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Resource 
Topics Impact Area Impact 

Summary 
Avoidance/Minimization 

Measures 

Geology and 
soils 

Grading and excavating, soil 
disturbance/erosion, and high 
potential for paleontological 
resources in the project area 

Less than 
Significant 

WQ-1: Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan preparation 
before construction 

PAL-1: Cease construction if 
paleontological resources are 
found 

PAL-2: Paleontological Resource 
Impact Mitigation Program 
preparation before ground 
disturbing activities 

PAL-3: Completion of a pre-
construction paleontology 
survey 

Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions 

GHG emissions during project 
construction 

Less than 
Significant 

AQ-1: Excessive fugitive dust 
emissions controlled by regular 
watering and other dust 
prevention measures 

AQ-2: Ozone precursor emissions 
reduction through engine care  

AQ-3: Prevention of material 
spillage through compliance with 
State Vehicle Code Section 23114 

Hazards and 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Potential for bridges to contain 
hazardous building materials 
as bridges consist of creosote-
treated wood and road closure 
effects on emergency and 
utility personnel 

Less than 
Significant 

HAZ-1: Completion of a 
hazardous building materials 
survey before construction 
begins 

HAZ-2: Bridges will be managed 
as treated wood waste upon 
removal 

WQ-7: Best Management 
Practices to reduce impacts on 
biological and aquatic resources 

TRA-1: Preparation of a Traffic 
Management Plan prior to 
construction 
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Resource 
Topics Impact Area Impact 

Summary 
Avoidance/Minimization 

Measures 

Hydrology and 
Water Quality 

Water quality effects, erosion, 
increased siltation in ditches, 
and increased runoff due to 
construction 

Less than 
Significant 

WQ-1: Stormwater Pollution 
Prevention Plan prepared prior to 
construction 

WQ-2: Employee Training Best 
Management Practices 

WQ-3: Litter Control Best 
Management Practices 

WQ-4: Slope and Channel 
Protection Best Management 
Practices 

WQ-5: Minimization of 
Impervious Areas Best 
Management Practices 

WQ-6: Temporary construction 
areas within waters and uplands 
returned to preconstruction 
conditions after construction 
completion 

WQ-7: Best Management 
Practices to reduce impacts on 
biological and aquatic resources 

Land use 
planning None No Impact None 

Mineral 
resources None No Impact None 

Noise Increased noise during 
construction 

Less than 
Significant None 

Population and 
housing None No Impact None 

Public services Temporary road closure during 
construction 

Less than 
Significant 

TRA-1: Preparation of a Traffic 
Management Plan prior to 
construction 

Recreation None No Impact None 

Transportation Temporary road closure during 
construction 

Less than 
Significant 

TRA-1: Preparation of a Traffic 
Management Plan prior to 
construction 
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2.5 Required Permits and Approvals  
The proposed Project would require permits and approvals from the following agencies listed in Table 2-1. 
Permits and Approvals, prior to implementation of the Project. 

Table 2-1. Permits and Approvals 

Agency 
Permits, Licenses, 
Agreements, and 

Certifications 
Status 

Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

Section 401 Permit for water 
discharge 

Application for the Section 401 permit is 
expected after final environmental document 
(FED) approval. 

State Water Resources 
Control Board 

California Construction 
General Permit (CA CGP) 
Coverage  

CA CGP will be obtained prior to 
construction.  

United States Army Corps 
of Engineers 

Section 404 Permit for filling 
or dredging waters of the 
United States 

Application for the 404 permit is expected 
after FED approval. 

California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife  

1602 Agreement for 
Streambed Alteration 

Application for 1602 permit is expected after 
FED approval. 

United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service 

Section 7 Consultation for 
Threatened and Endangered 
Species 

Concurrence received on July 2, 2020. 

State Historic Preservation 
Officer 

Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) 

MOA was executed on March 6, 2024, 
between SHPO, Caltrans, and the County. 

3 Impact Analysis 
In accordance with Section 15128 of the State CEQA Guidelines, an EIR shall contain a statement briefly 
indicating the reasons that various possible significant effects of a project were determined not to be 
significant and were therefore not discussed in detail in the EIR.  

An IS was prepared as a baseline analysis to determine if the proposed Project might result in a significant 
environmental impact. The State CEQA Guidelines define a significant environmental impact as “a 
substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area 
affected by the project.” The IS evaluated 21 environmental topic areas and determined that Biological, 
Cultural, and Tribal Cultural Resources could have a significant environmental impact. The IS determined 
that the Project may have a significant impact on biological resources because suitable habitat for special-
status species exists within the Project area and project-related impacts to species could result without 
mitigation. The biological analysis also determined that Project construction may result in temporary and 
permanent impacts to wetlands and/or waters of the U.S. The IS determined that the Project may have a 
significant impact on cultural resources due to demolishing four character-defining features of Chuckwalla 
Valley Road, a historic resource. Furthermore, the Project is within the boundaries of ancestral use areas 
and traditional cultural landscapes for three tribes. Through tribal consultation, no known resources were 
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Table 3-2. Special-status Plant Species 

Common 
Name Scientific Name 

Status 
Federal/ 

State/ 
CRPR 

General Habitat Description 
Habitat 

Present/ 
Absent 

Rationale 

Chaparral sand- 
verbena   

Abronia villosa 
var.  aurita   -/-/1B.1 

Annual herb found in sandy soils within chaparral, 
coastal scrub and desert dunes ranging in elevation 
from 245-5,250 feet. Known threats include non-
native plants, alteration of fire regimes, flood 
control activities, off-road vehicle use and 
development. Blooming period is from January - 
September.   

HP 

Suitable habitat is present within the 
BSA of the bridges. A focused survey 
was performed during optimal conditions 
for species detection and the species was 
absent.  

Harwood’s milk-
vetch   

Astragalus 
insularis var. 
harwoodii 

-/-/2B.2 

Annual herb found in sandy or gravelly areas in 
desert dunes and Mojavean desert ranging in 
elevation from 0- 2,329 feet. Blooming period is 
from January – May.   

HP 

Suitable habitat is present within the 
BSA of the bridges. A focused survey 
was performed during optimal conditions 
for species detection and the species was 
absent.    

Providence 
Mountains milk-
vetch   

Astragalus nutans -/-/4.3 

Annual herb found in sandy or gravelly soils in 
Joshua tree woodland, Mojavean desert scrub, 
pinyon and juniper woodland, and Sonoran Desert 
scrub ranging in elevation from 1,476-6,396 feet. 
Blooming period is from March – October.    

HA 

The BSA of the bridges does not occur 
within suitable desert scrub or woodland 
habitat. The BSA occurs outside of the 
species elevation range. This species is 
not expected to occur. 

Triple-ribbed 

milk-vetch 

Astragalus 

tricarinatus 

E/- 

/1B.2 

Perennial herb found in Joshua tree woodland and 
Sonoran desert scrub with sandy or gravelly soils   
ranging in elevation from 1,476 – 3,904 feet.  

Blooming period is from February – May.  

HA 

The BSA of the bridges does not occur 
within suitable desert scrub or woodland 
habitat. The BSA occurs outside of the 
species elevation range; therefore, habitat 
is absent. This species is not expected to 
occur. 
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Table 3-3. Special Status Wildlife 

Common 
Name Scientific Name 

Status 
Federal/ 

State 
General Habitat Description 

Habitat 
Present/ 

Absent 
Rationale 

Invertebrates 

Crotch bumble 
bee Bomus crotchii -/CE 

Found within relatively warm and dry sites 
within cismontane within grasslands and scrub 
habitats in California and along the margins of 
the Mojave Desert. 

Occupies grasslands and shrublands. Requires 
undisturbed nest sites and overwintering sites. 
Food sources for this species include the plant 
genera Antirrhinum, Phacelia, Clarkia, 
Dendromecon, Eschscholzia, and Eriogonum. 
Crotch bumble bees may rely on sufficient 
availability of rodent and other animal burrows 
to provide potential nesting sites. 

HA 

The Project occurs within the 
Colorado Desert (subregion of 
Sonoran Desert), and outside 
the known range of the species. 
This species is not expected. 

Monarch 
butterfly 
California 
overwintering 
population 

Danaus plexippus plexippus 
pop. 1 C1/- 

Overwintering grove trees include Monterey 
pine (Pinus radiata) Monterey cypress 
(Cupressus macrocarpa), Coast redwood 
(Sequoia sempervirens), coast live oak 
(Quercus agrifolia), Douglas fir (Pseudotsuga 
menzesii), Torrey pine (Pinus torreyana), 
western sycamore (Platanus racemosa), bishop 
pine (Pinus radiata) and others. 

Monarchs are reliant on milkweeds (Asclepias 
spp.) as host plants for caterpillars and adults 
require a diverse range of flowers for nectar as 
fuel during breeding. 

HA 

The Project does not provide 
overwintering groves or 
milkweeds as host plants for 
caterpillars. 
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Table 3-5. Permanent and Temporary Impacts on Burrowing Owl Suitable Habitat (acres) 

Bridge 
Burrowing Owl 

Permanent (acres) Temporary (acres) 

Aztec Ditch Bridge (#56C0102) 0.17 2.78 

Tarantula Ditch Bridge (#56C0103) 0.16 2.75 

Sutro Ditch Bridge (#56C0104) 0.19 2.88 

Acari Ditch Bridge (#56C0108) 0.14 1.1 

Total 0.66 9.51 

Potential indirect effects that may occur on burrowing owl include an increased generation of dust, noise, 
or vibration that could collapse burrows, trash that can attract predators, temporary changes to, or 
obstruction of, the existing wildlife corridors associated with the bridges, changes in behavior due to 
construction night lighting or presence of humans, and degradation of habitat adjacent to the Project area.   

Direct and indirect impacts on burrowing owl and suitable habitat for the species are considered significant, 
if no mitigation is implemented. 

Loggerhead Shrike 

Suitable nesting habitat for Loggerhead shrike (SSC) occurs in the BSAs and this species was incidentally 
observed foraging within the Project BSAs during surveys. Direct and indirect impacts on nesting 
loggerhead shrikes are considered significant if no mitigation is implemented. 

