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THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due diligence has not been carried out in canvassing and taking into account the opinions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As verified by a standing room only meeting hosted by ARD at the Canyon View Community
Center on March 27, 2014, neighbors expressed that they do not want the bike park located at Maidu drive, ror do hikers,
runners, seniors, or equestrians. This clearly suggests locating the bike park at Regional or Shockiey would be the best
compromise to support our entire community. There is only ane school in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Auburm? All of the youth that live in north Aubum would benefit more from these optional
locations.

COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT

The CEQA/NEPA project description includes an expansive combination of 9 acres of obstacles with over 1.21 acres of
disturbed land area including a strider track, directional flow trail, afl-mountain trail, naturalized technical trall, jump track and
retumn trall, skills loop, connector trails, and a pump track. The full project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/NEPA and should have been communicated to the proximal neighbors and current area trail users so
they could have had time to fairly evaluate it.

HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES

Health concerns from airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming the soll. Runners and hikers would be subjected to inhaling airbome particulates when they passed through the area
on the trail re-route or on the inrigation canal path above. Many people are allergic to soil molds and the elderly are also more
sensitive to dust particles.

There Is a concemn about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant chuming
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could result in a major health hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is expetiencing trail safely issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails that are not designed for multi-use. Reports on accidents are
well documented. Until these problems are under control it makes sense to not unnecessarily add more potential issues.

With an estimated additional 278 vehicle trips per day on weekends when other area trail use is at it’s highest, this presents
huge safety issues. The current trail users in the area not only cross Maidu Rd in two places but often use Maidu Rd to go
between the canal path or the Pioneer Express Trail and the ASRA trails below. Horse trailers also park along the road
because their parking lot was paved over and a replacement parking area has not been provided as of yet. Currentiy thisis a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

MANAGEMENT CONCERNS

Most of the Management for the bike park is reportedly to be done by volunteers. How will standards, rules, and laws be
enforced during times of lean volunteer availabllity or change in the available volunteer base? Neither the ARD board staff nor
the bike park volunteers are equipped or trained to deal with potentially confrontational situations arising from enforcing rules.
Concemns with loud music and profanity are valid as they disturb the natural environment, dampen the trail use experience,
and will disturb neighbors that live on the outskirts of the area. Policing and supervision is ineffective in remote areas as
response times are delayed. This clearly supports a more centrally located bike park. Who is lizble with concem to all safety,
environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the public hold them accountable? What if
maintenance fails to get done sufficiently? Who will pay for the ongoing maintenance and unplanned expenses? These issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQA/NEPA.

SUMMARY

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. /We feel that development should not be expanded onto the edge of a beautiful river canyon when mother
nature does not have a voice. We are her voice and we don't want a bike park diminishing the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

Respecttully on this day,AM NP =N | i:

Name: Vowne C & Noowa  Rowww Signature:, = V.o @ Ok,
Address: ) n ~ ) s P Avowa B owed
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Additional Comments; _
Return your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to; Email your response by July 3, 2017 to
Maidu Bike Park Project Kahl Muscott, District Administrator at;

Auburn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@aubumrec.com



1/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project
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CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
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use, disassemble major trail connections, and compromise the safety of ather persons should not be considered.
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6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
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Response to the DRAI-TMaidnBﬂ{eParkPmiect(EQAINEPAReleased on Jure 2,2017
I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.
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2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
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Does the bike park atso comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all iwolved
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2,2017

I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

IyWe strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1)  SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS
There is widespread consensus that our American River Canyon is a beautiful, unique local treasure; an irreplaceable natural
asset. The proposed Maidu Rd bike park location is historically and cumrently used as a quiet trail passage along the American
River Canyon rim through an extremely beautiful area of mixed grasslands and oak woodlands with a stunning view of both
the canyon and high peaks of the Sierras beyond. The American River can be seen meandering it's way towards Oregon Bar
at the bottom of the canyon. Building a bike park at this location would permanently change this imeplaceable view, the
natural experience that is currently enjoyed here, and the entire feel of this quiet area. The entire foreground of the viewscape
would be altered with shrubs and trees removed and replaced with large mounds (over 8 feet tali per plan) of dirt formed into
muttiple dirt obstacles. Clearly this project would have a substantially adverse affect on scenic value and degrade the existing
quality and ambiance of the site and surrounding. Views of the American River and Sterras from the proposed Pioneer
Express Trail reroute at the bottom of the jump track would be through a chain link fence with the paved road in the
foreground below the berm and not the same as the expansive views seen from the current location up near the inigation
canal path. Snap a photo of the River Canyon and Sierras and compare it to photos of bare dirt bike parks and the significant
aesthetic loss is easily evident. The draft CEQA/NEPA does not adequately acknowledge this significant environmental
impact and there is no suitable mitigation for it's loss.

2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
The bike park is a complete “change of use” for the area. The current and historical use is a passive recreation area where
trail users are drawn here to enjoy the quietness, wildlife, and beautiful scenery. Their experience would be completely altered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airbome, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skills obstacles such as berms,
rollers, pumps, a strider track, and jumps throughout the area replacing the natural serene feel. Other consequences that will
alter the quiet, natural area, include damaging plants, removing trees and rock outcroppings, and endangering wildlife. in fact,
there will be very little wildlife that will remain as this type of park is not hospitable to the native fauna. What effect will the low
tevel security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for noctumal species such as the
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the cumrent use as a natural
area and the change in quality of experience over a large footprint. This loss cannot be mitigated due to the inherent
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all involved
parties and municipalities? For example, is a bike park in line with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cultural resources™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topography, bringing in
truckioads of outside soil, creating an environment inhospitable to wildlife, removing shrubs and grasses and many oak trees
in line with our GA State Parks mission? It puts bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Trail that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. There is also clear
and obvicus conflict of interest created by putting several recreatiocnal groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obsm'lcted
views of the American River canyon through a newly installed chain link fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the v:cmity ofa Qike park and iphale the
dust that a bike park would generate.This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or ]
sandwiched between a proposed chain link fence and the jump track with jumps over 8 foot high and airbor.n.e bikes.on the hill
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trail between FL.SRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly after the current
use, disassemble major trail connections, and compromise the safety of other persons should not be considered.

