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CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION/CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DETERMINATION FORM

~[02-MOD-299 PM 203 02-4H9%0 0219000037
Dist-Co.-Rie. (or Local Agency) _P-M./P.M. EA/Project No. __ Federal-Aid Project No. (Local Projecty/Project No. |

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: (Briefly describe project including need, purpose, location, limits, right-of-way requirements, and
chivi volved in this box, Use Continuation Sheet, if necessary.)

|The California Department of Transportation (Caitrans), using State~only funds, is proposing a pro;ect that would create a valley gutter
o route excess stormwater and sediment away from the State-owned sandhouse structure towards a single treatment BMP (traction
'sand trap). Construction would invelve removal of existing pavement {grinding), minor gradmg, construction of new structural sections,
construction of a valley gutter, and installation of a traction sand trap, Ground disturbance. is expected to react a max depth of three
feet to dig a trench for the valley gutter and traction sand trap. Continyed on page 2.

CALTRANS CEQA DETERMINATION (Check one)
[:] Not Applicable ~ Caitrans is not the CEQA Lead Agency D Not Applicable - Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study or
Environmental Impact Report under CEQA
Based o an examination of this proposal, supporting information, and the above statements, the project is;
[] Exempt by Statute. (PRC 21080[b]; 14 CCR 15260 et seq.)
<] Categorically Exempt. Class 1. (PRC 21084; 14 CCR 15300 et seq.)
Based on an examination of this proposal and supporting information, the following statements are true and exceptions do not
apply.
» lfthis project falls within exempt class 8, 4, 5, 6 or 11, it does riet impact an environmental resource of hazardous or critical
concern where designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law.
o There will not be a significant cumulative effect by this project and successive projects of the same type in the same place,
overtime. .
o There is not a reasonable possibility that the project will have a significarit effect on the environment due to unusual
circumstances.
« This project does not damage a 'scenic resource within an officially designated state scenic highway.
» This project is not located on a site included on any list compiled pursuant to: Govt. Code § 65962.5 (“Cortese List").
« This project does nof cause a substartial ddverse change in the significance of a historical resource.
[:] Common Sense Exemption. [This project does not fall within an exempt class, but it can be seen with certainty that there is no
possibility that the-activity may have a significant effect oh the environment (14 CCR 15061[b][3].)

: Carolyn Sullivan o N Eric Akana

Print Name: Semior Environmantal Planner of PBrint Name: Project Manager
En yronmental Branch-Ghief
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NEPA COMPLIANCE

In accordance with 23 CFR 771,117, and based on an examination of this proposal and supporting information, the State has

determined that this project: ‘

+ does not individuaily or cumulatively have a significant impact on the environment as defined by NEPA, and is excluded from the
requirements to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental Impact Statement (E1S), and

o has C‘onsidered unusua'l circumstances pursuantto 23 CFR 771 11 7(b)

CALTRANS NEPA DETERMINATION (Gheck one)

E] 23 USC 328: The State has determined that this project has no significant impacts on the environment as defined by NEPA, and
thait there are o unusual circumstances as described in 23 CFR 771.117(b). As such, the project is categorically excluded from
the requirements to prepare an EA or EIS under the National Environmental Palicy Act. The State has been assigned, and hersby
certifies that it has cartied out the responsibility to make this determination pursuant te Chapter 3 of Title 23, United States Code,
Section 326 and g Mem ‘.andum of Understa 1 ing dated May 31 20 g the FHWA and the State, The State
has determlned thegthe & j < N B ‘

EJ 23 CFR 77 &F
. [ Activity ___ ;
|:| 23 USC 327: Based on an examination of this prepasal and supportmg mformatron, ths State has determined that the project Is a
Categorical Exclusion under 23 UBC 327. The environmental review, constultation, and ahy other actions required by applicable
Federal environmental laws for this project-are being, or have been, ¢artied out by Caltrans pursuarit to 23 USC 327 and the
Memorandum of Understanding dated December 23, 2016 and executed b by FHWA and Caltrans.

Print Name: Senior Environmental Planner of Prlnt Name: Project Manager/DLA Engineér
Environmental Branch Chief

Signature - - Date Signature '  Date

Date of Categorical Exclusion Checklist completion: N/A Date of ECR or equivalent : 8/16/2019

Bneﬂy list environmental commitments on continuation sheet. Reference additional information, as appropnate (e g., CE checkhst
additional studies and design conditions), )
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