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General Information about This Document

What’s in this document:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial Study (IS), which
examines the potential environmental impacts of the alternatives being considered for the
proposed project located in San Bernardino County on Interstate 15 (I-15) at spot locations from
Post Miles (PM) R110.4 to PM 179.4. Caltrans is the lead agency under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The document describes why the project is being proposed,
which alternatives are being considered for the project, how the existing environment could be
affected by the project, the potential impacts of each of the alternatives, and the proposed
avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures. The Draft Initial Study circulated to the
public for 30 days between April 17, 2024 and May 17, 2024. Comments received during this
period are included in Chapter 3. Changes to the document made since the draft document
circulation are shown with a vertical line in the margin. Minor editorial changes and clarifications
are not shown. Additional copies of this document and the related technical studies are available
for review at 464 W. 4th Street, San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400.

Alternative Formats:

For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, in large
print, on audiocassette, or on computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats,
please call or write to Caltrans, Attn: Malisa Lieng, Senior Environmental Planner, 464 W. 4t
Street MS 823, San Bernardino, CA 92401; (909) 261-3955 (Voice), or use the California Relay
Service 1 (800) 735-2929 (TTY to Voice), 1 (800) 735-2922 (Voice to TTY), 1 (800) 855-3000
(Spanish TTY to Voice and Voice to TTY), 1-800-854-7784 (Spanish and English Speech-to-
Speech) or 711.
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SCH: 2024040752

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code
Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) plans to remove the existing rock slope
protection (RSP) and install partially grouted RSP underneath the Mescal Ditch Bridge (Left &
Right) Br. No. 54-0303 L&R at PM 166.8, and lvanpah Ditch Bridge (Left & Right) Br. No. 54-0316
L&R at PM 179.4. Traditional RSP would be installed underneath Telephone Wash Bridge (Left)
Br. No. 54-0233 L at PM R110.4, and Cenda Ditch Bridge (Left) Br. No. 54-1308 L at PM 172.1L
on Interstate 15 (I-15) between post mile (PM) R110.4 and PM 179.4 in San Bernardino County.
The project would also include the upgrading of Metal Beam Guardrail (MBGR) to Midwest
Guardrail System (MGS) and constructing vegetation control underneath the guardrail. The
existing bridge rail at Mescal Ditch Bridge and Telephone Wash Bridge would be replaced to
concrete barrier and sign panels would be upgraded at Mescal Ditch Bridge. In addition, re-
striping would occur from Mescal Ditch Bridge to lvanpah Bridge.

Determination

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study for this project and, following public review, has determined
from this study that the project would not have a significant effect on the environment for the
following reasons:

The project would have no effect on: aesthetics, agriculture and forestry resources, air quality,
cultural resources, energy, geology and soils, land use and planning, mineral resources, noise
paleontology, population and housing, recreation, traffic and transportation, tribal cultural
resources, utilities and service systems, public services, and wildfires.

In addition, the proposed project would have less than significant effects to greenhouse gas
emissions, hazards and hazardous materials, and hydrology and water quality.

With the following mitigation measures incorporated, the proposed project would have less than
significant effects to Biological Resources:

Dewatering: Comply with 2023 Caltrans SSP 13-4.04G or latest version.

BIO-General-1: Equipment Staging, Storing, and Borrow Sites. All staging, storing,
and borrow sites require the approval of the Caltrans Biologist.

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Bats) For all Project activities planned in or
adjacent to potential bat roosting habitat, such as, but not limited to, bridges, swallow
nests, and episodic washes that contain creviced walls, a designated Biologist shall
conduct daytime and evening visual surveys for bats and for potential roosting habitat 14
days prior to the planned commencement of Project activities. If bats are found roosting
in or adjacent to the PIA, the Designated Biologist shall conduct emergence surveys and
use acoustic monitoring during appropriate weather conditions to identify species,
estimated quantity present, roost type (e.g., maternity), and roost status (e.g., maternal
roost occupied, seasonal refuge, etc.). CDFW shall be notified within 24 hours if bats are
found roosting. Results of the surveys shall be provided to CDFW within seven days of
completing the aforementioned surveys. If roosting bats or signs of roosting bats are found
in the Project areas (e.g., occupied roosts, urine staining, guano masses, etc.), a Bat
Avoidance and Monitoring Plan shall be submitted at least seven days prior to the start of
Project activities for CDFW review and written approval. Project activities may not start
until CDFW's written approval of the Bat Avoidance and Monitoring Plan which shall
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until CDFW's written approval of the Bat Avoidance and Monitoring Plan which shall
include: (1) an assessment of all Project impacts to bats, including noise disturbance
during construction; (2) effective avoidance and minimization measures to protect bats;
(3) compensatory mitigation for permanent impacts to roosts if impacted, such as, but not
limited to, constructing artificial bat roosting habitats (e.g. bat boxes or panels).

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Desert Tortoise) Preconstruction desert
tortoise surveys must be conducted within the Biological Study Area in accordance with
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's 2009 desert tortoise survey method
(https:/Iwwwfws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/Desert-Tortoise-Field-Manual.pdf).  If
surveys confirm absence, the CDFW approved biologist shall ensure desert tortoise does
not have access to the project area. If surveys confirms presence of desert tortoise,
Caltrans will communicate with CDFW and USFWS to coordinate and implement
protective measures.