The other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds dou!n overlocking the.
China bar area. This road is already a designated muilti-use trail that everyone can use so it is not apythmg new th.at is being
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
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4) THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due diligence has not been carried out in canvassing and taking into account the opinions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As verified by a standing room only meeting hosted by ARD at the Canyon View Community
Center on March 27, 2014, neighbors expressed that they do not want the bike park located at Maidu drive, nor do hikers,
runners, seniors, or equestrians. This clearly suggests locating the bike park at Regional or Shockley would be the best
compromise to support our entire community. There is only one school in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Auburn? Al of the youth that live In north Aubum would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/NEPA project description includes an expansive combination of 9 acres of obstacles with over 1.21 acres of
disturbed land area including a strider track, directional flow trail, all-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
return trall, skills loop, connector tralls, and a pump track. The full project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/NEPA and should have been communicated to the proximat neighbors and current area trail users so
they could have had time to fairly evaluate it.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concems from airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
churning the soil. Runners and hikers would be subjected to inhaling airbome particulates when they passed through the area
- onthe trail re-route or on the irrigation canal path above. Many people are allergic to soil molds and the elderly are also more
sensitive to dust particles.

There is a concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant chuming
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could result in a major heaith hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is experiencing trail sately issues caused by jjjegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails that are not designed for multi-use. Reports on accidents are
well documented. Until these problems are under control it makes sense to not unnecessarily add mare potential issues.

With an estimated additional 278 vehicle trips per day on weekends when other area trall use is at it's highest, this presents
huge safety issues. The current trail users in the area not only cross Maidu Rd in two places but often use Maidu Rd to go
between the canal path or the Pioneer Express Trail and the ASRA trails below. Horse trailers also park along the road
because their parking lot was paved over and a replacement parking area has not been provided as of yet. Currentiy this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concem.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS ‘
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportedly to be done by volunteers. How will standards, rules, and laws be
enforced during times of lean volunteer availability or change in the available volunteer base? Neither the ARD board staff nor
the bike park volunteers are equipped or trained to deal with potentially confrontational situations arising from enforcing rules.
Concerns with loud music and profanity are valid as they disturb the natural environment, dampen the trail use experience,
and will disturb neighbors that five on the outskints of the area. Policing and supervision is ineffective in remote areas as
response times are delayed. This clearly supports a more centrally located bike park. Who is fiable with concern to all safety,
environmental, nolse disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the public hold them accountable? What if
maintenance fails to get done sufficiently? Who will pay for the ongoing maintenance and unplanned expenses? These issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQA/NEPA.

SUMMARY

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. |/We feel that development should not be expanded onto the edge of a beautiful river canyon when mother
nature does not have a voice. We are her voice and we don't want a bike park diminishing the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

Respectiully op thisday, _ +212-201F M 4/1‘ i
Name: (e K4 re . [ Signatuse:

Address: __ 515 Kivervied/ ¥h.  Aylum ~ OA 95003 ] 7
Additional Comments;

Return your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to; Email your response by July 3, 201710
Maidu Bike Park Project Kahl Muscott, District Administrator at;

Aubumn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@auburnrec.com
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017

I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1)  SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS
There is widespread consensus that our American River Canyon is a beautiful, unique local treasure; an irreplaceable natural
asset. The proposed Maidu Rd bike park location is historically and currently used as a quiet trail passage along the American
River Canyon rim through an extremely beautiful area of mixed grasslands and oak woodlands with a stunning view of both
the canyon and high peaks of the Sierras beyond. The American River can be seen meandering it's way towards Oregon Bar
at the bottom of the canyon. Building a bike park at this location would permanently change this irmeplaceable view, the
natural experience that is currently enjoyed here, and the entire feel of this quiet area. The entire foreground of the vi
would be altered with shrubs and trees removed and replaced with large mounds (over 8 feet tall per plan) of dirt formed into
muitiple dirt obstacles. Clearly this project would have a substantially adverse affect on scenic value and degrade the existing
quality and ambiance of the site and surrounding. Views of the American River and Sierras from the proposed Pioneer
Express Trail reroute at the bottom of the jump track would be through a chain link fence with the paved road in the
foreground below the berm and not the same as the expansive views seen from the current location up near the imigation
canal path. Snap a photo of the River Canyon and Sierras and compare it to photos of bare dirt bike parks and the significant
aesthelic loss is easily evident. The draft CEQA/NEPA does not adequately acknowledge this significant environmental
impact and there is no suitable mitigation for it's loss.

2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
The bike park is a complete “change of use” for the area. The current and historical use is a passive recreation area where
trail users are drawn here to enjoy the quietness, wildlife, and beautiful scenery. Their experience would be completely altered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airbome, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skills obstacles such as berms,
rollers, pumps, a strider track, and jumps throughout the area replacing the natural serene feel. Other consequences that will
alter the quiet, natural area, include damaging plants, removing trees and rock outcroppings, and endangering wildlife. In fact,
there will be very little wildlife that will remain as this type of park is not hospitable to the native fauna. What effect will the low
levei security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for noctumal species such as the
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a natural
area and the change in quality of experience over a large footprint. This loss cannot be mitigated due to the inherent
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all invoived
parties and municipalities? For example, is a bike park in line with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cuttural resources"? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, aitering the natural topography, bringing in
truckloads of outside soil, creating an environment inhospitable to wildlife, removing shrubs and grasses and many oak trees
in line with our CA State Parks mission? It puts bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Trail that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. There is also clear
and obvious contflict of interest created by putting several recreational groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Ploneer Express Trall that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the American River canyon through a newly instalted chain link fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicini'ly ofa b.ike park and ir_xha!e the
dust that a bike park would generate. This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing horse riders along a drop-oﬂ or ]
sandwiched between a proposed chain link fence and the jump track with jumps over 8 foot high and aitbm:ne bikes on the hill
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trail between FLSRA and ASRA and shouid remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly aiter the current
use, disassemble major trail connections, and compromise the safety of other persons shouid not be considered.

