6 CUMULATIVE AND GROWTH INDUCING IMPACTS

This section includes a detailed analysis of the cumulative impacts that would be anticipated with the proposed
project with a specific focus on the project’s cumulative traffic impacts. In addition, this section includes a
detailed discussion of the proposed project’s growth-inducing impacts, the project’s significant and irreversible
commitment of resources, and the project’s effects on global climate change.

6.1 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

This draft environmental impact report (Draft EIR) provides an analysis of overall cumulative impacts of the
project taken together with other past, present, and probable future projects producing related impacts, as required
by Section 15130 of the California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (State CEQA Guidelines). The goal of
such an exercise is twofold: first, to determine whether the overall long-term impacts of all such projects would be
cumulatively significant; and second, to determine whether the Rocklin Crossings project itself would cause a
“cumulatively considerable” (and thus significant) incremental contribution to any such cumulatively significant
impacts. (See State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15130[a]-[b], Section 15355[b], Section 15064[h], Section
15065[c]; Communities for a Better Environment v. California Resources Agency [2002] 103 Cal.App.4th 98,
120.) In other words, the required analysis intends to first create a broad context in which to assess the project’s
incremental contribution to anticipated cumulative impacts, viewed on a geographic scale well beyond the project
site itself, and then to determine whether the project’s incremental contribution to any significant cumulative
impacts from all projects is itself significant (i.e., “cumulatively considerable” in CEQA parlance).

Pursuant to Section 15130 of the State CEQA Guidelines, “(t)he discussion of cumulative impacts shall reflect the
severity of the impacts and their likelihood of occurrence, but the discussion need not provide as great detail as is
provided for the effects attributable to the project alone. The discussion should be guided by the standards of
practicality and reasonableness, and should focus on the cumulative impacts to which the identified other projects
contribute rather than the attributes of other projects which do not contribute to the cumulative impact.” The
proposed project is considered to have a significant cumulative effect if:

1. The cumulative effects of development without the project are not significant and the project’s additional
impact is substantial enough, when added to the cumulative effects, to result in a significant impact; or

2. The cumulative effects of development without the project are already significant and the project contributes
measurably to the effect. The term “measurably” is subject to interpretation. The standards used herein to
determine measurability are that either the impact must be noticeable to a reasonable person, or must exceed
an established threshold of significance.

Mitigation measures are to be developed to reduce the project’s contribution to cumulative effects to a less-than-
significant level or otherwise to the degree it is feasible to do so. The State CEQA Guidelines acknowledge that
sometimes the only feasible method for mitigating or avoiding significant cumulative effects is to adopt
ordinances or regulations that apply to all projects that contribute to the cumulative effect.

The State CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b)(1) provide two approaches to analyzing cumulative impacts. The
first is the list approach, which requires a listing of past, present, and reasonably anticipated future projects
producing related or cumulative impacts. The second is the summary approach wherein the relevant projections
contained in an adopted general plan or related planning document that is designed to evaluate regional or
areawide conditions are summarized. For this Draft EIR, both the list and the plan approach have been combined
to generate the most reliable future projections possible. A list approach is used to define specific projects that are
currently proposed, but are not necessarily considered within an approved planning document. The plan approach
is used to consider development consistent with an adopted plan.
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6.1.1 CUMULATIVE DEVELOPMENT ASSUMPTIONS

The Rocklin General Plan is intended to provide a long-term guide for the orderly growth and development of the
City of Rocklin. In describing the potential effects of this long-term growth, the general plan identified two
population growth trajectories. These included a moderate growth scenario and a high growth scenario. Both of
these scenarios projected population growth out to 2010. For the moderate growth scenario, the 2010 population
was estimated to be approximately 36,200 people. For the high growth scenario, the 2010 population was
estimated to be approximately 48,600 people. The City’s existing population exceeded the high growth scenario
projection by 2,310 people in 2006. Current population in the City is estimated to be 51,080 (Department of
Finance 2007e).

In order to identify the long-term cumulative growth anticipated in the region, the high growth scenario
population projections identified in the general plan were supplemented with projections developed by the
California Department of Finance for the County. Based on these projections, the County’s estimated 2006
population of 322,428 is estimated to increase by 8% to 349,113 by 2010 and by approximately 41% to 456,040
by 2020. For all resource issues with the exception of traffic, the cumulative growth baseline was based on these
population growth estimates for the year 2020, which include City growth. The cumulative growth assumptions
used in the traffic analysis are described in the traffic section below.

The area cumulatively affected by the individual project impacts varies depending upon the resource issue being
evaluated. For example, nuisance impacts associated with dust generation during construction would be limited to
areas directly surrounding the project site while the project’s generation of air emissions would contribute
cumulatively to the entire air basin. To ensure that the potential localized cumulative impacts are adequately
evaluated, an analysis of the cumulative effects of the proposed Rocklin 60 residential development are discussed,
when appropriate. As described in Chapter 3, Project Description, the proposed Rocklin 60 project includes the
development of 179 single-family residential units on approximately 57 acres located directly east of the proposed
project (Exhibit 3-2).

The Croftwood Estates project is located southeast of the proposed project site across Secret Ravine Creek. The
Croftwood Estates project was approved by the City of Rocklin and is planned to develop 106 single family
homes and 50 custom lots.

The Sierra College Boulevard/Interstate 80 interchange project is designed to improve vehicle movement and
circulation at this intersection in anticipation of future urban development in the immediate area. The California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is the lead agency for implementation of improvements to this
interchange and construction is currently occurring.

The Sierra College Center, located on approximately 9.83 acres at the southeastern corner of Sierra College
Boulevard and Rocklin Road, proposes construction of thirteen single story office and retail buildings. The office
buildings would total approximately 59,218 square feet of floor space and the retail buildings would total
approximately 18,370 square feet of floor space for an overall total of 77,588 square feet of floor space. The main
use of the office space is projected to be dental/medical with a mix of other small businesses.

Placer Vineyards Specific Plan area encompasses approximately 5,230 acres located in the southwest corner of
Placer County, bounded on the north by Baseline Road, on the south by the Sacramento-Placer County line, on
the west by the Sutter-Placer County line, and on the east by Dry Creek and Walerga Road. As approved by the
Placer County Board of Supervisors in July 2007, the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan is a mixed-use master
planned community that includes residential, employment, commercial, open space, recreational, and
public/quasi-public land uses. Placer Vineyards Specific Plan envisions construction of 14,132 homes in a range
of housing types, styles, and densities. At build out, projected to occur over a twenty year time frame, Placer
Vineyards would have a population of approximately 33,000 people, 434 acres of employment centers, 166 acres
of retail commercial centers, and 920 acres of new parks and open space.
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The Placer Ranch Specific Plan area encompasses approximately 2,213 acres located north and adjacent to the
City of Roseville and West Roseville Specific Plan area, approximately one mile west of the SR 65/Sunset
Boulevard interchange, and bisected by Fiddyment Road. The proposed Placer Ranch Specific Plan includes a
mixture of industrial, commercial, office and professional, educational, and residential land uses. The Placer
Ranch Specific Plan is envisioned to develop 4,618 residential units and includes land that would be developed
with a California State University campus sized to accommodate between 15,000 and 25,000 full time students at
build out.

The Regional University and Community Specific Plan area encompasses approximately 1,136 acres located
north of Baseline Road, east of Brewer Road, and west of the future extension of Watt Avenue. The proposed
Regional University and Community Specific Plan includes two primary components: a University campus (600
acres) and an adjoining community (536 acres). The Regional University is planned to accommodate
approximately 6,000 students, along with 800 professors and staff, and to offer both undergraduate and graduate
degrees. In addition to the institutional facilities on campus, the campus would include approximately 1,155
residential units for students and faculty, as well as retirement housing. The preliminary University program
includes a full range of academic, administrative, athletic, and performing arts facilities; faculty and staff housing;
student housing; and a retirement village. In addition, a portion of the campus is planned for a potential private
high school that could accommodate 1,200 students and accompanying staff and faculty. The proposed
Community would involve mixed-use development with a variety of residential, commercial, employment, open
space, parks, and public uses. The Community would include 3,232 residential units of varying densities,
commercial, open space, and recreation areas.

The West Roseville Specific Plan area, located in the northwestern-most portion of the City of Roseville,
encompasses 3,162 acres and is adjacent to and east of the Placer Vineyards Specific Plan located in Placer
County. The approved West Roseville Specific Plan land use plan identifies a blend of residential, service,
employment, open space, and public uses and envisions housing approximately 20,810 residents and providing
jobs for 3,726 employees.

The Morgan’s Orchard at Secret Ravine project would develop 15.9 acres located at the southwest comer of 1-80
and Penryn Parkway east of the Town of Loomis. This project would construct 68 residential lots sized to contain
only the building footprint of its respective dwelling unit, thereby allowing the remainder of the land to be held as
common open space. All residential lots would be developed with detached housing units.

SUMMARY OF CURRENTLY PLANNED AND PROPOSED PROJECTS

Table 6-1 provides a summary of the projects considered in the cumulative analysis. As described above and
shown in Table 6-1, substantial development and growth is anticipated to occur throughout the vicinity and
region.

6.1.2 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

LAND USE

As described in the Land Use section of this Draft EIR, the impacts of the project relative to environmental plans,
policies, and regulations are less than significant. As also discussed, the project is at the edge of Rocklin and
would not physically divide an established community. The cumulative development within the region would
result in a dramatic change in regional land uses and individual projects would need to be considered in the
context of their contribution to this change. However, given that the project would not contribute to any
significant impacts related to specific CEQA land use issues (division of a community, consistency with plans and
policies adopted for the purpose of avoiding environmental impacts), the project would not contribute to
cumulative land use impacts in the region. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less-than-significant
cumulative land use impact.
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Table 6-1
Cumulative Projects
Cumulative Project Total ResidentiaI_Land Commercial/lndustrial | Population
Acres Uses (units) Land Uses (acres) (persons)

Croftwood Estates Development 83.3 156 0 427
Rocklin 60 Development 56.9 179 0 490
Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Interchange N/A 0 0 0
Sierra College Center 9.83 0 9.83 0
Placer Vineyards Specific Plan 5,230 14,132 600 33,000
Placer Ranch Specific Plan 2,213 6,758* 740 18,280
Regional University and Community Specific Plan 1,136 4,387* 45 Unknown
West Roseville Specific Plan 3,162 8,390 177.2 20,810
Morgan’s Orchard at Secret Ravine 15.9 68 0 186
Total 11,906.9 34,070 1,572.03 73,193
* Includes university student housing

TRAFFIC

The City’s traffic model forecasts traffic volume out to the year 2025 based on the land use and circulation system
included in the City’s General Plan. Therefore, for the cumulative traffic impacts, the cumulative baseline year is
2025 rather than 2020. The interchange improvements at Interstate 80/Sierra College Boulevard that are currently
being constructed are assumed to be in place in 2025 for both the cumulative baseline and cumulative-plus-project
scenarios. The analysis examines the traffic impacts expected to result from the addition of vehicle traffic
generated by the proposed project on the cumulative traffic condition at surrounding intersections and roadway
segments. The roadway map included in Exhibit 6-1 identifies the area or context of the cumulative impact
analysis. This analysis also recommends mitigation measures based on the project’s effects under the cumulative
scenarios.

6.1.3 DEVELOPMENT OF FUTURE TRAFFIC VOLUMES

Traffic volume data for 2025 conditions were developed using forecasts from the City of Rocklin traffic model.
The traffic model is based on the land use and circulation system shown in the City’s General Plan. The 2025
projected volume for this analysis is based on the summary of projections method contained in the adopted
General Plan. This method does not assume full buildout of all of the land uses identified in the General Plan’s
land use map. Instead, base-year and future-year p.m. peak-hour arterial segment volumes were forecast using the
City’s model, which is considered a more accurate source of information about 2025 conditions, as it reflects
demographic and market assumptions superimposed on land use plans. Turn movements for the p.m. peak hour
were postprocessed according to the methodology described below.
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6.1.4 INTERSECTION TURNING MOVEMENTS

For passenger vehicles, the base-year scenario in the City’s traffic model is 2001, and the future-year scenario is
2025. The following describes the methodology used to convert traffic model volumes into a.m. and p.m. peak-
hour intersection turn volumes for 2025 conditions:

1. The difference between the modeled 2001 and 2025 peak-hour directional arterial traffic volumes (for each
intersection approach and departure) was identified from loaded highway network plots. This difference
defines growth in traffic over the 24-year period. The incremental growth in peak-period approach and
departure volumes between 2001 and 2025 was factored to develop the incremental change in peak-hour
volumes.

2. The forecast growth in approach and departure volumes from 2006 to future-year 2025 was added to the
existing approach and departure volumes, resulting in postprocessed forecast-year 2025 approach and
departure volumes. Volume development worksheets summarizing the steps are included in Appendix EA.

3. Forecast year 2025 turn volumes were developed using existing turn volumes and the future approach and
departure volumes, based on the methodologies contained in the National Cooperative Highway Research
Program Report (NCHRP) 255: Highway Traffic Data for Urbanized Area Project Planning and Design
(Transportation Research Board, December 1982). NCHRP 255 worksheets are included in Appendix GA.

The City’s current traffic model is not validated for the a.m. peak hour and does not have forecasting capability
for the Saturday peak hour. To validate the 2025 model a.m. peak-hour traffic volumes, the existing a.m. peak-
hour traffic volumes were compared to the existing p.m. peak-hour traffic volumes and ratios between existing
a.m. and p.m. peak volume were calculated. These ratios were then applied to the 2025 a.m. peak model numbers.
These adjusted 2025 a.m. peak directional arterial traffic volumes were then used in the methodology described
above in Step 1 to obtain the growth in traffic during the a.m. peak hour. Similarly, to develop future intersection
turn movements for the Saturday peak hours, the ratios of the existing p.m. peak to Saturday peak hours were
used. These ratios were applied to the postprocessed year 2025 no project p.m. peak hour traffic volumes to
determine the 2025 no project Saturday peak-hour traffic volumes. Project trips were then manually added to the
study area intersections to determine the 2025 plus project traffic volumes.

Year 2025 traffic volumes were forecast for two roadway networks. The network used for project impact analysis
assumes that Dominguez Road terminates at Granite Drive, as in the existing condition, and is referred to as
“without Dominguez Road.” The alternative network assumes that Dominguez Road is extended east to Sierra
College Boulevard. This alternative network is referred to as “with Dominguez Road” and is intended to provide
an analysis of the effects of extending Dominguez Road. The Dominguez Road extension is in the City’s Traffic
Impact Fee and Capital Improvement Program and is included in the City’s current General Plan although no
schedule exists for construction of the new segment. The analysis of these two roadway networks is provided
below with the identification of separate impacts depending upon which network is assumed. Following this
analysis is an identification of the project’s cumulative impacts at the Interstate 80/Sierra College Boulevard
interchange and along the Interstate 80 mainline.

6.1.5 2025 No PROJECT WITHOUT DOMINGUEZ ROAD

Weekday and Saturday peak-hour forecast traffic volumes for the 2025 no project without Dominguez Road
scenario are shown in Exhibit 6-1 and Exhibit 6-2. The LOS for study area intersections and roadway segments
are shown in Table 6-2 and Table 6-3. The 2025 no project without Dominguez Road traffic volume development
and LOS worksheets are provided in Appendix €A. All 2025 LOS include the roadway improvements assumed in
the baseline condition as well as implementation of the City’s General Plan roadway system as documented in the
City General Plan Circulation Element. The LOS also includes the following improvements to the intersection of
Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road, which is planned as part of the Sierra College Boulevard widening
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project: (1) Northbound — addition of a second left, third through, and exclusive right-turn lanes; (2) Southbound
— addition of a third through and exclusive right-turn lanes; and (3) Westbound — addition of a second left and
second through lanes. There is an approved, not-yet-built project that is partially obligated to construct these
improvements. The 2025 intersection geometrics and traffic control are shown in Exhibit 6-3.

As shown in Table 6-2, the following six-thirteen intersections are forecast to operate at unsatisfactory LOS in the
2025 No Project without Dominguez Road condition:

Rocklin Road/Pacific Street

Rocklin Road/Granite Drive

Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps

Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps

Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road

Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road

Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)
Horseshoe Bar Road/1-80 Eastbound Ramps (Loomis)
Barton Road/Brace Road (Loomis)

Barton Road/Rocklin Road (Loomis)

Sierra College Boulevard/King Road (Loomis)

Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way (Placer County)
Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis)

vV Y vV VY VY Y VY VY VY VY VY VvYYyYy

The results of the roadway analysis as shown in Table 6-3 indicate that most of the study area roadway segments
are forecast to operate within their daily roadway capacities with the exception of the following three segments:

» Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)
» Taylor Road between Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College Boulevard (Loomis)
» Rocklin Road between Pacific Street and Granite Drive

6.1.6 2025 PLUS PROJECT WITHOUT DOMINGUEZ ROAD

Traffic volumes generated by the proposed project were added to the 2025 no project traffic volumes, and LOS
were calculated for the 2025 plus project scenario. Weekday and Saturday peak-hour forecast traffic volumes for
the 2025 plus project without Dominguez Road scenario are shown in Exhibit 6-4 and Exhibit 6-5. The LOS for
study area intersections and roadway segments in the 2025 plus project without Dominguez Road scenario are
shown in Table 6-4 and Table 6-5. The 2025 plus project without Dominguez Road LOS worksheets are provided
in Appendix CA.

The proposed mitigation measures for the 2025 plus project impacts (without Dominguez Road scenario) are
shown in Exhibit 6-6. These mitigation measures are also identified following the specific traffic impacts
described below. Per Town of Loomis® and Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan, Sierra College Boulevard is
planned to be widened to a four-lane arterial between Taylor Road and SR-193. This improvement is assumed to
occur prior to 2025. In addition, the Town of Loomis has a proposed signal installation at the intersection of
Barton Road/Rocklin Road for the near future.