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities) Within the appropriate identification periods for special-status plants and
Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall be conducted according to the CDFW 2018
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-status Plant Populations and
Sensitive Natural Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959). In addition, three days
prior to construction, a preconstruction survey must be conducted by a CDFW approved
Qualified Biologist with a minimum of five years of professional experience surveying for
special-status plant species and Sensitive Natural Communities in Californian desert
environments. Surveys shall be conducted within the Biological Study Area (the PIA plus
an additional 100 feet). Sensitive Natural Communities must be flagged for visual
identification to construction personnel for work avoidance. Sensitive Natural
Communities detected shall be flagged or fenced off with ESA temporary high visibility
fencing.

Bio-General-7: Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP). A qualified
biologist must present a biological resource information program/WEAP for desert tortoise
and other special-status species/habitat found within the BSA prior to project activities to
all personnel that will be present within the project limits for longer than 30 minutes at any
given time.

BIO-General-8: Biological Monitor (Bats) The contractor supplied qualified biologist
must monitor project activities daily to ensure that measures are being implemented and
documented for bats. If bats are disturbed and evacuating the bridge during project
activities, all activities must stop. The Caltrans biologist and the resident engineer must
be contacted and work will only continue with permission of qualified bat biologist.

B1O-General-8: Biological Monitor (Birds) The Qualified Biologist must monitor project
activities weekly to ensure that measures are being implemented and documented, and
daily for any nesting birds observed during preconstruction surveys until the young have
fledged or the nest is deemed inactive.

BIO-General-8: Biological Monitor (Desert Tortoise) The contractor supplied qualified
biologist must monitor project activities daily to ensure that measures are being
implemented and documented for desert tortoise. If a desert tortoise is found within the
project area, all work will stop and the tortoise will be given a 50-foot buffer. The tortoise
will be permitted to leave the area of his own accord. The contractor supplied qualified
biologist and the Resident Engineer will stop work and USFWS and CDFW will be notified
for further guidance.



B1O-General-9: Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) To address impacts to desert
tortoise, desert tortoise designated critical habitat, special-status species, and sensitive
natural community black-stem rabbitbrush scrub (BSRB), surveys shall be conducted
within the Biological Study Area (the PIA plus an additional 100 feet). Sensitive Natural
Communities detected shall be flagged or fenced off with ESA temporary high visibility
fencing (THVF), as shown on the plans and/or described in the specifications. In areas
where BSRB is present, ESA fencing will be utilized to maximize protection of BSRB for
protection from work avoidance as much as feasible. Within the appropriate identification
periods for special-status plants and Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall be
conducted according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts
to Special-status Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959).

BIO-General-10: Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) Fence Monitoring Integrity
inspections of desert tortoise fencing must occur throughout the duration of the project
daily prior to commencing project activities and after activities are completed. If during
construction the fence fails, work must stop until it is repaired, and the qualified biologist
inspects (and clears) the job site.

Bio-General-11: Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) Fence Removal. All temporary
fencing must be removed as a last order of work. During removal, a qualified biologist
must be present.

BlO-General-12: Animal Entrapment To prevent inadvertent entrapment of desert
tortoise during project activities, all excavated steep-walled holes, or trenches more than
6 inches deep must be covered at the close of each working day by plywood (or similar
material) or provided with one or more escape ramps constructed of earth fill or wooden
planks. At the beginning of each working day, all such holes or trenches must be inspected
to ensure no animals have been trapped during the previous night. Before such holes or
trenches are filled, they must be thoroughly inspected for trapped animals. Trapped
animals must be released by the qualified biologist. If a desert tortoise is found, the
agencies will be notified for further guidance.

BIO-General-16: Invasive Weed Control To address impacts to natural communities of
concern and special-status plant and rare insect host plant species, a Qualified Biologist
must identify invasive species within the Project Impact Area during shoulder backing,
road realignment, and road widening. Treatment and disposal methods must be approved
by the Caltrans Biologist prior to vegetation removal.

BlO-Arthropod 1- Rare Insect Host Plant Preconstruction Clearance Survey,
Flagging, and Fencing: No more than 3 days prior to project activities, a Caltrans-
approved biologist must perform a preconstruction survey for Monarch butterfly host
plants. Should any Monarch butterfly host plants be found, the Resident Engineer and
Caltrans biologist must be contacted, and host plants must be flagged by the Contractor-
supplied biologist for visual identification to construction personnel for work avoidance.
Should multiple plants in a single location be found, the groupings must be fenced with
Temporary High Visibility Fencing (THVF) as an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).

Bio-Avian-1: Preconstruction Nesting Bird Survey. If project activities cannot avoid the
nesting season, generally regarded as Feb. 1 — Sept 30, then preconstruction nesting bird
surveys must be conducted 3-days prior to construction by a qualified biologist to locate
and avoid nesting birds. If an active avian nest is located, a no construction buffer may be
established and monitored by the qualified biologist and/or monitored until the young have
fledged or the nest is no longer active.
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BIO-Desert Tortoise-3: Injured or Dead Desert Tortoise The qualified biologist must
inform USFWS and CDFW of any injured or dead desert tortoises (and other special status
species) found on site (verbal notification within 24 hours and written notification within 5
days).