Special-Status and Common Bats 
No signs of bat roosting, such as guano or urine stains, were observed during the habitat assessment of the 
bridges. Only one species of bat was documented during the acoustic surveys: canyon bat. Canyon bat is 
common regionally and could potentially roost within the bridges or in rock outcrops occurring in the area. 
No special-status bats were documented during acoustic and emergence surveys; therefore, they are not 
expected to occur. Based on the results of the habitat evaluation, lack of sign under bridges, and the 
emergence/acoustic survey, the four bridges are not expected to support large colonial bat roosts but are 
suitable for individual bats for a stop-over visit. 

Project construction may directly and indirectly affect common bats, such as the canyon bat. Removing the 
bridges could potentially disrupt common bats that are using the bridges for day or night roosts. Project 
construction may indirectly affect common bats foraging in the vicinity or roosting in nearby trees. Noise 
and vibration from construction equipment and human encroachment may result in bats temporarily leaving 
their roosts, or, if breeding, abandoning their maternity colony. The proposed Project would have a less 
than significant impact on bat species.   

Critical Habitat 
Creosote bush scrub and desert wash provide PBFs for desert tortoise. Although the PBFs are generally low 
to moderate quality, the Project would still have permanent impacts on critical habitat. These impacted 
areas would be primarily limited to areas directly adjacent to the existing roadway and diversion dikes. The 
permanent and temporary impacts on PBFs for the BSAs are provided in Table 3-6. 
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Table 3-6. Impacts on Desert Tortoise Critical Habitat with PBFs 

Chuckwalla Valley 
Road Bridges 

Permanent Impact 
(acres) 

Temporary Impact 
(acres) 

Total Impact on 
Critical Habitat (acres) 

Aztec Ditch Bridge 0.17 2.78 2.95 

Tarantula Ditch Bridge 0.16 2.75 2.91 

Sutro Ditch Bridge 0.19 2.88 3.07 

Acari Ditch Bridge 0.14 1.10 1.24 

Total 0.66 9.51 10.17 

Impacts on desert tortoise designated critical habitat for the species is considered significant if no mitigation 
is implemented.   

b) Sensitive Natural Communities

A significant impact related to sensitive natural communities would occur if the Project would do the 
following:  

Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community 
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

The desert wash found within the BSAs is a high value native habitat and riparian community and is 
therefore considered a sensitive natural community. The riparian desert wash vegetation community is 
mapped at Aztec Ditch bridge (0.38 acre), Tarantula Ditch bridge (0.51 acre), Sutro Ditch bridge (0.33 
acre), and Acari Ditch bridge (0.11 acre). Above, Figure 3-9, Figure 3-11, Figure 3-13, and Figure 3-15 
show the disturbance areas for sensitive riparian communities within the four bridge BSAs. 

Temporary and permanent impacts on riparian vegetation are expected at each bridge (see Table 3-7 
below). A total of 0.21 acre of permanent impacts and 0.46 acre of temporary impacts on riparian vegetation 
(currently) is anticipated. Aquatic systems are dynamic; therefore, this is a snapshot of the system at one 
period in time. Riparian systems may expand into areas mapped as riverine (CDFW unvegetated streambed) 
during some periods, or riverine areas may expand into riparian areas when riparian areas contract in other 
years. In the desert, expansion of riparian areas occurs over longer periods of time than contraction of 
riparian areas due to disturbances such as high levels of scour. This means that impacts on riparian areas 
require a longer period of time to recover than impacts on riverine areas. Included in Table 3-7 are 
anticipated impacts of the Project on CDFW unvegetated streambed (riverine) areas. Riparian and riverine 
areas become interchangeable over time within the system, and both are therefore a part of this sensitive 
natural community. 
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Table 3-7. Summary of Sensitive Natural Community (Riparian) and Impacts (acres) 

Bridge 

CDFW Riparian* CDFW Unvegetated 
Streambed 

Biological 
Study 
Area 

(acres) 

Permanent 
(acres) 

Temporary 
(acres) 

Permanent 
(acres) 

Temporary 
(acres) 

Aztec Ditch Bridge (#56C0102) 0.38 0.04 0.11 0.054 0.811 

Tarantula Ditch Bridge (#56C0103) 0.51 0.09 0.19 0.046 0.983 

Sutro Ditch Bridge (#56C0104) 0.33 0.07 0.14 0.031 0.64 

Acari Ditch Bridge (#56C0108) 0.11 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.205 

Total 1.33 0.21 0.46 0.15 2.64 
*Impact acreages on desert wash vegetation community as a sensitive natural community are based on the extent of this community per CDFW
jurisdiction. Impact acreages on this community are based on vegetation mapping (botanical surveys) and not CDFW riparian jurisdiction. 

Indirect impacts on riparian vegetation would include impacts from sedimentation, erosion, contaminants, 
and invasive species. Sedimentation and erosion could remove suitable habitat for riparian vegetation. 
Contaminants can kill or weaken plants within the riparian community. Invasive plant species are currently 
present within the Project BSAs. There is a potential for invasive plants to be transported to and from the 
Project BSAs. Potential indirect impacts due to invasive plant species on the riparian areas within the 
Project BSA due to competition of native plant species with invasive plant species could occur. Direct 
impacts to this sensitive natural community would include direct loss of habitat. Direct and indirect impacts 
on riparian vegetation would be considered significant if no mitigation is implemented. 

c) State or Federally Protected Wetlands

A significant impact to state or federally protected wetlands would occur if the proposed Project would:

Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited 
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 
other means. 

The jurisdictional delineation completed for the Project concluded that construction activities would impact 
jurisdictional waters both temporarily and permanently at each bridge location. Project construction would 
result in permanent direct impacts on USACE/RWQCB non-wetland WoUS, CDFW unvegetated 
streambed, and CDFW riparian vegetated banks (see Table 3-8). Work within the channel beds needed to 
construct the new bridges would temporarily impact jurisdictional resources. During construction, soil 
compaction may occur, which could affect stormwater flow rates through the Project area and downstream 
areas. Potential indirect effects on jurisdictional waters could include introduction of invasive plants, 
sedimentation, erosion, or chemical spills that may affect downstream resources. Table 3-8 provides the 
breakdown of permanent and temporary impacts on jurisdictional resources at each bridge. Refer to Figure 
3-9 through Figure 3-15 above for locations of jurisdictional waters within the four bridge BSAs.
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4.4 Cumulative Impact Project List 
The table below provides a list of proposed, planned, and recently approved projects within 20 miles of the 
Project area. These projects would be subject to all applicable federal and state environmental compliance 
requirements.  

Table 4-1. Cumulative Projects List 

Owner Name Description Location Status 

Caltrans I-10 Blythe
Pavement

Rehabilitation 

Rehabilitate pavement on I-10 
within the project area while 
improving safety and mobility 
for the traveling public. 

PM R134.0 to R156.5 
(approximately 17 miles 
from the Project area) 

Planned 

NextEra, General 
Electric, and 
Sumitomo of 

America 

Desert Sunlight 
Solar Farm 

Electrical transmission line in 
connection with its 550-
megawatt solar photovoltaic 
energy-generating facility 
known as the Desert Sunlight 
Solar Farm 

6 miles north of the 
rural community of 
Desert Center, in 
Riverside County. 

Completed 

EDF Renewables 
North America 

Desert Harvest 
Solar Project 

A 230-kilovolt (kV) 
generation intertie line 
proposed to be a shared 
facility with the planned 
transmission infrastructure of 
the adjacent Desert Sunlight 
Solar Farm.  

6 miles north of the 
rural community of 
Desert Center in 
Riverside County. 

Completed 

NextEra Energy 
Resources LLC 

Genesis Solar 
Energy Project 

The Genesis Solar Energy 
Project is a 2-unit, nominal 
250-megawatt, concentrated
solar electric generating
facility located in eastern
Riverside County.

11995 Wiley’s Well 
Road, about 25 miles 
west of the city of 
Blythe in Riverside 
County. 

Completed 

EDF Renewables 
North America 

Palen Solar 
Project 

The Palen Solar Project is a 
450-megawatt photovoltaic
facility on about 3,140 acres 
of BLM-managed land near 
Desert Center in Riverside 
County. 

Approximately 10 miles 
east of the 
unincorporated 
community of Desert 
Center, north of 
Interstate 10. 

Completed 

NextEra Energy 
Resources LLC 

McCoy Solar 
Energy Project 

750 MW photovoltaic solar 
facility with ancillary 
facilities  

North of Interstate 10, in 
Riverside County.  Completed 

Sonoran West 
Solar Holdings 

Crimson Solar 
Project 

Utility-scale solar 
photovoltaic plant and energy 
storage project  

Approximately 13 miles 
west of Blythe, just 
north of Mule Mountain 
and just south of 
Interstate 10 (I-10). 

Completed 
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̴Β̴ kƌǋƺƕŁǓĺǋŬƕƌ ηη
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is a Statewide environmental law contained 
in Public Resources Code (PRC) ÄÄ 21000-21177 and applies to most public agency decisions to 
carry out, authorize, or approve actions that have the potential to adversely affect the environment. 
This Initial Study (IS) evaluates resource areas found in the CEQA Environmental Checklist 
provided in Section 4. This document is intended for use by the County of Riverside 
Transportation Department (County) as the CEQA Lead Agency, responsible agencies, and 
members of the general public in evaluating the physical environmental effects resulting from 
planning and constructing the proposed Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement Project 
over Aztec Ditch (Bridge No. 56C0102), Tarantula Ditch (Bridge No. 56C0103), Sutro Ditch 
(Bridge No. 56C0104), and Acari Ditch (Bridge No. 56C0108) (Project). 

The Initial Study is organized as follows:   

Section 1.   Introduction provides details on the purpose of this Initial Study, its intended use, and 
legal requirements.   

Section 2.   Project Setting and Description provides details of the project location, background, 
description, and purpose. This section also identifies required permits, approvals or 
agreements for the Project.   

Section 3.   CEQA Environmental Evaluation provides a summary and determination of the 
environmental factors potentially affected by the project.   

Section 4.   CEQA Environmental Checklist discusses the potential effects the project may have 
on the environment, provides the evaluated significance of those effects, and identifies 
potential avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures that would reduce or 
minimize the projectôs effects on the environment.   

Section 5.   Conclusion summarizes the findings in this Initial Study and the next steps in the 
environmental clearance process.   

Section 6.   References lists the full text details of in-text citations used in the document. 

Section 7.   Preparers lists federal, state, or local agency personnel, including consultants, who 
were primarily responsible for preparing this document.   

Section 8. List of Technical Studies provides a list of studies that can be reviewed for additional 
details.   