! Brian Fraggio, Town of Loomis. Personal communication, January 17, 2007.
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Table 6-2
2025 No Project without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary
2025 No Project without Dominguez Road Condition
Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS
Delay Delay Delay
1 |Rocklin Road/Pacific Street * 0.7670-639| CB 10.8080-674] DB ]0.5860-488| AA
2 |Rocklin Road/Granite Drive 0.6790:564| BA ]0.9450.771| EC |0.6840.570| BA
3 |Rocklin Road/1-80 Westbound Ramps 0.8500-734| DC ]1.1490.993| FE [0.9470.818] ED
4 |Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 1.0170.878] FB ]0.9910858] ED ]0.5680-490| AA
5 |Dominguez Road/Pacific Street * 0.5756:502| AA |0.7610.657| CB |0.4260:368| AA
- . co1 13.0 151 111
6 |Dominguez Road/Granite Drive 5ec13.0 BB seci5. cec sectid BB
7 |Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road * (Loomis) 0.9900.-825] EB |0.9470.788| EC ]0.5600-466| AA
8 |Sierra College Boulevard/Brace Road * (Loomis) 0.5750-497| AA [0.7410.640| CB ]0.3380-288| AA
9 |Sierra College Boulevard/Granite Drive 0.6610-551| BA |0.6710:559| BA |0.5780:482| AA
10 |Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Westbound Ramps 0.6860:593| BA |0.6370:592| BA |0.5830.572| AA
11 |Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 0.6760-584| BA ]0.5350:462| AA |0.5950-529| AA
12 |Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road 0.4370377| AA [0.6170533| BA |0.5770-499| AA
13 |Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road * 0.8460-705] DS ]0.77990.849| CB |0.4710392| AA
14 [Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road * (Loomis) 1.1274.025] FF ]1.1951.087| FF ]0.7680.698| CB
15 |Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps * (Loomis) |0.5490.475| AA |0.5060-437| AA |0.4640-401 AA
12 : 29.8 269 167
16 |Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps = (Loomis) 56029.8 Db 56026.9 Db secl6.7 cc
12 , 814 59.9 124
17 |Barton Road/Brace Road “~ (Loomis) sec814 FE 56C59.9 FE seci2d BB
261.4
18 |Barton Road/Rocklin Road *? (Loomis) sec2614 | FE 204 cc 17.0 cc
T e ' - sec20-4-see| — sect/O-see| —
19 |Sierra College Boulevard/King Road * (Loomis) 0.6890.:607| BB ]0.8370-744| DE [0.5290:481| AA
. . 12 266.4 593.7
20 Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way ~“ (Placer 50c266.4 FF 56c593.7 FF 32.9 DD
County) sec32.9-sec
sec sec
21 [Taylor Road/King Road * (Loomis) 0.9620.802] EB |0.6116509 BA |0.7078:589 CA
Notes:
ICU V/C ratio is used for signalized intersections. HCM delay in seconds is used for unsignalized intersections.
! LOS C required for these intersections. LOS D acceptable for all other intersections.
? Peak Hour volumes meet Signal Warrant #3 of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
| indicates exceeds level of service criteria
Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR EDAW

City of Rocklin

6-9

Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts



Table 6-3

2025 No Project Without Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary

. Capacity
Roadway Segment Capacity | Volume Configuration VIC |LOS
Taylor Road King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road ! (Loomis) 15,000 | 19,499 | Two-lane Collector| 1.30| F
Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College 15,000 | 14,891 | Two-lane Collector| 0.99 | E
Boulevard™ (Loomis)
- - - 1
Pacific Street Sierra College Boulevard and Dominguez Road 30,000 | 17,725 _Fqur-lane ~losgl A
Undivided Arterial
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * Four-lane
30,000 | 22,105 Undivided Arterial 0.741 C
Rocklin Road Pacific Street and Granite Drive 30,000 | 37,534 -Fqur-lane 1ol E
Undivided Arterial
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard Four-lane
30,000 | 16,346 |y ivided Arterial | 024 | A
Sierra College Boulevard and Barton Road * Four-lane
(Loomis) 30,000 | 14,281 |y divided Arterial | 048 | A
Barton Road Rocklin Road and Brace Road * (Loomis) 15,000 | 6,372 |Two-lane Collector| 0.42 | A
Horseshoe Bar Road |1-80 and Brace Road * (Loomis) 15,000 | 9,983 | Two-lane Collector| 0.67 | B
Brace Road 1-80 and Barton Road * (Loomis) 15,000 | 9,754 |Two-lane Collector| 0.65| B
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard * (Loomis) 15,000 | 9,202 |Two-lane Collector| 0.61| B
Sierra College English Colony Way and King Road * (Placer Four-lane
Boulevard County) 30,000 | 22,994 Undivided Arterial 0.771 €
- 1 -
King Road and Taylor Road * (Loomis) 30,000 | 21,382 _F(_Jur—lane lo7il ¢
Undivided Arterial
Taylor Road and 1-80 50,525 |32,940 | Six-lane Arterial | 0.65| B
1-80 and Dominguez Road 50,525 | 26,424 | Six-lane Arterial | 0.52 | A
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 50,525 | 32,628 | Six-lane Arterial | 0.65| B
- - - - l
Granite Drive Dominguez Road and Sierra College Boulevard 30,000 | 11,367 _Fc_)ur—lane Closs| A
Undivided Arterial
- - 1
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road 30,000 | 14,008 .Fc.)ur—lane Cloa7l A
Undivided Arterial
Dominguez Road Taylor Road and Granite Drive * 15,000 | 4,942 |Two-lane Collector| 0.33| A
. - 1
King Road Sierra _College Boulevard and Taylor Road 15000 | 7,037 |Two-lane Collector| 0.47 | A
(Loomis)
Notes:

! LOS C required for these segments. LOS D acceptable for all other segments.
indicates exceeds level of service criteria.

Shaded areas indicate roadway Improvements consistent with City of Rocklin General Plan, Town of Loomis General Plan, and the Horseshoe
Bar/Penryn Community Plan.

EDAW

Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts

6-10

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
City of Rocklin




Erry

A

NORTH

Legend

@ Study Area

{® Future Intersection
== Future Roadway

GEL WARAE

&
ra

aHe

aitte

rs
ANA

4l

1. Pacific St/Rocklin Rd

@
A

41

2. Granite Dr/Rockli

in Rd

o

(’ih Fa
taat
L

e

)

A

-—

A

“l

3, |-80 WB Ramp/Rocklin Rd

W

4. |-80 EB Ramp/Rocklin Rd

aepp

4%

sl

s

4

A

ofh

=
k7

5. Dominguez Rd/Pacific St

=t

6. Granite Dr/Dominguez Rd

it

7. Sierra College Blvd/Taylor Rd 8. Sierra College Blvd/Brace Rd

9. Sierra College Blvd/Granite Dr

10. Sierra College/I-80 WB Ramp

"'1' F A_ FoFwy)
“H‘*H{% 4w s *ﬂl‘*ﬁ{% W78 WS F :
2T ofte > T S ER R R 3 e
e

11. Sierra College/I-80 EB Ramp

12. Sierra College/Dominguez Rd 13. Sierra College Blvd/Rocklin Rd

14. Horseshoe Bar Rd/Taylor Rd

15. Horseshoe Bar/l-80 WB Ramp

b £ 5
W | E W | F 3 |+ bl
T tth 3 T «altte + | b 2 oth b

16. Horseshoe Bar/l-80 EB Ramp

K ad [ 3

W 145

4l

ry

A
2

2
&

17. Barton Rd/Brace Rd 18. Barton Rd/Rocklin Rd

rs
A

3+ | «tb

19. Sierra College Blvd/King Rd

th

20. Sierra College/English Colony Way

Legend

i Signal

-~ Stop Sign

F Free Right Turn

LA

Tath

21. Taylor Rd/King Rd

G 06110148.01 025

Source: LSA 2007

Year 2025 Geometrics and Traffic Control

Exhibit 6-3

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
City of Rocklin

6-11

EDAW

Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts




NORTH

Legend
@ Study Area

{® Future Intersection
== Future Roadway

TRGL BN COLORY WY

6L NAR AVE

28 5 2
8 = S| o181 = = =|t 7531685
= o o|" = T @
2 § Bl 2518 2 = &« 1070/ 1001
o 1 L] 383557 SRS Pl Ik
31786 [ * CIEZ R
1981271 > |8 5 & o76/1243 ~[88 & B
80/67 3z = = s s s
&%

1 _Pacific StRocklin Rd

2_Granite Dr/Rocklin Rd

(=23 o
T =
3o
F S I« 142411299 1831134
J L L) 3721592 < 1117/ 1365
929/1235 — 338/323 3|t
42/711 832/102 »[§ = g
= s
2 8
5 R

3 1-80 WB Ramp/Rocklin Rd

4 |-80 EB Ramp/Rocklin Rd

§ & £|¢ 175 32

o = == = o

= 3 2|« 53/513 5 R

J 1 | 109749 J 4
43178 2|9t 70106 1|9 1
338/750 - [N © o 16/131 2 [2 5
4136 U5 8 2 @ §

5 Dominguez Rd/Pacific St

§ Granite Dr/Dominguez Rd

17 _Barton Rd/Brace Rd

18 Barton Rd/Rocklin Rd

19 Sierra College Blvd/King Rd

w© 5 3 5 =
2. c 5 5 g .. B8
§§2L48i46 g% §Q§LSSI4Q 2 w|1 198/128 S8 3
& 2 F) 302/275 @ Lt 2741284 S O Dl 30/2 B I|- 19/16 8 2 Tt 69/3%
SV LI 323/377 L LI 2641195 <Ll 110/97 < L) 830/692 <L LI 581259
90/313 v t 58/87 Ut 1261358 1< t 22182 2|t 386/261 3|t
1751388 — g = ?Cf § § 16131 =B € 3 231152 1|8 8 '5:: 186/233 - % §
11812851;:: sl 451‘3021;: 5 [T R— 279!891:;
SER 32 ]2 5 & e o
7_ Sierra College Blvd/Taylor Rd 8 Sierra College Blvd/Brace Rd 9 _Sierra College Blvd/Granite Dr 10_Sierra College/l-80 WB Ramp 11 Sierra College/I-80 EB Ramp
= —
S o o & o = = @ 0
— & 8 38 2?E < s &
2> = @ =T 209/119 2 = 5| 584/867 = 5 2|t 3451 R
2 It 40/142 & 2 |« 522/300 e B B« 15/12 S & |« 82/50 &8 2|t 359/363
L LIy 1787459 J | L]{ 85164 J L L]y 84/93 J L L) 32/161 L Ll 194/109
rr 2851363 1|« t M7t e 205/89 1|t 1t T
g o 206/5388 ~|g & & 70[11—>§§§ 53145 -8 S & &<
= = 350/485 1|3 T 3 219737 5 3 183130 V|5 5 & > =
8« 8L 8= eI T e
& >
12 _Sierra College/Dominguez Rd 13 Sierra College/Rocklin Rd 14 Horseshoe Bar Rd/Taylor Rd 15 Horseshoe Bar/I-80 WB Ramp 16 Horseshoe Bar/l-80 EB Ramp
w
Bz =25 g £
s 5 T 5 |t 33227 3= S S|t 216779
< 384/215 & 2 2 8 &< 38/5 = K|t 188/174 & 2|+ 2601133
I 1587203 oJ 1 < 1 L] 63/15 L) 114752 L L] 170/99
160/350 —=| < r* 165/214 1< 1t 10/54 1<t t e 268/135 [ t
1271223 1|8 & 168/621 § 3 16/31 - E N § b 148/216 > 5!, g 8
== = -+ 2 = =z 1|12 T =
éé §§ 414 ) :p 3 279!269.,22%‘33

20 Sierra College/English Colony

21 Taylor Rd/King Rd

123/ 456

AM / PM Peak Hour Volume

G 06110148.01 026

Source: LSA 2007

Year 2025 Plus Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - Without Dominguez Road

Exhibit 6-4

EDAW

Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts

6-12

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
City of Rocklin




NORTH

Legend

@ Study Area
(® Future Intersection
== Future Roadway

oL WARAVE

FocKim Fp

T 14

T 346

= o o [T
QXK T|—64 2 & B« 530
J L L) 32 < 1 LIF35
5% 9t 304 9t
1349§£§ M =l8 € s
64 137

1_Pacific StRocklin Rd

2_Granite Dr/Rocklin Rd

o @
5 o 3| 01 T 294
J L Ll 236 711
1172 - KEE R

9 R =

3 1-80 WB Ramp/Rocklin Rd

4 |-80 EB Ramp/Rocklin Rd

T 20 -
8 & 3| o 5B
AN I J
0 20 [ 1
535 +|° & o FOR B

5 Dominguez Rd/Pacific St

§ Granite Dr/Dominguez Rd

7_Sierra College Bivd/Taylor Rd

8 Sierra College Bivd/Brace Rd

9 _Sierra College Blvd/Granite Dr

3 t 35 ot 89 =
2 B 5| 200 g 2|t 108 8ol 5 8| E 2 &t 304
RN Pl PN PR J 1 Lo e < | 508 J 4 U] g 181
B G T S T G TR EaEae 82 1o 1 o
e [ g3 v-l8 R w gz g w8 g e
93 158 = 24 1| &

10_Sierra College/l-80 WB Ramp

11 Sierra College/I-80 EB Ramp

T 318

@
=1

12 _Sierra College/Dominguez Rd

13 Sierra College/Rocklin Rd

14 Horseshoe Bar Rd/Taylor Rd

15 Horseshoe Bar/l-80 WB Ramp

& &t o109 8 & &< 360 o S S|« 12 & & F| 58 5 S|t 240

L LE 543 J 4 LIe 9 J L LT 123 g L LI 144 U ]
T 269 |t 6t r 57 Mt T
23 M -8 g - 1B =TS 2 3-8 3 3 5 5
& N o o — 0 -
a 216 1 97 7% 7

16_Horseshoe Bar/l-80 EB Ramp

17 Barlon Rd/Brace Rd

18 Barton Rd/Rocklin Rd

19 Sierra College Blvd/King Rd

20 Sierra College/English Colony

- o | L 121 - o - |t
< 214 8 R ~ 2 &< 13 A R X 5 B8
£ 107 J 4 J 4 Llras L Lo s J 1 Lle 115
25 ~[9 %3 7|9 1 55t e t P e
EE S 468 (g ° n-leg s g M-8 s
- — © B — - = -
87 1712

21 Taylor Rd/King Rd

G 06110148.01 027

Source: LSA 2007

Year 2025 Plus Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - Without Dominguez Road

Exhibit 6-5

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR

City of Rocklin

6-13

EDAW

Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts



sjoedu| BuIdNPU| YIMOID pue aARINWND

¥1-9

uipoy Jo Ao

Mva3

H13 yeIqg palenalnay Ajensed 198loid sBUISSOID U0y

Table 6-4
2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary

2025 No Project without Dominguez Road Condition

2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour Saturday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
) VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio /

Intersection Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |[LOS
1 |Rocklin Road/Pacific Street * 0.7670-639| CB |0.8080.674| DB | 0.5860.488 | AA | 0.7740.645 | CB | 0.8300.692 | D?B | 0.6120.510 | BA
2 |Rocklin Road/Granite Drive 0.6790.564| BA [0.9450.771| EC | 0.6840.570 | BA | 0.6820.567 | BA |0.9570.780 | E>C | 0.6980.582 | BA
3 |Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps 0.8500-850 | DB |1.1491:.149] FF | 0.9470.947| EE |0.8730-873 | DD |1.211+.211 | FF |1.0231.023| FF
3 |Recklin-Road/I-80-Westbound-Ramps 0.734 c 0.993 E 0.818 in} 0.754 c 1.045 F 0.884 B
4 |Rocklin Road/1-80 Eastbound Ramps 1.0170.878| FD [0.9910.856| ED | 0.5680.490 | AA | 1.0360.895 | F?D | 1.0530.909 | FE | 0.6530.564 | BA
5 |Dominguez Road/Pacific Street * 0.5750:502| AA |0.7610:657| CB | 0.4260-368 | AA | 0.5780-502 | AA | 0.7640.:659 | CB | 0.4360-377 | AA
6 |Dominguez Road/Granite Drive * sec%—see BB ﬂlls—.—'ll—see cc ﬂll_ll_j_see BB ﬂg—.—'ll—see BB ﬂ1155_.._55{’% cc ﬂﬁsee BB
7 |Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road * (Loomis) |0.9900-825| EB |0.9470.788| EC | 0.5600.466 | AA | 1.0160-846 | F°D | 1.0120-848 | EB | 0.6400.532 | BA
8 |Sierra College Boulevard/Brace Road * (Loomis) |0.5750-497| AA [0.7410.640| CB | 0.3380.288 | AA | 0.5920.511 | AA | 0.7780-673 | CB | 0.4010-347 | AA
9 |Sierra College Boulevard/Granite Drive 0.6610:551| BA |0.6710:559| BA | 0.5780:482 | AA | 0.6830-569 | BA | 0.7360-614 | CB | 0.6530.544 | BA
10 |Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Westbound Ramps |0.6860-593 | BA [0.6370:592| BA | 0.5830.572 | AA | 0.7120:616 | CB | 0.7120.657 | CB | 0.6780-654 | BB
11 |Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound Ramps |0.6760:584| BA [0.5350:462| AA | 0.5950.529 | AA | 0.7340.:634 | CB | 0.7850-678 | CB |0.8880-782 | DC
12 |Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road 0.4370.377| AA |0.6170533| BA | 0.5770-499 | AA | 0.4870-421 | AA | 0.7680.663 | CB [ 0.7620-658 | CB
13 |Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road * 0.8460.705| DC |0.7790.649| CB |0.4716-392 | AA |0.8780.731 | D?C | 0.8076.672 | DB | 0.5850-487 | AA
14 |Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road * (Loomis) 11271025 EF |1.1051087| EF | 07680608 | ca | 11371022 F_;F 12281116 F_QZF 0.8050.732 | DC
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Table 6-4
2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary

2025 No Project without Dominguez Road Condition

2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition

AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour Saturday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
) VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / V/C Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio /
Intersection Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |LOS| Delay |[LOS
) 1
15 (HL‘ggfnslhsc)’e Bar Road/1-80 Westbound Ramps = | 590 475| AA [0.5060.437| AA | 0.4640.401 | AA | 0.5490.475 | AA | 0.5060.437 | AA | 0.4640.401 | AA
16 |Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps - 29.8 26.9 16.7 30.2 ) 27.7 ) 17.3
(Loomis) sec29-8-sec Db sec26-9-sec Db secls-7-sec ce sec30-2-sec DB sec27-7-sec DB seclt73-sec ce
17 |Barton Road/Brace Road ** (Loomis) 814 e | 599 Fr 124 BB 852 |F%F| 68.0 — 12.8 BB
sec814sec| = |sec59-9see| — |seci24sec| = |sec85.2sec| ? sec68-0-see| — |seci28sec| —
18 |Barton Road/Rocklin Road ** (Loomis) 261.4 304.7
NCY T 20.4 17.0 S GTRVIL 27.6 23.9
@iiu FF sec20. cc seciZ g cc @53%94-7 FF e DD 56023.0 cc
19 |Sierra College Boulevard/King Road * (Loomis) |0.6890-607| BB |0.8370-744| DC | 0.5290-481 | AA | 0.6980.615 | BB | 0.8680.-771 | D°C| 0.5640.511 | AA
20 |Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way *3|  266.4 593.7 329 305.0 840.9 P
(Placer County) sec266:4 | FF [ sec5937 | FF | 20 .| DD | 5ec8050 | FF | sec8409 | EF | 2o EE
sec sec sec sec
; 1 ; 2
21 |Taylor Road/King Road ~ (Loomis) 0.9620.202| ED [0.6110.509| BA | 0.7070.589 | cA | 0.9680.807 |E5P| 0.6280.523 | BA | 0.7270.605 | cB

Notes:
ICU V/C ratio is used for signalized intersections. HCM delay in seconds is used for unsignalized intersections.
' LOS C required for these intersections. LOS D acceptable for all other intersections.