BlO-Plant-1: Rare Special-status Plant and Sensitive Natural Communities
Surveys, Flagging, and Fencing (Revised): Within the appropriate identification
periods for special-status plants and Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall

be conducted according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special-status Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities
(found at: https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=18959). In
addition, three days prior to construction, preconstruction surveys must be
conducted by a CDFW approved qualified biologist with experience surveying for
special-status plant species and Sensitive Natural Communities in Californian
desert environments during the typical rare plant blooming season (March-June) for

all off pavement work areas, as well as any construction staging areas prior to use.
Special-status plants and Sensitive Natural Communities must be flagged for visual
identification to construction personnel for work avoidance. Special-status plants
detected featuring multiple plants in a single location must be fenced with Temporary

High Visibility Fencing (THVF) as an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).
Sensitive Natural Communities detected shall be flagged or fenced off as ESAs with
THVF. If complete avoidance of CESA-listed plants cannot be achieved, CDFW
recommends that Project activities be postponed until appropriate authorization (i.e.,

a finalized CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP) under Fish and Game Code section
2081) is obtained.

BIO-Plant-PSM-3: Topsoil Conservation Prior to any groundbreaking activities, the
topsoil, or duff, of a project must be scraped and stored to be redistributed on the project
site after construction activities are completed.

BIO-Reptile-1: Equipment Flagging: Project personnel must attach surveyor
flagging tape to a conspicuous place on each piece of equipment to remind the
operator to check under the equipment for desert tortoise before operating
equipment at any time.

B1O-Reptile-4-PSM: Speed Limits in Desert Tortoise Habitat: Except on maintained
public roads designated for higher speeds or within desert tortoise proof fenced, areas,
driving speeds must not exceed 20 miles per hour through potential desert tortoise
habitat on paved road.

B1O-Reptile-5: Desert Tortoise Predation Prevention To preclude attracting
predators, such as the common raven (Corvus corax) and coyotes (Canis latrans), food-
related trash items must be placed in covered refuse cans and removed daily from the
work sites and disposed of at an appropriate refuse disposal site. Workers are prohibited
from feeding all wildlife.

BIO-Reptile-6: Temporary Demarcation: Temporary demarcation in the form of
Temporary Desert Tortoise Fencing must be established following the most recent
USFWS protocol for construction of fencing at bridge locations as shown on the plans
prior to construction to exclude desert tortoise. All temporary demarcation materials must
be removed once construction has been completed.
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BIO-Reptile-7: Permanent Fencing: Permanent fencing for desert tortoise must be re-
installed following the most recent USFWS protocol for construction of fencing to replace
previous fencing damaged or removed during construction activities, to ensure

connectivity (tie-ins to culverts, etc.). Changes in location of fencing will be decided by
Caltrans qualified biologist and design.

Aot HNectelbera 8/8/2024

Kurt Heidelberg v Date
Deputy District Director

District 8, Division of Environmental Planning

California Department of Transportation
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Chapter 1 — Proposed Project

Introduction

The project is on Interstate 15 (I-15) at post mile (PM) R110.4, 1.2 miles south of Afton Road
Overcrossing, to PM 179.4, 2.9 miles north of Nipton Road Overcrossing, in San Bernardino
County. The work includes removing the existing rock slope protection (RSP) and installing
partially grouted or traditional RSP at PM R110.4, PM 166.8, PM 172.1L and PM 179.4, upgrading
four Metal Beam Guardrail (MBGR) to Midwest Guardrail System (MGS) and constructing
vegetation control underneath those guardrails. In addition, re-striping would occur from Mescal
Ditch Bridge to Ivanpah Bridge.

This project is included in the 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) and is
proposed for funding from the SHOPP Bridge Preservation Program 201.111/HA21 for delivery
in the 2025/2026 fiscal year.

Purpose and Need

Purpose
The purpose of the project is to maintain bridge stability, functionality, and improve the safety of
the traveling public.

Need

The need for the project is to protect the abutments and foundations of the bridges. Proper
protection from erosion and sediment build up at the bridges’ abutments and foundations are
necessary to maintain the stability and functionality of the bridges.

Project Description

This section describes the proposed action and the project alternatives developed to meet the
purpose and need of the project, while avoiding or minimizing environmental impacts. The
alternatives are the Build Alternative and the “No-Build Alternative.”

The project is located in San Bernardino County on I-15 from PM R110.4, 1.2 miles south of Afton
Canyon Road Overcrossing to PM 179.4, 2.9 miles north of Nipton Road Overcrossing. The
proposed project occurs at 6 spot locations to address the deteriorating facilities. This portion of
I-15 is a north-south, two to three-lane highway with 12-foot lanes and 10 to 32 foot outside
shoulders and 5 to 10-foot inside shoulders in each direction of traffic. The purpose of the project
is to upgrade the deteriorating facilities by replacing and/or installing RSP.

Alternatives
No-Build Alternative

Under the No-Build, the existing facilities would remain in their current condition and the existing
RSP will continue to deteriorate. This alternative does not meet the purpose and need.



