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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)

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 ireplaceable 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 permmanently 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 tall 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 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 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 easlly 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, wildlite, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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, lecal 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 cuttural 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? t 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 Gold Flelds district.

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 oft onto a paved road for
the purpose of mitigation. The rerouted trall view would be of exposed dirt bike park features on one side and obstructed
views of ttie‘Amer{can 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, 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 airbome 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 curvent
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 down overlooking 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
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 Aubum? 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 trails, and a pump track. The full project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/MNEPA 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concems from airbome dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 concem 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 2 major health hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding blcycles (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 contro! 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 atong the road
because their parking lot was paved over and a replacement parking area has not been provided as of yet. Currently thisis 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 wili 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.
Concems 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 liable with concemn 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 GEQA/NEPA.

SUMMARY

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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, %
Namiﬁw%@_@_\_\g_‘ﬁbﬂr‘u Signature: - L'/(-»(U'/Uw;/

L)

Address: a5 WDt DR

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;

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

A ™
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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. 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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 CEQANEPA 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 airborne, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skiils 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 vaiued
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 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.

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 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the
China bar area. This road Is already a designated muitl-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything 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,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns from airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chumning 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 concern.

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 potentiaily 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 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 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. I/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, _€72¢ /7 7
Name: ehby W apl/es Signature: &M/-y A/AM_-—
/

Address: 270 | Kivehyiew Dr,

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
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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)

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 Ametican
River Canyon rim through an extremely beautiful area of mixed grasslands and oak wocdlands 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 ireplaceable 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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
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 tine with the CA State Parks mission, “protecting its most valued
natural and cultural 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 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 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 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 Am@erican 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, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
sandwiched between a proposed chain fink 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 cumrent
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 down overlocking 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
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 opinlons 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
I\:I;:{te more of our kids live in north Aubumn? All of the youth that live in north Auburm would benefit more from these optional

ons.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQAMERPA 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 trail, 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 concerns from airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 imrigation canal path above. Many pecple 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 churning
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 experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 thisis a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 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

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.

Respectfully on this day,/ |/ (7 ¢
Name: _\ e 71 llwreg on Signature: = 4
Address: £ 3o Kiveruicls O / N\

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@auburnrec.com

AAnm o
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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 Aubun? All of the youth that live in north Auburm 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 trail, 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 imrigation 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 ashestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant chuming
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could resuit in a major health 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
well dccumented. 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 concern.

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 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 centrafly 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

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.

~Respectfully onthisday, _~

Name: - Signature:
Address: <3 2 =~ \2) £ 1.2 x ]
4 -
Additional Comments, _[ re A 8D Df [N foaf L1007~ A g L 04N
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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@auburnrec.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 witjj 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 beloyed 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 irreplaceable natural
asset. The proposed Maldu 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 Siefras 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 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 easlly evident. The draft CEQA/MNEPA does not adequately acknowledge this significant environmental
impact and there is no suitabfe 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 airborne, 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 wildiife. 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 nocturnal 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, 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 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 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 Flelds district.

3) 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 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 Ameérican 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, 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 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 significantiy 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 down overlooking the

China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything new th?t is being
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet seetion 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 opinlons 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 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 CEQAMNEPA 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
retum 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.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concems from airbome dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 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 resuit in a major health 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 enviranment, 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 liable 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 unplam‘?gq:expensgsz Thése issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQA/NEPA. UL f
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I/We feel that multiple aser groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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, 64/ 2,777 ] ' ’ .
Name: M 2n 217 G Des/ Aeosrroto Signaturey//tog{_..// Q. d é/:ﬁ/%z/n/-)

Address: /4 =40l 7 . 40

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;
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

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 Americdn River canyon rim, does not displace passive recreation, and does not disturb our beloved trails.

