm~rcial 
(C~2) ~nd Multiple Dwelling Residential (R-3} Alternative A proposes to develop approximately 
118,960 sq. foot of commercial buildin9 spac19 and 90 mulfiple~family dWelling units. Alternative 
B proposes to develop approximately 1041350 sq. foot ofcommercial building space1 8,50Q sq. 
foot of office space and 171 multiple,..famiiy dwelling units. The deve"lopment review application 
coveri;; the site plan amj project design, while the use permit application is for t'1e drive.,through 
uses, The propo~ed project site is located on a vacant 27-acre parcel southeasfof the 
intersection of State Route. 49/20 northbound ramps and Dorsey Drive. ln Grass Valley, 
California: The follo_wing co:mments are based on the documents received; · 

Forecasting and Modeling 

The impact to the state highway system seems to be misr~presented in the Draft EIR. The trip 
generation for Alternative A-reported in the Draft EJR, is 478 .AM peak hour trips and 865 PM 
peak hour trips. The trip distdbution map provided ih the Traffic Impact Analysis Report shows 
at>out ·20 percent of the trips ·wm travel SB State-RouteA9 (SR-49) and about 1"5% of the trips. 
will travel NB S_R 49. Table 8--6 iil the DEIR does not represent the correct ·&ignificant trip 

"/'ITMde .a safe, -.wsiaii1ahl.!, inl<!i!mlr;{l mid l!jfki_e11i.11vnspo11alio1rsystem 
to c1iha11c1: Ca/if()m/a 'ii:conomy a11d lii·ahifi/.1·:•• · 
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numb.~rs being adde.d to lhe. freewtw;· .t~u.s, Alternative A µntjer eix~stitig·; pl.us p(qje¢t con·qition&i 
wm·significantly impact".SR 20/S.R 49. The.trip•nurnbers for Table·a ... 1 shol.lld also pe verifiec;:I for 
Alternative B, Piease a.pply· corrections or provide reasoni'ng·. for the· tr1p numbers in both Tabfe. 
s-e &·. '8-7 .. Horizpn 'ye~ r~ ~ hO:u I~ be· taken 20 ye~rs ·.after the .proJect. corn pl.etion year. Please 
·provide the project compl.etion year am;t' a.n.alyze._the foi"lpwing: Cl:lmWl~t)v.e cond1tiona 1 CL!mutative 
cohdidons·plus·proposed project, and the 20-year cumulatiVe conditions, after-construction. 

Traffl~ Operations 

Figure 8 .-. Yef1r 2q35.Plus Project Peak Hour Traffic Volµm.es (Alternatil!~ A) .of the· Fe~ruaty 
. 2'd.'19 Traffic lmp;:lct Anal.ysi$:Hepo_rt,.-.estim~t~s .2~6 v~hiqles per hoU'r"·ln th_e PM peak hpur,; This 
i's,,below the· threshold of 300 VPHt for which dual left-turh lanes, are needed: However-I. any 
future qervel.opment ·or reqe·ve:lopmerit ·along Dors:ey DriV¢ ·or the extension of ·oorsey· Drive· 
~~yond Sutton·way,_-woulc{· likefy exceeq thafthreshpld. Future wict.eni'ng of th·e s·outhpound off­
ramp to provide.-dua:I left-tum lanes. :ano widening oftlie.overcrossing str.ucture to accornmodate 
a seQqnd. ·eastbo'Und through l~rie, wflf be. G~stly. Caltrans do·es·n1t request any payme·nt .of 
mitigation fulids.towardffthis possrble 'future p~oject Howe·ver, we do request the.·City qf Grass 
Valiey reqo,ire widening of .Dorsey Drive,, to proviqe two ·eastbound lanes immectiate·!y ea.st .of 
rnten~et;;tion 8, to \he· project driveway .. This will alloW'futute imj:)rovements to·the interchange, 
with little. orno impacl1 o.wtside of C~ltrans•right of Way, · · 