Build Alternative

The Build Alternative consists of removing the existing RSP and installing partially grouted or
traditional RSP at the following six locations on Interstate 15 in San Bernardino County:

o Telephone Wash Bridge (Left) Br. No. 54-0233L at PM R110.4

o Mescal Ditch Bridge (Left and Right) Br. No 54-0303 at PM 166.8
¢ Cenda Ditch Bridge (Left) Br. No. 54-1308L at PM 172.1L

¢ |vanpah Ditch Bridge (Left and Right) Br. No. 54-0316 at PM 179.4

In addition to the RSP work, existing MBGR would be upgraded to MGS at the following four
locations:

o Telephone Wash — Southbound, left side
e Mescal Bridge — Northbound, right side
e Mescal Bridge — Southbound, left side

e Ivanpah Bridge — Northbound, right side

Vegetation control would be constructed underneath the guardrails. The existing bridge rails at
Mescal Ditch Bridge and Telephone Wash Bridge would be replaced by concrete barriers. In
addition, sign panels would be upgraded at Mescal Ditch Bridge and re-striping would occur from
Mescal Ditch Bridge to Ivanpah Bridge.

Temporary construction easements (TCE) would be needed to construct temporary access roads
during construction. Five of the six bridges (Mescal, Cenda, and Ivanpah Ditch Bridge) are located
within the Bureau of Land Management’s (BLM) jurisdiction.

Further stage construction and traffic handling plans would be developed during the Design
phase. It is currently proposed for the one of the shoulders to be closed during the replacement
of the bridge railing and for traffic to be shifted to the other shoulder. Temporary barrier systems
would be installed during the replacement of the bridge rail and the lane would be closed for the
installation and removal of this system. The lanes are proposed to be open at all times and no
detours are needed.

The capital cost for this alternative is estimated at $17,962,331. The estimated number of working
days is 360. If there are any changes to the project design, or if regulatory agency findings
necessitate compensatory mitigation, the cost would be added to this estimate.
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Permits and Approvals Needed

The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications (PLACs) are required for project
construction:

Agency PLAC Status
United States Fish and Programmatic Biological Opinion Caltrans has requested concurrence that the
Wildlife Service (PBO) Project is consistent with the Programmatic
(USFWS) Biological Opinion (PBO) between USFWS and

Caltrans, dated Feb. 17, 2021. Concurrence with
the PBO was received from USFWS on May 2,

2024.
United States Army Approved Jurisdictional The Approved JD will be determined during the
Corps of Engineers Determination (JD) Final Design phase of the project. The project
(USACE) will not proceed to construction before receiving
the Approved JD.
California Department of | 1602 Agreement for Streambed Application for the 1602 Agreement will occur
Fish and Wildlife Alteration during the Final Design phase of the project. The
(CDFW) project will not proceed to construction before

receiving these permits.

Regional Water Quality | Water Discharge Requirement (WDR) | The WDR will be determined during the Final

Control Board Design phase of the project. The project will not
(RWQCB) proceed to construction before receiving the
WDR.




Chapter 2 — California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Evaluation

CEQA Environmental Checklist

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors that might be affected
by the proposed project. In many cases, background studies performed in connection with the
projects will indicate that there are no impacts to a particular resource. A NO IMPACT answer in
the last column reflects this determination. The words "significant” and "significance" used
throughout the following checklist are related to CEQA, not NEPA, impacts. The questions in this
form are intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent
thresholds of significance.

Project features, which can include both design elements of the project, and standardized
measures that are applied to all or most Caltrans projects such as Best Management Practices
(BMPs) and measures included in the Standard Plans and Specifications or as Standard Special
Provisions, are considered to be an integral part of the project and have been considered prior to
any significance determinations documented below; see Chapter 1 for a detailed discussion of
these features.



AESTHETICS

o Less Than
Significant Significant Less
Except as provided in Public Resources and gwith Than No
Code Section 21099, would the project: Unavoidable Mitioation Significant | Impact
Impact 9 Impact
Incorporated
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on (] (] (] &

a scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited to,

trees, rock outcroppings, and historic L] L] u =
buildings within a state scenic highway?

¢) In non-urbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced from a publicly

accessible vantage point). If the project L] L] u =
is in an urbanized area, would the
project conflict with applicable zoning
and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial
light or glare which would adversely

affect day or nighttime views in the L] L] L] I
area?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Aesthetics

a) No Impact: According to the Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) Questionnaire, completed on
October 16, 2023, the proposed project would have no or negligible visual changes to the
environment. In addition, the project limits are not identified as a scenic highway. Therefore, the
project would not have an impact on a scenic vista.

b) No Impact: This portion of the I-15 is not officially designated as a state scenic highway and
there are no designated scenic highways within the project limits. The proposed project areas are
classified as Resource Conservation (RC), General Commercial (CG), and Regional Industrial
(IR) areas. The proposed project site would not damage any scenic resources or historic
buildings. As such, there would be no impact.

¢) No Impact: The existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings would
remain the same as existing conditions; therefore, the project would not substantially degrade the
area.

d) No Impact: The project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for aesthetics.



AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

Air Resources Board.

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on
agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland,
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land,
including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project; and
the forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California

to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

Significant L?SS. '_I'han

. and Slgnlflcant Lgss”Than No

Would the project: Unavoidable with Significant Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact Incorporated

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland,
or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and u L] L] =
Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract? o L] L] =
c¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section [] [] [] X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use? o L] L] =
e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location or
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, [] [] [] X

CEQA Significance Determinations for Agriculture and Forest Resources

a) No Impact: According to the California Department of Conservation Map, there are no

farmlands or vacant land mapped as Prime Farmlands, Unique Farmlands, Farmlands of

Statewide Importance or Farmlands of Local Importance within the project limits.
b) No Impact: There are no Williamson Act parcels located within the project area.