1I/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 ireplaceable 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
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 Sierras from the proposed Pioneer
Express Trail reroute at the bottom of the jump track would be through a chain fink 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 acknowiedge 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 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildiife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 vatued
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 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 Gold Fields district. . ,

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS

The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Ploneer 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 instailed 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, etc.) and is not safe (adding extrerne 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 airbome 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 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 down overlooking 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
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 ditigence 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 Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Aubumn 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, afl-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
return trail, 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
chuming 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 concem 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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 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. I/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, =G ~ 26— 7
Name: =L st
Address: _[lb=

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;
Aubum Area Recreatlon and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@auburmrec.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 Jpcation 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 Siefras 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 ireplaceable view, the
natural experience that is currently enjoyed here, and the entire feel of this guiet 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
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 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 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 airborne, 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 wildiife. 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 wil the low
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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, lacal 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 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 Gold Fields district.

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS

The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationaily 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 canyen through a newly installed chain link fence with the paved road below the berm in the

_ foreground Additionially, many runners, hikers, and others do not want to recreate in the vicinity of a bike park arid 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 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular tratfic) that winds down overlooking the

China bar area. This road is already a designated muiti-use trail that everyone can use so it is not apything new m?t 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 Reglonal 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 Auburmn? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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
retum trail, skilis 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 proximal neighbors and current area trail users so
they could have had time to fairly evaluate it.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concemns 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 aboit 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 contro! could result in a major health 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 trall 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 fiable with concem to all safety,
environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the pubtic 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
1We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group thaj/€an be accommodated
elsewhere. I/We feel that development should not be expanded onto the edge of a beautifulfiver canyon when mother
nature does not have a voice. We are her voice and we don't want a bike pagk diminishing’the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

pu—
~~Respectfully on this day,—JW!‘( *; { , 29 }':} -
Name: e Wsrsh o v/ Signature:
Address: [  ARyerview QO i/

Additional Comments;

Retumn 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 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

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 Iocation,. 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.

l/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 wocdlands 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
naturat 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
multiple 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
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 wildiife. 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 ang 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, etc.) and is not safe (adding exireme safety issues forcing horse riders along a drop-oft or
sandwiched between a proposed chain link fence and the jump track with jumps over 8 foot high and airbomne 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 cument
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 down overlooking the

China bar area. This road is already a designated muiti-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anylhlng. 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,
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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 apinions 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 Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 abstacles with over 1.21 acres of
disturbed land area including a strider track, directional flow trai, all-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
retum 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 proximal neighbors and current area trail users so
they could have had time to fairly evaluate it.

6) HEATH AND 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 inigation canal path above. Many people are allergic to soil molds and the elderly are also more
senstitive to dust particies.

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 experiencing trail safsty issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 issues.

With an estimated additionat 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 potentiaily 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 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 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 ugp[anned 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. I/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.

: - Signature:
Address: “reer (S8 Ly
" 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;
Aubumn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscolt@auburmrec.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.

1/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 imeplaceable 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 ineplaceable 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 aftered with shrubs and trees removed and replaced with large mounds (over 8 feet tall per plan) of dirt formed into
multiple 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 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 curent 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. (n 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 nocturnal 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 shribs 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 conftict 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 curmrent 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 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 nat 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 airbome 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 after the current
use, disassemble major trail connections, and compromise the safety of other persons should not be considered.

The ather proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the

* China bar area. This road is already a designated muiti-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything 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,
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4)

5)

6)

7)
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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, 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.

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, naturatized technical trail, jump track and
retumn trail, 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 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 airbomne particulates when they passed through the area
on the trail re-route or on the inigation 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 could result in a major health 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 mutti-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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concemn.

MANAGEMENT CONCERNS

Most of the Management for the bike park is reportediy 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.
Concems 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 liable with concern to all safety,
environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the public hold them accountable? What i
maintenance falls to get done sufficiently? Who will pay for the ongoing maintepance and unplanned expenses? These issues
are not adequately covered in the CEQA/NEPA. !