2 Project impact is less than 5% of total intersection V/C or delay and therefore not a significant impact.

® peak Hour volumes meet Signal Warrant #3 of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices

utline] indicates exceeds level of service criteria

* Delay exceeds 1000 seconds

Shaded areas indicate a Significant Impact




Table 6-5

2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary

. Capacity
Roadway Segment Capacity | Volume Configuration VIC |LOS
Taylor Road King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road ! (Loomis) 15,000 | 20,459 | Two-lane Collector| 1.36| F
Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College 15,000 | 15,471 | Two-lane Collector| 1.03| F
Boulevard® (Loomis)
Pacific Street Sierra College Boulevard and Dominguez Road * | 30,000 | 18,235 Four-lane 0.61| B
Undivided Arterial
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 30,000 | 22,385 Four-lane 0.75| C
Undivided Arterial
Rocklin Road Pacific Street and Granite Drive 30,000 | 37,864 Four-lane 126| F
Undivided Arterial
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard 30,000 | 18,006 Four-lane 0.60| B
Undivided Arterial
Sierra College Boulevard and Barton Road * 30,000 |15,501 Four-lane 052 A
(Loomis) Undivided Arterial
Barton Road Rocklin Road and Brace Road * (Loomis) 15,000 | 6,962 |Two-lane Collector| 0.46 | A
Horseshoe Bar Road {1-80 and Brace Road * (Loomis) 15,000 | 10,033 | Two-lane Collector| 0.67 | B
Brace Road 1-80 and Barton Road * (Loomis) 15,000 | 9,864 |Two-lane Collector|0.66 | B
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard * (Loomis) 15,000 | 9,202 |Two-lane Collector| 0.61| B
Sierra College English Colony Way and King Road * (Placer 30,000 |24,724 Four-lane 0.82| D
Boulevard County) Undivided Arterial
King Road and Taylor Road * (Loomis) 30,000 | 23,682 Four-lane 079| C
Undivided Arterial
Taylor Road and 1-80 50,525 | 36,360 | Six-lane Arterial | 0.72 | C
1-80 and Dominguez Road 50,525 | 35,494 | Six-lane Arterial |0.70 | B
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 50,525 | 36,348 | Six-lane Arterial | 0.72| C
Granite Drive Dominguez Road and Sierra College Boulevard ! | 30,000 | 11,387 Four-lane 0.38| A
Undivided Arterial
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 30,000 | 14,068 Four-lane 047 | A
Undivided Arterial
Dominguez Road Taylor Road and Granite Drive * 15,000 | 5,042 |Two-lane Collector| 0.34| A
King Road Sierra College Boulevard and Taylor Road * 15,000 | 7,037 |Two-lane Collector| 0.47 | A
(Loomis)
Notes:

' LOS C required for these segments. LOS D acceptable for all other segments.
indicates exceeds level of service criteria.

Shaded areas indicate roadway Improvements consistent with City of Rocklin General Plan, Town of Loomis General Plan, and the Horseshoe
Bar/Penryn Community Plan.
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Year 2025 Plus Project Without Dominguez Road — Mitigations Exhibit 6-6
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IMPACT  Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related traffic to
6-1 cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the westbound ramps of the Rocklin Road/I-80
intersection during the p.m. peak hour_.and would deteriorate the LOS during the Saturday midday peak from
LOS E to LOS F. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably in the p.m. peak hour and
Saturday midday peak and the project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be

considered significant. Fhis-impact-weuld-be-considered-significant:

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
westbound ramps of the Rocklin Road/I-80 intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, this
intersection operates at LOS F with a volume/capacity ratio of 1.149 and would operate at LOS F with the project;
the volume/capacity ratio would be degraded by more than 5 percent to 1.211 during the p.m. peak hour. During
the Saturday mlddav peak the intersection operates at an LOS E and would degrade to LOS F W|th the addition of
project traffic. 3
grade-Because the cumulatlve |mpacts of development are already 3|gn|f|cant and the pro;ect Would exceed the
established significance threshold, the project would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-1 Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps Without Dominguez Road

Implement Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 to fund a fair share portion of the construction of the Rocklin Road / 1-80
Interchange reconstruction project programmed in the City’s CIP.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the interchange reconstruction improvements projectidentified
mitigation-measure, the LOS would be improved to LOS B-C during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours; and LOS €D
during the Saturday peak hour. This would be an acceptable level and this impact would be rendered less than
significant. However, implementation requires the selection of a final design option, review and approval of
Caltrans of the improvement plans, acquisition of right of way, and construction of the project improvements.
Until such time as the improvement design selection process is complete and Caltrans has approved the
interchange reconstruction improvements, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City
Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable. Though there is little doubt that the City
and Caltrans will work cooperatively to design and construct the ultimate improvements based on past experience
and on-going discussions, the City cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation
will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes
that Caltrans can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. With such action by
Caltrans, the impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though at present, as noted above, the

Cltv con5|ders the |mpact S|qn|f|cant and unav0|dable eensldetced—lessthan—stgnmeant tnether—we#ds—b%paymg

IMPACT  Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related traffic to
6-2 cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the eastbound ramps of the Rocklin Road/I-80
intersection from LOS B-E to LOS FE during the p.m. peak hour. Because this intersection already operates
unacceptably in the p.m. peak hour and the project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, thisthis
impact would be considered significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
eastbound-ramps-ef-the-Rocklin Road/I-80 eastbound ramps intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative
condition, this intersection operates at an LOS B-E with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.856-991 during the p.m.
peak hour. The project would degrade the intersection operations to an LOS E-F with a volume/capacity ratio of
0:9091.053 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradatlon represents a qreater than 5 percent increase in the
volume/capacity ratio-ane-w 3

EDAW Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
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unsatisfactory-condition. Because the project would exceed the established significance threshold, the project
would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-2 Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps Without Dominguez Road

Implement Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 to fund a fair share portion of the construction of the Rocklin Road/I-80
Interchange reconstruction project programmed in the City’s CIP in order to reduce westbound through traffic at
the intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80 eastbound ramps and improve operations at this intersection to acceptable
levels. Implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.2-1 described above at the intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80
Westbound Ramps would eliminate the westbound left turn movement at that intersection. Currently the left
turning vehicles at the intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps travel westbound through the
intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps. The proposed flyover along westbound Rocklin Road would
begin before the Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps intersection. By implementing the proposed mitigation at
the intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps, the westbound through traffic volume at Rocklin
Road/1-80 Eastbound Ramps would decrease by an amount equivalent to the number of vehicles turning left at the
intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps. This decrease in westbound through volume at the
intersection of Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps will improve the overall volume/capacity ratio at this
intersection, thus mitigating the project increment.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved
to LOS S-E during the a.m. LOS D during theard p.m. peak hours, and LOS A-B during the Saturday peak hour,
with the result that the project-specific impact would be mitigated to a less than significant level. It should be
noted that the mitigated LOS and volume/capacity ratio is less than the “without project” condition and the project
impact at this intersection was only for the p.m. peak hour (operates at improved LOS D). This would be an

acceptable Ievel and thls |mpact Would be con5|dered Iess than S|gn|f|cant Ln@%her—werds—b%pawng%h&traiﬁe

AW . ant. However
|mplementat|on requires the selection of a final de3|qn optlon review and approval of Caltrans of the
improvement plans, acquisition of right of way, and construction of the project improvements. Until such time as
the improvement design selection process is complete and Caltrans has approved the interchange reconstruction
improvements, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would
be treated as significant and unavoidable. Though there is little doubt that the City and Caltrans will work
cooperatively to design and construct the ultimate improvements based on past experience and on-going
discussions, the City cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get
implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes that
Caltrans can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. With such action by Caltrans, the
impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though at present, as noted above, the City considers
the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) Intersection Without Dominguez Road. The addition of
6-2b project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra College
Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) intersection from LOS E to LOS F during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour.
Because this intersection already operates unacceptably in the p.m. peak hour and the project’s contribution
would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be considered significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra
College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, this intersection
operates at LOS E with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.947 in the p.m. peak hour and would degrade to LOS F with
a volume to capacity ratio of 1.012 with the addition of project traffic. This degradation represents a greater than 5
percent increase in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already
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significant and the project would exceed the established significance threshold, the project would cause a
significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-2b Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) Intersection Without Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall build an additional westbound left-turn lane (resulting in dual left-turn lanes) at this
intersection. This improvement does not require right-of-way. The dual left turn lanes in the westbound direction
can be accommodated within the existing right-of-way by combing the exclusive westbound through lane and
exclusive westbound right-turn lane into a shared through-right lane. The new configuration is illustrated in
Exhibit 6-6.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved
to LOS E during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, and LOS A during the Saturday peak hour, with the result that the
project-specific impact would be mitigated to a less than significant level. It should be noted that the mitigated
LOS and volume/capacity ratio is less than the “without project” condition. Because the Town of Loomis controls
what occurs at the intersection, however, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City
Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over
Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get
implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however,
that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. With such action by Loomis,
the impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though at present, as noted above, the City
considers the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road Intersection Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-
6-2¢c related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra College
Boulevard/Rocklin Road intersection from satisfactory LOS C to unsatisfactory LOS D during the p.m. peak
hour. This impact would be considered significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at Sierra
College Boulevard/Rocklin Road intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, this intersection operates
at a satisfactory LOS C in the p.m. peak hour and would degrade to unsatisfactory LOS D with the addition of
project traffic. This degradation would cause the intersection’s satisfactory LOS to deteriorate to unsatisfactory
LOS. Because the project would exceed the established significance threshold, the project would cause a
significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-2c Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road Intersection Without Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall also pay its fair share to implement signal phasing improvement to provide an overlap
phase for the eastbound right turn at this intersection. The project applicant shall pay a traffic impact fee in an
amount that constitutes the project’s fair share contribution to the construction of the proposed improvement as
part of the City’s development review process, consistent with the City’s CIP program, SPRTA program, or other
applicable funding program.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved
to LOS D during the a.m. peak hour LOS C during the p.m. peak hour and LOS A during the Saturday peak hour,
with the result that the project-specific impact would be mitigated to a less than significant level. It should be
noted that the mitigated LOS and volume/capacity ratio is less than the “without project” condition and the project
impact at this intersection was only for the p.m. peak hour (operates at improved LOS C).
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Table 6-6
2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary — With Mitigation

2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition

2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition -
With Mitigation

Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio /
Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS
1 | Rocklin Road/Pacific Street® 0.7740-64 CB 0.8300:69 | D | 0.61206.51 BA 0.7740:64 CB 0.8300-69 DB 0.6120.51 BA
5 = 2 B 0 = 5 = 2 = 0 =
2 | Rocklin Road/Granite Drive 0.6820-56 BA 0.9570:78 EC 0.6980-58 BA 0.6820-56 BA 0.9570-78 EC 0.6980-58 BA
7 = o] = 2 = 7 = o = 2 =
3 | Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps 0.8730-75 DC 1.2111.64 FE 1.0230-88 ED 0.7850-67 CB 0.7520-68 CB 0.8580-74 DC
4 = 5 - 4 = 8 = 7 = 1 =
4 | Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 1.0366-89 ED 1.0536:90 FE 0.6530-56 BA 0.9060-78 EC 0.8450-73 DS 0.6130-52 BA
5 - 9 - 4 = 2 = o] = 2 =
5 | Dominguez Road/Pacific Street * 0.578050 | A | 0.764065 | C | 0.43606:37 AA 0.5780-50 AA 0.7640-65 CB 0.4360-37 AA
2 A 9 B 7 = 2 = 9 = 2 =
6 | Dominguez Road/Granite Drive * 13.1 15.5 c 115 13.1 15.5 115
seci3t | BB | seci5s c sectt5 | BB | seci3d | BB | seci55 | CC | sectls | BB
cos coc cos coc soe soe
7 | Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road | 1.0160-84 ED 1.0120.84 D 0.6400.53 BA 0.9720-84 ED 0.9176:84 ED 0.5776:53 AA
(Loomis) 6 - 8 - 2 = 6 = 8 = 2 =
8 | Sierra College Boulevard/Brace Road * 0592051 | A | 0.7780.87 | C | 0.4010:34 AA 0.5920.51 AA 0.7780.67 cB 0.4010-34 AA
Loomis) 1 A 3 B 7 = 1 = 3 = 7 =
(
9 | Sierra College Boulevard/Granite Drive | 0.6830-56 BA 0.736061 | C | 0.6530-54 BA 0.6830-56 BA 0.7360-61 cB 0.6530.54 BA
9 = 4 B 4 = 9 = 4 = 4 =
10| Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 0.7120-6% 0.712065 | C | 0.67806:65 0.7120:6% 0.7120-65 0.6780-65
Westbound Ramps 6 ce 7 B 4 BB 6 ce 2 c8 4 BB
11| Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 0.7340-63 0.7850-67 | C | 0.8886.78 0.7340:63 0.7850-67 0.8880-78
Eastbound Ramps 4 ce 8 B 2 be 4 ce 8 c8 2 be
12| Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez 0.487042 | A | 0.7680-66 | C | 0.76206:65 CB 0.4870-42 AA 0.7680-66 CB 0.7620-65 CB
Road 1 A 3 B 8 = 1 = 3 = 8 =
13| Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road *| 0.8780.73 DC 0.8076-6%# | D | 0.5856:48 AA 0.8780-73 DC 0.7410-67 CB 0.5850-48 AA
1 = 2 B 7 = 1 = 2 = 2 =
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Table 6-6
2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary — With Mitigation

2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition

2025 Plus Project without Dominguez Road Condition -
With Mitigation

Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio /
Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS
14| Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road * 1.1374.03 1.2281+11 0.8056-73 0.9101.03 0.965111 0.7280.-73
(Loomis) 3 FF 6 FF 2 Lo 3 EF 6 EF 2 ce
15| Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Westhound 0.5490:47 | A | 0506043 | A | 0.4640:40 AA 0.5490:47 AA 0.5060-43 AA 0.4640-40 AA
Ramps ! (Loomis) 5 A 7 A 1 = 5 = 7 = 1 =
16| Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound 30.2 D 27.7 D 17.3 30.2 27.7 17.3
Ramps 12 (Loomis) sec30-2 o) sec27-7 D sect?3 cec sec30:2 | DB sec2/7 | DB sect?3 cec
see sec see sec sec sec
17| Barton Road/Brace Road *'? (Loomis) 85.2 68.0 12.8
sec852 | FF sec680 | FF | seci28 | BB %9%8 BA %9& CcB &5;9%6 AA
see sec see
18| Barton Road/Rocklin Road *? (Loomis) 304.7 27.6 23.9
sec304-7 | FF sec2%6 g sec23.9 | CE %9% CB 0 7029'49 cc &98963 AB
see cas ces
19| Sierra College Boulevard/King Road * 0.6980-61 BB 0.8680-77 | D | 0.5646.51 AA 0.6980-6% BB 0.8680-77 DS 0.5640-51 AA
(Loomis) 5 = 1 c 1 = 5 = 1 = 1 =
20| Sierra College Boulevard/English 305.0 840.9 47.3
Colony Way *? (Placer County) sec305.0 | FF | sec8409 | FF | sec4z3 | EE 0 628%3 BA %949 BS %&49 AA
see cas see
21| Taylor Road/King Road * (Loomis) 0.9680-80 ED 0.6280-52 | B | 0.7276:66 CB 0.9680-80 ED 0.6280-52 BA 0.7279-69 cB
7 = 3 A 5 = 7 = 3 = 5 =

Notes:
ICU V/C ratio is used for signalized intersections. HCM delay in seconds is used for unsignalized intersections.
' LOS C required for these intersections. LOS D acceptable for all other intersections.
2 peak Hour volumes meet Signal Warrant #3 of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
* Delay exceeds 1000 seconds

= Mitigated condition

Shaded areas indicate a Significant Impact

In some cases (i.e., Loomis/Caltrans/County intersections), mitigations cannot be assured




IMPACT  Barton Road/Brace Road (Loomis) Intersection Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-
6-3 related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Barton Road/Brace Road
intersection during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably
and the project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be considered significant.