̴Β̵ ÔǓƺƷƕǂŇ ηη
The purpose of this Initial Study is to evaluate the potential environmental impacts that may result 
from implementing the proposed Project. The Initial Study provides the County with information 
to use as the basis for determining whether to prepare an EIR, Negative Declaration (ND), or 
Mitigated ND (MND). In evaluating the significance of a projectôs environmental effect, the 



:ģƇűŤƚǀƑűģϓGƑǳűǀƚƑƏŌƑǔģƇϓ×ǜģƇűǔǺ Ŀǔϓκ:G× λϓkƑűǔűģƇϓàǔǜņǺ 

:ŬǜĿƄǴģƇƇģ ċģƇƇŌǺϓØƚģņ 9ǀűņťŌϓØŌƽƇģĿŌƏŌƑǔ ÕǀƚƁŌĿǔ ϓϓ
ǜťǜǈǔ ̓͆ͅͅ ÕģťŌϓͅ 

County shall consider direct physical changes in the environment and reasonably foreseeable 
indirect physical changes in the environment which may be caused by the project. The analyses 
evaluates whether the Project would have no impact, a less than significant impact, a less than 
significant impact with implementation of mitigation measures, or a significant impact even if 
mitigation measures are implemented. If there is substantial evidence before a Lead Agency that a 
project may have a significant effect on the environment, the Lead Agency is required to prepare 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

̴Β̶ kƌǋŇƌŁŇŁηðǂŇηƕşηǋŧŬǂηkƌŬǋŬĞƂηßǋǓŁǱ 

The intended use of this Initial Study is to inform County decisionmakers, representatives of other 
affected/responsible agencies, the public, and interested parties of the potential environmental 
consequences of the Project. The County used the scientific and factual data provided in this 
document and supporting technical studies prepared for the Project, to evaluate whether the Project 
would result in significant environmental effects associated with project implementation. 
Guidance on how a significant effect was determined is provided in Section 4. Based on the 
analysis provided in this Initial Study the County determined that proposed Project may result in 
a significant effect on the environment and that an EIR should be prepared. 

The following technical analyses were prepared in support of this Initial Study and are available 
for public review via the Countyôs website at https://rcprojects.org/chuckwalla: 

¶ Biological Resources Technical Report
o Natural Environmental Study (Minimal Impacts) (includes as appendix Jurisdictional
Delineation Report)

o Biological Opinion
¶ HPSR/ASR/HRER (Confidential- Not for Public Distribution)
¶ Initial Site Assessment
¶ Location Hydraulic Study and Summary Floodplain Encroachment Report
¶ Paleontological Technical Memorandum
¶ Traffic Technical Memorandum
¶ Visual Impact Assessment Memorandum
¶ Water Quality Assessment Report

̵ ÔƺƕżŇĺǋ ßŇǋǋŬƌŠηĞƌŁ AŇǂĺƺŬƷǋŬƕƌ 

1. Project Title: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement Project over Aztec Ditch (Bridge
No. 56C0102), Tarantula Ditch (Bridge No. 56C0103), Sutro Ditch (Bridge No. 56C0104),
and Acari Ditch (Bridge No. 56C0108).

2. Lead Agency Name and Address:
County of Riverside Transportation Department
3525 14th Street
Riverside, CA 92501
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3.Contact Person and Phone Number:
Frances Segovia, Senior Transportation Planner
(951)955-1646

4. Project Location:
Along Chuckwalla Valley Road near Desert Center in Riverside County between Corn Springs
Road and Ford Dry Lake Road.

5. Project Sponsorôs Name and Address:
County of Riverside Transportation Department
3525 14th Street
Riverside, CA 92501

6. General Plan Designation:
Open space rural

7. Zoning:
Controlled Environmental (W-2-10) and Natural Assets (N-A)

8. Project Description:
The County, in cooperation with Caltrans, proposes to replace the following four (4) existing
structurally deficient timber bridges along Chuckwalla Valley Road near Desert Center in
Riverside County, California:

¶ Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge over Aztec Ditch (Br. No. 56C0102) (Federal Aid Project
No. BRLO-5956(239)

¶ Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge over Tarantula Ditch (Br. No. 56C0103) (Federal Aid
Project No. BRLO-5956(227)

¶ Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge over Sutro Ditch (Br. No. 56C0104) (Federal Aid Project
No. BRLO-5956(226)

¶ Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge over Acari Ditch (Br. No. 56C0108) (Federal Aid Project
No. BRLO-5956(225)

Chuckwalla Valley Road is a two-lane frontage road that occasionally accepts diverted traffic 
from the Interstate 10 (I-10) Freeway (see Figure 1 and Figure 2). Chuckwalla Valley Road, 
an approximately 16.75-mile stretch of frontage road, is classified as a Local Rural Road. It 
runs nearly parallel with I-10 and connects Corn Springs Road and I-10 at the west end and 
Ford Dry Lake Road and I-10 at the east end. Although the road mostly serves vehicles 
accessing local utilities, off-road recreation and only carries an average daily traffic (ADT) 
volume of approximately 40 vehicles, the road occasionally experiences a heavier volume 
when traffic is detoured from I-10 during temporary closures for construction or emergency 
incidents. Currently the bridges are load limited to weights below current standards. 

The bridges are listed in the federal Eligible Bridge List (EBL) as "Structurally Deficient (SD)" 
with a low Sufficiency Rating (SR) between 39.3 and 49.2. A SR is essentially an overall rating 
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of a functional/geometric obsolescence, and its essentiality to the public. A low SR may be due 
to structural defects, narrow lanes, low vertical clearance, or any of many possible issues. A 
bridge is healthy when its SR is more than 80.0. Bridges with SR equal to or less than 80.0 and 
more than 50.0 require rehabilitation or widening. When the SR falls below 50.0, bridge 
replacement shall be considered for public safety. 

The proposed Project will replace the existing 2-lane timber bridges with new 2-lane modern 
bridges with a curb-to-curb roadway width of 32 feet at the same locations. The proposed road 
width would consist of two 12-foot-wide travel lanes, one lane in each direction, and a 4-foot-
wide shoulder on each side. Modern traffic barriers/railings meeting current Caltrans safety 
design standards would be constructed. The proposed bridges would be approximately 60 to 
80 feet long depending on the channel hydraulic capacity and water surface freeboard 
requirements. Raising the elevation of the bridges is not anticipated. However, if raising the 
bridge elevation is found to be necessary to meet freeboard requirements, the total vertical 
increase is not anticipated to exceed one foot. Additionally, approach roadway improvements 
would be provided, and channel improvements would be administered to avoid future scour 
problems. It is envisioned that the channel bottom will remain earthen.   

The existing bridges do not carry any utilities and the proposed bridge construction is not 
expected to include new utilities. A telephone line runs along the north side of the Project area 
and is not expected to be affected by construction. The construction contractor, in coordination 
with the County, will coordinate with the utility provider to determine how the utility will be 
protected in place.   

All construction activities would be conducted within the existing roadway right of way with 
construction staging and material laydown areas on the roadway itself. Chuckwalla Valley 
Road between the Corn Springs Road intersection to 6.3 miles east of the intersection would 
be closed during construction. The construction duration will take approximately 18 months. 
It is envisioned that all four bridges will be either constructed at the same time or staged in 
sequence depending on available access to adjacent utilities and properties. A Traffic 
Management Plan (TMP) would be prepared to address closure of the road and access to local 
utilities and properties.   
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9. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The County of Riverside General Plan Land Use Element identifies the Project area as open
space rural. The closest community to the Project area is Desert Center which is approximately
9 miles away.

10.Other Agencies Whose Approval is Required:  

Table 1 below, lists the permits and approvals that are required for project construction.

éĞĹƂŇ ̴Β ÔŇƺƊŬǋǂ ĞƌŁ ƷƷƺƕǪĞƂǂ 

ŠŇƌĺǱ 
ÔŇƺƊŬǋǂΌ ~ŬĺŇƌǂŇǂΌ 
ŠƺŇŇƊŇƌǋǂΌ ĞƌŁ 
:ŇƺǋŬşŬĺĞǋŬƕƌǂ 

ßǋĞǋǓǂ 

ßǋĞǋŇ fŬǂǋƕƺŬĺ ÔƺŇǂŇƺǪĞǋŬƕƌ 
²şşŬĺŇƺ 

Section 4(f) Concurrence on the 
Finding of Effect (FOE) 

Concurrence received on September 22, 2022.   

×ŇŠŬƕƌĞƂ ĈĞǋŇƺ ÖǓĞƂŬǋǱ :ƕƌǋƺƕƂ 
9ƕĞƺŁ ηη

Section 401 for water discharge   Application for 401 permit expected after Final 
Environmental Document (FED) approval. 

ßǋĞǋŇ ĈĞǋŇƺ ×ŇǂƕǓƺĺŇǂ :ƕƌǋƺƕƂ 
9ƕĞƺŁ 

California Construction General 
Permit (CA CGP) Coverage   

Application for CA CGP coverage is expected after 
FED approval.   

ðƌŬǋŇŁ ßǋĞǋŇǂ ƺƊǱ :ƕƺƷǂ ƕş 
GƌŠŬƌŇŇƺǂ ηη

Section 404 Permit for filling or 
dredging waters of the United 
States. 

Application for 404 permit expected after FED 
approval. 

:ĞƂŬşƕƺƌŬĞ AŇƷĞƺǋƊŇƌǋ ƕş ^Ŭǂŧ 
ĞƌŁ ĈŬƂŁƂŬşŇ ηη

1602 Agreement for Streambed 
Alteration 

Application for 1602 permit expected after FED 
approval.   

ðƌŬǋŇŁ ßǋĞǋŇǂ ^Ŭǂŧ ĞƌŁ ĈŬƂŁƂŬşŇ 
ßŇƺǪŬĺŇ ηη

Informal Section 7 Consultation for 
Threatened and Endangered 
Species 

Concurrence received on July 2, 2020.   

ßǋĞǋŇ fŬǂǋƕƺŬĺ ÔƺŇǂŇƺǪĞǋŬƕƌ 
²şşŬĺŇƺ 

Memorandum of Agreement 
(MOA) 

MOA expected following public review of the 
Draft Environmental Document. 

ðƌŬƕƌ ÔĞĺŬşŬĺ ×ĞŬƂƺƕĞŁ ΟðÔ××Π 
Temporary Construction Easement 
(TCE) 

Application for TCE permit expected prior to 
construction. 