SUMMARY

1/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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 dﬁg >/ ¢
Name:
Address: 24Y

. 2 -8 i
Additional Comments; dnwjg&aaﬂ wur— S Qu)r)“l}

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 Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@aubumrec,.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 histerically 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 Gregon 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 tall per plan) of dirt formed into
multiple 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
toreground below the berm and not the same as the expansive views seen from the cumrent location up near the irrigation
canal path. Snap a photo of the River Canyon and Siemras and compare it to photos of bare dirt bike parks and the significant
aesthetic loss is easlly evident. The draft CEQANEPA 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 qulet, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 Trall that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily i$ a significant and avoldable 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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 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
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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 saféty 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 tréilers also park along the road
because their parking lot was paved over and a replaceiment 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 concern.
NANPRAt

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS ' :
Most of the Management for thebike 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 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 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
I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated

elsewhere. I/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.
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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. 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.

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 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
multiple 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 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.

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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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™? s 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 Picneer 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 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.qf mitigation. The rerouted trail view would be of exposed dirt bike park featyres 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, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
sandwichéd between a proposed chain:lirik fegce and the jump track Wwith jumps over 8 foet high and airborne bikes on the hill
above them) so does not provide for any measure of reasonable mitigation. Furthermorg, this section of trall 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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
Healith concerns 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 airborne 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 concem about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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
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 beaultiful, treasured area.
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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 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
multiple 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 Slerras 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 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.

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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. Lq
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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? 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 trall, all-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
return trail, 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) HEATH AND 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 cther 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

1/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.
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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.

l/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 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
multiple 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 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.

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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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, 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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4) THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due ditigence 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 Aubumn? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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
Healith 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant chumning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concem.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS SRS
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportediy 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 ti§e-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 liable 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 sufficientiy? 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 muitiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated

elsewhere. I/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.

Respectfully on this day, L / Al / /7 - ~
Name: o Signature:cj_ﬂéw% W

Address: /SO .‘uaru.rw Nt ot

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) KMuscoti@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
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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)

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 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 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 airborne, 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 wiil the low
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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. Thisloss 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utllizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. 2{
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trai, jump track and
return trail, 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 concerns 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 airborne 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 asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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

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.

= ; &/95/17 N ->
R ctfull this day,
Neme: DT> LGIER AR sinatue: /{Q&ﬂﬁ Yaldsot)

Address: fot  MAIDLs DER , AuoieMdy Qq Q56e3

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@auburprec.com

123 Recreation Drive L q

Auburn, CA 95603
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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)

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
multiple 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 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 airborne, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skiils obstacles such as berms,
rollers, pumps, a strider track, and jumps throughout the area replacing the natural serene feel. Other consequences that will
aiter 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal species such as the
Threatened Townsend’s Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the contlict 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 aiso 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. ga



Page 2 of 2

4) THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due diligence has not been cartried 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? 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 trail, 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 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
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 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 health 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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

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.

" Respectfully on this day, _bS? "

Name: _ Anne 38 Lousc. Signature: _Zaane. )ﬂ““éﬁ% /gé‘fac)

Address: 4 Wl e de  Dnive,

Additional Comments; ___ 7 6o (e ch oP (74 /J caoc/ N fe> 1t v &4
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive @(

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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 rercute 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. : 22
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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

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 on this day, /2§ / 20)7 )
Namer>e pwnt ¥ Nlc ander Signature%\/\aﬂgym%

Address: 355 &iverview Qr

Additional Comments; ~] & been a.go et nehbarhsod. T do L\gi’_{@_g“_oﬂ_&i____
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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@auburnrec.com
123 Recreation Drive
Auburn, CA 95603 Y
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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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 Gold Fields district.

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS

The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing naticnally 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 cbstructed
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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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

* provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of singte track,

shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. g S‘
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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)

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
multiple 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 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 CEQAMNEPA 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. ? {
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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? 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 trail, 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 i.

6) HEATHAND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 concern.

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 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

1/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.

“Respectfully on this day, JM 0 AS 20/ - - -
Name: _}. d Signature: M_L%@mfm
Address: __ 9 ( Lo uM( LA 90

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive 9
Auburn, CA 95603 (;
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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 woocdlands 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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 cuitural 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. ?Y
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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, ail-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
return trail, 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 concerns 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
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 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 resuit 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
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 this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 wilf 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. I/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.