This intersection is operating at an LOS F during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in the cumulative condition (Table
6-4). The intersection is forecast to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative without
Dominguez Road extension scenario. The intersection would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant
with the addition of project traffic. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the
project would exceed the established significance threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent, the project
would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-3 Barton Road/Brace Road Intersection Without Dominguez Road
The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection, in the event that the Town

of Loomis can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that Loomis has a fee collection program such that a fair
share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of

time (i.e., prlor to the issuance of budqu permlts) Ihepre}eeeaepmant—shau—pa%atramc—rmpaeﬁeeman

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved
to LOS AB durmg the a.m. peak hour, LOS C durlnq the p.m. peak hour and LOS A durlnq theand Saturday peak
hours; A
eenstelereel—tessthah—ygmﬁeant Wlth the result that the |mpact Would be rendered Iess than S|qn|f|cant Because
the Town of Loomis controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and because the City is unaware of any fee
program in Loomis that will ensure that any fair share payment will actually result in construction of the
contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time
of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has
no control over Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation
will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes,
however, that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. In the event that
Loomis does cooperate with the City and is able to demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the Town has a fee
collection program such that a fair share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated
improvement within a reasonable period of time, the impact of the project would be rendered less than significant,
though at present, as noted above, the City considers the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Barton Road/Rocklin Road Intersection (Loomis) Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-
6-4 related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Barton Road/Rocklin
Road intersection during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour. Because this intersection already operates
unacceptably and the project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be
considered significant.

This intersection is operating at an LOS F during the a.m. peak hours and LOS C in the p.m. peak hour and would
degrade to unsatisfactory LOS D with the addition of project traffic in the cumulative condition (Table 6-4). The
intersection is forecast to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative without Dominguez Road
extension scenario. The intersection would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant with the addition
of project traffic. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the project would
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exceed the established significance threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent, the project would cause a
significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-4 Barton Road/Rocklin Road Intersection Without Dominguez Road
The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection, in the event that the Town

of Loomis can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that Loomis has a fee collection program such that a fair
share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of

time (| e., prlor to the issuance of bU|Id|nq permlts) Iheﬂerejeeeapplmaht—shau—p,%traﬁw—m

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved

sqgnmc—ahfe W|th the result that the |mpact would be rendered Iess than 5|qn|f|cant Because the Town of Loomls
controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and because the City is unaware of any fee program in Loomis
that will ensure that any fair share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement
within a reasonable period of time, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City
Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over
Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get
implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however,
that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. In the event that Loomis does
cooperate with the City and is able to demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the Town has a fee collection
program such that a fair share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement
within a reasonable period of time, the impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though at
present, as noted above, the City considers the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way Intersection (Placer County) Without Dominguez
6-5 Road. The addition of project-related traffic to baseline traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at
the Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way intersection during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour and
during Saturday conditions. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably and the project’s
contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be considered significant.

This intersection is operating at an LOS F during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in the cumulative condition (Table
6-4). This intersection is also operating at an LOS B-DE during the Saturdays peak hour in the cumulative
condition. The intersection is forecast to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative without
Dominguez Road extension scenario. The intersection would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant
with the addition of project traffic. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the
project would exceed the established significance threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent, the project
would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-5 Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way Intersection Without Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection, in the event that Placer
County can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the County’s Capital Improvement Program covers the
improvements at issue such that a fair share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated
|mprovement within a reasonable perlod of time (i.e., prior to the issuance of buﬂqu permlts) Iheprejeet
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Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved
to LOS A-B during the a.m._and p.m. peak hours-and-Saturday-peak-hedrs, and LOS S-A during the-p-m- Saturday
peak hour, with the result that the impact would be rendered less than significant. Because the County of Placer
controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and because the City is uncertain as to whether the County’s
Capital Improvement Program will ensure that any fair share payment will actually result in construction of the
contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time
of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has
no control over the County and thus cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation
will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes,
however, that the County can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. In the event that
the County does cooperate with the City and is able to demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the County’s
Capital Improvement Program covers or will cover the contemplated improvements such that a fair share payment
will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the
impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though at present, as noted above, the City considers
the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Rocklin Road /Pacific Street Intersection Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-5b traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Rocklin Road/Pacific Street
intersection. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the project’s contribution would
represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this impact would be
considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Rocklin Road/Pacific Street intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, the Rocklin Road/Pacific
Street intersection would operate at an LOS D with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.808 during the p.m. peak hour.
The intersection would continue to operate at LOS D with the proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio
would be degraded to 0.830 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less than a 5 percent decrease
in the volume/capacity ratio.

Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the
contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-5b Rocklin Road /Pacific Street Intersection Without Dominguez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Rocklin Road/Pacific Street intersection would be considered less than significant.

IMPACT  Rocklin Road /Granite Drive Intersection Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-5¢c9 traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Rocklin Road/Granite Drive
intersection. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the project’s contribution would
represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this impact would be
considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Rocklin Road/Granite Drive intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, the Rocklin Road/Granite
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Drive intersection would operate at an LOS E with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.945 during the p.m. peak hour.
The intersection would continue to operate at LOS E with the proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio
would be degraded to 0.957 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less than a 5 percent decrease
in the volume/capacity ratio.

Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the
contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-5¢ Rocklin Road /Granite Drive Intersection Without Dominguez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s |mpacts on the Rocklin Road/Granite Dr|ve intersection would be considered Iess than
significant. A A

IMPACT  Taylor Road /Horseshoe Bar Road Intersection (Loomis) Without Dominguez Road. The addition of
6-6 project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor
Road/Horseshoe Bar Road intersection- from satisfactory LOS C to unsatisfactory LOS D during the
Saturdav mlddav peak hour. Thls |mpact Would be conS|dered S|qn|f|cant N%heugh%hr&m%e#seeﬂe&a#eady

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor
Road/Horseshoe Bar Road intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, this intersection operates at a
satisfactory LOS C in the Saturday midday peak hour and would degrade to unsatisfactory LOS D with the
addition of project traffic. This degradation would cause the intersection’s satisfactory LOS to deteriorate to
unsatisfactory LOS. Because the project would exceed the established S|qn|f|cance threshold the pr0|ect would
cause a S|qn|f|cant cumulatlve |mpact 2 A

Mitigation Measure 6-6 Taylor Road /Horseshoe Bar Road Intersection (Loomis) Without Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signal phasing improvement to provide protected northbound
and southbound left turns and providing an overlap phase for the westbound right turn at this intersection. In the
event that the Town of Loomis can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that Loomis has a fee collection program
such that a fair share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a
reasonable period of time (i.e., prior to the issuance of building permits).

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-6, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be improved
to LOS E during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours and LOS C during the Saturday peak hour. It should be noted that
the mitigated LOS and volume/capacity ratio is less than the “without project” condition and the project impact at
this intersection was only for the Saturday peak hour (operates at acceptable LOS C). With the improvement, the
impact would be rendered less than significant. Because the Town of Loomis controls what occurs at the
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intersection, however, and because the City is unaware of any fee program in Loomis that will ensure that any fair
share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of
time, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated
as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over Loomis and thus cannot take for granted
that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines
section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however, that Loomis can and should cooperate with the
City in implementing the mitigation. In the event that Loomis does cooperate with the City and is able to
demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the Town has a fee collection program such that a fair share payment
will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the
impact of the project would be rendered less than S|qn|f|cant though at present, as noted above, the City considers
the |mpact significant and unav0|dable -

IMPACT  Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis) Intersection Without Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-7 traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor Road/King Road
intersection. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the project’s contribution would
represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this impact would be
considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor
Road/King Road intersection (Table 6-4). For the cumulative condition, the Taylor Road/King Road intersection
would operate at an LOS B-E with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.802-962 during the a.m. peak hour. The
intersection would continue to operate at LOS B-E with the proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio would
be degraded to 0.867968, which represents less than a 5 percent decrease.

Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the
contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-7 Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis) Intersection Without Dominguez Road
No mitigation is necessary.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Taylor Road/King Road intersection would be considered less than significant.

IMPACT  Roadway Segments Without Dominguez Road. The proposed project would cause four roadway
6-8 segments to exceed the threshold of daily capacity. However, in both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, the
traffic on all four roadway segments are forecast to operate with satisfactory volume/capacity ratios in both
peak hours with project conditions. Therefore, the project’s impacts on roadway segments would be
considered less than significant.

As shown in Table 6-5, the results of the roadway segment analysis indicate that the following four roadway
segments are forecast to operate with unsatisfactory LOS in the 2025 plus project without Dominguez Road
scenario:

Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)

Taylor Road between Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College Boulevard (Loomis)
Rocklin Road between Pacific Street and Granite Drive

Sierra College Boulevard between English Colony Way and King Road (Placer County)

v Yy Vvyy

These segments would exceed the threshold of daily capacity in the cumulative plus project scenario. However, in
both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, as well as the Saturday peak hour, the traffic on all four roadway segments is

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR EDAW
City of Rocklin 6-27 Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts



forecast to operate with satisfactory volume/capacity ratios with project conditions, as shown in Table 6-7.
Therefore, the project’s impacts on roadway segments would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-8 Roadway Segments Without Dominguez Road
No mitigation is necessary.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s cumulative impacts on roadway segments would be considered less than significant.

Table 6-7
2025 Without Dominguez Road Peak Hour Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary
Roadwa Seqment Capacit 2025 No Project 2025 Plus Project
Volume ‘ VIC ‘ LOS | Volume ‘ VIC ‘ LOS
Taylor Road |King Rd and Horseshoe Bar Rd (Loomis)
A.M. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 657 0.40 A 674 0.41 A
A.M. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 846 0.51 A 860 0.52 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour| 3,300 1503 | 0.46 A 1534 | 0.46 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 586 0.36 A 633 0.38 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 660 0.40 A 709 0.43 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour| 3,300 1,246 0.38 A 1,342 0.41 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 501 0.30 A 560 0.34 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 898 0.54 A 953 0.58 A
Total SAT Peak Hour| 3,300 1,399 0.42 A 1,513 0.46 A
Taylor Road |[Horseshoe Bar Rd and Sierra College Blvd (Loomis)
A.M. Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 1,147 | 0.70 C 1,164 0.71 C
A.M. Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 921 0.56 A 935 0.57 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour| 3,300 2,068 | 0.63 B 2,099 | 0.64 B
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 961 0.58 A 1,008 0.61 B
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 1,210 | 0.73 C 1,259 0.76 C
Total P.M. Peak Hour| 3,300 2,171 | 0.66 B 2,267 | 0.69 B
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 718 0.44 A 777 0.47 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 1,650 699 0.42 A 754 0.46 A
Total SAT Peak Hour| 3,300 1,417 0.43 A 1,531 0.46 A
Rocklin Road |Pacific St and Granite Dr
A.M. Peak Hour Eastbound 3,300 1,815 | 0.55 A 1,825 0.55 A
A.M. Peak Hour Westbound 3,300 1,355 | 0.41 A 1,367 0.41 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour| 6,600 3,170 | 0.48 A 3,192 | 0.48 A
P.M Peak Hour Eastbound 3,300 1691 | 051 A 1,726 0.52 A
P.M Peak Hour Westbound 3,300 1,907 | 0.58 A 1,940 0.59 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour| 6,600 3,598 | 0.55 A 3,666 | 0.56 A
SAT Peak Hour Eastbound 3,300 870 0.26 A 911 0.28 A
SAT Peak Hour Westbound 3,300 1,310 | 0.40 A 1,352 0.41 A
Total SAT Peak Hour| 6,600 2,180 | 0.33 A 2,263 | 0.34 A
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Table 6-7
2025 Without Dominguez Road Peak Hour Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary
Roadwa Seament Capacit 2025 No Project 2025 Plus Project
— S =28 yolume [ vic | LoS | Volume | vic | LOS
Sierra English Colony Way and King Road (Placer County)
College A.M. Peak Hour Northbound 3,300 1,333 | 0.40 A 1,363 0.41 A
Boulevard A.M. Peak Hour Southbound 3,300 718 0.22 A 744 0.23 A
Total A.M. Peak Hour| 6,600 2,051 | 031 A 2,107 | 0.32 A
P.M Peak Hour Northbound 3,300 955 0.29 A 1,040 0.32 A
P.M Peak Hour Southbound 3,300 1,307 | 0.40 A 1,395 0.42 A
Total P.M. Peak Hour| 6,600 2,262 | 0.34 A 2435 | 0.37 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 3,300 808 0.24 A 776 0.24 A
SAT Peak Hour Southbound 3,300 627 0.19 A 915 0.28 A
Total SAT Peak Hour| 6,600 1435 | 0.22 A 1691 | 0.26 A

6.1.7 DOMINGUEZ ROAD ANALYSIS

An analysis of forecast year 2025 traffic volumes was prepared assuming that Dominguez Road is extended east
to Sierra College Boulevard. This alternative network is referred to as “with Dominguez Road” and is intended to

provide an analysis of the effects of extending Dominguez Road.

2025 No PROJECT WITH DOMINGUEZ RoAD

Weekday and Saturday peak-hour forecast traffic volumes for the 2025 no project with Dominguez Road scenario
are shown in Exhibit 6-7 and Exhibit 6-8. The LOS for study area intersections and roadway segments are shown
in Table 6-8 and Table 6-9. The 2025 no project with Dominguez Road traffic volume development and LOS

worksheets are provided in Appendix CA.

As shown in Table 6-8, the following sixteen intersections are forecast to operate at unsatisfactory LOS in the

2025 no project with Dominguez Road condition:

Rocklin Road/Pacific Street

Rocklin Road/Granite Drive

Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps

Rocklin Road/1-80 Eastbound Ramps
Dominguez Road/Pacific Street

Dominguez Road/Granite Drive

Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis)
Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road
Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road

Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)
Horseshoe Bar Road/1-80 Eastbound Ramps (Loomis)
Barton Road/Brace Road (Loomis)

Barton Road/Rocklin Road (Loomis)

Sierra College Boulevard/King Road (Loomis)

Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way (Placer County)

YV vV vV VY VY Y Y Y VY VY VY VY VY VY VvYYy

Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis)
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A-M-Peak-Hour-Northbound 1,650 657 040 | A 674 041 A
A-M-Peak-Hour-Seuthbound 1,650 846 651 | A 860 0.52 A
Teml Ak PeolcHons 2300 1LE0S | oS A 1E24 | 0B A
b RenleHlons blorthbaund 1cED Ees 036 | A 22 c2g A
b RenleHlous Sorthbonnd 1cED £e0 040 | A 780 02 A
Tetal-P-M-Peak-Hour| 3,300 1246 | 038 A 1342 | 041 A
SAT Peak-Hour-Nerthheund 1,650 501 030 | A 560 034 A
SAT Peak-Hour-Seuthbeund 1,650 898 054 | A 953 058 A
Total SAT Peak Hour| 3,300 1399 | 042 A 1,513 | 046 A
ToresRend |Hemeshee o Rdand Slpmen Collpae Plud [oomisy
A.M.Peak Hour Northbound 1,650 1147 | 670 c AEd | 6L c
A-M-Peak-Hour-Seuthbound 1,650 921 056 | A 935 0.57 A
TotalA-M-Peak-Hour| 3,300 2,068 | 063 B 2,099 | 064 B
P-M-Peak-HourNorthbound 1,650 961 058 | A 1,008 | 061 B
b RenleHlous Sorthbonnd 1cEQ 1210 | 673 c 12E0 | OB c
Teml i PealcHons 2300 247 | 666 B 2267 | 069 B
SATPenleHleusblarthbound 1cED wARS 044 | A A o7 A
SATRenleHleusSorthbound dGEQ £99 042 | A FE4 s A
Total SAT Peak-Hour| 3,300 1417 | 643 A 1531 | 046 A
A-M-Peak-HourEasthound 3,300 1815 | 655 | A 1,825 | 055 A
A.M.-Peak Hour Westbound 3,300 1355 | 641 | A 1,367 | 041 A
Total A.-M. Peak Hour| 6,600 3170 | 048 A 3192 | 048 A
P.M-Peak Hour Eastbound 3,300 1691 | 651 | A 1,726 | 0.52 A
P-M-Peak-Hour Westhound 3,300 1907 | 658 | A 1,940 | 059 A
TotalP-M-Peak-Hour| 6,600 3598 | 055 A 3,666 | 056 A
SAT Peak-Hour Eastbound 3,300 870 026 | A 911 0.28 A
SATE Dol e Alostoound 2200 1310 | 6406 | A 122 | oL A
T oA Peoleslens| 5600 2480 | 633 A 2263 | 034 A
Sierra English-Colony Way and King Road (Placer County)
College A-M-Peak-Hour-Nerthhound 3,300 1333 | 640 | A 1,363 | 041 A
Boulevard  |A-M-PeakHourSeuthbound 3,300 718 022 | A 744 0.23 A
TeotalA-M-Peak-Hour| 6,600 2051 | 631 A 2107 | 032 A
P.M-Peak Hour Northbound 3,300 955 029 | A 1,040 | 032 A
P.M-Peak Hour Southbound 3,300 1307 | 640 | A 1:395 | 042 A
Total P-M. Peak Hour| 6,600 2262 | 0.34 A 2435 | 037 A
SAT Peak Hour Northbound 3,300 808 024 | A 776 0.24 A
SAT Peak-Hour Southbound 3,300 627 619 | A 915 0.28 A
Total SAT Peak-Hour| 6,600 1435 | 022 A 1,691 | 026 A
EDAW Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts 6-30 City of Rocklin