¢) No Impact: There are no forest lands, timberlands, or timberland production areas adjacent to
or within the project site. The project area would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause

rezoning or forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production.




d) No Impact: The project would not result in the loss or conversion of forest land.

e) No Impact: The project would not result in the conversion of farmland to non-agricultural use
or forest land to non-forest use.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for agriculture and forest
resources.



AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management district
or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Significant Less Than
g Significant | Less Than

N and . TR No

Would the project: ; with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of
the applicable air quality plan? u u u =
b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non- attainment under an [] [] [] =
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?
¢) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations? u u u =
d) Result in other emissions (such as those
leading to odors) adversely affecting a ] ] ] =
substantial number of people?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Air Quality

a) No Impact: The project is located in the western portion of the Mojave Desert Air Basin
(MDAB). The Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District (MDAQMD) has jurisdiction over
the project area and is responsible for bringing the Basin into attainment for federal and state
air quality standards. To achieve this goal, MDAQMD prepares plans for the attainment of air
quality standards, as well as maintenance of those standards once achieved. This project is
not a capacity-increasing transportation project. It will have no impact on traffic volumes and
would generate a less than significant amount of pollutants during construction due to the very
short duration of project construction. The project is categorized as an exempt project per Table
1 of Caltrans CO (Carbon Monoxide) Protocol - “Repair of damage caused by natural disasters,
civil unrest, or terrorist acts, except projects involving substantial functional, locational or
capacity changes” and “Guardrails, median barriers, crash cushion; and Directional and
informational signs” and is exempt from all air emissions analysis. Therefore, the proposed
project would not conflict with the Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), violate any air quality
standard, result in a net increase of any criteria pollutant, or expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations. Impacts will be less than significant. No mitigation is
required.

The project is included in the 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) from
the 2023 Grouped Project Detailed Backup Listings on the Southern California Associated of
Governments (SCAG) website.

As such, the project would have no impacts.

b) No Impact: During project construction, emissions would be short term and transitory, and
fugitive dust would be limited. No net increase in operational emissions would occur, traffic
volumes would be the same under the Project Alternative and No-Build Alternative. The project
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would result in short-term generation of emissions, but no increases would occur for project

operation and no impacts related to a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant.

c) No Impact: No impacts related to exposure of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentration would occur. California Air Resources Board (CARB) characterizes sensitive
land uses as simply as possible by using the example of residences, playgrounds, and medical
facilities. However, there are none of these sensitive receptors in the nearby vicinities.

d) No Impact: According to the CARB, land uses associated with odor complaints typically
include agricultural uses, wastewater treatment plants, food processing plants, chemical
plants, composting areas, refineries, landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding facilities.
Because the project would not include any of these types of uses, and no sensitive land uses
are located along the alignment, no impacts would occur.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for air quality.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Would the project:

Significant
and
Unavoidable

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact Incorporated

No
Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, or NOAA Fisheries?

b) 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?

c) 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?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

]

CEQA Significance Determinations for Biological Resources

a) Less Than Significant Impact: A Natural Environment Study [Minimal Impacts] (NESMI) was
approved in December 2023. Caltrans has determined, in accordance with the California
Endangered Species Act (CESA), that the project would have “No Take” of State-listed or
Candidate species for the gilded flicker (Colaptes chrysoides), desert tortoise (Gopherus
agassizii), and Mohave tui chub (Siphateles bicolor mohavensis). There would also be “No Effect”
on NOAA Fisheries listed species of Essential Fish Habitat.
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Special-Status Plant Species and Sensitive Natural Communities

No special-status plants were observed in the Biological Study Area (BSA) during the general
habitat assessment survey. With the exception of desert wash bank work areas (RSP
replacement and temporary access roads), the Project Impact Area (PIA) primarily consists of the
existing paved travel way and previously disturbed shoulder areas with compacted or barren soils
or areas dominated by nonnative ruderal species void of suitable habitat for special-status plants.
Special-status plants would not be impacted but to avoid the potential for adverse impacts,
Compensatory mitigation would not be required. Caltrans proposes avoidance and minimization
measures Bio-General-1, Bio-Plant-1, and Bio-General-7.

Black-stem rabbitbrush scrub, a riparian Sensitive Natural Community with a state ranking of S3,
is within the project area, and impacts are anticipated to the habitat. This community was
observed near PM T16.2 and T16.3 to T16.8 for a total of approximately 3.258 acres observed
within the JDSA.

Based on the Jurisdictional Delineation survey, approximately 0.216 acres of permanent impacts
and approximately 0.009 acres of temporary impacts are anticipated to occur to black-stem
rabbitbrush scrub. These numbers are subject to verification by the agencies and may change
with the final project design. The project will implement avoidance and minimization efforts and
Caltrans Standard Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent the importation of invasive
plant materials and further degradation of the vegetation. Caltrans will pursue a 1600 permit and
will coordinate with CDFW to review areas where 1600 resources occur within the Project Area.