The other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) tI:nat winds doufn overlooking the-
China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anythmg. new thgt is being
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt s_houlder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
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4) THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT M.AIDU DRIVE
Due diligence has not been carried out in canvassing and taking into account the opinions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As verified by a standing room only meeting hosted by ARD at the Capyon View Community
Center on March 27, 2014, neighbors expressed that they do not want the bike park located at Maidu drive, nor do hikers,
runners, seniors, or equestrians. This clearly suggests locating the bike park at Regional or Shockley would be the best
compromise to support our entire community. There is only one school in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Aubum would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/NEPA project description includes an expansive combination of 9 acres of obstacles with over 1.21 acres of
disturbed land area including a strider track, directional flow trail, all-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
return tralil, skills loop, connector trails, and a pump track. The full project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/NEPA and should have been communicated to the proximal neighbors and current area trail users so
they could have had time to fairly evaluate it.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concems from airbome dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
churning the soil. Runners and hikers would be subjected to inhaling airbome particulates when they passed through the area

on the trail re-route or on the irrigation canal path above. Many people are allergic to soil molds and the elderly are also more
sensitive to dust particles.

There is a concemn about ashestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant chuming
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control coutd result in a major heaith hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails that are not designed for multi-use. Reports on accidents are
weil documented. Until these problems are under control it makes sense to not unnecessarily add more potential issues.

With an estimated additional 278 vehicle trips per day on weekends when other area trail use is at it's highest, this presents
huge safety issues. The current trail users in the area not only cross Maidu Rd in two places but often use Maidu Rd to go
between the canal path or the Pioneer Express Trail and the ASRA trails below. Horse trailers also park along the road
because their parking lot was paved over and a replacement parking area has not been provided as of yet. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concemn.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportedly to be done by volunteers. How will standards, rules, and laws be
enforced during times of lean volunteer availability or change in the available volunteer base? Neither the ARD board staff nor
the bike park volunteers are equipped or trained to deal with potentially confrontational situations arising from enforcing rules.
Concemns with loud music and profanity are valid as they disturb the natural environment, dampen the trail use experience,
and wiil disturb neighbors that live on the outskirts of the area. Policing and supervision is ineffective in remote areas as
response times are delayed. This clearly supports a more centrally located bike park. Who is liable with concern to all safety,
environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the public hold them accountable? What if

maintenance fails to get done sufficiently? Who will pay for the ongoing maintenance and unplanned expenses? These issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQA/NEPA.

SUMMARY
/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. /We feel that development should not be expanded onto the edge of a beautiful river canyon when mother

nature does not have a voice. We are her voice and we don't want a bike park diminishing the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

Respectiully on this day, __Juv (2, _20\7
Name; __ Pa s Mewec or100 Signature: 12 Q ™=

Address: _ S 25 pnmerdicaw  De A_,Jsue-o’ CA QS 6o

Additional Comments;

Retumn yoyr response post marked before July 3, 2017 to; Email your response by July 3, 2017 to

Maidu Biké Park Project Kahl Muscott, District Administrator at;
Auburn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@aubumrec.com
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Page 1 of 2
Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017
I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project

1)  SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS
Mmsmdespmadeon?emusﬂtatowAmﬁcanRivercanymisabealnim unique local treasure; an irrepiaceable natural

2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA

level security fighting nwmmmmmmwwﬁhmmpmmmmwmmmmasm
ThreatenedTownsend’sBig&mmmesemsigmﬁwnlmpaasdwmmewnﬁwmmmuseasamm
amaammeWMqumﬂydWovaahgoWn%b&manenﬁgmeddwmmmm
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all invoived
parties and municipalities? For example, is a bike park in fine with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cuftural resources™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topography, bringing in
truckioads of outside soil, creating an environment inhospitable to wildiife, removing shrubs and grasses and many oak trees
in fine with our GA State Parks mission? it puls bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Trail that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. There is also clear
and cbvious confiict of interest created by puiting several recreational groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trafl arbitrarily Is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the American River canyon through a newly installed chain fink fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicinity of a bike park and inhale the
dust that a bike park would generate. This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safely issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
sandwiched between a proposed chain link fence and the jump track with jumps over 8 foot high and airbome bikes on the hill
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonabie mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trail between FLSRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly after the curent
use, disassembie major trail connections, and compromise the safety of other persons should not be considered.