×ŬǪŇƺǂŬŁŇ :ƕǓƌǋǱ AŇƷĞƺǋƊŇƌǋ ƕş 
ĈĞǂǋŇ ×ŇǂƕǓƺĺŇǂ Σ GƂ ßƕĹƺĞƌǋŇ 
~ĞƌŁşŬƂƂ 

Permit for disposal of Treated 
Wood Waste, as necessary 

Application for Treated Wood Waste permit 
expected during construction, as necessary. 

11.Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the
determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures
regarding confidentiality, etc.?

Assembly Bill (AB) 52 notification letters were sent on September 23, 2019 to ten Native
American Tribes to provide information on the proposed Project and initiate formal
consultation, if desired. Four of the ten Native American Tribes responded to the letter. Details
regarding consultation efforts to date can be found in Section 4.18, Tribal Cultural Resources
and Appendix B.  
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03-082-2019-001

Dear  Frances Segovia, 

The Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians (ACBCI) appreciates your efforts to include the 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) in the Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridges project. We 
have reviewed the documents and have the following comments: 

[VIA EMAIL TO:fsegovia@rivco.org] 
Riverside County 
 Frances Segovia 
3525 14th Street 
Riverside, California 92502 

October 20, 2023 

Re: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement IS 

Again, the Agua Caliente appreciates your interest in our cultural heritage. If you have questions 
or require additional information, please call me at (760) 423-3485. You may also email me at 
ACBCI-THPO@aguacaliente.net. 

Cordially, 

Xitlaly Madrigal 
Cultural Resources Analyst 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office 
 AGUA CALIENTE BAND 
OF CAHUILLA INDIANS 

# *Preparation of a Cultural Resources Report. 

# *Please provide the EIR upon completion. 



State of California – Natural Resources Agency   GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director 
Inland Deserts Region  
3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220 
Ontario, CA 91764 
www.wildlife.ca.gov 

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870 

October 23, 2023 
Sent via email 

Frances Segovia 
Senior Transportation Planner 
County of Riverside Transportation Department 
3525 14th Street 
Riverside, CA 92501 

Subject:   Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report 
Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement Project 
State Clearinghouse No. 2023090523 

Dear Frances Segovia: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from the County of Riverside 
Transportation Department (County) for the Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge 
Replacement Project (Project) pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.1

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding 
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. 
Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects 
of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the 
exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

CDFW ROLE 

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources, and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, 
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. 
(a).) CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, 
and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically 
sustainable populations of those species. (Id., § 1802.) Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, 
CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public 
agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related 
activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources. 

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq.  The “CEQA Guidelines” are found in Title 
14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000. 
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CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA.  (Pub. 
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381.) CDFW expects that it may 
need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code. As 
proposed, for example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and streambed 
alteration regulatory authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the extent 
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in “take” as defined by State law 
of any species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & 
G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), the Project proponent may seek related take authorization as
provided by the Fish and Game Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 

The proposed Project is located along Chuckwalla Valley Road near Desert Center in 
Riverside County, California, between Corn Springs Road and Ford Dry Lake Road. 
The Project is located at the following coordinates: Aztec Ditch (33.674221, -
115.232432), Tarantula Ditch (33.663773, -115.214423), Sutro Ditch (33.651908, -
115.193909), and Acari Ditch (33.624913, -115.147022). The Project area is 
surrounded by undisturbed, open land. 

The Project proposes to replace four existing structurally deficient timber bridges along 
Chuckwalla Valley Road. The bridges include: 

a. Bridge over Aztec Ditch (Br. No. 56C0102) (Federal Aid Project No.
BRLO-5956(239)),

b. Bridge over Tarantula Ditch (Br. No. 56C0103) (Federal Aid Project No.
BRLO-5956(227)),

c. Bridge over Sutro Ditch (Br. No. 56C0104) (Federal Aid Project No.
BRLO-5956(226)), and

d. Bridge over Acari Ditch (Br. No. 56C0108) (Federal Aid Project No. BRLO-
5956(225)).

The proposed Project would replace the existing 2-lane timber bridges with new 2-lane 
modern bridges with a curb-to-curb roadway width of 32 feet at the same locations. The 
proposed road width would consist of two, 12-foot-wide travel lanes, one lane in each 
direction, and a 4-footwide shoulder on each side. Modern traffic barriers/railings would 
be constructed. The proposed bridges would be approximately 60 to 80 feet long 
depending on the channel hydraulic capacity and water surface freeboard requirements. 
Raising the elevation of the bridges is not anticipated. However, if raising the bridge 
elevation is found to be necessary to meet freeboard requirements, the total vertical 
increase is not anticipated to exceed one foot. Additionally, approach roadway 
improvements would be provided, and channel improvements would be administered to 
avoid future scour problems. It is envisioned that the channel bottom would remain 
earthen. All construction activities would be conducted within the existing roadway right 
of way with construction staging and material laydown areas on the roadway itself. The 
construction duration would take approximately 18 months. It is anticipated that all four 
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bridges would be either constructed at the same time or staged in sequence depending 
on availability. 

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist the County in 
adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially 
significant, direct and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. 

CDFW recommends that the forthcoming DEIR address the following: 

Assessment of Biological Resources 

Section 15125(c) of the CEQA Guidelines states that knowledge of the regional setting 
of a project is critical to the assessment of environmental impacts and that special 
emphasis should be placed on environmental resources that are rare or unique to the 
region. To enable CDFW staff to adequately review and comment on the project, the 
DEIR should include a complete assessment of the flora and fauna within and adjacent 
to the Project footprint, with particular emphasis on identifying rare, threatened, 
endangered, and other sensitive species and their associated habitats. 

The CDFW recommends that the DEIR specifically include: 

1. An assessment of the various habitat types located within the project footprint, and a
map that identifies the location of each habitat type. CDFW recommends that
floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and assessment be completed
following The Manual of California Vegetation, second edition (Sawyer et al. 20092).
Adjoining habitat areas should also be included in this assessment where site
activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts offsite. Habitat mapping at the
alliance level will help establish baseline vegetation conditions.

2. A general biological inventory of the fish, amphibian, reptile, bird, and mammal
species that are present or have the potential to be present within each habitat type
onsite and within adjacent areas that could be affected by the project. CDFW’s
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) in Sacramento should be contacted
at (916) 322-2493 or CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov or
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Maps-and-Data to obtain current information on
any previously reported sensitive species and habitat, including Significant Natural
Areas identified under Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code, in the vicinity of the
proposed Project.

2 Sawyer, J. O., T. Keeler-Wolf, and J. M. Evens. 2009. A manual of California Vegetation, 2nd ed. California Native Plant 
Society Press, Sacramento, California. http://vegetation.cnps.org/ 
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CDFW’s CNDDB is not exhaustive in terms of the data it houses, nor is it an 
absence database. CDFW recommends that it be used as a starting point in 
gathering information about the potential presence of species within the general area 
of the project site. 

3. A complete, recent inventory of rare, threatened, endangered, and other sensitive
species located within the Project footprint and within offsite areas with the potential
to be affected, including California Species of Special Concern (CSSC) and
California Fully Protected Species (Fish & G. Code, § 3511). Species to be
addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA definition (CEQA
Guidelines § 15380). The inventory should address seasonal variations in use of the
Project area and should not be limited to resident species. Focused species-specific
surveys, completed by a qualified biologist and conducted at the appropriate time of
year and time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise identifiable,
are required. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures should be developed in
consultation with CDFW and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, where necessary.
Note that CDFW generally considers biological field assessments for wildlife to be
valid for a one-year period, and assessments for rare plants may be considered valid
for a period of up to three years. Some aspects of the proposed Project may warrant
periodic updated surveys for certain sensitive taxa, particularly if the Project is
proposed to occur over a protracted time frame, or in phases, or if surveys are
completed during periods of drought.

Burrowing Owl (Athene cunicularia)

The Project site has the potential to provide suitable foraging and/or nesting habitat
for burrowing owl. Take of individual burrowing owls and their nests is defined by
Fish and Game Code section 86, and prohibited by sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3513.
Take is defined in Fish and Game Code section 86 as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture
or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture or kill.”

CDFW recommends that the County follow the recommendations and guidelines
provided in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Department of Fish and
Game, March 2012); available for download from CDFW’s website:
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/survey-protocols. The Staff Report on
Burrowing Owl Mitigation, specifies three steps for project impact evaluations:

a. A habitat assessment;
b. Surveys; and
c. An impact assessment

As stated in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation, the three progressive 
steps are effective in evaluating whether a project will result in impacts to burrowing 



Frances Segovia, Senior Transportation Planner 
County of Riverside Transportation Department 
October 23, 2023 
Page 5 

owls, and the information gained from the steps will inform any subsequent 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures. Habitat assessments are 
conducted to evaluate the likelihood that a site supports burrowing owl. Burrowing 
owl surveys provide information needed to determine the potential effects of 
proposed projects and activities on burrowing owls, and to avoid take in accordance 
with Fish and Game Code sections 86, 3503, and 3503.5. Impact assessments 
evaluate the extent to which burrowing owls and their habitat may be impacted, 
directly or indirectly, on and within a reasonable distance of a proposed CEQA 
project activity or non-CEQA project. 

Within the 2012 Staff Report, the minimum habitat replacement recommendation 
was purposely excluded as it was shown to serve as a default, replacing any site-
specific analysis and discounting the wide variation in natal area, home range, 
foraging area, and other factors influencing burrowing owls and burrowing owl 
population persistence in a particular area. It hypothesized that mitigation for 
permanent impacts to nesting, occupied, and satellite burrows and burrowing owl 
habitat should be on, adjacent or proximate to the impact site where possible and 
where habitat is sufficient to support burrowing owls present. If mitigation occurs 
offsite, it should include (a) permanent conservation of similar vegetation 
communities (grassland, scrublands, desert, urban, and agriculture) to provide for 
burrowing owl nesting, foraging, wintering, and dispersal (i.e., during breeding and 
non-breeding seasons) comparable to or better than that of the impact area, and (b) 
be sufficiently large acreage with the presence of fossorial mammals. Furthermore, 
the report noted that suitable mitigation lands should be based on a comparison of 
the habitat attributes of the impacted and conserved lands, including but not limited 
to: type and structure of habitat being impacted or conserved; density of burrowing 
owls in impacted and conserved habitat; and significance of impacted or conserved 
habitat to the species range-wide. 

Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) 

The proposed Project occurs within the federally designated Critical Habitat for 
desert tortoise; a state- and federally-listed threatened species and state candidate 
for uplisting to endangered. CDFW recommends that the County complete protocol 
level surveys over all areas (i.e., 100 percent coverage) proposed to be directly or 
indirectly affected by the Project, using appropriately qualified biologists, according 
to protocols in Preparing for Any Action that May Occur within the Range of the 
Mojave Desert Tortoise (USFWS 20193). To reduce the likelihood of nonconcurrence 

3 USFWS, 2019. Preparing for Any Action that May Occur within the Range of the Mojave Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizii), 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Desert Tortoise Recovery Office: October 26, 2018 
(https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/Mojave%20Desert%20Tortoise_Pre-
project%20Survey%20Protocol_2019.pdf) 
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with proposed surveys, methodology, and qualifications of biologists, CDFW 
recommends working with the USFWS and CDFW concurrently to ensure a 
consistent and adequate approach to planning your work (USFWS 2019).    

CDFW recommends that biologists retained to complete desert tortoise protocol 
level surveys submit their qualifications to CDFW and the USFWS prior to initiation 
of surveys. Should the County desire CDFW to pre-approve the qualifications of 
biologists conducting protocol level desert tortoise surveys, CDFW requests 
information for all biologists participating in survey efforts to the following email 
address: Alyssa.Hockaday@wildlife.ca.gov.   

4. A thorough, recent, floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural
communities, following CDFW’s Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to
Special Status Native Plant Populations and Natural Communities (CDFW 20184)

5. Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of environmental
impacts, with special emphasis on resources that are rare or unique to the region
(CEQA Guidelines § 15125[c]).

6. A full accounting of all open space and mitigation/conservation lands within and
adjacent to the Project.

Analysis of Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Impacts to Biological Resources 

The DEIR should provide a thorough discussion of the direct, indirect, and cumulative 
impacts expected to adversely affect biological resources as a result of the Project. To 
ensure that Project impacts to biological resources are fully analyzed, the following 
information should be included in the DEIR: 

1. A discussion of potential impacts from lighting, noise, human activity (e.g.,
recreation), defensible space, and wildlife-human interactions created by zoning of
development projects or other project activities adjacent to natural areas, exotic
and/or invasive species, and drainage. The latter subject should address Project-
related changes on drainage patterns and water quality within, upstream, and
downstream of the Project site, including: volume, velocity, and frequency of existing
and post-Project surface flows; polluted runoff; soil erosion and/or sedimentation in
streams and water bodies; and post-Project fate of runoff from the Project site.

4 CDFW, 2018. Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and 
Sensitive Natural Communities, State of California, California Natural Resources Agency, Department of Fish and Wildlife: 
March 20, 2018 (https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=18959&inline) 
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2. A discussion of potential indirect Project impacts on biological resources, including
resources in areas adjacent to the project footprint, such as nearby public lands (e.g.,
National Forests, State Parks, etc.), open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian
ecosystems, wildlife corridors, and any designated and/or proposed reserve or
mitigation lands (e.g., preserved lands associated with a Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other conserved lands).

The Chuckwalla Valley is a natural wildlife corridor between the Chuckwalla
Mountains and Little San Bernardino Mountains. Please note that the Project area
supports significant biological resources and contains habitat connections, providing
for wildlife movement across the broader landscape, sustaining both transitory and
permanent wildlife populations. CDFW encourages project design that avoids and
preserves onsite features that contribute to habitat connectivity. The DEIR should
include a discussion of both direct and indirect impacts to wildlife movement and
connectivity, including maintenance of wildlife corridor/movement areas to adjacent
undisturbed habitats.  

3. An evaluation of impacts to adjacent open space lands from both the construction of
the Project and any long-term operational and maintenance needs.

4. A cumulative effects analysis developed as described under CEQA Guidelines
section 15130. Please include all potential direct and indirect Project related impacts
to riparian areas, wetlands, vernal pools, alluvial fan habitats, wildlife corridors or
wildlife movement areas, aquatic habitats, sensitive species and other sensitive
habitats, open lands, open space, and adjacent natural habitats in the cumulative
effects analysis. General and specific plans, as well as past, present, and anticipated
future projects, should be analyzed relative to their impacts on similar plant
communities and wildlife habitats.

Alternatives Analysis 

CDFW recommends the DEIR describe and analyze a range of reasonable alternatives 
to the Project that are potentially feasible, would “feasibly attain most of the basic 
objectives of the Project,” and would avoid or substantially lessen any of the Project’s 
significant effects (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6[a]). The alternatives analysis should 
also evaluate a “no project” alternative (CEQA Guidelines § 15126.6[e]). 

Mitigation Measures for Project Impacts to Biological Resources 

The DEIR should identify mitigation measures and alternatives that are appropriate and 
adequate to avoid or minimize potential impacts, to the extent feasible. The County 
should assess all direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts that are expected to occur as 
a result of the implementation of the Project and its long-term operation and 
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maintenance. When proposing measures to avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts, 
CDFW recommends consideration of the following: 

1. Fully Protected Species: Fully protected species may not be taken or possessed at
any time (with the exception of certain projects set forth in SB 147, which was
passed on July 10, 2023). Project activities described in the DEIR should generally
be designed to completely avoid any fully protected species that have the potential
to be present within or adjacent to the Project area. CDFW also recommends that
the DEIR fully analyze potential adverse impacts to fully protected species due to
habitat modification, loss of foraging habitat, and/or interruption of migratory and
breeding behaviors. CDFW recommends that the County include in the analysis how
appropriate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures will reduce indirect
impacts to fully protected species. Fully protected species with the potential or have
been documented to occur within or adjacent to the Project area including, but not
limited to, desert bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis nelsoni) and golden eagle (Aquila
chrysaetos).

2. Sensitive Plant Communities: CDFW considers sensitive plant communities to be
imperiled habitats having both local and regional significance. Plant communities,
alliances, and associations with a statewide ranking of S-1, S-2, S-3, and S-4 should
be considered sensitive and declining at the local and regional level. These ranks
can be obtained by querying the CNDDB and are included in The Manual of
California Vegetation (Sawyer et al. 2009). The DEIR should include measures to
fully avoid and otherwise protect sensitive plant communities from project-related
direct and indirect impacts. Sensitive plant communities with ranks S-1 or S-2 have
the potential to or have been documented to occur within or adjacent to the project
area, including, but not limited to: chaparral sand-verbena (Abronia villosa var.
aurita), Harwood’s milk-vetch (Astragalus insularis var. harwoodii), pink fairy-duster
(Calliandra eriophylla), Emory’s crucifixion-thorn (Castela emoryi), Las Animas
colubrina (Colubrina californica), spiny abrojo (Condalia globosa var. pubescens),
Alverson’s foxtail cactus (Coryphantha alversonii), glandular ditaxis (Ditaxis
claryana), California ditaxis (Ditaxis serrata var. californica), Harwood’s eriastrum
(Eriastrum harwoodii), Abram’s spurge (Euphorbia abramsiana), Utah vine milkweed
(Funastrum utahense), ribbed cryptantha (Johnstonella costata), Torrey’s box-thorn
(Lycium torreyi), Darlington’s blazing star (Mentzelia puberula), desert beardtongue
(Penstemon pseudospectabilis ssp. pseudospectabilis), narrow-leaf sandpaper-plant
(Petalonyx linearis), desert unicorn-plant (Proboscidea althaeifolia), Orocopia sage
(Salvia greatae), desert spike moss (Selaginella eremophila), Cove’s cassia (Senna
covesii), and Palmer’s jackass clover (Wislizenia refracta ssp. palmeri).

3. California Species of Special Concern (CSSC): CSSC status applies to animals
generally not listed under the federal Endangered Species Act or the CESA, but
which nonetheless are declining at a rate that could result in listing, or historically
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occurred in low numbers and known threats to their persistence currently exist. 
CSSCs should be considered during the environmental review process. CSSC have 
the potential or have been documented to occur within or adjacent to the Project 
area, including, but not limited to: burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), western 
mastiff bat (Eumops perotis), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), American badger 
(Taxidea taxus), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), Le Conte’s thrasher 
(Toxostoma lecontei), Bendire’s thrasher (Toxostoma bendirei), and Mojave fringe-
toed lizard (Uma scoparia). 

4. Mitigation: CDFW considers adverse project-related impacts to sensitive species
and habitats to be significant to both local and regional ecosystems, and the DEIR
should include mitigation measures for adverse project-related impacts to these
resources. Mitigation measures should emphasize avoidance and reduction of
project impacts. For unavoidable impacts, onsite habitat restoration and/or
enhancement, and preservation should be evaluated and discussed in detail. Where
habitat preservation is not available onsite, offsite land acquisition, management,
and preservation should be evaluated and discussed in detail.  

The DEIR should include measures to perpetually protect the targeted habitat values
within mitigation areas from direct and indirect adverse impacts in order to meet
mitigation objectives to offset project-induced qualitative and quantitative losses of
biological values. Specific issues that should be addressed include restrictions on
access, proposed land dedications, long-term monitoring and management
programs, control of illegal dumping, water pollution, increased human intrusion, etc.

If sensitive species and/or their habitat may be impacted from the Project, CDFW
recommends the inclusion of specific mitigation in the DEIR. CEQA Guidelines
section 15126.4, subdivision (a)(1)(8) states that formulation of feasible mitigation
measures should not be deferred until some future date. The Court of Appeal in San
Joaquin Raptor Rescue Center v. County of Merced (2007) 149 Cal.App.4th 645
struck down mitigation measures which required formulating management plans
developed in consultation with State and Federal wildlife agencies after Project
approval. Courts have also repeatedly not supported conclusions that impacts are
mitigable when essential studies, and therefore impact assessments, are incomplete
(Sundstrom v. County of Mendocino (1988) 202 Cal. App. 3d. 296; Gentry v. City of
Murrieta (1995) 36 Cal. App. 4th 1359; Endangered Habitat League, Inc. v. County
of Orange (2005) 131 Cal. App. 4th 777).