Threats to natural communities include future development, habitat degradation, human and
vehicular traffic, climate change, among others. These threats all exist within and in the vicinity of
the PIA and under pre-Project conditions. The current project will occur both within and outside
of Caltrans ROW, which includes areas that are already disturbed. Based on the small acreage
of permanent impacts to black-stem rabbitbrush scrub, the Project is not anticipated to have
adverse cumulative effects on this sensitive natural community.

Avoidance measures included are: Bio-General-1, Bio-General-4, Bio-General-8, Bio-General-9,
Bio-General-11, Bio-General-16, Bio-Plant-1, Bio-Plant-PSM-3. Compensatory mitigation for
permanent impacts to black-stem rabbitbrush scrub is anticipated, with resource agency approval,
through on-site restoration activities, suitable mitigation/conservation bank credits, suitable in-lieu
fee program credits, and/or other mitigation acceptable to the resource agencies involved as
applicable.

Special-Status Plant Species

No special-status plants were observed in the Biological Study Area (BSA) during the general
habitat assessment survey. With the exception of desert wash work areas (RSP replacement and
temporary access roads), the Project Impact Area (PIA) primarily consists of the existing paved
travel way and previously disturbed shoulder areas with compacted or barren soils or areas
dominated by nonnative ruderal species void of suitable habitat for special-status plants. Special-
status plants would not be impacted but to avoid the potential for adverse impacts, Compensatory
mitigation would not be required. Caltrans proposes avoidance and minimization measures Bio-
General-1, Bio-Plant-1, and Bio-General-7.

Special-Status Animal Species

No special status animal(s) was/were observed within the BSA.
12



Special-Status Reptiles

The desert tortoise (Gopherus agassizii) is both a federally-listed and State-listed threatened
species. Desert tortoises inhabit the Mojave, Colorado, and Sonoran Deserts in the southwestern
United States and adjacent Mexico. The desert tortoise is primarily active between March and
June and in late summer months in the eastern Mojave Desert but may also be active outside
these months when the temperature is below 104 degrees Fahrenheit. Desert tortoise spend
November through February in dormant states inside their burrows. The BSA has been affected
by previous highway maintenance activities and is routinely used by the public. There are several
areas within the BSA exhibiting high disturbance levels and do not feature ideal habitat conditions
for desert tortoise. However, areas of native Mojavean desert scrub with minimal disturbance and
natural plant communities found within the BSA are suitable habitat for desert tortoise, including
the wash bank areas requiring RSP replacement.

The database searches identified critical desert tortoise habitat and several records of desert
tortoise in the BSA. Suitable desert tortoise habitat such as native desert scrub plant communities,
flat terrain and sandy, fine soils were observed in the BSA. No live desert tortoise or signs
(burrows, scat, tracks, shell fragments, etc.) were observed in the BSA during the general habitat
assessment survey. Project Impact Areas containing the Primary constituent elements (PCE) for
desert tortoise are confined to the off pavement RSP work areas containing Mojavean desert
scrub with minimal disturbance and natural plant communities. The existing RSP does not
constitute suitable desert tortoise habitat and is therefore not considered a PCE for desert tortoise.

Desert tortoise Critical Habitat overlaps three of the four bridge BSA locations which includes the
portions from approximately PM R110.4 to PM R116.85 (Telephone Wash), PM 142.9 to PM
167.8 (Mescal Ditch), and PM 176.3 to PM 177.7 (lvanpah Ditch). Only Cenda Ditch (PM 172.1L)
is not within a designated Critical Habitat but remains within suitable habitat. The total temporary
impact area for desert tortoise Critical Habitat (DTCH) within the PIA, excluding the lanes of I-15
(paved areas), center median, shoulders, and RSP, is 0.47 acres, and a total 1.23 acres of
temporary impacts to suitable desert tortoise habitat (DTSH) respectively. Within the PIA, the
primary constituent elements which comprise DTCH are present beyond paved and maintained
shoulder and center median areas. Due to the Project’s location within desert tortoise historic
range, USFWS DTCH within the BSA, and suitable habitat, Caltrans presumes desert tortoises
are present in the Project vicinity.

With the exception of desert wash bank work areas (RSP replacement work), the PIA primarily
consists of the existing paved travel way and previously disturbed shoulder areas with compacted
or barren soils or areas dominated by nonnative ruderal species void of suitable habitat for desert
tortoise. Temporary impacts such as construction activities, vegetation removal, ground
disturbance, noise, and equipment staging will occur, possibly resulting in temporary avoidance
of the immediate area of disturbance. Permanent impacts are not anticipated to occur as all work
consist of replacement of existing structures. Furthermore, the existing structures are not
considered PCE’s for desert tortoise and is therefore not suitable habitat (RSP, paved roadway).
Although some removal of suitable habitat consisting of creosote bush scrub may occur, the
Project is not anticipated to impact desert tortoise directly or permanently based on the scope of
work and with the implementation of avoidance and minimization measures as described below.
Due to the lack of final design plans at the time of the Draft JD and Final NESMI, temporary
impacts are only approximate and will be finalized during the Design phase. With these findings
Caltrans has determined the proposed project “May Affect” desert tortoise and its designated
critical habitat and will require USFWS Section 7 Consultation utilizing the DTPBO. Final impacts
both temporary and permanent, will be determined later in the project after design has been
finalized.
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Compensatory mitigation would not be required. To avoid the potential for adverse impacts to
desert tortoise, Caltrans proposes the following avoidance and minimization measures: Bio-
General-1, Bio-Reptile-1, Bio-Desert Tortoise-3, Bio-General-4, Bio-Reptile-4, Bio-Reptile-5, Bio-
General-7, Bio-General-8, Bio-General-9, Bio-General-11, and Bio-General-12.