=~ Q9 B~ o~
e 32 =3 8
< Sl KR VAL] = E | L 668/607
7 8 F LS| 220/19 & = 38|« 1027/901
S— J L LIr 345/53 J 1 Llrsi
30/89 2|t 1777404 5|4 1t
197/281 = |3 § § 932/1139 -8 © &
61169 28 5 3 13132y & =
&%
1_Pacific StRocklin Rd 2_Granite Dr/Rocklin Rd
= 8
NORTH T .=
o O
S &« 130471159 T 102/145
Legend J L L& 3441520 < 1019/ 1146
8§tutdvAlrc;a i 857/1038 — 3497315 5[ t
uture Intersection @~ @
-= Future Roadway § 4451690 7 746/823 — % 3 ?‘)
g 2 2
] =
3 1-80 WB Ramp/Rocklin Rd 4 |-80 EB Ramp/Rocklin Rd
= @0
85 < o & o
= Leju e/ © 7 T|TL 334
= & 8|« 522/498 8 8 2« 19/13
<L LI 123172 J L LI 1577146
140179 2|9+ 61/45 1< 1t
3281714 -8 R ¢ 711183 —»|R §§
67198 s 8 2 6155 Ve 5 S
-0} °£e8
5 Dominguez Rd/Pacific St § Granite Dr/Dominguez Rd
= © - & b
@ o o~ ~ = — o =
58 =R 38 se & |t am1/113 e =
=, 2|t 585/57 Q@ = - o —=|t 5 © |t = =
& S 3| 208/287 & 81 ge/278 £ T 8| 8 8l 513 ]
< L LI 302/326 L L& 2671174 J L L] 110/89 < L 811/640 J
90/301 v t 58/87 U T 118/334 1< + 16/84 2| t 366/265 7]t
173/ 377 - |B ’:§ g § 15/26 )8§ 2 31!1501%%2 279!591@
93/208 U5 T 3 T3 219 S - o I e =
238 a8 g5 @ FaE &
N D N w - o~ @ f=2] o~
o ~ -
7_ Sierra College Blvd/Taylor Rd 8 Sierra College Blvd/Brace Rd 9 _Sierra College Blvd/Granite Dr 10_Sierra College/l-80 WB Ramp 11 Sierra College/I-80 EB Ramp
(= —
g [=23 2 @ @w o B~ I~ M~ I~
w T8 I8 T Fdg s =
© o |t 16746 =D o=t 2907 T 5 =t 575/656 = = O|v a0 = =
N L 2| 847143 8 2 2|« 497/280 e F 8|« 15/12 B & |« 83/52 B 2|t 3417338
J L LI 106/207 J 1 L] 93175 J L L]y 82/88 J L L) 32/160 L Ll 192190
38/180 s t 2127182 1< t Mg sl vt 212188 1| 1t T
29;‘52—*5%3 191[48?’—)§§% 70[11*3%?— 54!45—>E§8 %8
] = iz = . [ 4 =]
83129 |z = g 3157403 1|z T S 2219 1 P b 156/130 3|3 = = = o
83 P 8= N T 2
= o
12_Sierra College/Dominguez Rd 13 Sierra College/Rocklin Rd 14 Horseshoe Bar Rd/Taylor Rd 15 _Horseshoe Bar/I-80 WB Ramp 16_Horseshoe Bar/l-80 EB Ramp
o
8 5 - E8 g g5
== T3 3 L e9rias 2= S of L 214178
« 383/ 204 & 3 88 &< 1/5 = 2| 1871172 B8 T« 2587132
I 163/200 g4 J L L 2/15 L LI 112154 L Ll 1727100
161/346 =< 1657206 1< 1t 58/51 1< t t e 25/130 9t
122/216 1|& § 152/5681§ 8 1729 - g s s e 148#209»'55 é@’%
= = = = =z 3|12 2
%E gé 0/4 Qc s 292!266.,203“’2
o o™ - " s_,! o g
17_Barton Rd/Brace Rd 18 Barton Rd/Rocklin Rd 19 Sierra College Blvd/King Rd 20 Sierra College/English Colony 21 Taylor Rd/King Rd

123/ 456 AM / PM Peak Hour Volume

G 06110148.01 029

Source: LSA 2007

Year 2025 No Project Peak Hour Traffic Volumes - With Dominguez Road Exhibit 6-7

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR

City of Rocklin

6-31

EDAW
Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts



4 + oft 114 o oL 308
4 8 8 =64 = & B|< 460
—— L L) 304 P P’
58 0t 368 9t
139 =8 B 5 637 »|8 € 8§
66 15 1
1 _Pacific St/Rocklin Rd 2_Granite Dr/Rocklin Rd
NORTH
© I
5 o~ B 416 T 318
Legend J L L)r1s0 < 540
ggtutdvi\lr?a . 976 > 303 2|9
uture Intersection ¥ © =
== Future Roadway ; % 2 L L
3 1-80 WB Ramp/Rocklin Rd 4 |-80 EB Ramp/Rocklin Rd
T8 -+ |us
B T |« 265 25 5«4
J L LI 39 PR U T
B e 6 1t
509 -2 3 &= 5 -8 5 8
377 192
5 Dominguez Rd/Pacific St § Granite Dr/Dominguez Rd
1T 38 T4 T 74
2B 3 20 g 2| 108 8 eln g gl 3
J L LI 130 L L] 100 J L LI 119 < L) 430 J
S50 )t t 14t 3 s v 140 2=t 605 7]t
72 -5 B o 5 & 19 -8 8 F 25 e 2 2 216 1|8
w0 © — 0 - > N —
60 87 1 -
7_ Sierra College Blvd/Taylor Rd 8 Sierra College Blvd/Brace Rd 9 _Sierra College Blvd/Granite Dr 10_Sierra College/l-80 WB Ramp 11 Sierra College/I-80 EB Ramp
S L o |t 5 o |33 - o T - -
B B | 187 B 8 T|« 336 ~ & 8|« 12 & & |60 5 2|t 23
J 4 Llr 182 J 4 Lle 110 J L LI 117 g L LIE 143 P LIS
216 Tt 8 st T30t 56 It T r
5 -2 8 5 35 |12 8 8 BT S 818 53 S
368 1 188 97 %
12_Sierra College/Dominguez Rd 13 Sierra College/Rocklin Rd 14 Horseshoe Bar Rd/Taylor Rd 15 Horseshoe Bar/I-80 WB Ramp 16_Horseshoe Bar/l-80 EB Ramp
= o oL 122 = o - T 429
« 200 & ® ~ B &« 13 S S|t 63 S BT
£ 105 o 4 J L LJr 38 L L] 654 PR i (]
281 = r 253 1)< 1 58t tr 108 7|9 t
P8 B 406 1|8 = ol g e 108 -8 8 &
8 171
17_Barton Rd/Brace Rd 18 Barton Rd/Rocklin Rd 19 Sierra College Blvd/King Rd 20 Sierra College/English Colony 21 Taylor Rd/King Rd
G 06110148.01 030
Source: LSA 2007
Year 2025 No Project Saturday Peak Hour Traffic Volumes — With Dominguez Road Exhibit 6-8
EDAW Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR

Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts 6-32 City of Rocklin



Table 6-8

2025 No Project With Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary

2025 No Project without Dominguez Road Condition

Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS
Delay Delay Delay
1 |Rocklin Road/Pacific Street * 0.7690841| CB ]0.8110.676] DB ]0.5880-490| AA
2 |Rocklin Road/Granite Drive 0.6740.562| BA ]1.0090-829] FB ]0.6780.565| BA
3 |Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps 0.8320-719| DC |1.1140.962| FE ]0.8540-738| DC
4 |Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 1.0090-874] FB 10.9540824| EDB ]0.5580482| AA
5 |Dominguez Road/Pacific Street * 0.5800:507| AA |0.8200.708| DC [0.4460:385| AA
6 |Dominguez Road/Granite Drive * 48.8 - 70.6
secag.8sec| EF == FF lseco65ee] EF
7 |Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road * (Loomis) 0.9360-780] EC ]0.9420.785| EC ]0.5600-466| AA
8 |Sierra College Boulevard/Brace Road * (Loomis) 0.5630-486| AA [0.7220.623| CB ]0.3300-285| AA
9 |Sierra College Boulevard/Granite Drive 0.6190.516| BA [0.6220:518| BA |0.5320-443| AA
10 |Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Westbound Ramps 0.6580-577#| BA ]0.6080:565| BA |0.5760-567| AA
11 |Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 0.6760584| BA [0.5020-433| AA |0.5530-478| AA
12 |Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road 0.5330-445| AA [0.7200.600| CB ]0.9150.782] EC
13 [Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road * 0.8240.687] DB ]0.7420.619| CB |0.4560-380| AA
14 [Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road * (Loomis) 11261624 FF |1.1831.646] FF |]0.7600-69%| CB
15 |Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps * (Loomis) |0.5510-476| AA |0.4990.431| AA |0.4570-395| AA
16 |Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 12 (Loomis) 29.0 DD 24.6 cc 16.0 ce
sec29:0-sec| — sec24-6-sec| — seci6.0-se¢| —
17 |Barton Road/Brace Road “ (Loomis) 78.4 FF 57.3 FF 12.3 BB
sec/84-see| — sec5%3-see| — seci23-see| —
18 |Barton Road/Rocklin Road *? (Loomis) 272.1 20.8 170
ﬂsee ' EF ﬂ%@?&% ce @E@see ce
19 [Sierra College Boulevard/King Road * (Loomis) 0.6890.607| BB |0.8260-734| DE [0.5240:475| AA
20 (Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way *? (Placer |  246.7 587.0 332
County) sec246-7 FF sec587-0 FF ﬂ—g 3 Db
sec sec
21 [Taylor Road/King Road ! (Loomis) 0.9620-802] EDB ]0.6090-508| BA |0.6970:581| BA
Notes:
ICU V/C ratio is used for signalized intersections. HCM delay in seconds is used for unsignalized intersections.
1 LOS C required for these intersections. LOS D acceptable for all other intersections.
? Peak Hour volumes meet Signal Warrant #3 of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
* Delay exceeds 1000 seconds
| indicates exceeds level of service criteria
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Table 6-9
2025 No Project With Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary

Roadway Segment Capacity| Volume | Capacity Configuration | V/C | LOS
Taylor Road King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road * 15,000 | 19,454 | Two-lane Collector 130 | F
(Loomis)
Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College 15,000 | 14,950 | Two-lane Collector 100 | E
Boulevard® (Loomis)
Pacific Street Sierra College Boulevard and Dominguez | 30,000 | 16,466 | Four-lane Undivided 055 | A
Road * Avrterial
30,000 | 22,389 | Four-lane Undivided 075 | C
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * Arterial
Rocklin Road 30,000 | 37,537 | Four-lane Undivided 125 F
Pacific Street and Granite Drive Arterial
30,000 | 13,176 | Four-lane Undivided 044 | A
I-80 and Sierra College Boulevard Arterial
Sierra College Boulevard and Barton 30,000 | 14,496 | Four-lane Undivided 048 | A
Road * (Loomis) Arterial
Barton Road Rocklin Road and Brace Road * (Loomis) | 15,000 | 6,292 | Two-lane Collector 0.42
Horseshoe Bar 15,000 | 9,908 | Two-lane Collector 066 | B
Road I-80 and Brace Road * (Loomis)
Brace Road 1-80 and Barton Road * 4-(Loomis) 15,000 | 9,715 | Two-lane Collector 0.65
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard * 15,000 | 9,161 | Two-lane Collector 0.61
(Loomis)
Sierra College English Colony Way and King Road* 30,000 | 23,002 | Four-lane Undivided 077 | C
Boulevard (Placer County) Arterial
30,000 | 21,470 | Four-lane Undivided 072 | C
King Road and Taylor Road * (Loomis) Arterial
Taylor Road and 1-80 50,525 | 31,973 | Six-lane Arterial 063 | B
I-80 and Dominguez Road 50,525 | 25,276 | Six-lane Arterial 050 | A
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 50,525 | 34,148 | Six-lane Arterial 068 | B
Granite Drive Dominguez Road and Sierra College 30,000 | 9,210 | Four-lane Undivided 031 | A
Boulevard ! Arterial
30,000 | 13,319 | Four-lane Undivided 044 | A
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * Arterial
Dominguez Road | Taylor Road and Granite Drive 1 15,000 | 7,278 | Two-lane Collector 049 | A
King Road Sierra College Boulevard and Taylor Road | 15,000 | 7,019 | Two-lane Collector 047 | A
l -
(Loomis)

Notes:
' LOS C required for these segments. LOS D acceptable for all other segments.
Outline] indicates exceeds level of service criteria

Shade] indicates roadway improvements consistent with City of Rocklin General Plan, Town of Loomis General Plan, and the Horseshoe
Bar/Penryn Community Plan
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2025 PLUS PROJECT WITH DOMINGUEZ ROAD

Traffic volumes generated by the proposed project were added to the 2025 no project traffic volumes, and LOS
were calculated for the 2025 plus project with Dominguez Road scenario. Weekday and Saturday peak-hour
forecast traffic volumes for the 2025 plus project with Dominguez Road scenario are shown in Exhibit 6-9 and
Exhibit 6-10. The LOS for study area intersections and roadway segments in the 2025 plus project with
Dominguez Road scenario is shown in Table 6-10 and Table 6-11. The 2025 plus project with Dominguez Road
LOS worksheets are provided in Appendix A. The proposed mitigations for the 2025 plus project with
Dominguez Road scenario are shown in Exhibit 6-11.

IMPACT  Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related traffic to
6-9 cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the westbeund-ramps-ef-the Rocklin Road/I-80
westbound ramps intersection during the p.m. peak hour and Saturday midday peak-from-LOS-Ete-LOSF.
Because this intersection already operates unacceptably and the project’s contribution would be greater than

5 percent, this impact would be considered significant. Fhis-impact-would-be-considered-significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
westbound-ramps-of-the-Rocklin Road/I-80 westbound ramps intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative
condition, this intersection operates at an LOS E-F and would degrade-continue to operate at LOS F in the p.m.
peak hour with the addition of project traffic. The volume/capacity ratio would degrade from 6:9621.114 to
1.045175, which represents an increase of greater than five percent. During the Saturday midday peak the
intersection operates at LOS D and would degrade to LOS E with the addition of project traffic. This degradation
would cause the intersection’s satisfactory L OS to deteriorate to unsatisfactory LOS. Because the cumulative
impacts of development are already significant and the project would exceed the established significance
threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent_in the p.m. peak hour and deteriorate from satisfactory LOS
to unsatisfactory LOS in the Saturday midday peak, the project would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-9 Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps with Dominguez Road
Implement Mitigation Measure 4.2-1.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified-mitigation-measureinterchange reconstruction
improvements project, the LOS would be improved to LOS C or better during the intersection’s peak hours, with
the result that this impact would be rendered less than significant. However, implementation requires the selection
of a final design option, review and approval of Caltrans of the improvement plans, acquisition of right of way,
and construction of the project improvements. Until such time as the improvement design selection process is
complete and Caltrans has approved the interchange reconstruction improvements, the City conservatively
concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant and
unavoidable. Though there is little doubt that the City and Caltrans will work cooperatively to design and
construct the ultimate improvements based on past experience and on-going discussions, the City cannot take for
granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes that Caltrans can and should cooperate with the
City in implementing the mitigation. With such action by Caltrans, the impact of the project would be rendered
less than significant, though at present, as noted above, the City considers the impact significant and unavoidable.

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR EDAW
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Table 6-10
2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary

2025 No Project with Dominguez Road

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road

Condition Condition
Intersection A'\lf'g:’r""" PMPeak Hour |  Saturday | AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour |  Saturday
VIC Ratio/ LOS VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS V/C Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS
Delay Delay Delay Delay Delay Delay
1 gt?g';t"f‘ Road/ Pacific |, 7600 641/ o8 |0.8110.676| DB b.5880-499 AA [0.7770.647 CB 0833059 ps pL6140.512 BA
2 g‘r’if/';"” Road/ Granite |, 5740 560 B |1.0090.829| FD b.6780-565 BA 0.6770-564| BA %&83 £20 .6920.574 BA
3 | RocklinRoad/1-80 ) g4 219 e 1 1140.962| FE b.8540.734 D [p.8510.735| Dc P2 £ b.9s10.804 ED
Westbound Ramps 5
4 | Rocklin Road/1-80  } 490 g7} 5 | 9540.824| ED b.5580.482 AA h.0280.88¢ F20 [HOL89##| £ b 6430555 BA
Eastbound Ramps 8
5 | Dominguez Road/ ) 5a4 502 an [0.8200.708| DE b.a460.385 AA 05830507 An [2823%7H b2c b 4516300 AA
Pacific Street 1
6 | Dominguez Road/ 48.8 o 70.6 50.6 . 81.3
Granite Drive ** bec48.8-seq EE - FF Loc70.6sed £ becsossed = | = B bec81-3-sed £7
7 | Sierra College 1.0080.84
Boulevard/ Taylor 0.9360-78 EC ]0.9420-785| EC D.5600-466 AA [0.9610.-804 E_ZD —Q ’ FED D.6390.532 BA
Road * (Loomis)
8 | Sierra College 0.7640-65
Boulevard/ Brace Road [0.5630-486 AA |0.7220-623| CB 0.3300-285 AA 0.5800-504 AA _6 ' CB 0.3940.340 AA
* (Loomis)
9 | Sierra College 0.6800.56
Boulevard/ Granite 0.6190.516| BA [0.6220.518| BA 0.5320-443 AA [0.6390.532| BA |~ 2 ‘ BA 0.5960-497 AA
Drive
10| Sierra College 0.6810.62
Boulevard/ 1-80 0.6580.577 BA [0.6080-565| BA D.5760-567 AA [0.6830:599| BA _8 ‘ BB 0.6680.647 BB
Westbound Ramps
11| Sierra College 0.7370.63
Boulevard/ 1-80 0.6760-584] BA [0.5020-433| AA D.5530-478 AA 0.7310:634 CB _6 ‘ CB 0.8480-732 DC
Eastbound Ramps
12| Sierra College 0.8570.71
Boulevard/ Dominguez 0.5330-445| AA (0.7200-600| CB P.9150-764 EC [0.5590.466) AA _5 ‘ DC 11.0909-909 FE
Road
13| Sierra College 0.7900.65
Boulevard/ Rocklin £.8240.6874 DB |0.7420.619| CB D.4560-380 AA [0.8550-743] D_ZG _9 ‘ CB 0.5800-484 AA
Road !
14| Taylor Road/Horseshoe F %F|1.2161.10) , 4
Bar Road  (Loomis) 1.1261-024 FF 1.1831.076] FF D.7600-694 CB [1.1351-032 5 [~~~ F "FP.7970-#24 CC
EDAW Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
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Table 6-10
2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary

2025 No Project with Dominguez Road 2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road
Condition Condition
Intersection A'nopl?fk PM Peak Hour Saturday | AM Peak Hour | PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio/ LOS VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS V/C Ratio / LOS VIC Ratio / LOS
Delay Delay Delay Delay Delay Delay
15| Horseshoe Bar Road/ 0.4990.43
[-80 Westbound Ramps [0.5516-476| AA |0.4990-431{ AA D.4576-395 AA |0.5518-476| AA —i T AA D.4576395 AA
* (Loomis)
16| Horseshoe Bar Road/ I- 25.3
13| 29.0 24.6 16.0 294 2 vy 16.5
80 Eas;bound Ramps 029.0 sed Db bec24.6 sec cec 6C16.0-sec cec ﬂ%eegg sec25:3 | DB L oc16.5 sed cc
(Loomis) see
17 2 64.9
784 57.3 123 821 |EFl oen 12.8
Bartoquoad/Br_ace oc78.4 sed FF bec57.3 seq FF L6c12.3 sec BB oc82.1 sed 2 sec84-9 | FF L 0c12.8 sed BB
Road ™~ (Loomis) sec
18 272.1 208 17.0 316.9 28.5 240
Bartor11‘3Road/Rc_)ckI|n sec2721 | FF ﬁg—g_ g cc @—1 70 CC | sec3169 | FE | sec285 | DB 5e_c2—l. o cc
Road ™~ (Loomis) sec sec sec
19| Sierra College 0.8570.76
Boulevard/ King Road 10.6890-607| BB [0.8260-734| DC p.52460.475 AA [0.6980.615 BB —9 "°| D%C p.5580-505 AA
(Loomis)
20| Sierra College
Boulevard/ English sezc%;@?—l FF se%?—@ el 332 Ipp se%%s% FF se%—g el 402 |ge
Colony Way ** (Placer T | T e | BeeRReed T | T e | | e | pec#7Osed -
County)
H 2
21| TaylorRoad/King 1) 9650 g0 £y [0.6090.508( BA D.6970.581 BA |.9680.8074F[2826%52) B A 1 7170508 CA
Road * (Loomis) 2

Notes:

ICU V/C ratio is used for signalized intersections. HCM delay in seconds is used for unsignalized intersections.
' LOS C required for these intersections. LOS D acceptable for all other intersections.