WMWMWWBMmmM(MMWW)MMMOme
ChinabarareaThisroadisa!madyadesignatedmxﬁﬁ—usetailha&evewonemgesoﬂisnotapyﬂﬁngmﬂ@sbemg
pmvidedforuaﬂ_logsnﬁﬁgaﬁouszm_gadktmmongamadbmmwaymmﬂwqmetsecﬁmdsmgbm






Page 10f2
Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017
I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California 1/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the d
Maidu Bike Park Project ppo e draft CEQA/NEPA

1) SFGNIHGANTLOSSOFANIRRE’LACEABLEWEWSCAPEANDWVISTAS
There is widespread consensus that our American Rj Canyonisabeatmhn,miquemnemre;animplacaamenmnal
mmpwmmmmmmkmmmwmammmmmm

2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
Thebﬂ(eparkisawnmlete'dlameotu.fie'brﬂlearea.mmamhistoﬁwuseisapassiverecreaﬁonareawhere

ﬂmemﬁbomylkﬂewﬂdﬂemmmmasmmmmsmmbmmemﬁvem What effect will the low
IevelwcmilyligmlngMmmmmonmmwmmwmmmwmspedesawhasm
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a natural
amammedwmemquyofexpeﬁememerala:gefoomﬁmThismeeMbenﬁmdduetotheinherem
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Doesﬂ%ebﬂwpmkahooomplywﬂhcumﬂby—laws,bcalo:ﬂinarmammitwnagmememswi'ﬂmndbetweenauﬁwnlved
parties and municipalities? For example, is a bike park in fine with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cultural resources™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topography, bringing in
mofwem,mmmm@mmmmmmmgmmmmm
in line with our CA State Parks mission? It puls bikes cn the historical Pioneer Express Trall that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. There is also clear .
and obvious confiict of interest created by putting several recreational groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the American River canyon through a newly installed chain fink fence with the paved road below the berm in the .
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicinity of a bike park and inhale the
dust that a bike park would generate. This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safely issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
sandwiched between a proposed chain link fence and the jump track with jumps over 8 foot high and airbome bikes on the hill
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthenmgre, this section of trail is a major
connecter trail between FLSRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly alter the current
use, disassembie major trafl connections, and compromise the safety of ather persons should not be considered.

The other proposed trail mitigation Is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicutar traffic) that winds down overiooking the
China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything new that is being
movtdedtortrail}og@nmgaﬁmPm!kﬁ{qadmmamngamadismmwaymmmwmdsmbm
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017
I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockdey Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action® alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1)  SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS
Mebwﬂwpmdmwﬁﬁommﬁmﬂwcwmnbammmww;mmmmﬂ
mmwmmmmm&MMWMmammmmmm
River Canyon mmmmmwmmmmmwmmmmmmammmm
ﬂlewnyonandMMOfMSWWMWRWmM%M@M%myWG@nM
mmmdmmmammmmmmm@mmmhmm
naura:expeﬁe«weMiscunemenioyedhere.andﬂwenmefeelofﬂﬁsquietammmfowgmmwuwviewme
mmmmmmmwmmmmmm(mamm per plan) of dirt formed into
multiple dirt cbstacies. Mymmwmammmmmbmmmmm
quality and ambiance of the site and suiTounding. Views of the Ametican River and Sierras from the proposed Pioneer
ExpzmTraﬂmammofmmmwmmhammmmmmmmm

2) CHANGE!NISEFROIIAPAS@WEREOREA‘I‘IONAREA
‘mebikeparkBamnmlae'dameduse‘fmﬂwmhmaﬂhmumwisammmm
@mmdmhmbmpyﬁ@q@mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmm

ﬁwemﬂbewy%wﬂdﬁeﬂﬂwﬂmmhasmhtwemmsmmmemﬂwmﬁvem What effect will the low
mmngmmmmmonmmmemmpmmmmmmmmmam
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a natural
area and the change in quality of experience over a large footprint. This loss cannct be mitigated due to the inherent
character of a bike park which is more akin to industria) development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all invoived
paltiesandnumcipaﬁﬁes?Forexamp!e.isabﬂ(epmkmﬁmwm\ﬂwCAstatePaﬂsmi&ﬁcn.'pmtecﬁngnsumstvalued
natural and cuftural resources™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topography, bringing in
truckloads of outside soil, creating an environment inhospitable to wildife, removing shrubs and grasses and many oak trees
in lire with our GA State Parks mission? it puts bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Trail that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. There is also clear
and obvious conflict of interest created by putting several recreational groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gotd Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The cutrent proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that!oeaﬁonfordeeades.Mommmﬁwmmmhadgnmmmmwm.mmmDhmﬁm
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trall view would be of exposed dirnt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the Ametican RWermnmnﬂmughanewmmeddwinﬁnkfamwﬁhmepavedmadmmbammme
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hﬂ(efs.aruomﬁsdonmmmrecreaeinmevkﬁrﬂyofaqmeparkmi{mabme
dust that a bike park would generate.This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, m)mbmm(wmmmymmmmm’mmmadwm
&ndwmubmwwnapmpommamwwweaﬁﬂwimmmhmowehot.hgha!ﬂaubomgbikes_mthehm
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trail between FLSRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly alter the cumrent
use, disassemble major trail connections, and campromise the safety of other persons should not be considered.

The other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overtooking the
China bar area. This road is alroady a designated mﬁﬁ-usehailﬂmtevefyonecanusesoﬁislmm_nwﬂ{m’sbeing
pmvﬁedmruan_!ossnﬁmafnnProy_ﬁﬁ!qadmmalmgamadhinmwaymmmeqummdsumm,






U koo
, Page 1 0f 2
Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017

I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the
n L proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1) mmmwmmuwmmmms

2) GHANGENI.ISEFROIAPASSNBREREATIONAREA
mmmsamwa@meTwmmmmkammMW

Doesﬂnbﬂtepwkahomlywmmzmby-laws. local ordinances, and wiilten agreements with and between all invoived
WMWWW&aWMhWWMCA%%MW%MW
mmmwsmmmmmmmmmmmmmm
mmmmmmmmmwmmmmmmmmm

3) NOCOMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
mampmposedmwkbﬂmcamsmemmmnydeﬁmed historical Pioneer Express Trall that has been at
MWMWWMWMW%aWMWWWWMM
commnmehaspmposadtonmﬂwﬂaﬂbWdeadﬂwbﬂepmkaWammmswmapwedmadfm
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
mammmmmammmmmmmmmmmmmm
mm,mmmmmmmmmmmmmmamemmmm
wMabﬂmmmmm&mpWisnmmmmmmmst‘ﬂbeadiaoetutoﬂneb&epark
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, elc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safely issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
meapwmmmmmmmmmmemwmmmmmw
mum)mmmmmmwmemmmmmmummmmmmmsam
mwmmmmmmmam.mmmmwmmm
use, disassembie major trail connections, and compromise the safety of ather persons should not be considered.