“"Respectfully on thig day, ____ ' — . , ' L
Nanfe: Nicwe\\e, Verdiert—YaneS . signature: \XWA\L/VX«OL& A0 o

Address: Sldd

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive 3 cl

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/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 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking the
China bar area. This road is aiready a designated muiti-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything 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,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. 4D
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/MNERPA 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 trail, skifls 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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
on the trail re-route or on the imrigation 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 churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additionat traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportediy 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 deat 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 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

/e feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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 beaultiful, treasured area.

‘Respectfully qn this day, ~_ ¢ /f_'é// i ' h
Name: LS pds T Signature: >
Address: oD M \on eon (s QL&D

Additional Comments; WC,; QoD I raTS Mse S ) R AAEET (SOPW\&,&\)

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive »

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 airborne, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skills obstacles such as berms,
roilers, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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
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 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.

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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. Cf
7
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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 concerns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could resuilt in a major health 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 potentiaily 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 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
I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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 diminishi quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

Respectfully.gn this day, &/ < 5-/ 2oy 7= .
Name: AL A (o, ignature:
Address: %2’ % z% = S trrd) T

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive q;

Auburn, CA 95603
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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

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
multiple 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 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 easlly 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
commitiee 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 inthe
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 adjacert 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. qu
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/MNEPA 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 trall, jump track and
return trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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
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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 concern.

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 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 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.

"'R’espectfu{fg on this day, _ ¥ q M ﬂ LM_{
Name: "Me Jie Signature:
Address: ____ > 50 W DA /\\,
un £ ) /

Additional Comments;

Return your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to;
Maidu Bike Park Project _

Auburn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD)

123 Recreation Drive

Auburn, CA 95603

Email your response by July 3, 2017 to
Kahl Muscott, District Administrator at;

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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 ail 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. L(b
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concemns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. 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.
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 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

1/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.

" Respectfully on this day, __ é’ "25 -/ ? > - . A)
Name: _€7ZE A /"'/ (A G TE Signature: _ ‘g
Address: __ 4o AIVERV/IE I/ [Dr2 — —

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive |
Auburn, CA 95603 "
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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 ptan) of dirt formed into
muitiple dirt obstacles. Clearly this project would have a substantially adverse affect on scenic vatue 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 fink 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 CEQAMNEPA 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 airborne, 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. Cther 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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 equivatent (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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,

shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. % (
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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 oplnions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As verified by a standing reom 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 Shockiey 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? 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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
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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churmning
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 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
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 Traii 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 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 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
I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated

elsewhere. I/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, é%é&/// - -
7/ 3 o

Namell gy fox < Lpc vadrmn s Slgnatu ,l// G E e > R f Tt P,
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive % ¢

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

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 locai 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
multiple 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 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.

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 airborne, 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, inciude 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 cuitural 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 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 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 link fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionaliy, 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 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 airborne bikes on the hiil
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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
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 rcom 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 Auburn 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, naturatized technical trall, jump track and
return trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could resuit in a major health 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 muiti-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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 falls 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

IWe 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.

“Respectfully on this G J A/,Z W/
. A L e CH) £ o Signature:-/%/ﬂ%fmv

Name:

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive /
Auburn, CA 95603 S
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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)

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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. Q‘L
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/MNEPA 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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.
Concems 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 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
I/We feel that muttiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated

elsewhere. I/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.
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive < 3

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 CEQANEPA 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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, 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 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.

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS

The current proposed blke 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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4)

5)

6)
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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 reom 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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT

The CEQA/MNEPA 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 trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is 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 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 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
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.

Name: h Signature:

Address: _At] BNERVIEN D .  AGRURN, A GG A3

" "Respectiully on this day,” {o~26 -1
_ Maie @pvA

. e

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

Maidu Bike Park Project Kaht Muscott, District Administrator at;

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

123 Recreation Drive 55

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternatrve 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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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 wili the low
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,

shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. s
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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 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 trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 hotd 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. I/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, { "‘/Z é — / % n‘%
Name: Erie .7t Signature: 77 e -
Address: " L 2l PBruverd P TR llppre £H LS ESE

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@auburnrec.com 1
123 Recreation Drive 5'

Auburn, CA 95603
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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
multiple 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 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 CEQANEPA 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the
China bar area. This road s already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything 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,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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 concemns 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 airborne particulates when they passed through the area
on the trail re-route or on the irrigation canal path above. Many people are ailergic 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 churning
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 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
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 befow. 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 concern.