Special Status Birds

Bendire’s Thrasher, Toxostoma benderei, is a vulnerable bird found in thorny bushes in desert,
cholla, and various kinds of dry, semi-open habitats, including farmland. Potential habitat features
were identified during the Google Earth Pro virtual “windshield survey” conducted on October 1,
2021. These special-status birds have suitable habitat in the BSA consisting of Mojavean Desert
scrub. There are no other special-status bird species documented in the BSA. No special-status
birds were observed during the general habitat assessment survey (June 14, 2021) which was
conducted during the nesting bird season (February 1 to September 30, 2021).

With the exception of desert wash bank work areas (RSP replacement and temporary access
roads), the PIA primarily consists of the existing paved travel way and previously disturbed
shoulder areas with compacted or barren soils or areas dominated by nonnative ruderal species
void of suitable habitat for special-status birds. Therefore, the Project is not anticipated to directly
impact these species. However, indirect Project related impacts such as noise, ground vibrations
from heavy equipment, potential night work, and human presence could lead to temporary
avoidance of the immediate area of disturbance and nest abandonment could occur where Project
activities occur adjacent to suitable habitat.

To avoid the potential for adverse impacts to special-status and other regulated birds, Caltrans
proposes avoidance and minimization measure Bio-Avian-1. No compensatory mitigation would
be required.

Special Status Mammals
The following mammal species have suitable habitat in the BSA.
Pallid bat

Inhabits chaparral; coastal scrub; desert wash; Great Basin grassland; Great Basin scrub;
Mojavean Desert scrub; riparian woodland; Sonoran Desert scrub; upper montane coniferous
forest; and valley & foothill grassland habitats. Most common in open, dry habitats with rocky
areas for roosting. Roosts must protect bats from high temperatures. Very sensitive to disturbance
of roosting sites.

Townsend’s big-eared bat

Townsend’s big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) is a State-designated Species of Special
Concern and is BLM Sensitive. Found throughout California in a wide variety of habitats. Most
common in mesic sites. Roosts in the open, hanging from walls and ceilings. Roosting sites
limiting. Extremely sensitive to human disturbance.

Fringed myotis

Found in a wide variety of habitats, optimal habitats are pinyon-juniper, valley foothill hardwood
& hardwood-conifer. Species uses caves, mines, buildings or crevices for maternity colonies and
roosts.
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These special-status mammals have suitable habitat in the BSA consisting of Mojavean Desert
scrub and desert washes which can serve as potential movement corridors. Bat presence was
detected on survey dated December 14, 2022. Species of bats, and nature of their roosts (day
roosting, night roosting, or maternity colony roost, needs to be identified to conclude the best
course of action for the protection of the resident bat population. As bats commonly use the same
roosts, but are not always dedicated to them, the possibility of transient populations is also
possible. Emergence surveys prior to the start of project activities will be conducted to identify the
species presence and nature of their roosts.

The bridges offer suitable potential roosting habitat for bats which may be temporarily and/or
permanently impacted by the Project. The project will be mostly replacing rock slope protection,
which runs under the bridges, which may impact bat species. Maternity colonies will be especially
susceptible to disturbance and many bat species will abandon the colony upon disturbance. It is
necessary to identify the nature and species of bats present in the PIA to properly implement
avoidance and minimization measures for bat habitat protection.

To avoid the potential for adverse impacts to special-status mammals, Caltrans proposes the
following avoidance and minimization measures, ho compensatory mitigation would be required:
Bio-General-1, Bio-General-7, and Bio-General-8.

In conclusion, the project would have less than significant impact on a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species.

b) No Impact: The project would not affect any riparian habitat or natural communities of special
concern since the areas are disturbed and developed. Therefore, there would be no impact to
riparian habitat and natural communities within the BSA.

c) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: No potentially jurisdictional
wetlands/wetland indicator features were identified during the Jurisdictional Delineation (JD) and
database searches. Caltrans has determined that no wetlands or Waters of the U.S. would be
impacted. The BSA doesn’t contain regulated jurisdictional features by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE). The JD report prepared for the project is considered tentative pending
concurrence by respective agencies including USACE, CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW),
and the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB).

Four Jurisdictional drainage features were identified in the BSA/Potential Impact Area (PIA)
pursuant to the Porter Cologne Water Quality Control Act and Section 1602 of the CA Fish and
Game Code. This evaluation is considered tentative pending concurrence by respective agencies
including USACE, CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB). For the proposed scope of work occurring within Telephone Wash, Mescal
Ditch, Cenda Ditch and Ivanpah Ditch, the Waste Discharge Requirements and a Section 1602
Streambed Alteration Agreement from CDFW and an Approved JD is anticipated.

d) No Impact: Perennial waters necessary for obligate-aquatic fish species, fish passage, and/or
spawning habitat are absent from the BSA. The project would have no impact to the movement
of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or established native resident or
migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.

e) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: The project would not conflict
with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. During the Design phase,
Caltrans would be consulting and coordinating with CDFW. Therefore, the proposed project would
have less than significant impact with mitigation incorporated.
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f) No Impact: This project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Dewatering: Comply with 2023 Caltrans SSP 13-4.04G or latest version.