2 Project impact is less than 5% of total intersection V/C or delay and therefore not a significant impact.

®Peak Hour volumes meet Signal Warrant #3 of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices

" Delay exceeds 1000 seconds

indicates exceeds level of service criteria

Shaded areas indicate a Significant Impact

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR EDAW
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Table 6-11
2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road Daily Roadway Segment Level of Service Summary

Roadway Segment Capacity | Volume | Capacity Configuration | V/C | LOS
Taylor Road King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road * 15,000 20,414 | Two-lane Collector 136 | F
(Loomis)
Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College 15,000 15,530 | Two-lane Collector 104 | F
Boulevard® (Loomis)
Pacific Street | Sierra College Boulevard and Dominguez 30,000 16,976 | Four-lane Undivided 057 | A
Road * Arterial
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 30,000 22,669 | Four-lane Undivided 076 | C
Avrterial
Rocklin Road | Pacific Street and Granite Drive 30,000 37,867 | Four-lane Undivided 126 | F
Arterial
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard 30,000 14,836 | Four-lane Undivided 049 | A
Arterial
Sierra College Boulevard and Barton Road * 30,000 15,716 | Four-lane Undivided 052 | A
(Loomis) Acrterial
Barton Road | Rocklin Road and Brace Road * (Loomis) 15,000 6,882 | Two-lane Collector 0.46
Horseshoe 1-80 and Brace Road * (Loomis) 15,000 9,958 | Two-lane Collector 066 | B
Bar Road
Brace Road 1-80 and Barton Road * (Loomis) 15,000 9,825 | Two-lane Collector 0.65
1-80 and Sierra College Boulevard * (Loomis) | 15,000 9,161 | Two-lane Collector 0.61
Sierra English Colony Way and King Road* (Placer | 30,000 24,732 | Four-lane Undivided 0.82
College County) Acrterial
Boulevard : 1 . —
King Road and Taylor Road - (Loomis) 30,000 23,770 | Four-lane Undivided 079 | C
Avrterial
Taylor Road and 1-80 50,525 35,393 | Six-lane Arterial 070 | B
1-80 and Dominguez Road 50,525 34,346 | Six-lane Arterial 068 | B
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 50,525 37,868 | Six-lane Arterial 075 | C
Granite Drive | Dominguez Road and Sierra College 30,000 9,230 | Four-lane Undivided 031 | A
Boulevard * Arterial
Dominguez Road and Rocklin Road * 30,000 13,379 | Four-lane Undivided 045 | A
Arterial
Dominguez Taylor Road and Granite Drive* 15,000 7,378 | Two-lane Collector 049 | A
Road
King Road Sierra College Boulevard and Taylor Road 15,000 7,019 | Two-lane Collector 047 | A
(Loomis)
Notes:

' LOS C required for these segments. LOS D acceptable for all other segments.

Bar/Penryn Community Plan

Outline] indicates exceeds level of service criteria
Shade] indicates roadway improvements consistent with City of Rocklin General Plan, Town of Loomis General Plan, and the Horseshoe
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Source: LSA 2007

Year 2025 Plus Project With Dominguez Road — Mitigations Exhibit 6-11
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IMPACT  Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related traffic to
6-9b cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the westbound ramps of the Rocklin Road/I-80
intersection during the p.m. peak hour. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably and the
project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be considered significant..

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
eastbound ramps of the Rocklin Road/I-80 intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, this
intersection operates at an LOS E and would operate at LOS F in the p.m. peak hour with the addition of project
traffic. The volume/capacity ratio would degrade from 0.954 to 1.016, which represents an increase of greater
than five percent. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the project would
exceed the established significance threshold of an increase in the volume/capacity ratio by more than 5 percent,
the project would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-9b Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps with Dominguez Road

Implement Mitigation Measure 4.2-1.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the interchange reconstruction improvements project, the
LOS would be improved to LOS D or better during the intersection’s peak hours, with the result that this impact
would rendered less than significant. However, implementation requires the selection of a final design option,
review and approval of Caltrans of the improvement plans, acquisition of right of way, and construction of the
project improvements. Until such time as the improvement design selection process is complete and Caltrans has
approved the interchange reconstruction improvements, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of
action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable. Though there is little
doubt that the City and Caltrans will work cooperatively to design and construct the ultimate improvements based
on past experience and on-going discussions, the City cannot take for granted that the improvements
contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091,
subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes that Caltrans can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the
mitigation. With such action by Caltrans, the impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though
at present, as noted above, the City considers the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Dominguez Road/Granite Drive Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-10 traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Dominguez Road/Granite Drive
intersection. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably and the project’s contribution would be
greater than 5 percent, this impact would be considered significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Dominguez Road/Granite Drive intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, this intersection operates
atan LOS F during the a.m., p.m. and Saturday eenditionsand-LOS-E-during-the-a-m-—peak hour conditions. The
project would further degrade the intersection operations. The degradation in the volume/capacity ratio would be
greater than 5 percent. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the project
would exceed the established significance threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent, the project would
cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-10 Dominguez Road/Granite Drive Intersection With Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to changing the stop control from a two-way unsignalized stop to a
four-way unsignalized stop. The project applicant shall pay a traffic impact fee in an amount that constitutes the
project’s fair share contribution to the construction of the proposed improvement as part of the City’s

EDAW Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR
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development review process, consistent with the City’s CIP program, SPRTA program, or other applicable
funding program.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS C or better during the intersections peak hours. This would be an acceptable level and this
impact would be considered less than significant.

IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of
6-10b project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra College
Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) intersection. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably
during the p.m. peak hour and the project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would
be considered significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra
College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative With Dominguez Road
condition, this intersection operates at an LOS E with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.942 in the p.m. peak hour and
would degrade to LOS F with a volume/capacity ratio of 1.008 with the addition of project traffic. This
degradation represents a greater than 5 percent increase in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the cumulative
impacts of development are already significant and the project would exceed the established significance
threshold, the project would cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-10b Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road

Implement Mitigation Measure 6-2b.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS E during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, and LOS A during the Saturday peak hour, with the
result that the project-specific impact would be mitigated to a less than significant level. It should be noted that
the mitigated LOS and volume/capacity ratio is less than the “without project” condition. Because the Town of
Loomis controls what occurs at the intersection, however, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of
action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has no
control over Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will
get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes,
however, that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. In the event that
Loomis does cooperate with the City, the impact of the project would be rendered less than significant, though at
present, as noted above, the City considers the impact significant and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-
6-11 related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would cause this intersection to operate unacceptably with the
current roadway striping. This impact would be considered significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would cause this intersection to operate
unacceptably with the current roadway striping because sufficient lane capacity would not be available for the
projected volume of traffic (Table 6-10). The intersection would operate at LOS E-F during Saturday conditions.
Because the project would exceed the established significance threshold, the project would cause a significant
cumulative impact.

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR EDAW
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Table 6-12

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary - With Mitigation

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road Condition

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road Condition - With

Mitigation
Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio /

Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS
1 | Rocklin Road/Pacific Street 0.7770.64 CB 0.8330-69 | D | 0.614051 BA | 07770.647 C 0.8330.694 D 0.6140-512 B
2 | Rocklin Road/Granite Drive 0.6776:56 | B | 1.0216.:83 D 0.6920.57 BA | 0677 B 10210.838 F 0.6920.577 B
3 | Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps 0.8510-85 | D | 1.175%47 = 0.9310.93 ee | 0.7410.741 C 0.6860-686 B 0.7640-764 C
1 b 5 - 1 = 7 c|—— B ' c
3 | Roeklin-Road/-80-Westhound-Ramps 0735 c 1015 F 0.804 b 0636 B 0580 A 0713 c
Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps 1.0280-88 ED 1.0160-87 ED 0.6430.55 BA | 0.8990.288 D 0.8060-878 D 0.5670-555 A
8 8 5 B D D |~ A
5 | Dominguez Road/Pacific Street * 0.5830:50 | A | 0.8230-71 | D | 0.4510:39 A D A
2 A 1 c 0 AA | 0.5830.507 A 0.8230.- 741 c 0.4516-390 A

6 | Dominguez Road/Granite Drive * 50.6 81.3 13.2
o £ = - = sect3-2 g sec729~8—seeM % sec%see& S

sec see sec = '
; 1
7 | Sierra Qollege Boulevard/Taylor Road 0.9616-86 ED 1.0086-84 FD 0.6396:53 BA | 0.9250.801 E 0.9180.840 E 0.5770.532 A
(Loomis) 1 0] 2 B B |~ bl A
8 | Sierra College Boulevard/Brace Road * 0.580050 | A | 0.7640.65 | C | 0.3940:34 A C A
L oomis 1 A 5 B 0 AA | 0.5800-50% A 0.7640.656 B 0.3940.340 A
(

9 | Sierra College Boulevard/Granite Drive 0.639053 | B | 0.680956 | B | 0.5960-49 B B A
) A P A P AA | 0.6390:532 A 0.6800-567 A 0.5960-497 A
10 | Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 0.683059 | B | 0.681062 | B | 0.6680-64 6.599 B 0.628 B 0.647 B
Westbound Ramps 9 A 8 B 2 B8 | 0.683 A 0.6810- B 0.6680- B
11 | Sierra College Boulevard/I-80 Eastbound | 0.7316:63 CB 0.7370:63 | C | 0.8480.-73 pe | 0.7310.631 C 0.7370.636 C 0.8480.732 D
Ramps 1 = 6 B 2 = 7 B | — B ' c
12 | Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez 0.5590:46 | A | 0.857671 | D | 1.0900-90 0.7360046 | C C D
Road 6 A 5 c 9 EE 0 A | 07850600 | ;5 | 0.8340.886 | o
13 | Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road * | 0.8556.7+ | D | 0.7900-65 | C | 0.5800-48 D C A
3 c | 9 s | 4 AA | 0.8550-713 c 0.7900-659 B 0.5806-484 A
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Table 6-12

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road Condition Peak Hour Intersection Level of Service Summary - With Mitigation

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road Condition

2025 Plus Project with Dominguez Road Condition - With

Mitigation
Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour Saturday
VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio / VIC Ratio /
Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS Delay LOS
14 | Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road * 1.1351.03 FE 1.216110 EE 0.7970:72 ce | 11351032 | FE | 12162105 | FE | 0.7970.724 C
(Loomis) 2 - 5 - 4 = s - | = = | c
15 | Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Westbound 0.5510:47 | A | 0.4990:43 | A | 0.4570:39 A A A
Ramps * (Loomis) 5 A 1 A 5 AA | 0.5510:476 A 0.4990.431 A 0.45706-395 A
16 | Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound 29.4 25.3 16.5
Rarps - (Loomis) scoos | D | seans | B | sectes | oo | 0602204 | B f 089263 | B | 050565 | A
sec sec sec
17 | Barton Road/Brace Road * 2 (Loomis) 82.1 64.9 12.8 B A A
sec82:1 FF sec64-9 FF | seci28 | BB | 0.6740.579 A 0.5820.617 B 0.3490.367 A
sec sec sec
18 | Barton Road/Rocklin Road *? (Loomis) 316.9 285 . 24.0 A c A
sec316.9 | FF sec28.5 D sec24-0 | CC | 0.5410.652 B 0.7216-639 B 0.5890.633 B
sec sec sec
19 | Sierra College Boulevard/King Road * 0.6980-61 BB 0.8570-76 | D | 0.55808.50 AA | 0.6980.615 B 0.8570-760 D 0.5580-505 A
(Loomis) 5 = 0 c 5 = = B |7 c | A
20 | Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony 283.5 829.8 47.9 B B A
Way 2 (Placer County) sec28635 | EF | sec829.8 | FF | secA79 | EE | 0.6170.524 | = [ 0.6280.672 [ - | 0.3550:410 [
sec sec sec
21 | Taylor Road/King Road * (Loomis) 0.9680-80 0.6260:52 | B | 0.7176:59 E B C
Z EDB ) A g CA | 0.9680.807 D 0.6260.522 A 0.7176.598 A

Notes:
ICU V/C ratio is used for signalized intersections. HCM delay in seconds is used for unsignalized intersections.
' LOS C required for these intersections. LOS D acceptable for all other intersections.
?peak Hour volumes meet Signal Warrant #3 of the Manual of Uniform Traffic Control Devices
* Delay exceeds 1000 seconds
= Mitigated condition

Shaded areas indicate a Significant Impact
In some cases (i.e., Loomis/Caltrans/County intersections), mitigations cannot be assured




Mitigation Measure 6-11 Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road Intersection With Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to restriping this intersection to accommodate one exclusive left
turn lane, one shared left/through lane, one exclusive through lane, and one exclusive right turn lane with an
overlap signal phase on the eastbound leg of Dominguez Road. Also, the southbound leg should be restriped to
accommodate two left-turn lanes, two through lanes, and one exclusive right turn lane at the time of is
construction_of Dominguez Road. This configuration can exist in the same right-of-way currently planned for this
intersection. The project applicant shall pay a traffic impact fee in an amount that constitutes the project’s fair
share contribution to the construction of the proposed improvement as part of the City’s development review
process, consistent with the City’s CIP program, SPRTA program, or other applicable funding program.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS D or better during the intersection’s peak hours. This would be an acceptable level and this
impact would be considered less than significant.

IMPACT  Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps Intersection (Loomis) With Dominguez Road. The
6-11b addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps intersection from satisfactory LOS C to unsatisfactory LOS D
during the p.m. peak hour. This impact would be considered significant.

For the cumulative condition, this intersection operates at a satisfactory LOS C in the p.m. peak hour and would
degrade to unsatisfactory LOS D with the addition of project traffic (Table 6-10). This degradation would cause
the intersection’s satisfactory LOS to deteriorate to unsatisfactory LOS. The intersection is forecast to meet the
peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative With Dominguez Road extension scenario. The intersection
would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant with the addition of project traffic. Because the
project would exceed the established significance threshold, the project would cause a significant cumulative

impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-11b Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection in the event that the Town of
Loomis can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that Loomis has a fee collection program such that a fair share
payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time
(i.e., prior to the issuance of building permits).

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS B or better during the intersections peak hours, with the result that the impact would be
rendered less than significant. Because the Town of Loomis controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and
because the City is unaware of any fee program in Loomis that will ensure that any fair share payment will
actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the City
conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant
and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the
improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however, that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in
implementing the mitigation. In the event that Loomis does cooperate with the City and is able to demonstrate to
the City’s satisfaction that the Town has a fee collection program such that a fair share payment will actually
result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the impact of the
project would be rendered less than significant, though at present, as noted above, the City considers the impact
significant and unavoidable.
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IMPACT  Barton Road/Brace Road Intersection (L.oomis) With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-12 traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Barton Road/Brace Roads
intersection. Because this intersection already operates at unacceptable LOS F in the a.m. and p.m. peak

hours and the pr0|ect S contnbutlon would be greater than 5 percent th|s |mpact would be considered
significant..tra - F

This intersection is operating at an LOS F during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in the cumulative condition (Table
6-10). The intersection is forecast to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative With Dominguez
Road extension scenario. The intersection would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant with the
addition of project traffic. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the project
would exceed the established significance threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent, the project would
cause a significant cumulative impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-12 Barton Road/Brace Road Intersection With Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection in the event that the Town of
Loomis can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that Loomis has a fee collection program such that a fair share
pavment will actuallv result in constructlon of the contemplated |mprovement within a reasonable perlod of time

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS B or better during the intersections peak hours, with the result that the impact would be
rendered less than significant. Because the Town of Loomis controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and
because the City is unaware of any fee program in Loomis that will ensure that any fair share payment will
actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the City
conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant
and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the
improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however, that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in
implementing the mitigation. In the event that Loomis does cooperate with the City and is able to demonstrate to
the City’s satisfaction that the Town has a fee collection program such that a fair share payment will actually
result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the impact of the
project would be rendered less than 5|qn|f|cant thouqh at present, as noted above, the City conS|ders the impact
significant and unavoidable. - A

significant.