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 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

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.

“~ "7 7 Respectiilly on this day, é‘% 4 éé (7’
Name: Kli("‘?’%/k HadL ook Signatu

Address: _3l, Bavte Nt D A o

Additional Comments;

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

Maidu Bike Park Project Kahi Muscott, District Administrator at;

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

123 Recreation Drive f?

Auburn, CA 95603
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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
multiple 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 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 aitered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 airborne bikes on the hil
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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. g 0
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concemns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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
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.

“Respectfully on this day, _ é‘i‘jg -7 ) ' '
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive ¢(

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 airborne, and bare dirt tracks, dirt mounds, and bike skills obstacles such as berms,
roilers, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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
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 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.

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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. Cf
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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 concerns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could resuilt in a major health 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 potentiaily 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 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
I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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 diminishi quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.

Respectfully.gn this day, &/ < 5-/ 2oy 7= .
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive q;

Auburn, CA 95603
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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

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
multiple 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 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 easlly 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 Trail that has been at
that location for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoidable loss. The bike park planning
commitiee 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 inthe
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 adjacert 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. qu
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/MNEPA 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 trall, jump track and
return trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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
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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 concern.

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 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 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.

"'R’espectfu{fg on this day, _ ¥ q M ﬂ LM_{
Name: "Me Jie Signature:
Address: ____ > 50 W DA /\\,
un £ ) /

Additional Comments;

Return your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to;
Maidu Bike Park Project _

Auburn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD)

123 Recreation Drive

Auburn, CA 95603

Email your response by July 3, 2017 to
Kahl Muscott, District Administrator at;

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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 ail 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. L(b
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concemns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. 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.
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 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

1/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.

" Respectfully on this day, __ é’ "25 -/ ? > - . A)
Name: _€7ZE A /"'/ (A G TE Signature: _ ‘g
Address: __ 4o AIVERV/IE I/ [Dr2 — —

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive |
Auburn, CA 95603 "
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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 ptan) of dirt formed into
muitiple dirt obstacles. Clearly this project would have a substantially adverse affect on scenic vatue 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 fink 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 CEQAMNEPA 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 airborne, 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. Cther 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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 equivatent (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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,

shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. % (
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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 oplnions of the community with respect to
the location of the bike park. As verified by a standing reom 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 Shockiey 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? 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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
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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churmning
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 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
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 Traii 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 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 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
I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated

elsewhere. I/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, é%é&/// - -
7/ 3 o
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive % ¢

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

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 locai 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
multiple 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 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.

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 airborne, 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, inciude 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 cuitural 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 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 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 link fence with the paved road below the berm in the
foreground. Additionaliy, 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 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 airborne bikes on the hiil
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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
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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shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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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 rcom 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 Auburn 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, naturatized technical trall, jump track and
return trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust control could resuit in a major health 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 muiti-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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 falls 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

IWe 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.

“Respectfully on this G J A/,Z W/
. A L e CH) £ o Signature:-/%/ﬂ%fmv

Name:

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive /
Auburn, CA 95603 S
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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)

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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. Q‘L
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

5) COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT
The CEQA/MNEPA 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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.
Concems 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 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
I/We feel that muttiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated

elsewhere. I/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.

{y aum N AN
I|i¢l:§;])eectfully gr:{ t\TSd -ﬁ / Signature: @W%

Address: 5“{I‘21u~2.(/\nﬂ/\n) LrolpvT N, (A A5

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive < 3

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/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
multiple 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 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 CEQANEPA 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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, 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 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.

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS

The current proposed blke 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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4)

5)

6)
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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 reom 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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT

The CEQA/MNEPA 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 trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is 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 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 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
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.