mmmmmsmmmw(mmmmﬂmmmmm
CﬁmbmmThismadhdeyadeﬁgmdmﬁﬂwmmmmmmmﬁkmm new that is being
provided for trall mmmgagon Pwammmaw&mmmmmmmmms@mm&



wmmmmonwammmmwm& onesd\oola\ﬂ\eMaiduRdamasomymtpmmeparkm
whemmomofowlddsﬁvehmmlmxbmn?auiﬂwymnhﬂmﬂvehnonhm:hmnwou!dbmeﬂtmﬁmnmeseopﬁmal
locations.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES

meammmmmmmmmmmmsnemmmmmm
otmnbymmmmmmmmummammm

mwmmmmmmmmsmmmmwwmmmm
Wrgbtcydes(adaaxﬂycmnbkmﬂon) an Mmm&ﬁmaomdmedfmm Reports on accidents are
MWMMWmMW&MWmMWWMMM

m&mmnsmgetdmnmmwmwmpaybrmeowg mmmmmw.ﬂmeissues
are not adequately covered in the CEQANEPA.
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2,2017
I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shocldey Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and dees not disturb our beloved trails

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1 smncmmosmmuc&msvmmmmvms

aﬂwmmmmmabmmammmmmmmwmm
mmmsmwmwmmmmmmmmmmwmmm
vmgdbeawedmmmmmmmwmmm(msmmwm)ammm

2) CHANGEIN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
mmmmwmmmeauwmmmmmwmm:msammamumm
uwmsmmwemaﬁoqummmmmmmmmmmmm
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmu&mmmam
mmammmmwmmmmmmmﬂ Other consequences that will
mmmmmmemmmmmmmmm.mwmmm
mmmﬂmw%wmmmeMasmwemm&memmmWhateﬂeawmthelow
MWWQMMMMMMMWMMMMNWWW&M :
MTmsmmwﬂmmwmdwmmwmmmmmaam
mmmmmmmmmammmmmmnﬁwmmmm
maammmsmmmmmmm

Does the bike park atso comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all involved
paﬂiesandmmieipaﬁﬁes?Fofemmle.isabﬂtepmkmﬁnewmnmecAsumltsmM.'pmteamgasmvgmed

3) NOCOMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
mmpwmmbmmmmmmmmmmnmmma
MWMMWMMWMWSaWWMMBMWWMM
cmmm:eemspmposadtommmmmmmedmmmmammmsmmapmww
mmwmmmmmmmmwdﬂmmmmmwmm
mammmmmawmmmmmmmmmmmmm
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicinity of a bike park and inhale the
Mﬂmabﬂwpakwmndgawmmismmpowisnoteqtﬁvalmt@etmﬂwomdsﬁﬂbeadjacemmmebﬂcepaﬂ(
mmduamaewmm)msmm(mmmmmmmmmamm
mwid;edwmenapmmmmkmmMﬂEjummwmmsm@mairbomb&es_onmehill
mmﬂm)mmmmmanmﬁWMnmmsmmmsam
MWMMMMMMMaMMWWMWMMW
use, disassembie major trail connections, and compromise the safety of ather persons shouid not be considered.

The ather trail is an road (closed to vehicutar traffic) that winds down overlooking the
memme:?wﬂm;mmmmdmmmwm@mmwﬂbmmmmbm
provided for trail losnmiga_t_iou Pm!im_!_qa@ts!ma!ongamad is in no way similar to the quiet section of singie track,
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locations.

they could have had time to fairly evaluate it

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmwmmmmy
chuming the soil. mmmmwmwmmmmmmmmem

mﬂnﬁaﬂmwmﬂnhigaﬁonmpaﬂnmMmypeop&eareailefgictosoﬂnntdsandﬂleeldatymahomre
sensitive to dust particies.

MkammmmmmmMmmm@emamﬂmmwmm
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The adjacent trall system in the Ametican mwnwwmmmmmwmmmmam
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2,2017

1/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
restdes on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

1/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1)  SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS
There is widespread consensus that our American River Canyon is a beautiful, unique local treasure; an imeptaceable natural
asset. The proposed MaﬂuRdb&epmkbmﬁonkhimﬁmWaMwmﬂymdasaqﬁahﬁpmageabmmeAmem
River Canyon ﬁmmhmmmmmmmofmwmmmmmmammmm
mecanyonandhighpeaksofmesmbeyom.TheAnmicanRivevmbewenmeandetth’swaytowamsOregonBar
atﬁxeboﬁomofﬂ\ecanyon.Buﬂdingabﬂ(epammmismmuwpemmenﬂydmgemisﬁmphoeabbm,me
natmalexpeﬂeneeumiswrrenﬂyenioyedhere,anduueerd&efeelofﬂt‘squiaammmmmgmmuofﬁwmmpe
woddbeaﬂaedwithsluubsmdtteesremovedandWWWW(OWBMMWM)M@WNO
multiple dirt obstacies. Clearly this project would haveasnbstarﬁaﬂyadvetsemctonsomicvalueanddegrademeeﬁwng
quality and ambiance of the site and surmounding. Views of the American River and Sierras from the proposed Pioneer
Express Trail reroute at the bottom of the jump track would be through a chain link fence with the paved roag in the
mmmmwmmmmmmmmmmemmmmmmmmmmmn