The other mitigation mea~u·r~.s listed in the· Traffic lm_p.~ct.Analysis Report -~nd th.e Draft EIR ·are·. 
appropri;::1te· and-~cc~pta.ble to. C~ltrans~ 

Hydra.ut~c.s .. stotmwaf~r 

No detailed.-dralnage plansl calculatioDs ·or drawings, ·.and hydr~uUc/hydrology study or, report 
showing the "pre11 and 11po~tn construction pians have beeh rece·ived by Caltrans Marysville 
Hydrauli'~s Branch. · · · 

In order, to ·adequately evaluate the project's hydrologic or-hydraulics impacts upon the ·state1s. 
"tight t;>f way- (ROW) a,_nd Ci;1.ltrat1s drain'age. faqili~ies in the. proje_ct's area,. Caltran~ \vo~l.d 
recomm~nd thijt these· dqc_u,m~nts are $Ubmltted to Caltrans Wheh they- become availabl~,. The 
document should determine whether the project wilt · 

•.• Suostijntially alter t.he ~xisting drainage pattern .of the .site or area, indl.(ding 'th.e 
alteration of the course ... of a stream or river, ln a ma·nner which would result in substantial. 
silt~tion on or off~site w,hiqh will affe·~t the State's or Caltrans1 draina·ge facilit.ies? 

• Alter th.e existing_ drainage pa'ttern ofthe area in .a mc\nner which will ove.rwh.elm th~ 
c·apacities of the exi·sting drainage faci1ities? 

•. Create or contribute run(?ff wafer-which wo~ld. e~ce~q ·fhe: c~pf:lcity of e~istlng or plailned 
stormwater drainage sy$tern~. or provide S.!--lbstantial and. add.itionat:s.o,urces of pollution? 

• Place ·houses ~ith1n :a 1 QQ;,,year floqd zone as .m~pped out on·the F$d~ral lnsurc;ance 
.Rate Map (FIRM)? . 

lfProvlde. a safe,· su~taiha'bfe1 ·;ntegrated·a,hd efflclent .. trans~itation system 
.to enha{?ce qalifo_mia~s e~onomy ·an~ livapifity" 
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No net increase to the too .. year storm ev~nt peak discharge maybe realized within the State's 
highway right of way (ROW), The owner must ma1nta!in or improve .existing drainage patterns 
and or iacmties affected by the proposed project to Caltrans standard. Runoff from the prqposed 
pn:>jectthat will enter the State's ROW and or Calt,rans draina;ge facnltiesr must rneet an 
L:ahontan Regional Water·01uall{y Cont:rol Board water quality.standards. Appropriate ... storm 
water quality best management practices (BMP*s) should be applied on the project's site1 to 
ensure that runoff frem the site1 meets the Lahontan Regional water Quanty· control Board 
Standards. Once the BMP•s a.re installed, the owner mUsfensure that they are properly 
maintained. 

Encroachment Permits 

P•erthe drawings·shown in thedocuments! thep.roJe:ctdoes ne1•appear to encroach ontothe 
Statels·ri:ght ofway, However,. if the proposed··proJemt affects State highway·fadlities, an 
encroachment permit wm be required. 

All work proposed and performed withiri the StateJs highway right ofway must be in 
accordance with Ca1transt standards, and require a CaJtrans Encroachment Permit prior 
to commencing construction. 

Please provide our office with copies·of any further actions regarding this project or 
future deveJo,pment of the; property, We would· appreciate the opportunity to review and 
comment on any changes/updates related to this project 

If you have any question regarding_ these comments or require additional information, 
please contact Kena Sannar, Intergovernmental Review Coordinator for Nevada Countyt 
by phone{530) 634~7613 or via email tokena.sannar@dot.ca;gov. 

Sinoerely1 

KEVIN YOUNT, Branch Chlef 
Office .of Transportation Ptanri,ng 
Regionq1I Planning Bran~h---East 

"Provide a saret susta1nable, tntegroted and ~fficfent tramiporlaUon system 
to enhance CaUfomhis economy and lfva~ility" 