Name: h Signature:

Address: _At] BNERVIEN D .  AGRURN, A GG A3
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Return your response post marked before July 3, 2017 to; Email your response by July 3, 2017 to

Maidu Bike Park Project Kaht Muscott, District Administrator at;

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

123 Recreation Drive 55

Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

1/We strongly dispute a Mitigated Negative Declaration and support a “No Action” alternatrve 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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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 wili the low
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,

shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. s
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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 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 trail, 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 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 hotd 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. I/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, { "‘/Z é — / % n‘%
Name: Erie .7t Signature: 77 e -
Address: " L 2l PBruverd P TR llppre £H LS ESE

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@auburnrec.com 1
123 Recreation Drive 5'

Auburn, CA 95603
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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
multiple 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 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 CEQANEPA 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the
China bar area. This road s already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anything 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,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost.
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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 concemns 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 airborne particulates when they passed through the area
on the trail re-route or on the irrigation canal path above. Many people are ailergic 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 churning
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 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
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 befow. 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 concern.

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 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

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.

“~ "7 7 Respectiilly on this day, é‘% 4 éé (7’
Name: Kli("‘?’%/k HadL ook Signatu

Address: _3l, Bavte Nt D A o

Additional Comments;

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

Maidu Bike Park Project Kahi Muscott, District Administrator at;

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

123 Recreation Drive f?

Auburn, CA 95603
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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
multiple 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 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 aitered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 airborne bikes on the hil
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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. g 0
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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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concemns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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
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.

“Respectfully on this day, _ é‘i‘jg -7 ) ' '
Name: ,[%L}/_Aa_w_ﬂggsaooec/( _ Signature: %&é&.@@o&
_SRY B0t gend DR, oy et 2D 959 B

Address: _SRY L., X

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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive ¢(

Auburn, CA 95603
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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 Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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, ali-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
retum trail, 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 airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 peaple are allergic to soil molds and the elderly are also more
sensitive to dust particles.

Tnere is a concem about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently 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.
Concems 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 liable 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 CGEQA/NEPA.

SUMMARY

I'We fee! that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.

Name: _JANE E HAPRODFF Signature:
Address: _ 470 RIVERVIEW DR

édditional 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@auburnrec.com '2 7
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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

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 pemanently 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 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 irigation
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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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.

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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the.
China bar area. This road is already a designated muilti-use trail that everyone can use o itis not apythlng' 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 ore school in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Aubumn? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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
retumn trail, 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
chuming 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 concem about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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 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. 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.
Concems 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 liable 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. I/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.

Y / 4 7
Respectiullyonthis day, /15 L~ -0/7— e ==
it A 2 7t . . o =2
Name: S22, xoie / ____Signatwre: X szl L2
Address: AP 2 B Em T IR, o, (P

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@auburnrec.com .) ﬁ
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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)

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
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 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 cumrent 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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.

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 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, 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 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 significantiy alter 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) tha.t winds down overlooking the'
China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not apything. new thgt 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 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, afl-mountain trail, naturatized technical trail, jump track and
return trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concerns from airbome dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 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 health hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is experiencing trail safety issues caused by iilegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 concem.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportediy 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 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 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.

 Respectfullon this day, (o2 7- 1

Name: __ (04 /D)) il o o= Signature:
Address: __4KS [KINCii 2¢4) DE. '

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@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 parkat
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 s 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
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 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 frrigation
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 airborne, 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 wildiife. 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 nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, etc.) and is not safe (adding extreme safety issues forcing horse riders along a drop-off or
sandwiched between a proposed chain fink 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the
China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not apylhing_ 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)

5)

6)
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THE COMMUNITY PREVIOUSLY AND PUBLICLY EXPRESSED THEY DO NOT WANT A BIKE PARK AT MAIDU DRIVE
Due ditigence 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 Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
locations.

COMMUNITY WAS NOT GIVEN THE FULL SCOPE OF THE PROJECT

The CEQA/MNEPA 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
retum trail, 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 concems from airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently thisis a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concem.

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 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 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 diminighing the quality of the passive

recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasu

“Respectiully o
Name:
Address:
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Return 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;
Auburn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@auburprec.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 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
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 Sierras from the proposed Pioneer
Express Trall 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 lacation 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.