IMPACT  Barton Road/Rocklin Road Intersection (Loomis) With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-
6-13 related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Barton Road/Rocklin
Road intersection during the a.m._.and p.m. peak hours. Because this intersection already operates
unacceptably and the project’s contribution would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be
considered significant.

For the cumulative condition, this intersection operates at a satisfactory LOS C in the p.m. peak hour and would
degrade to unsatisfactory LOS D with the addition of project traffic (Table 6-10). This degradation would cause
the intersection’s satisfactory LOS to deteriorate to unsatisfactory LOS. The intersection is forecast to meet the
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peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative With Dominguez Road extension scenario. The intersection
would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant with the addition of project traffic. Because the
project would exceed the established significance threshold, the project would cause a significant cumulative

impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-13 Barton Road/Rocklin Road Intersection With Dominguez Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection_in the event that the Town of
Loomis can demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that Loomis has a fee collection program such that a fair share
payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time

(| e., prlor to the issuance of buﬂqu permlts) Ihepte}eeeappl%ant—shau—payetmmc—rmpaeﬁeew

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS B-C or better during the intersections peak hours, with the result that the impact would be
rendered less than significant. Because the Town of Loomis controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and
because the City is unaware of any fee program in Loomis that will ensure that any fair share payment will
actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the City
conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated as significant
and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over Loomis and thus cannot take for granted that the
improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA Guidelines section
15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however, that Loomis can and should cooperate with the City in
implementing the mitigation. In the event that Loomis does cooperate with the City and is able to demonstrate to
the City’s satisfaction that the Town has a fee collection program such that a fair share payment will actually
result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the impact of the
project would be rendered less than S|qn|f|cant thouqh at present, as noted above the City con3|ders the impact
significant and unavoidable.

Slemiteant

IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way Intersection (Placer County) With Dominguez Road.
6-14 The addition of project-related traffic to baseline traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way intersection during the a.m. and p.m. peak hour and during
Saturday conditions. Because this intersection already operates unacceptably and the project’s contribution
would be greater than 5 percent, this impact would be considered significant.

This intersection is operating at an LOS F during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in the cumulative condition (Table
6-10). This intersection is also operating at an LOS D during Saturdays in the cumulative condition. The
intersection is forecast to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant in the cumulative With Dominguez Road
extension scenario. The intersection would continue to meet the peak-hour traffic signal warrant with the addition
of project traffic. Because the cumulative impacts of development are already significant and the project would
exceed the established significance threshold of a contribution of greater than 5 percent, the project would cause a
significant cumulative impact.
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Mitigation Measure 6-14 Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way Intersection (Placer County) With Dominguez
Road

The project applicant shall pay their fair share to the signalization of this intersection_in the event that the County
is able to demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the County’s Capital Improvement Program covers or will

cover the contemplated improvements such that a fair share payment will actually result in construction of the

Level of Significance after Mitigation

As identified in Table 6-12, with implementation of the identified mitigation measure, the LOS would be
improved to LOS B or better during the intersections peak hours, with the result that the impact would be
rendered less than significant. Because the County of Placer controls what occurs at the intersection, however, and
because the City is uncertain as to whether the County’s Capital Improvement Program will ensure that any fair
share payment will actually result in construction of the contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of
time, the City conservatively concludes that, at the time of action by its City Council, the impact would be treated
as significant and unavoidable, given that the City has no control over the County and thus cannot take for
granted that the improvements contemplated by the mitigation will get implemented. Consistent with CEQA
Guidelines section 15091, subdivision (a)(2), the City concludes, however, that the County can and should
cooperate with the City in implementing the mitigation. In the event that the County does cooperate with the City
and is able to demonstrate to the City’s satisfaction that the County’s Capital Improvement Program covers or will
cover the contemplated improvements such that a fair share payment will actually result in construction of the
contemplated improvement within a reasonable period of time, the impact of the project would be rendered less

IMPACT  Rocklin Road/Pacific Street Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related traffic to
6-14b cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Rocklin Road/Pacific Street intersection
during the p.m. peak hour. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the project’s
contribution would represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this
impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Rocklin Road/Pacific Street intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Rocklin Road/Pacific
Street intersection would operate at an LOS D with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.811 during the p.m. peak hour.
The intersection would continue to operate at LOS D with the proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio
would be degraded to 0.833 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less than a 5 percent decrease
in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for
this intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this intersection would be
considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-14b Rocklin Road/Pacific Street Intersection With Dominguez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Rocklin Road/Pacific Street intersection would be considered less than significant.
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IMPACT  Rocklin Road/Granite Drive Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related traffic to
6-14c cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Rocklin Road/Granite Drive intersection
during the p.m. peak hour. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the project's
contribution would represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this
impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Rocklin Road/Granite Drive intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Rocklin Road/Granite
Drive intersection would operate at an LOS F with a volume/capacity ratio of 1.009 during the p.m. peak hour.
The intersection would continue to operate at LOS F with the proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio
would be degraded to 1.021 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less than a 5 percent decrease
in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for
this intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this intersection would be
considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-14c Rocklin Road/Granite Drive Intersection With Dominquez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Rocklin Road/Granite Drive intersection would be considered less than significant.

IMPACT  Dominquez Road/Pacific Street Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-14d traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Dominguez Road/Pacific Street
intersection during the p.m. peak hour. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the
project’s contribution would represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio.
Therefore, this impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the
Dominguez Road/Pacific Street intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Dominguez
Road/Pacific Street intersection would operate at an LOS D with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.820 during the p.m.
peak hour. The intersection would continue to operate at LOS D with the proposed project and the
volume/capacity ratio would be degraded to 0.823 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less
than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded
by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this
intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-14d Dominguez Road/Pacific Street Intersection With Dominguez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Dominguez Road/Pacific Street intersection would be considered less than
significant.
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IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-
6-14e related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra College
Boulevard/Rocklin Road intersection during the a.m. peak hour. Although this intersection already operates
unacceptably, the project’s contribution would represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the
volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra
College Boulevard/Rocklin Road intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Sierra College
Boulevard/Rocklin Road intersection would operate at an LOS D with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.824 during the
a.m. peak hour. The intersection would continue to operate at LOS D with the proposed project and the
volume/capacity ratio would be degraded to 0.855 during the a.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less
than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded
by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this
intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-14e Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road Intersection With Dominquez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Sierra College Boulevard/Rocklin Road intersection would be considered less than
significant.

IMPACT  Taylor Road /Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of
6-15 project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor
Road/Horseshoe Bar Road intersection during the weekday-a.m. and p.m. peak hours. Although this
intersection already operates unacceptably, the project’s contribution would represent less than a 5 percent
decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor
Road/Horseshoe Bar Road intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Taylor Road/Horseshoe
Bar Road intersection would operate at an LOS F with a volume/capacity ratio of 1.624-126 during the a.m. peak
hour and 1.676-183 during the p.m. peak hour. The intersection would continue to operate at LOS F with the
proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio would be degraded to 1.832-135 during the a.m. peak hour and
1.105-216 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less than a 5 percent decrease in the
volume/capacity ratio. Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for this
intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this intersection would be considered
less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-15 Taylor Road /Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road
No mitigation is necessary.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Taylor Road/Horseshoe Bar Road intersection would be considered less than
significant.
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IMPACT  Sierra College Boulevard/King Road Intersection (Loomis) With Dominguez Road. The addition of
6-15b project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra College
Boulevard/King Road intersection during the p.m. peak hour. Although this intersection already operates
unacceptably, the project’s contribution would represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the
volume/capacity ratio. Therefore, this impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Sierra
College Boulevard/King Road intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Sierra College
Boulevard/King Road intersection would operate at an LOS D with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.826 during the
p.m. peak hour. The intersection would continue to operate at LOS D with the proposed project and the
volume/capacity ratio would be degraded to 0.857 during the p.m. peak hour. This degradation represents less
than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio. Because the volume/capacity ratio would not be degraded
by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the project’s impacts at this
intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-15b Sierra College Boulevard/King Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Sierra College Boulevard/King Road intersection would be considered less than
significant.

IMPACT  Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road. The addition of project-related
6-16 traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor Road/King Road
intersection during the a.m. peak hour. Although this intersection already operates unacceptably, the
project’s contribution would represent less than a 5 percent decrease in the volume/capacity ratio.
Therefore, this impact would be considered less than significant.

The addition of project-related traffic to cumulative traffic volumes would degrade traffic operations at the Taylor
Road/King Road intersection (Table 6-10). For the cumulative condition, the Taylor Road/King Road intersection
would operate at an LOS B-E with a volume/capacity ratio of 0.802-962 during the a.m. peak hour. The
intersection would continue to operate at LOS B-E with the proposed project and the volume/capacity ratio would
be degraded to 0.867968, which represents less than a 5 percent decrease. Because the volume/capacity ratio
would not be degraded by more than 5 percent for this intersection with the contribution of project traffic, the
project’s impacts at this intersection would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-16 Taylor Road/King Road (Loomis) Intersection With Dominguez Road
No mitigation is necessary.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s impacts on the Taylor Road/King Road intersection would be considered less than significant.
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IMPACT  Roadway Segments With Dominguez Road. The proposed project would cause four roadway segments to
6-17 exceed the threshold of daily capacity. However, in both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, the traffic on all four
roadway segments are forecast to operate with satisfactory volume/capacity ratios in both peak hours with
project conditions. Therefore, the project’s impacts on roadway segments would be considered less than
significant.

As shown in Table 6-11, the results of the roadway segment analysis indicate that the following four roadway
segments are forecast to operate with unsatisfactory LOS in the 2025 plus project with Dominguez Road scenario:

Taylor Road between King Road and Horseshoe Bar Road (Loomis)

Taylor Road between Horseshoe Bar Road and Sierra College Boulevard (Loomis)
Rocklin Road between Pacific Street and Granite Drive

Sierra College Boulevard between English Colony Way and King Road (Placer County)

vy vy VvYYy

These segments would exceed the threshold of daily capacity in the cumulative plus project scenario. However, in
both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, the traffic on all four roadway segments is forecast to operate with satisfactory
volume/capacity ratios in both peak hours with project conditions. Therefore, the project’s impacts on roadway
segments would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-17 Roadway Segments With Dominguez Road
No mitigation is necessary.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s cumulative impacts on roadway segments would be considered less than significant.

6.1.8 [-80/SIERRA COLLEGE INTERCHANGE

IMPACT  Interstate 80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange. The proposed project would not degrade the
6-18 Interstate 80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange during the cumulative scenario. Therefore, the project’s
cumulative impacts on this interchange would be considered less than significant.

An Environmental Impact Report, including a traffic operations analysis, was previously completed for the I-
80/Sierra College interchange project. The traffic operations analysis was completed using the Highway Capacity
Manual (HCM) methodology for signalized intersections. Traffic volumes for the 1-80/Sierra College interchange
project analysis were forecast using the Sacramento Metropolitan (SACMET-2001) traffic model developed by
the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG). As discussed previously, 2025 forecasts for the
proposed project’s traffic impact analysis were prepared using the City’s traffic model and the Circular 212
“Critical Movement Analysis” planning methodology for signalized intersections. However, an LOS analysis
using the HCM methodology has been prepared at the interchange ramp intersections using the traffic forecasts
developed for this traffic impact analysis. The purpose of this analysis is to demonstrate that the intersection
would still operate satisfactorily with the planned improvements when analyzed using the City’s traffic model
projections and the HCM methodology.

The levels of service were analyzed at the freeway ramp intersections in the cumulative plus project with and
without Dominguez Road scenarios. The LOS calculation sheets are provided in Appendix €A. Table 6-13
summarizes the results of the freeway interchange analysis.

Rocklin Crossings Project Partially Recirculated Draft EIR EDAW
City of Rocklin 6-53 Cumulative and Growth Inducing Impacts



Table 6-13
[-80/Sierra College Boulevard Freeway Ramp Intersection Analysis (2025 Plus Project)
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
intersection Delay (sec)  LOS gj;:ae”(‘f% Delay (sec)  LOS gfelzaer?f%

10. 1-80 Westbhound/Sierra College Boulevard

Rocklin Traffic Model with Dominguez Road* 38.5 D 631 45.7 D 475

Rocklin Traffic Model without Dominguez Road® 36.4 D 533 46.3 D 393

SACMET-2001 Model? 18.7 B 14.3 B
11. 1-80 Eastbound/Sierra College Boulevard

Rocklin Traffic Model with Dominguez Roadl 18.0 B 205 324 C 160

Rocklin Traffic Model without Dominguez 21.3 Cc 194 32.7 C 137

Roadl

SACMET-2001 Model2 30.9 C 96.6 F
1 Intersections analyzed using the Highway Capacity Manual rather than the Circular 212 methodology and using the
traffic projections included in the City’s traffic model.
2 Traffic Operations Analysis, 1-80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange, Table 4, Alternative A. OMNI-MEANS, January
8, 2003

As shown in Table 6-13, the interchange would operate at LOS D or better during both peak hours when the
Rocklin Traffic Model with and without Dominguez Road traffic volumes are analyzed using the HCM
methodology. As identified in the thresholds of significance above, LOS D is an acceptable level of service for
intersections located within %2 mile from direct access to an interstate freeway and is acceptable for freeway ramp
intersections and mainline routes. Because the cumulative impacts of development would not exceed the
established significance thresholds and the project would not contribute substantially to the impact, the project’s
cumulative impacts on this interchange would be considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-18 Interstate 80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange
No mitigation is necessary.
Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s cumulative impacts on the Interstate 80/Sierra College Boulevard Interchange would be considered
less than significant.

6.1.9 FREEWAY MAINLINE ANALYSIS

IMPACT  Freeway Mainlines. The freeway mainlines would operate acceptably during the cumulative scenario with
6-19 the addition of project traffic. Therefore, the project’s cumulative impacts on the freeway mainlines would be
considered less than significant.

To assess the operation of the highway system in the vicinity of the project in 2025 without and with project
conditions, the 1-80 freeway mainline between the Horseshoe Bar Road and Atlantic Avenue interchanges and the
SR-65 mainline between the 1-80 junction and Blue Oaks Boulevard were analyzed for both without and with
Dominguez Road extension scenarios. The Caltrans 1-80 freeway improvement project? between Riverside
Avenue/Auburn Boulevard and SR-65, proposes to increase freeway capacity by adding HOV lane and auxiliary

2 Freeway Improvement Project on Interstate 80 from 1.1 km west of the Sacramento/Placer County line to 1.56 km east

of the Route 65 connector in Placer County, April 2003, Caltrans.
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lanes by 2009. Since the improvement project has been approved and has funding, the improvements are used in
the baseline conditions for purposes of this analysis. Therefore, the 1-80 freeway mainline between Atlantic
Avenue and SR-65 was analyzed as a future eight-lane (mainline) freeway, and the freeway mainline segment
between SR-65 and Horseshoe Bar Road interchange was analyzed as a six-lane freeway. As shown in

Table 6-14, all freeway mainline segments along 1-80 are projected to operate at LOS D or better in 2025 with the
proposed project (for both without and with Dominguez Road extension scenarios) with the future eight-lane
freeway for the segment between Atlantic Avenue and SR-65. Also, all freeway segments along SR-65 are
projected to operate at LOS D or better in 2025 with the proposed project (the HCS worksheets are provided in
Appendix €A). As identified in the thresholds of significance above, LOS D is an acceptable level of service for
freeway mainline routes. Therefore, the project’s cumulative impacts on the freeway mainlines would be
considered less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-19 Freeway Mainline

No mitigation is necessary.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s cumulative impacts on the freeway mainline would be considered less than significant.

IMPACTS OF TRAFFIC MITIGATION MEASURES

The CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4, subdivision (a)(1)(D), requires that if a mitigation measure incorporated
into a project may have significant adverse effects on the environment, then the Draft EIR must analyze such
impacts as an integral part of the whole project. CEQA Guidelines section 15126.4, subdivision (a)(1)(D), states:

If a mitigation measure would cause one or more significant effects in addition to those that
would be caused by the project as proposed, the effects of the mitigation measure shall be
discussed but in less detail than the significant effects of the project as proposed.