CDFW recommends that the DEIR specify mitigation that is roughly proportional to
the level of impacts, in accordance with the provisions of CEQA (CEQA Guidelines,
§§ 15126.4(a)(4)(B), 15064, 15065, and 16355). The mitigation should provide long-
term conservation value for the suite of species and habitat being impacted by the
Project. Furthermore, in order for mitigation measures to be effective, they need to
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be specific, enforceable, and feasible actions that will improve environmental 
conditions.  

5. Habitat Revegetation/Restoration Plans: Plans for restoration and revegetation
should be prepared by persons with expertise in southern California ecosystems and
native plant restoration techniques. Plans should identify the assumptions used to
develop the proposed restoration strategy. Each plan should include, at a minimum:
(a) the location of restoration sites and assessment of appropriate reference sites;
(b) the plant species to be used, sources of local propagules, container sizes, and
seeding rates; (c) a schematic depicting the mitigation area; (d) a local seed and
cuttings and planting schedule; (e) a description of the irrigation methodology; (f)
measures to control exotic vegetation on site; (g) specific success criteria; (h) a
detailed monitoring program; (i) contingency measures should the success criteria
not be met; and (j) identification of the party responsible for meeting the success
criteria and providing for conservation of the mitigation site in perpetuity. Monitoring
of restoration areas should extend across a sufficient time frame to ensure that the
new habitat is established, self-sustaining, and capable of surviving drought.

CDFW recommends that local onsite propagules from the Project area and nearby 
vicinity be collected and used for restoration purposes. Onsite seed collection should 
be initiated in advance of project impacts in order to accumulate sufficient propagule 
material for subsequent use in future years. Onsite vegetation mapping at the 
alliance and/or association level should be used to develop appropriate restoration 
goals and local plant palettes. Reference areas should be identified to help guide 
restoration efforts. Specific restoration plans should be developed for various project 
components as appropriate.   

Restoration objectives should include protecting special habitat elements or re-
creating them in areas affected by the Project; examples could include retention of 
woody material, logs, snags, rocks, and brush piles. 

6. Nesting Birds and Migratory Bird Treaty Act: Please note that it is the Project
proponent’s responsibility to comply with all applicable laws related to nesting birds
and birds of prey. Fish and Game Code sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3513 afford
protective measures as follows: Fish and Game Code section 3503 makes it
unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except
as otherwise provided by Fish and Game Code or any regulation made pursuant
thereto. Fish and Game Code section 3503.5 makes it unlawful to take, possess, or
destroy any birds in the orders Falconiformes or Strigiformes (birds-of-prey) to take,
possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided
by Fish and Game Code or any regulation adopted pursuant thereto. Fish and Game
Code section 3513 makes it unlawful to take or possess any migratory nongame bird
except as provided by the rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the



Frances Segovia, Senior Transportation Planner 
County of Riverside Transportation Department 
October 23, 2023 
Page 11 

Interior under provisions of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, as amended (16 
U.S.C. § 703 et seq.).  

CDFW recommends that the DEIR include the results of avian surveys, as well as 
specific avoidance and minimization measures to ensure that impacts to nesting 
birds do not occur. Project-specific avoidance and minimization measures may 
include, but not be limited to: project phasing and timing, monitoring of project-
related noise (where applicable), sound walls, and buffers, where appropriate. The 
DEIR should also include specific avoidance and minimization measures that will be 
implemented should a nest be located within the project site. If pre-construction 
surveys are proposed in the DEIR, the CDFW recommends that they be required no 
more than three (3) days prior to vegetation clearing or ground disturbance activities, 
as instances of nesting could be missed if surveys are conducted sooner.     

7. Moving out of Harm’s Way: To avoid direct mortality to any non-listed terrestrial
wildlife, CDFW recommends that the lead agency condition the DEIR to require that
a CDFW-approved qualified biologist be retained to be onsite prior to and during all
ground- and habitat-disturbing activities to inspect the Project area prior to any
Project activities. Any individuals found shall not be harassed and shall be allowed to
leave the Project area unharmed. If needed, a qualified biologist may guide, handle,
or capture an individual non-listed, non-special-status wildlife species to move it to a
nearby safe location within nearby refugium, or it shall be allowed to leave the
Project site of its own volition. Capture methods may include hand, dip net, lizard
lasso, snake tongs and snake hook. If the wildlife species is discovered or is caught
in any pits, ditches, or other types of excavations, the qualified biologist shall release
it into the most suitable habitat near the site of capture. Movement of wildlife out of
harm’s way should be limited to only those individuals that would otherwise by
injured or killed, and individuals should be moved only as far a necessary to ensure
their safety (i.e., CDFW does not recommend relocation to other areas). Only
biologists with appropriate authorization by CDFW shall move CESA-listed or other
special-status species. Furthermore, it should be noted that the temporary relocation
of onsite wildlife does not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of offsetting
Project impacts associated with habitat loss.

8. Translocation of Species: CDFW generally does not support the use of relocation,
salvage, and/or transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare, threatened, or
endangered species as studies have shown that these efforts are experimental in
nature and largely unsuccessful.

California Endangered Species Act 

CDFW is responsible for ensuring appropriate conservation of fish and wildlife 
resources including threatened, endangered, and/or candidate plant and animal 
species, pursuant to CESA. CDFW recommends that a CESA Incidental Take Permit 
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(ITP) be obtained if the Project has the potential to result in “take” (California Fish and 
Game Code Section 86 defines “take” as “hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or 
attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill”) of State-listed CESA species, either 
through construction or over the life of the project. It is the policy of CESA to conserve, 
protect, enhance, and restore State-listed CESA species and their habitats. 

CDFW encourages early consultation, as significant modification to the proposed 
Project and avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures may be necessary to 
obtain a CESA ITP. CDFW must comply with CEQA for issuance of a CESA ITP. 
CDFW therefore recommends that the DEIR addresses all Project impacts to listed 
species and specify a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the 
requirements of CESA. 

Based on review of CNDDB and Biogeographic Information and Observation System 
(BIOS), and/or knowledge of the project site/vicinity/general area, CDFW is aware that 
the following CESA-listed species have the potential to occur onsite/have previously 
been reported onsite, including, but not limited to, desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) 
and Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni). 

CDFW Lake and Streambed Alteration Program 

Based on review of material submitted with the NOP and review of aerial photography, 
several ephemeral channels, shallow channels, and large channels are mapped within 
the Project area. It is likely that the Project applicant will need to notify CDFW per Fish 
and Game Code section 1602. Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires an entity to 
notify CDFW prior to commencing any activity that may do one or more of the following: 
Substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or lake; Substantially 
change or use any material from the bed, channel or bank of any river, stream, or lake; 
or Deposit debris, waste or other materials that could pass into any river, stream or lake. 
Please note that "any river, stream or lake" includes those that are episodic (i.e., those 
that are dry for periods of time) as well as those that are perennial (i.e., those that flow 
year-round). This includes ephemeral streams, desert washes, and watercourses with a 
subsurface flow. 

Upon receipt of a complete notification, CDFW determines if the proposed Project 
activities may substantially adversely affect existing fish and wildlife resources and 
whether a Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement is required. An LSA 
Agreement includes measures necessary to protect existing fish and wildlife resources. 
CDFW may suggest ways to modify your Project that would eliminate or reduce harmful 
impacts to fish and wildlife resources. 

CDFW’s issuance of an LSA Agreement is a “project” subject to CEQA (see Pub. 
Resources Code 21065). To facilitate issuance of an LSA Agreement, if necessary, the 
DEIR should fully identify the potential impacts to the lake, stream, or riparian 
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resources, and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, and monitoring and reporting 
commitments. Early consultation with CDFW is recommended, since modification of the 
proposed Project may be required to avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife 
resources. To submit a Lake or Streambed Alteration notification package, please go to 
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review/EPIMS. 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Construction Noise 

Project-related construction has the potential to generate a substantial temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Project. CDFW 
recommends that the DEIR include an analysis of impacts to wildlife from Project-
related construction noise, and appropriate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures that will reduce impacts to less than significant. 

Construction may result in substantial noise through road use, equipment, and other 
Project-related activities. This may adversely affect wildlife species in several ways as 
wildlife responses to noise can occur at exposure levels of only 55 to 60 dB5 . 
Anthropogenic noise can disrupt the communication of many wildlife species including 
frogs, birds, and bats6,7,8,9. Noise can also affect predator-prey relationships as many 
nocturnal animals such as bats and owls primarily use auditory cures (i.e., hearing) to 
hunt. Additionally, many prey species increase their vigilance behavior when exposed to 
noise because they need to rely more on visual detection of predators when auditory 
cues may be masked by noise10,11. Noise has also been shown to reduce the density of 
nesting birds12 and cause increased stress that results in decreased immune 
responses13. The County should include measures in the DEIR to ensure the following: 

5 Barber, J. R., K. R. Crooks, and K. M. Fristrup. 2009. The costs of chronic noise exposure for terrestrial organisms. Trends in 
Ecology and Evolution 25:180-189. 
6 Sun, J. W. C., and P. M. Narins. 2005. Anthropogenic sounds differentially affect amphibian call rate. Biological Conservation 
121:419–427. 
7 Patricelli, G., and J. J. L. Blickley. 2006. Avian communication in urban noise: causes and consequences of vocal adjustment. 
Auk 123:639–649. 
8 Gillam, E. H., and G. F. McCracken. 2007. Variability in the echolocation of Tadarida brasiliensis: effects of geography and 
local acoustic environment. Animal Behaviour 74:277–286. 
9 Slabbekoorn, H., and E. A. P. Ripmeester. 2008. Birdsong and anthropogenic noise: Implications and applications for 
conservation. Molecular Ecology 17:72–83. 
10 Rabin, L. A., R. G. Coss, and D. H. Owings. 2006. The effects of wind turbines on antipredator behavior in California ground 
squirrels (Spermophilus beecheyi). Biological Conservation 131:410–420. 
11 Quinn, J. L., M. J. Whittingham, S. J. Butler, W. Cresswell, J. L. Quinn, M. J. Whittingham, S. J. Butler, W. Cresswell, and W. 
Noise. 2017. Noise, predation risk compensation and vigilance in the chaffinch Fringilla coelebs. Journal of Avian Biology 
37:601–608. 
12 Francis, C. D., C. P. Ortega, and A. Cruz. 2009. Noise pollution changes avian communities and species interactions. Current 
Biology 19:1415–1419. 
13 Kight, C. R., and J. P. Swaddle. 2011. How and why environmental noise impacts animals: An integrative, mechanistic review. 
Ecology Letters 14:1052–1061. 