2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
ﬂwbﬂ(epamsammmete'mangeofuse‘mmmareameanmmtﬁstoﬁwduseisapawiverecreaﬁonareawhefe
Uaﬂmemm&mnhemha@oyﬂwqﬁmmmmmmmmmmmwmmym
with bikes moving fast, bﬂcesgomgaﬁbmnqammmnﬂmwmmmmesmsmmasm
roflers, pumps, a strider track, and jumps throughout the area replacing the natural serene feel. Gther consequences that will
alter the quiet, natural area, mmmmmmwmmmammmmmm
ﬂ'lerem'ﬂbevelyﬂﬂewildﬁfeﬂmwﬂlmmainasmistypeofpmkisnmhmmﬁab!emﬂtenaﬁvefaunammeﬁedm'ﬂmebw
mmmmmmmmonmmmmmpmmmmmmmswham
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a natural
areaandthechangsmqual&yofexpenemeovmahrgehotpﬁm.misbscamotbemﬂigmedduemmmhemm
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and wrilten agreements with and between all involved
partiesandnunﬁdpaﬁh?es?Formmp!e.isabﬂwpammﬁmwmﬂwCASNerm.“pmeeﬁrgnsmva!ued
natural and cuftural resources™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topography, binging in
mwldoadsofoulsidesoﬂ,uaaﬁnganenvimmahlnspitabletowmﬁfe,remvingstuubsmdgmandnmyoaktrees
in line with our GA State Parks mission? It puts bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Trall that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trafl. There is also clear
and cbvious confiict of interest created by putting several recreational groups In the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAR. LOSS ]
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trafl arbitrarily Is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trafl view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the Ametrican River canyon through a newly installed chain link fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicinity of a bike park and inhale the
dust that a bike park would generate.This reroute proposal is not equivalent (ﬁxetrailmuldsﬁ{!beadjaeemtoﬂ\ebﬁ(epaxk
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing rmrsendersa!qngadrop-oﬂor
wldwichedbetweenaproposedehainﬁnkfemewﬂmimankwﬁhimnpsoverafoot_highafdanboqw?bams_mﬂwhm
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trait batween FLSRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Miﬁgaﬁonpmposalsmatsigniﬁwnglyaﬂamewnem
use, disassemble major trail connections, and compromise the safely of ather persons should not be considered.

ﬂlemherpmpowdﬁaﬂnﬁﬁgaﬂonismﬁizmgmexisﬁngmad(dowdtovehieulartmfﬁc)mamﬁndsdownovedookmgme_
Chinabararea.‘l‘hismadiaalmadyadesignﬁedmﬂﬁ-metaimmweryoneeanuse.somsmtapym.mu?tsmlg
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4) THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due diligence has not been carried out in canvassing and taking into account the opinions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As vesified by a standing room only meeting hosted by ARD at the Canyon View Community
Center on March 27, 2014, neighbors expressed that they do not want the bike park located at Maidu drive, nor do hikers,
runners, sefiors, or equestrians. This clearly suggests locating the bike park at Regional or Shockiey would be the best
compromise to support our entiro communily. There is only one school in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Aubum would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
mmahmmmmmwmnmsmm_ommom1m acres of
disturbed land area including a strider track, directional flow trail, afl-mountain trail, naturalized technicai trafl, jump track and
retum trail, skiils loop, connector trails, and a pump track. The fuil project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/NEPA and should have been communicated to the proximal neighbors and current area trail users so
they could have had time to fairly evaluate it

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Mmmmmammmmmmmmdmmmmmmm
chuming the soll. Runners and hikers would be subjected to inhafing airbome particulates when they passed through the area

on the trail re-route or on the irrigation canal path above. Many people are aliergic to soll molds and the elderly are also more
sensitive to dust particles.

MSammmmmmmMmmmmmmammmmmm
of soit by bike tires and inefficient dust control could resutt in a major heafth hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is experiencing tral safety issues caused by iilegal trail poaching and
speedingbhydes(adaadwwmm)ondngbmmﬁsu\atmmde&gnedbrmﬂﬁ-use.Reportsonaeddentsare
MW@.U@WMWWW&M@WmMWMMWM

mmmmmmmemmmmeMm&mummm
WWMMWMMEMMMWMMﬂuMhmmmmMMRdtogo
mmmm«mmmmnmmasmmmmmmmmmw
because their parking btwmpavwmraMarepwpmmgmmmmpmasdemmﬂyﬂﬁsisa
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concem.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS !
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportedly to be done by volunteers. How will standards, rules, and laws be
enforced during times of lean voluniteer availabiiity or change in the available volunteer base? Neither the ARD board staff nor
tnebﬂceparkvohmteersarequbpﬂawmaeﬁmmmwwmmmmmmm
Concerns with loud music and profanity are valid as they disturb the natural environment, dampen the trail use experience,
and will disturb neighbors that live on the outskirts of the area. Policing and supervision is ineffective in remote areas as

- response times are deiayed. This clearly supports a more centrally located bike park. Who s fiable with concem to all safety,

environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the public hold them accountable? What if
maintenance fails to get done sufficiently? Who will pay for the ongoing maintenance and unplanned expenses? These issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQA/NEPA.

SUMMARY

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. l/We feel that development should not be expanded onto the edge of a beautiful river canyon when mother
nature does not have a voice. We are her voice and we don't want a bike park diminishing the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, freasured area.

Respectly on tis da, I-/2~/7 - ?—-d
Name: S X py R @QA/M W) Sigﬂamm: - Z/;‘%
7 7
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Address:_/é P& Vosha Lo/ /yimL ﬁué & e

Additional Comments;

Retum your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to; Email your response by July 3, 2017 to
Maidu Bike Park Project Kahl Muscott, District Administrator at;

Aubum A:ea Hegr?aﬁon and Park District (ARD) KMuscolt@aubtimrec.com
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017

I/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and dees not disturb our beloved trails.