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 airbomne, 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 wildiife. 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 nocturnal 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 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 Gold Fields district.

3) NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed blke park bifurcates the existing nationally designated historical Pioneer Express Trail that has been at
that [ocation for decades. Moving this historical trail arbitrarily is a significant and avoldable 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. Additionaily, 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 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking the
China bar area. This road is already a deslgnated muiti-use trail that everyone can use so it is not a.nythlng. new th.at Is being
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shaulder 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 o 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 Aubumn? 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, ali-mountain trail, naturalized technical trail, jump track and
retum trail, 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 imigation 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 churning
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 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
well documented. Until these problems are under contro! 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 Piocneer Express Trail and the ASRA trails below. Horse trailers also park atong 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 concem.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportedly to be done by volunteers. How will standards, ruies, and laws be
enforced during timss of [ean 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 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 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.

~~— ~Respectiully on'thi -d/ay.' e b 3—7/‘7 T W}—ﬁ@;““
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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@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)

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
multiple 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 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 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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.

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 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 ento 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 Ameérican River canyon through a newly installed chain Tink 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 safety issues forcing horse riders atong a drap-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. 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking the

China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so itis not apylhlng. new tqat 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 accourt 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 Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Aubumn 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 trail, 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) HEATH AND 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
on the trail re-route or on the imrigation 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 churning
of soil by bike tires and inefficient dust contro! could result in a major health 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
well documented. Until these problems are under control it makes sense to not unnecessarily add more potential issues.

With an estimaied 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 concern.

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.
Concems 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 liable with concemn 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 CGEQA/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.

--Respectfully on this day, & et )T~ - _
Name: ! . Signature: _,
Address: & 7. 7 oy

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@auburnrec.com
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2, 2017

l/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.

l/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
multiple 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 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 airborme, 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
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, aftering 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 conflict of interest created by putting several recreational graups 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 Tralil 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 ¢anyon thirough 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 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 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 trall 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 down overlooking 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
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? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trafl, jump track and
retum trail, skills icop, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concemns 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
on the trail re-route or on the imrigation canal path above. Many people are allergic to soil molds and the elderiy 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 churning
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 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
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. Currently thisis a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 concem to ail 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. I/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.

—-Respectfully on this da e o T

Name: ' 16 VAN ignature:
Address: : VK AT D!&; Aulou CN\

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@auburmrec.com
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Response to the DRAFT Maidu Bike Park Project CEQA/NEPA Released on June 2,2017

l/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 ireplaceable 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
multiple 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 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 easlly 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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal species such as the
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the conflict with the current use as a naturat
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 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 Gold Fields district.

NO COMPARABLE MITIGATION FOR NATIONALLY DESIGNATED HISTORICAL TRAIL LOSS
The current proposed bike park bifurcates the existing nationally deslgnated 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 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 stili 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 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 aiter 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 down overlooking the
China bar area. This road is already a designated multi-use trail that everyone can use so it is not anythlng. new th?t 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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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 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
multiple 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 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.

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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 soll, 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 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 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
viéws of the Américan River canyon through a newly installed chain link ferice with the paved foad bélow the berm inthe™
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 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. Q (
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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 recom 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 schoo! in the Maidu Rd area so why not put the park near
where more of our kids live in north Auburn? All of the youth that live in north Auburn 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 trail, skills loop, connector trails, and a pump track. The full project scope was not presented to the public until the
release of the CEQA/MNERPA 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 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
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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant chumning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.
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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)

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 exiremely beautiful area of mixed grasstands 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
multiple 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 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 aitered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. L2



Page 2 of 2

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
;.vhere more of our kids live in north Auburn? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
ocations.

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 trail, 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 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 airbomne particulates when they passed through the area
on the trail re-route or on the irrigation canal path above. Many people are allergic to soll 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 soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 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 ar
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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)

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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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. Cther consequences that will
aiter the quiet, natural area, include damaging plants, removing trees and rock outcroppings, and endangering wildiife. In fact,
there will be very little wildlife that will remain as this type of park is not hospitable to the native tauna. What effect will the low
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlocking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. &Y
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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, 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
:Nherie more of our kids live in north Auburn? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
ocations.