Frances Segovia, Senior Transportation Planner 
County of Riverside Transportation Department 
October 23, 2023 
Page 14 

restricting the use of equipment to hours least likely to disrupt wildlife (e.g., not at night 
or in early morning); restricting the use of generators except for temporary use in 
emergencies; provide power to sites by solar PV (photovoltaic) systems, cogeneration 
systems (natural gas generator), small micro-hydroelectric systems, or small wind 
turbine systems; ensure the use of noise suppression devices such as mufflers or 
enclosure for generators; and sounds generated from any means must be below the 55-
60 dB range within 50-feet from the source. 

Artificial Nighttime Lighting 

The Project will introduce new sources of artificial lighting during construction. CDFW 
recommends that the DEIR include lighting design specifications for all artificial 
nighttime lighting that will be used by the Project, an analysis of the direct and indirect 
impacts of artificial nighttime lighting on biological resources, and appropriate 
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures that will reduce impacts to less than 
significant. The direct and indirect impacts of artificial nighttime lighting on biological 
resources including migratory birds that fly at night, bats, and other nocturnal and 
crepuscular wildlife should be analyzed, and appropriate avoidance and minimization 
measures should be included in the DEIR.   

Artificial nighttime lighting often results in light pollution, which has the potential to 
significantly and adversely affect fish and wildlife. Artificial lighting alters ecological 
processes including, but not limited to, the temporal niches of species; the repair and 
recovery of physiological function; the measurement of time through interference with 
the detection of circadian and lunar and seasonal cycles; the detection of resources and 
natural enemies; and navigation14. Many species use photoperiod cues for 
communication (e.g., bird song15), determining when to begin foraging16, behavioral 
thermoregulation17, and migration18. Phototaxis, a phenomenon that results in attraction 
and movement towards light, can disorient, entrap, and temporarily blind wildlife species 
that experience it8 . The County should include measures in the DEIR to ensure the 
following: eliminate all nonessential lighting throughout the Project area; avoid or limit 
the use of artificial light during the hours of dawn and dusk when many wildlife species 
are most active; lighting for Project activities is fully shielded, cast downward, reduced in 
intensity to the greatest extent, and does not result in spill over onto other properties or 
upward into the night sky (see the International Dark-Sky Association standards at 

14 Gatson, K. J., Bennie, J., Davies, T., Hopkins, J. 2013. The ecological impacts of nighttime light pollution: a mechanistic 
appraisal. Biological Reviews, 88.4: 912-927. 
15 Miller, M. W. 2006. Apparent effects of light pollution on singing behavior of American robins. The Condor 108:130–139. 
16 Stone, E. L., G. Jones, and S. Harris. 2009. Street lighting disturbs commuting bats. Current Biology 19:1123–1127. 
17 Beiswenger, R. E. 1977. Diet patterns of aggregative behavior in tadpoles of Bufo americanus, in relation to light and 
temperature. Ecology 58:98–108. 
18 Longcore, T., and C. Rich. 2004. Ecological light pollution - Review. Frontiers in Ecology and the Environment 2:191–198. 
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http://darksky.org/); the use of LED lighting with a correlated color temperature of 3,000 
Kelvins or less; proper disposal of hazardous waste; and recycling of lighting that 
contains toxic compounds with a qualified recycler. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 

CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and 
negative declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make 
subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 
21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report any special status species and natural 
communities detected during Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity 
Database (CNDDB). Information can be submitted online or via completion of the 
CNDDB field survey form at the following link: 
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The types of information reported 
to CNDDB can be found at the following link: https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-
and-Animals. 

FILING FEES 

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment 
of filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination 
by the Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by 
CDFW. Payment of the fee is required in order for the underlying project approval to be 
operative, vested, and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; 
Pub. Resources Code, § 21089.). 

CONCLUSION 

CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the NOP of a DEIR for the 
Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement Project (SCH No. 2023090523) and 
recommends that the County of Riverside Transportation Department address 
CDFW’s comments and concerns in the forthcoming DEIR. Questions regarding this 
letter or further coordination should be directed to Alyssa Hockaday, Senior 
Environmental Scientist (Specialist), at Alyssa.Hockaday@wildlife.ca.gov or (760) 
920-8252.

Sincerely, 

Kim Freeburn 
Environmental Program Manager   

ec: Heather Brashear, Senior Environmental Scientist (Supervisor), CDFW 
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Subject: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement- Agency Notice of Preparation of EIR 
Good morning, 
On behalf of the County of Riverside Transportation Department (County), please find attached an 
Agency Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR for the Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement 
Project (proposed Project). This NOP is being distributed to responsible and trustee agencies, 
interested parties and the public per CEQA Guidelines 15082 to seek your input on the scope and 
content of the EIR. 
NOP Review Period: September 25, 2023 to October 24, 2023. 
Please provide your written response to the mailing address noted in the NOP or via email to me no 
later than October 24, 2023. 
For more information regarding the proposed Project, or to view the Initial Study and technical 
studies prepared for the proposed Project, please visit the Project’s webpage at: 
https://rcprojects.org/chuckwalla 
If you have questions regarding the proposed Project or NOP, please contact me. 
Frances Segovia 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Riverside County Transportation Department- Environmental Division 
(951) 955-1646
fsegovia@rivco.org
image description 
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Confidentiality Disclaimer 

This email is confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual(s) to whom it is addressed. The information contained in this 
message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure. 
If you are not the author's intended recipient, be advised that you have received this email in error and that any use, dissemination, 
forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please delete all copies, both 
electronic and printed, and contact the author immediately. 
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From: Howard, Craig@CHP 
To: Segovia, Frances 
Cc: Abrahams, Kristen@CHP; state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov; CHP-EIR; Hansen, Erin@CHP; Gonzales, 

Robert@CHP; Caldera, Gilbert@CHP; Novak, Robert@CHP 
Subject: EIR SCH #2023090523 
Date: Friday, September 29, 2023 11:28:37 AM 

CAUTION: This email originated externally from the Riverside County email system. DO NOT click links or open 
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Good Morning, 
In reference to SCH #2023090523, (Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement Project). The 
closure of the roadway for 18 months will have some minor impact to our operations. 
However, if there is a large incident on Interstate 10, there will be nowhere to filter the traffic 
around, and the traffic will essentially be stuck on Interstate 10 until the freeway is opened or 
the incident is mitigated. As far as our emergency response, if there is an incident on the 
opposite side of the closure, the unit will have an extended response time. On the positive 
side, there is only about 40 vehicles that traverse that portion of Chuckwalla Valley Road. 
I have training and I’m on vacation, but you have any questions please don’t hesitate to 
contact me. 
Thanks, 
Craig Howard, Lieutenant, #15048 
Commander 
CHP – Blythe Area 
430 S. Broadway 
Blythe, CA 92225 
(760) 640-2200
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From: Kowalski, Kent M <kent_kowalski@fws.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 24, 2023 1:25 PM 
To: Segovia, Frances 
Cc: James, Vincent P; Skaggs, Jacob@Wildlife 
Subject: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement Project NOP Comments 

CAUTION: This  emai l  originated external ly  from the Riverside County emai l  system.  DO NOT cl i ck l inks or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content i s sa fe. 

Good Afternoon, 

On September 21, 2023, the County of Riverside Transporation Department, on behalf of the California Department of Transportation, requested comments from the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (Service) and other agencies on the preparation of a draft environmental impact report. Based on the information provided in the agency notice of preparation, the 
Service has no comments at this time.  

Thank you for providing the opportunity to review the information. 

Kent Kowalski 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
Colorado Desert Division 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
777 East Tahquitz Canyon Way, Suite 208 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 
760-322-2070 ext. 414 
707-832-9837 Cell 
kent_kowalski@fws.gov 

mailto:kent_kowalski@fws.gov










From: Segovia, Frances 
To: Rull, Paul 
Subject: RE: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement- Agency Notice of Preparation of EIR 
Attachments: image003.png 

image004.png 

Thank you for your quick feedback, Paul. 

From: Rull, Paul 
Sent: Friday, September 22, 2023 11:29 AM 
To: Segovia, Frances 
Subject: RE: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement- Agency Notice of Preparation of EIR 
Thank you. Please note that the project is not located within any Airport Influence Area, 
therefore ALUC has no comments at this time. 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me. 
Paul Rull 
ALUC Director 

From: Segovia, Frances <FSEGOVIA@RIVCO.ORG> 
Sent: Friday, September 22, 2023 11:26 AM 
Subject: Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement- Agency Notice of Preparation of EIR 
Good morning, 
On behalf of the County of Riverside Transportation Department (County), please find attached an 
Agency Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an EIR for the Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement 
Project (proposed Project). This NOP is being distributed to responsible and trustee agencies, 
interested parties and the public per CEQA Guidelines 15082 to seek your input on the scope and 
content of the EIR. 
NOP Review Period: September 25, 2023 to October 24, 2023. 
Please provide your written response to the mailing address noted in the NOP or via email to me no 
later than October 24, 2023. 
For more information regarding the proposed Project, or to view the Initial Study and supporting 
technical studies prepared for the proposed Project, please visit the Project’s website at: 
https://rcprojects.org/chuckwalla 
Should you have questions regarding the proposed Project or NOP, please contact me. 
Frances Segovia 
Senior Transportation Planner 
Riverside County Transportation Department- Environmental Division 
(951) 955-1646
fsegovia@rivco.org
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 

Mitigation Monitoring Reporting 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Monitoring 
Responsibility Monitoring Procedure Comments 

Date/ 

Initials 

BIO-10: Preconstruction Bat Survey and Exclusion. To avoid direct mortality on bats, and their 
daytime or maternity roosts, a qualified bat biologist will be retained to conduct bat and bat roosting 
site surveys prior to construction. This preconstruction survey will be conducted within 200 feet of 
each bridge location during the general bat maternity season (between April 1 and September 30). 
The survey will occur at dusk and will include both acoustic data collection and an emergence count. 
If roosting sites or bats are not found, no further action will be necessary. Otherwise, the following 
exclusion is applicable:  

Part A. If the preconstruction survey finds bats to be roosting and bridge removal is scheduled to 
occur between October 1 and March 31 (outside of the maternity season of April 1 through 
September 30), bats will be evicted by the methods discussed below. In addition, if bat roosts are 
found in the bridge and the Project may perform work underneath or within 200 feet of the bridge 
with bats (between April 1 and September 30), the discussion below would also apply.  