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1) SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS
There is widespread consensus that our American River Canyon is a beautiful, unique local treasure; an imeplaceable natural
asset.'mepmpmdMaiduRdbﬂwparkb%onishiaaﬁmWMw«enﬂyusedasaqmmﬂpmeabngﬂwAmﬁwn
River Canyon mmmmmmmmofmmmmmmmamgmmm
ﬂtewnyonandhighpeaksofﬂ'eeSiefrasbeyom.TheAmlieanHivercanbeseennBandemgit'swaytowardsOtegonBar
at the bottom of the canyon. Building a bike park at this location would permanently change this imeplaceable view, the
mmmmmamwmpmm.mmmmmmqmammmmwdmm
wouldbeameredwmrshmbsa:wdmesremvedandreplacedwmulargemounds(oversmmperplan)ofdmmmedinm
multiple dirt obstacles. Mmmmmawmmmmmmmmm
mmmmmmmmm.mmmmmmsmmmmmm
Exprmeilmmmea:mebottomofﬂxeiumpttad(wolﬂdbemugh a chain link fence with the paved road in the
foregmmdbelowlhebermandnmmesmneasmeemmveviewswenmmwmmmmmgaﬂon
mmlpath,SmaMdmRWCamnmsmmmnm&mpmmsdbm&tmmmammm@m
a&stheﬁcbsiseasﬂyevidem_medmﬂCEQANEPAdoesnMadeqmyaolmoMedgemissigmﬁcamenvﬁununmal
impact and there is no suitable mitigation for it's loss.

2) CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA
ThebikeparkBamm!ae'dnmeduse'meamﬂwamaMh&oﬁWwEam&ﬁvemeaﬁmammm
uailusetsaredrawnheretom;oyﬂ\eq\ﬂetnes.wadﬁfe,aMbeauﬁMscenery.Theirexpeﬁemewouldbecmnpletelyaﬂered
wilhbilmnmvingfast.bkagohgaimome.andbarecﬁﬂﬁacks,dinmounds,andbﬂteskﬂlsobstadessudaasberms.
rollers, pumps, a strider track, and jumps throughout the area replacing the natural serene feel. Other consequences that will
after the quiet, natural area, inciude damaging plants, removing trees and rock outcroppings, and endangering wildlife. in fact,
there will be very [ittle wildlife that will remain as this type of park is not hospitable to the native fauna. What effect will the low
Ievelseumyﬁghﬁngnearuwbﬁteparkhaveonareawﬂdﬁfemwmgpotemialhabitatfornoctmnalmedesstmézsﬂ\e
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a natural
mmmmmmmmmawwmmmmmdmwmm
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between afl invoived
parties and municipalities? For example, is a bike park in line with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cultural rescurces™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topegraphy, bringing in
truckioads of outside soi, creating an environment inhospitable to wildiife, removing shrubs and grasses and many oak trees
in line with our CA State Parks mission? It puts bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Tralil that runs through the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. These is aiso clear
and obvious conflict of interest created by putting several recreational groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trafl arbitrarily is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
comumittee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rercuted trall view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the American River canyon through a newly installed chain fink fence with the paved road below the bemm in the
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, andomersdonotwamtoremeatelnmevicﬁ\gyoiabikeparkandmhaleme
dust that a bike park would generate.This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, eic.) and is not safe (adding extreme safely issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
sandwiched between a proposed chain ﬁnkfenoeandmejumphmkwithiumpsoversfoothigharndaitbor.rw.ebﬂ(es.onmehﬂl
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trall between FLSRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly alter the cumrent
use, disassemble major trafl connections, and compromise the safety of ather persons should not be considered.

mmpwmmsmmmm(mmmm)mmsm“mm_
Chinabmama.'lhisroadisalreadyadesigna:edmdﬁ—useuailthateveryoneeanusesonismtapymm-newm_atisbem
pmvidedtortrailhsananWad&ls!puﬂaamngamad&mmmyﬁmimmmeqummdmbm
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4) THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due difigence has not been carried out in canvassing and taking into account the opinions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As verified by a standing room only meeting hosted by ARD at the Canyon View Community
Center on March 27, 2014, neighbors expressed that they do not want the bike park located at Maidu drive, nor do hikers,
nunners, sefors, or equestrians. This clearly suggests locating the bike park at Regional or Shockley would be the best
compromise to support our entire communily. There is only one schoo! in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Aubum? All of the youth that five in north Aubum would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The GEQA/NEPA project description includes an expansive combination of 9 acres of abstacles with over 1.21 acres of
disturbed land area including a strider track, directional flow trail, all-mourdain trail, naturalized technical trefl, jump track and
retum trail, skitls loop, connector trails, and a pump track. The full project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/NEPA and should have been communicated to the proximal neighbors and current area trall users so
they couid have had time to fairly evaluate it.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Mmmmmmmdwmmmmmmmmammmmmmm
mmmmmﬂmmmmwmmwmmmmmmmnmpmmmm

on the trail re-route or on the inigation cana! path above. Many people are aftergic to soil molds and the elderly are also more
sensitive to dust particles.

There is a concem about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a sofl sample. The constant chuming
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust controi could result in a major heaith hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Ganyon is experiencing trall safety issues caused by itiegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on singlo track traile that are not designed for muiti-use. Reports on accidents are
well documented. Until these problems are under control it makes sense to not unnecessarily add more potential issuss.