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 trail, 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
chumning the soil. Runners and hikers would be subjected to inhaling airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 experiencing trail safety issues caused by illegal trail poaching and
speeding bicycles (a deadly combination) on single track trails 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 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 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 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 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 concemn 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. I/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.

Additional Comments;

Signature: /Qﬂ(—i;[_eb C>j( ?1)&01:/
—F—

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@auburnrec.com 4 5

123 Recreation Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
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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)

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
multiple 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 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 airborne, 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 litile 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 nocturnal 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. (L
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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
;Nhere more of our kids live in north Auburn? All of the youth that live in north Aubum would benefit more from these optional
ocations.

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 trail, 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) HEATH AND 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 airborne 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 asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
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. Currently thisis 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.
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 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 iminishing the quality of the passive
recreational use and natural surroundings of this beautiful, treasured area.
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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@auburnrec.com £

123 Recreation Drive
Auburn, CA 95603
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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.

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 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
multiple 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 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.

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 airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal 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, 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 contlict 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 link fence with the paved road below the berim 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 equivatent (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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is wtilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. é 5/
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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
;.vhere more of our kids live in north Auburn? All of the youth that live in north Aubumn would benefit more from these optional
ocations.

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 trail, 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 concerns 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 airborne 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 concern about asbestos because asbestos was found on the bike park site in a soil sample. The constant churning
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 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
well documented. Until these problems are under contro! 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 concern.

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 availabifity 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 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

I/We feel that multiple user groups should not be displaced for one special interest group that can be accommodated
elsewhere. I/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.
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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@auburnrec.com

123 Recreation Drive cs
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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

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 aitered with shrubs and trees removed and replaced with large mounds (over 8 feet tall per plan) of dirt formed into
multiple 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 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
trall users are drawn here to enjoy the quietness, wildlife, and beautiful scenery. Their experience would be completely altered
with bikes moving fast, bikes going airborne, 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
level security lighting near the bike park have on area wildlife including potential habitat for nocturnal species such as the
Threatened Townsend's Big Eared Bat? These are significant impacts due to the contlict 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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) that winds down overlooking 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
provided for trail loss mitigation. Providing a dirt shoulder along a road is in no way similar to the quiet section of single track,
shady, and scenic Pioneer Express Trail that would be lost. 10
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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
:vhere more of our kids live in north Aubum? All of the youth that live in north Auburn would benefit more from these optional
ocations.

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, naturatized technical trail, jump track and
return trail, 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 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
chuming the soil. Runners and hikers would be subjected to inhaling airbomne 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 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 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
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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

7) MANAGEMENT CONCERNS
Most of the Management for the bike park is reportedly to be done by volunteers. How wiil 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 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 concem to all safety,
environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issues and how can the pubtic 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

1/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.

'~ -Respectfully onthisday, __ @(2F/1 F- A
Name: __J 20O~ mu £ on Signature: Q o Y lﬂ/?’?/
Address: _ 4O (& OWL€ DN E.  Apucr— LA @/é‘@o/),

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@auburnrec.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. /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 permanentiy change this ireplaceable 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
multiple 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
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 airborne, 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 rack 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
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 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 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 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 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, 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 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 other proposed trail mitigation is utilizing an existing road (closed to vehicular traffic) tt_lat winds down overlooking 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
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 Shockiey 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 technicat trail, jump track and
return trail, 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) HEATH AND SAFETY ISSUES
Health concems from airborne dust and particulate matter are characteristic of bike parks from spinning bike tires constantly
chuming 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 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 healith hazard.

The adjacent trail system in the American River Canyon is experiencing trail safety issues caused by iilegal 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. Currently this is a
very low traffic area which clearly makes any additional traffic a legitimate and significant safety concern.

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 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 concem to all safety,
environmental, noise disturbances, and all other potential issuss 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. I/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, I - -
Name: oty (2FPAVATL Signature:
Address: F98_ Zivee:iR=d O

Additional Comments;

Return 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;
Auburn Area Recreation and Park District (ARD) KMuscott@auburnrec.com
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