The eviction of bats will be conducted using bat exclusion techniques developed by a qualified bat 
biologist and under the supervision of a qualified bat biologist. Typical bat exclusion techniques 
include the installation of one-way exclusion devices bridge(s), sealing the bridge at the time of 
abandonment, where applicable, to prevent the need for the exclusion process. Where exclusionary 
devices are installed on the bridge, the devices will remain in place for seven days, and then sealing 
any potential entrances and the exclusion points. A visual inspection of the bridge by a qualified bat 
biologist will be required prior to bridge removal to verify that all bats have been successfully 
excluded. 

Part B. If the preconstruction survey finds bats to be roosting and bridge removal is scheduled to 
occur during the maternity season (April 1 through September 30), a qualified biologist will monitor 
the roost to determine if the roost site is a maternal roost. This may be determined by either visual 
inspection of the roost for bat pups, if possible, or monitoring of the roost after the adults leave for 
the night to listen for bat pups. If the roost is determined to not be a maternal roost, then the bats 
will be evicted as described above under Part A. If the roost is determined to be a maternal roost, 
eviction of a maternal roost cannot occur during the nursery season, because bat pups cannot leave 
the roost until they have reached maturity. Once the maternity season is completed, construction and 
bridge removal can commence. 

Prior to Construction County-appointed Biologist/ 
Resident Engineer/ 
Construction Contractor 

Visual Resources 

VIA-1: Best Management Practices. The construction contractor shall preserve existing vegetation 
where feasible, use the existing roadway right of way for storge and laydown areas, limit 
construction to daylight hours, as feasible, and minimize the use of lighting to only what is required 
for directional and safety purposes to reduce the effects of construction on the visual environment. 

During Construction Project Engineer/ Resident 
Engineer/ Construction 
Contractor 

Cultural Resources 

CR-1: Inadvertent Discovery of Cultural Materials. If cultural materials are discovered during 
construction, all earth-moving activity within and around the immediate discovery area will be 
diverted until a qualified archaeologist can assess the nature and significance of the find.  

During Construction Qualified archaeologist/ 
Resident Engineer/ 
Construction Contractor 

HIST-1: Area of Potential Effects. 

A. The APE for the Undertaking was established in accordance with Stipulation VIII.A of the
Section 106 PA and is depicted in Attachment B of the MOA. The APE for the project

Final Design/During 
Construction 

County/Caltrans District 8/ 
Caltrans Cultural Studies 
Headquarters Office 







Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 

Mitigation Measure 

Mitigation Monitoring Reporting 

Monitoring 
Schedule 

Monitoring 
Responsibility Monitoring Procedure Comments 

Date/ 

Initials 

Paleontological Resources 

PAL-1: For construction monitoring, a paleontological resource impact mitigation program 
(PRIMP) will be prepared by a qualified professional paleontologist. The PRIMP must be completed 
prior to issuance of grading permits. The purpose of the document is to establish mitigation 
monitoring procedures and discovery protocols based on industrywide best practices (Murphey et 
al., 2019), for any paleontological resources encountered as a result of earth-disturbing activities 
during construction of the Project. A Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP) training 
will be prepared prior to the start of Project-related ground disturbance, will be presented in-person 
to all field personnel, and will describe the types of fossils that may be found and the procedures to 
follow if any are encountered. A PRIMP also will indicate where construction monitoring will be 
required for the Project and the frequency of required monitoring (i.e., full-time, spot-checks, etc.). 

Final design Qualified Paleontologist/ 
Resident Engineer/ 
Construction Contractor 

PAL-2: It is recommended that an initial full-time monitoring for all ground-disturbing activities in 
portions where Pleistocene alluvial fan (Qf) is exposed, and for ground-disturbing activities of 4 feet 
or greater below ground surface where Holocene sands and gravels (Qg) is exposed. Monitoring 
may be reduced to spot-checks or discontinued at the discretion of the Project Paleontologist if no 
intact and significant paleontological resources are encountered after the initial period of full-time 
monitoring. The PRIMP will define and quantify the initial period of full-time monitoring and will 
provide details about fossil collection, analysis, and preparation for permanent curation at an 
approved repository such as the Western Science Center. Lastly, the PRIMP describes the different 
reporting standards to be used—monitoring with negative findings versus monitoring resulting in 
fossil discoveries.   

During Construction Qualified Paleontologist/ 
Resident Engineer/ 
Construction Contractor 

Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

HAZ-1 The Project bridges consist of creosote-treated wood. Upon removal, the bridges should be 
managed as treated wood waste (TWW) in accordance with the Department of Toxic Substances 
Control (DTSC) Alternative Management Standards for TWW as described in Section 11.3. Treated 
wood waste will need to be appropriately managed. Management of waste, health and safety for 
workers, and compliance with regulatory requirements will be required. 

Final Design/Prior to 
Construction  

Project Engineer/Resident 
Engineer 

HAZ-2: The information provided in the Limited Phase II Surveys Report (January 2020) shall be 
used in conjunction with construction documents and the construction contractor’s own field 
verification of the abatement scope of work. If concealed suspect Asbestos Containing Materials 
(ACMs) not previously identified are discovered, the construction contractor shall stop work and 
notify the County immediately in compliance with applicable regulations. 

During Construction Project Engineer/Resident 
Engineer 

HAZ-3: Project-specific Special Provisions (SSP) shall be prepared to address management of the 
LBP. In addition, Cal/OSHA worker protection and training, Cal/EPA waste disposal, and Title 17, 
California Code of Regulations, Division 1, Chapter 8 Accreditations, Certification, and Work 
Practices for Lead-Based Paint and Lead Hazards requirements shall be implemented as applicable. 
Proper waste characterization and disposal of lead-containing and lead-contaminated debris shall be 
conducted in accordance with Title 22 of the California Code of Regulation and the California 
Health and Safety Code, Section 25157.8. 

Prior to Construction Project Engineer/Resident 
Engineer 













In Reply Refer to: 
FWS-ERIV-20B0200-20I1249 

July 2, 2020 
Sent by Email 

Mr. Craig Wentworth 
Department of Transportation – District 8 
464 West Fourth Street, 6th Floor 
San Bernardino, California  92401 

Subject: Request for Informal Consultation for the Chuckwalla Valley Road Bridge Replacement, 
Riverside County, California (BRLO 5956, 225, 226, 227 and 239) 

Dear Mr. Wentworth: 

We received your electronic mail dated May 21, 2020, requesting our concurrence with your 
determination that the proposed action for replacing four bridges along Chuckwalla Valley Road 
(Project) may affect, but is not likely to adversely affect the federally threatened desert tortoise 
[Mojave population DPS (Gopherus agassizii); desert tortoise] or its designated critical habitat. 
Your request and our response are made pursuant to section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973 (Act), as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). The California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) is the non-Federal representative for the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA). Caltrans is receiving Federal funding for the Project from FHWA and 
providing funding to Riverside County (Applicant) for the Project. Caltrans has assumed 
FHWA’s National Environmental Policy Act responsibilities for section 7 consultation in 
accordance with 23 U.S.C. 327 Memorandum of Understanding between FHWA and Caltrans 
(effective October 1, 2012). 

The proposed Project would occur on Chuckwalla Valley Road east of Desert Center in 
Riverside County. The Applicant proposes to replace four existing two-lane timber bridges with 
two-lane modern bridges. Project activities would include removing existing bridge structures, 
constructing bridge components, installing modern traffic road barriers and railings, and 
improving roadway and channels underneath the bridges. The Applicant would use the existing 
roadway for access and staging construction equipment and materials. All Project activities 
would occur within the roadway right-of-way. 

The action area for the proposed Project is within designated critical habitat for desert tortoise. 
Pre-project surveys for desert tortoise were conducted in the Project area in 2017 and 2019.These 
surveys did not detect desert tortoise individuals or sign. Project activities would disturb 
approximately 10.17 acres of designated critical habitat, permanently impacting 0.66 acre and 
temporarily impacting 9.51 acres. 

United States Department of the Interior 
U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Ecological Services 
Palm Springs Fish and Wildlife Office 

777 East Tahquitz Canyon Way, Suite 208 
Palm Springs, California 92262 



Conservation Measures 

The proposed Project includes conservation measures (CM) intended to avoid and minimize 
effects to desert tortoise and its designated critical habitat. Caltrans will ensure implementation 
of the following conservation measures: 

CM 1. Best Management Practices (BMPs): Caltrans will ensure the implementation 
of the following BMPs to reduce impacts on desert tortoise and critical habitat: 

a. Workers will implement dust control measures to minimize airborne dust
impacts on adjacent vegetation.

b. The Project will reduce the potential for fire by requiring the use of protective
gear to reduce fire risks. In addition, fire suppression capabilities will be
available on site whenever construction occurs during the fire season.

c. Trash will be stored in closed containers and removed from the Project
area daily.

d. Workers will properly remove and dispose of non-native plant species
during construction activities to prevent sprouting or regrowth.

e. The Project will include plans for water pollution and erosion control in
accordance with Regional Water Quality Control Board requirements.

CM 2. Biological Monitor: An Approved Biologist will monitor construction activities 
to ensure that practicable measures are being employed to avoid incidental 
disturbance to desert tortoise designated critical habitat adjacent to the Project area. 

CM 3. Preconstruction Desert Tortoise Survey: An Approved Biologist will conduct 
preconstruction surveys in all work areas for desert tortoise no more than 7 days 
prior to the start of construction activities, including staging within the Project area. 

CM 4. Temporary Construction Areas: Caltrans will ensure that post-construction and 
all temporary construction areas within desert tortoise habitat will be returned to 
preconstruction conditions. 

CM 5. Desert Tortoise Exclusion Fencing: Caltrans will ensure the construction area 
will be contained to the minimal area necessary to complete the proposed Project 
and will be specified in the construction plans. Desert tortoise-proof fencing will 
be installed under the direction of an Approved Biologist around the perimeter of 
the Project site to prevent desert tortoise from entering. The fencing will be 
monitored and maintained at a frequency necessary to ensure its effectiveness. 

CM 6. Worker Environmental Awareness Program Training: The Project will 
include a worker education program, which the Approved Biologist will present 
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