With an estimated additional 278 vehicie trips per day on weekends when cther area trall use is at it's highest, this presents
huge safely issues. The current trail users in the area not only cross Maidu Rd in two places but often use Maidu Rdto go
betweenﬁneemalpaﬂlmmePionwExpmssTmﬂmmeAsmuaﬂsmHorsettﬁlefsalsoparkabngmemad
because their parking mwaspavedmmamphwnaanmhasrmmpwdedasdmmﬂyﬂﬁs!sa
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concemn.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS :
Mostd&eangmﬂhrﬁebﬂwwkbmpmtedlybbedmbyvdmﬁw&HowwﬂlMnﬂes.andlawsbe
enforced during times of lean volunteer availabifity or change in the available volunteer base? Neither the ARD board staff nor
mebikeparkWIuMeersamequippedorhaimdmdealwnhpmenﬁallyoommaﬁonalsituaﬁonsatisingfmmenfomhgmles.
Concems with loud music and profanity are valid as they disturb the natural environment, dampen the trail use expesience,
and will disturb neighbors that live on the outskirts of the area. Policing and supervision is ineffective in remote areas as

/ response times are detayed. This clearly supports a more centrally located bike park. Who is Eable with concem to all safety,

-~ environmertal, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the public hold them accountable? What if
maintenance fails to get done sufficiently? Who will pay for the ongoing maintenance and unplanned expenses? These issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQAMNEPA.

SUMMARY

L/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. /We feel that development should not be expanded onto the edge of a beautiful river canyon when mother
nature does not have a voice. We are her voice and we don't want a bike park diminishing the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

Respectiully on thisday, _ 2~ /.2~ /7 M
Nme:_&W&ngM
Address: ¢ /M/e,/ /ﬂcéuné 7V/ Cﬂ

Additional Comments;

Retum your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to; Email your response by July 3, 2017 to
Maidu Bike Park Project Kah! Muscott, District Administrator at;
Aubum Area Regcreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@aubiimrec.com
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017

1/We are among the community members, neighbors, and trail users of the area in which the proposed bike park location
resides on Maidu drive in Auburn, California. I/We would like to share some of our concerns with this location choice and
concurrently express our support for the bike park project and the ARD board with respect to locating the bike park at
another location, such as one of the large acreages of ARD owned property located at Regional Park or Shockley Rd, that is
not on the American River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

I/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternative to the draft CEQA/NEPA
Maidu Bike Park Project.

1)

2

3)

SIGNIFICANT LOSS OF AN IRREPLACEABLE VIEWSCAPE AND SCENIC VISTAS

There is widespread consensus that our American River Canyon is a beautiful, unique local treasure; an irreplaceable natural
asset. The proposed Maidu Rd bike park location is historically and currently used as a quiet trail passage along the American
River Canyon rim through an extremely beautiful area of mixed grasslands and oak woodlands with a stunning view of both
the canyon and high peaks of the Sierras beyond. The American River can be seen meandering it's way towards Oregon Bar
at the bottom of the canyon. Building a bike park at this location would permanently change this irreplaceable view, the
natural experience that is currently enjoyed here, and the entire feel of this quiet area. The entire foreground of the viewscape
would be altered with shrubs and trees removed and replaced with large mounds (over 8 feet tall per plan) of dirt formed into
muitiple dirt obstacles. Clearly this project would have a substantially adverse affect on scenic value and degrade the existing
quality and ambiance of the site and surrounding. Views of the American River and Sierras from the proposed Pioneer
Express Trail rercute at the bottom of the jump track would be through a chain link fence with the paved road in the
foreground below the berm and not the same as the expansive views seen from the current location up near the irrigation
canal path. Snap a photo of the River Canyon and Sierras and compare it to photos of bare dirt bike parks and the significant
aesthetic loss is easily evident. The draft CEQA/NEPA does not adequately acknowledge this significant environmental
impact and there is no suitable mitigation for it's loss.

CHANGE IN USE FROM A PASSIVE RECREATION AREA

The bike park is a complete “change of use” for the area. The current and historical use is a passive recreation area where
trail users are drawn here to enjoy the quietness, wildlife, and beautiful scenery. Their experience would be completely altered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airbome, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skills obstacles such as berms,
rollers, pumps, a strider track, and jumps throughout the area replacing the natural serene feel. Other consequences that will
alter the quiet, natural area, include damaging plants, removing trees and rock outcroppings, and endangering wildfife. In fact,
there will be very little wildlife that will remain as this type of park is not hospitable to the native fauna. What effect will the low
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for noctumal species such as the
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a natural
area and the change in quality of experience over a large footprint. This loss cannot be mitigated due to the inherent
character of a bike park which is more akin to industrial development.

Does the bike park also comply with current by-laws, local ordinances, and written agreements with and between all involved
parties and municipalities? For example, is a bike park in line with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cultural resources™? Is grading and excavating an area of this size, altering the natural topography, bringing in
truckloads of outside soil, creating an environment inhospitable to wildlife, removing shrubs and grasses and many oak trees
in line with our CA State Parks mission? it puts bikes on the historical Pioneer Express Trail that runs thraugh the bike park
area which is a designated State Parks passive recreational hiker and equestrian only designated trail. There is also clear
and obvious confiict of interest created by putting several recreational groups in the same area with opposing goals. A bike
park is not compatible within this part of the CA State Parks Gold Fields district.

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS

The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trall that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoidabtle loss. The bike park planning
committee has proposed to move the trail to the lower side of the bike park along a bank that drops off onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of the American River canyon through a newly installed chain link fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionally, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicinity of a bike park and inhale the
dust that a bike park would generate.This reroute proposal is not equivalent (the trail would still be adjacent to the bike park
noise, dust, poor aesthetics, eic.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing horse riders atong a drop-off or
sandwiched between a proposed chain link fence and the jump track with jumps over 8 foot high and airborne bikes on the hill
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermore, this section of trail is a major
connecter trail between FLSRA and ASRA and should remain as such. Mitigation proposals that significantly alter the current
use, disassemble major trail connections, and compromise the safety of other persons should not be considered.

The cother proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overiooking the.
China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is rot a.nything. new that is being
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,