Although the City has not identified any significant impacts associated with proposed mitigation measures, the
City has nevertheless included below a summary of potential impacts of mitigation measures that require the
project applicant to construct physical improvements. Certain commenters asked for this information, and the City
is happy to provide it, even if is not legally required

While not specifically required by CEQA, a summary of potential impacts of mitigation measures is provided for
those impacts which merely require the payment of fees. The CEQA Guidelines clearly recognize the use of fee
payment as mitigation for a project’s otherwise “cumulatively considerable” incremental contribution to
significant cumulative impacts. If a project is required to fund its fair share of a mitigation measure designed to
alleviate the cumulative impact, a project’s contribution to that impact is considered less than cumulatively
considerable. (CEQA Guidelines, § 15130, subd. (a)(3); Save Our Peninsula Committee v. Monterey County Bd.
of Supervisors (2001) 87 Cal.App.4th 99, 140.) Where an agency has an existing program by which mitigation
measures such as traffic improvements can be funded on a fair-share basis through the collection of fees, an EIR’s
discussion of traffic mitigation is adequate if it explains how the fee program will address the impact. (Save Our
Peninsula Committee, 87 Cal.App.4th at p. 141.)
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2025 Peak Hour - Freeway Segment Level of Service Summary

Table 6-14

Roadway Segment Without Dominguez Road Extension With Dominguez Road Extension
2025 No Project 2025 With Project 2025 No Project 2025 With Project
AM PM AM PM AM PM AM PM
Density |LOS| Density | LOS | Density |LOS| Density | LOS | Density |LOS | Density | LOS | Density [LOS | Density | LOS
I-80 EB | Atlantic Streetto Taylor Road | 263 | D | 320 | D| 264 |D| 327 | D| 262 |D| 320 | D| 264 |D| 327 | D
Taylor Road to RTE 65 236 | C| 279 | D| 238 | Cc| 284 | D| 236 |Cc| 279 | D | 237 | c| 285 | D
RTE 65 to Rocklin Road 239 | Cc| 273 | D| 242 |Cc| 285 | D| 239 |c | 273 | D | 242 | c | 285 | D
Rocklin Road to Sierra 226 | C| 290 | D| 230 |Cc| 307 | D| 220 |c| 201 | D| 233 | c| 308 | D
College Boulevard
Sierra College Boulevard to 211 |c| 306 |[D| 212 |c| 312 |D| 211 |c |35 | D| 212 |c| 31| D
Horseshoe Bar Road
RTE 65 | 1-80 to Harding Boulevard 28.0 D | 303 D 28.2 D | 308 D 28.0 D | 302 D 28.1 D | 308 D
NB Harding Boulevard to Bl
arding boulevard {o Blue 273 |D| 305 |D| 273 |D| 308 | D| 273 |D| 311 | D | 274 | D| 313 | D
Oaks Boulevard
I-80 WB | Atlantic Street to Taylor Road | 277 | D | 306 | D| 279 |D| 312 | D| 275 |D| 307 | D | 277 | D | 313 | D
Taylor Road to RTE 65 246 | Cc| 268 | D| 247 |c| 273 | D| 246 |c| 268 | D | 247 | c| 273 | D
RTE 65 to Rocklin Road 242 | c| 279 | D| 245 |Cc| 291 | D| 242 |c | 278 | D | 245 | Cc | 289 | D
Rocklin Road to Sierra 264 |D| 250 | c| 267 |D| 262 | D| 262 |D| 246 | c | 266 | D | 258 | C
College Boulevard
Sierra College Boulevard to 270 |D| 237 | c| 271 |D| 239 | c | 269 |D| 237 | c| 27 |D| 239 | C
Horseshoe Bar Road
RTE 65 1-80 to Harding Boulevard 19.2 C 21.3 C 19.3 C 21.7 C 19.3 C 21.3 C 19.4 C 21.6 C
SB .
Harding Boulevard to Blue 211 |c| 219 | c| 212 |c| 221 |c| 211 |c| 22 |c| 212 |c| 22| ¢
Oaks Boulevard

1-80 8 lanes from Atlantic to Rte 65 then 6 lanes from Rte 65 to Horseshoe Bar Rd
Rte 65 6 lanes




In general, therefore, an EIR need not specifically analyze the impacts of the proposed improvements identified in
a mitigation measure where the mitigation measure requires only that the project applicant to pay a traffic impact
fee in an amount that constitutes the project’s fair share contribution to the construction of improvements
necessitated in part by the project impacts. In such instances, the identified improvements are not a “part” of the
project (in “whole” or otherwise), but represent a separate, independent project that will someday benefit the
project. CEQA does not require a lead agency, in preparing an EIR for a discrete development project, “to
consider a mitigation measure which itself may constitute a project at least as complex, ambitious, and costly as
project itself.” (Concerned Citizens of South Central Los Angeles v. Los Angeles Unified School District (2d Dist.
1994) 24 Cal.App.4th 826, 842.) Where a project is only conditioned on the payment of the traffic impact fee, and
not on the construction of the improvement itself, an EIR is not required to analyze the impacts of the proposed

improvements.

Mitigation Measure 6-1 Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound Ramps Without Dominguez Road; Mitigation Measure 6-2
Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps Without Dominguez Road; Mitigation Measure 6-9 Rocklin Road/I-80 Westbound
Ramps With Dominquez Road and Mitigation Measure 6-9b Rocklin Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps With Dominguez
Road

Mitigation Measures 6-1, 6-2, 6-9 and 6-9b require the project applicant to pay a traffic impact fee in an amount
that constitutes the project’s fair share contribution to the construction of improvements to the Rocklin Road/1-80
Interchange necessitated in part by the project impacts. As stated above, the EIR need not specifically analyze the
impacts of the proposed improvements, which will be partially funded through the fees required by Mitigation
Measures 6-1, 6-2, 6-9 and 6-9b, because such improvements are not a “part” of the Rocklin Crossings project (in
“whole” or otherwise), but represent a separate, independent project that will someday benefit, the Rocklin
Crossings project.

The improvements discussed under Mitigation Measures 6-1, 6-2, 6-9 and 6-9b refer to major improvements
arguably within the vicinity of the proposed project that will be initiated by the City as part of its Capital
Improvement Program (CIP). The CIP defines the roadway and intersection improvements needed to maintain the
Level of Service (LOS) policy adopted in the City’s General Plan. (See Rocklin General Plan Circulation
Element, Policy 13.). The City determined, prior to the proposed project, that the improvements will be necessary
and that these improvements are appropriately part of a municipal capital improvement project, and not a part of a
discrete private project. (See Plan for Arcadia, Inc. v. City Council of Arcadia (1974) 42 Cal.App.3d 712, 724.)
As such, any improvement initiated as part of the CIP will be separately subject to CEQA. Furthermore,
Mitigation Measures 4.2-1 and 4.2-2 do not make the construction of this improvement a condition of the
proposed project’s approval. (Cf. id. at p. 723, fn. 5.) The project is only conditioned on the payment of the traffic
impact fee. For these reasons, the Draft EIR was not required to analyze the impacts of the proposed
improvements at the Rocklin Road/I-80 westbound and eastbound ramps.

The following is a general summary of the impacts typically associated with the kinds of improvements
anticipated: establishment of Construction Zone traffic conditions such as temporary detours, lane closures,
temporary restrictions on intersection turn movements, temporary diversion of traffic to parallel facilities and
traffic movements controlled by flagmen. These conditions could typically last more than a year depending on the
scope of the interchange improvements. In addition, traffic on both Rocklin Road as well as 1-80 could be
impacted during construction.

While specific plans for anticipated improvements have not yet been developed, the northeast, northwest, and
southwest corners of the Rocklin Road/I-80 intersection have all been previously developed. Those surfaces that
are not paved support only roadside landscaping; thus, no impacts to natural resources are anticipated to result
from potential roadway/intersection improvements at these locations. If improvements involve excavation,
potential impacts to cultural resources may be anticipated, but could be mitigated through prior investigation (i.e.,
literature search, field survey, and data recovery (if necessary)). The southeast corner of this intersection still
supports some natural resource values, including non-native grassland, native oak trees, Secret Ravine Creek and
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other potentially jurisdictional waters of the U.S./wetlands. Potential impacts to natural resources could involve a
minor amount of non-native grassland conversion, direct impacts to native oaks, and direct impacts to Secret
Ravine creek or other water/wetlands. Wetland/water impacts (depending upon jurisdictional issues) may require
permitting/mitigation administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the California Department of Fish and
Game, and/or the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. All of these agency approvals, and
consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service, would be required for potential impacts to Secret Ravine
creek. Should roadway improvements in this area involve excavation, potential impacts to cultural resources also
may be anticipated, but could be mitigated through prior investigation (i.e., literature search, field survey, and
data recovery (if necessary)).

Mitigation Measure 6-2b Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road Intersection Without Dominguez Road and Mitigation
Measure 6-10b Sierra College Boulevard/Taylor Road Intersection With Dominguez Road

Mitigation Measure 6-2b requires the construction of an additional westbound left-turn lane. All required
improvements set forth in Mitigation Measure 6-2b may be accomplished within the limits of existing paved
surfaces. The intersection will require restriping of exclusive right turn lanes in the northbound and southbound
direction to shared through/right turn lanes and an addition of a second westbound left turn lane (dual left turn
lanes). Also in the westbound direction there is enough width available to accommodate the second left turn lane.
No physical widening is required for these improvements. It is anticipated that all potential deleterious
environmental effects to natural or cultural resources would have already been experienced (and presumably
mitigated) with the construction of the existing intersection and no new significant impacts would result from the
identified intersection restriping plan. Any impacts associated with the improvements called for under Mitigation
Measure 6-2b would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-3 Barton Road/Brace Road Intersection Without Dominquez Road and Mitigation Measure 6-12
Barton Road/Brace Road Intersection With Dominguez Road

Mitigation Measures 6-3 and 6-12 require the applicant to pay its fair share toward the signalization of this
intersection. This improvement can be constructed within the existing right-of-way and within the limits of
existing paved surfaces. It is anticipated that all potential deleterious environmental effects to natural or cultural
resources would have already been experienced (and presumably mitigated) with the construction of the existing
intersection and no new significant impacts would result from the identified intersection signalization. Any
impacts associated with the improvement called for under Mitigation Measures 6-3 and 6-12 would be less than

significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-4 Barton Road/Rocklin Road Intersection Without Dominguez Road and Mitigation Measure 6-13
Barton Road/Rocklin Road Intersection With Dominguez Road

Mitigation Measures 6-4 and 6-13 require the applicant to pay its fair share toward the signalization of this
intersection. This improvement can be constructed within the existing right-of-way and within the limits of
existing paved surfaces. It is anticipated that all potential deleterious environmental effects to natural or cultural
resources would have already been experienced (and presumably mitigated) with the construction of the existing
intersection and no new significant impacts would result from the identified intersection signalization. Any
impacts associated with the improvement called for under Mitigation Measures 6-4 and 6-13 would be less than

significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-5 Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way Intersection Without Dominquez Road and
Mitigation Measure 6-14 Sierra College Boulevard/English Colony Way Intersection With Dominguez Road

Mitigation Measures 6-5 and 6-14 require the applicant to pay its fair share toward the signalization of this
intersection. This improvement can be constructed within the existing right-of-way and within the limits of
existing paved surfaces. It is anticipated that all potential deleterious environmental effects to natural or cultural
resources would have already been experienced (and presumably mitigated) with the construction of the existing
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intersection and no new significant impacts would result from the identified intersection signalization. Any
impacts associated with the improvement called for under Mitigation Measures 6-5 and 6-14 would be less than

significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-10 Dominguez Road/Granite Drive Intersection With Dominquez Road

Mitigation Measure 6-10 requires the applicant to pay its fair share to change the intersection from a two-way
unsignalized stop to a four-way unsignalized stop. These improvements can all be constructed within the existing
right-of-way and within the limits of existing paved surfaces. It is anticipated that all potential deleterious
environmental effects to natural or cultural resources would have already been experienced (and presumably
mitigated) with the construction of the existing intersection and no new significant impacts would result from the
identified intersection improvements. Any impacts associated with the improvements called for under Mitigation
Measure 6-10 would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-11 Sierra College Boulevard/Dominguez Road Intersection With Dominquez Road

Mitigation Measure 6-11 requires the applicant to pay its fair share to restripe the intersection. This improvement
can be constructed within the existing right-of-way and within the limits of existing paved surfaces. It is
anticipated that all potential deleterious environmental effects to natural or cultural resources would have already
been experienced (and presumably mitigated) with the construction of the existing intersection and no new
significant impacts would result from the identified intersection restriping plan. Any impacts associated with the
improvement called for under Mitigation Measure 6-11 would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measure 6-11b Horseshoe Bar Road/I-80 Eastbound Ramps Intersection With Dominguez Road

Mitigation Measure 6-1b1 requires the applicant to pay its fair share toward the signalization of the intersection.
This improvement can be constructed within the existing right-of-way and within the limits of existing paved
surfaces. It is anticipated that all potential deleterious environmental effects to natural or cultural resources would
have already been experienced (and presumably mitigated) with the construction of the existing intersection and
no new significant impacts would result from the identified intersection signalization. Any impacts associated
with the improvement called for under Mitigation Measure 6-11b would be less than significant.

AIR QUALITY

IMPACT  Cumulative Regional Air Quality Emissions. The project would contribute to cumulative regional air
6-20 pollutant emissions. This would be considered a significant and unavoidable impact.

All new development within the Sacramento Valley Air Basin that results in an increase in air pollutant emissions
above those assumed in regional air plans contributes to cumulative air quality impacts. The increase is
considered significant if the project requires a change in the existing land use designation (e.g., plan amendment,
rezone) and associated emissions (i.e., ROG and NOy) are greater than buildout of the site under the existing
approved land use designations. The proposed project would require the amendment of the City’s existing general
plan land use designations on approximately 1.23 acres of the project site from Medium Density Residential
(MDR) to Retail Commercial (RC). Due to the relatively small area of the change in land use, it would not
substantially conflict with the existing land uses assumed for the site.

However, based on the modeling conducted, project operations would result in worst-case maximum unmitigated
daily emissions of approximately 196 Ib/day of ROG, 311 Ib/day of NOy, 281 Ib/day of PMy,, and 2,196 Ib/day of
CO. Daily unmitigated operational emissions would exceed PCAPCD’s significance thresholds of 82 Ib/day for
ROG, NOy, and PMyy, or 550 Ib/day for CO during both the winter and summer periods. These threshold
exceedances would represent a substantial contribution of pollutants to the regional air basin that would not be
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reduced below the significance thresholds with implementation of identified mitigation measures. Therefore, the
project’s impact would be considered significant and unavoidable.

Mitigation Measure 6-20 Cumulative Regional Air Quality Emissions.

In accordance with the PCAPCD recommendations, the applicant shall implement the following mitigation
measures during construction and operation of the proposed project (Backus, pers. comm., 2006b).

Implement Mitigation Measures 4.3-1 and 4.3-2.

The project shall implement an offsite mitigation program, coordinated through the PCAPCD, to offset the
project’s long-term ozone precursor emissions. The project’s offsite mitigation program must be approved by
PCAPCD. The project’s offsite mitigation program provides monetary incentives to sources of air pollutant
emissions within the SVAB that are not required by law to reduce their emissions. Therefore, the emission
reductions are real, quantifiable and implement provisions of the SIP. The offsite mitigation program reduces
emissions within the SVAB that would not otherwise be eliminated.

In lieu of the applicant implementing their own offsite mitigation program, the applicant can choose to participate
in the PCAPCD Offsite Mitigation Program by paying an equivalent amount of money into the program. The
actual amount of emission reductions needed through the Offsite Mitigation Program would be calculated when
the project’s average daily emissions have been determined.

Level of Significance after Mitigation

Due to the large size of the project and large number of vehicle trips generated, it is not anticipated that
implementation of the mitigation measures identified above would reduce emissions to below the applicable
thresholds; however, these measures would likely substantially reduce the level of emissions. In addition, because
of existing nonattainment conditions of the project area for ozone and PM,, project implementation could still
contribute substantially to an existing or projected violation of ambient air quality standards following
implementation of the identified mitigation measures. Therefore, this cumulative impact would remain significant
and unavoidable.

IMPACT  Cumulative Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions. The project would contribute to localized cumulative toxic
6-21 air contaminant emissions. However, because other cumulative developments in the region are not located
directly adjacent to the proposed project, the combined emissions from the proposed project and other
cumulative developments would not be expected to exceed established significance thresholds for sensitive
receptors in the local area. This would be considered a less-than-significant impact.

The cumulative developments in the region would individually contribute to localized cumulative toxic air
contaminant emission concentrations. However, because toxic air contaminants disperse with distance, the
concentration of emissions in excess of established significance thresholds would not typically occur unless high
emission sources are concentrated in a relatively small development area with sensitive receptors within close
proximity. As identified in Section 4.3, Air Quality, the proposed project would not generate toxic air
contaminants in excess of established significance thresholds. Because other cumulative developments in the
region are not located directly adjacent to the proposed project, the combined emissions from the proposed project
and other cumulative developments would not be expected to exceed established significance thresholds for
sensitive receptors in the local area. Therefore, this impact would be considered a cumulatively less-than
significant air quality impact.

Mitigation Measure 6-21 Cumulative Toxic Air Contaminant Emissions.

No mitigation is necessary.
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Level of Significance after Mitigation

The project’s contribution to cumulative toxic air contaminant emissions would be considered less than
significant.

NOISE

Because daytime construction is required under the City’s construction noise guidelines, it can be reasonably
assumed that related projects in the City would include such restrictions. Hence, cumulative noise impacts
associated with construction noise sources would be expected to be less than significant. Further, construction
noise is localized. Thus, if construction activities occur simultaneously, they would likely not result in cumulative
impacts unless sites are being developed in close proximity to one another and expose sensitive receptors to
significant noise levels at the same time. Construction activities at the Rocklin 60 residential development could
contribute cumulatively to construction noise impacts if it is constructed at the same time as the proposed project.
However, Impact 4.4-1 discusses the required installation of a sound wall along the site’s eastern perimeter. The
installation of this wall would be expected to substantially diminish the proposed project’s contribution to
cumulative construction noise impacts for existing residents to the northeast. Existing residents to the southwest
are of sufficient distance from the Rocklin 60 project that construction noise impacts from this project would be
negligible. Thus, cumulative construction noise impacts would be considered less than significant.

Likewise, following its construction, the Rocklin 60 residential development would not be expected to generate
elevated noise levels that would contribute cumulatively to the noise generated from the proposed project. A
masonry sound wall would separate the two developments, limiting the combined noise effect on existing
residences to the northeast and southwest. Due to the localized nature of noise, other cumulative development in
the region would not be expected to combine with the project’s noise effects to cumulatively increase noise in the
local area. Thus, the cumulative operational noise impacts would be considered less than significant.

Cumulative development would be expected to increase traffic volumes, and associated noise levels, on local
roadways. Mitigation for this impact would be developed primarily as new development proceeds, resulting in the
construction of noise walls, berms, etc. With the implementation of these measures, cumulative noise impacts
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. As described in Section 4.4, Noise, implementation of the
proposed project would slightly increase noise levels along project-area roadways. This impact was concluded to
be less than significant. Because the proposed project would not be expected to contribute substantially to
cumulative traffic noise levels on local roads, the proposed project would result in a less-than-significant
cumulative noise impact.

POPULATION AND HOUSING

As described in Section 6.1.2 below, the proposed project would not be expected to substantially contribute to
increases in population or housing demand. Thus, the proposed project would result in less-than-significant
cumulative