BIO-General-1: Equipment Staging, Storing, and Borrow Sites. All staging, storing,
and borrow sites require the approval of the Caltrans Biologist.

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Bats) For all Project activities planned in or
adjacent to potential bat roosting habitat, such as, but not limited to, bridges, swallow
nests, and episodic washes that contain creviced walls, a designated Biologist shall
conduct daytime and evening visual surveys for bats and for potential roosting habitat 14
days prior to the planned commencement of Project activities. If bats are found roosting
in or adjacent to the PIA, the Designated Biologist shall conduct emergence surveys and
use acoustic monitoring during appropriate weather conditions to identify species,
estimated quantity present, roost type (e.g., maternity), and roost status (e.g., maternal
roost occupied, seasonal refuge, etc.). CDFW shall be notified within 24 hours if bats are
found roosting. Results of the surveys shall be provided to CDFW within seven days of
completing the aforementioned surveys. If roosting bats or signs of roosting bats are found
in the Project areas (e.g., occupied roosts, urine staining, guano masses, etc.), a Bat
Avoidance and Monitoring Plan shall be submitted at least seven days prior to the start of
Project activities for CDFW review and written approval. Project activities may not start
until CDFW's written approval of the Bat Avoidance and Monitoring Plan which shall
include: (1) an assessment of all Project impacts to bats, including noise disturbance
during construction; (2) effective avoidance and minimization measures to protect bats;
(3) compensatory mitigation for permanent impacts to roosts if impacted, such as, but not
limited to, constructing artificial bat roosting habitats (e.g. bat boxes or panels).

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Desert Tortoise) Preconstruction desert
tortoise surveys must be conducted within the Biological Study Area in accordance with
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's 2009 desert tortoise survey method
(https://wwwfws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/Desert-Tortoise-Field-Manual.pdf).  If
surveys confirm absence, the CDFW approved biologist shall ensure desert tortoise does
not have access to the project area. If surveys confirms presence of desert tortoise,
Caltrans will communicate with CDFW and USFWS to coordinate and implement
protective measures.

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities) Within the appropriate identification periods for special-status plants and
Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall be conducted according to the CDFW 2018
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-status Plant Populations and
Sensitive Natural Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959). In addition, three days
prior to construction, a preconstruction survey must be conducted by a CDFW approved
Qualified Biologist with a minimum of five years of professional experience surveying for
special-status plant species and Sensitive Natural Communities in Californian desert
environments. Surveys shall be conducted within the Biological Study Area (the PIA plus
an additional 100 feet). Sensitive Natural Communities must be flagged for visual
identification to construction personnel for work avoidance. Sensitive Natural
Communities detected shall be flagged or fenced off with ESA temporary high visibility
fencing.
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Bio-General-7: Worker Environmental Awareness Program (WEAP). A qualified
biologist must present a biological resource information program/WEAP for desert tortoise
and other special-status species/habitat found within the BSA prior to project activities to
all personnel that will be present within the project limits for longer than 30 minutes at any
given time.

BIO-General-8: Biological Monitor (Bats) The contractor supplied qualified biologist
must monitor project activities daily to ensure that measures are being implemented and
documented for bats. If bats are disturbed and evacuating the bridge during project
activities, all activities must stop. The Caltrans biologist and the resident engineer must
be contacted and work will only continue with permission of qualified bat biologist.

B1O-General-8: Biological Monitor (Birds) The Qualified Biologist must monitor project
activities weekly to ensure that measures are being implemented and documented, and
daily for any nesting birds observed during preconstruction surveys until the young have
fledged or the nest is deemed inactive.

BIO-General-8: Biological Monitor (Desert Tortoise) The contractor supplied qualified
biologist must monitor project activities daily to ensure that measures are being
implemented and documented for desert tortoise. If a desert tortoise is found within the
project area, all work will stop and the tortoise will be given a 50-foot buffer. The tortoise
will be permitted to leave the area of his own accord. The contractor supplied qualified
biologist and the Resident Engineer will stop work and USFWS and CDFW will be notified
for further guidance.

BIO-General-9: Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) To address impacts to desert
tortoise, desert tortoise designated critical habitat, special-status species, and sensitive
natural community black-stem rabbitbrush scrub (BSRB), surveys shall be conducted
within the Biological Study Area (the PIA plus an additional 100 feet). Sensitive Natural
Communities detected shall be flagged or fenced off with ESA temporary high visibility
fencing (THVF), as shown on the plans and/or described in the specifications. In areas
where BSRB is present, ESA fencing will be utilized to maximize protection of BSRB for
protection from work avoidance as much as feasible. Within the appropriate identification
periods for special-status plants and Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall be
conducted according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts
to Special-status Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959).

BIO-General-10: Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) Fence Monitoring Integrity
inspections of desert tortoise fencing must occur throughout the duration of the project
daily prior to commencing project activities and after activities are completed. If during
construction the fence fails, work must stop until it is repaired, and the qualified biologist
inspects (and clears) the job site.

Bio-General-11: Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) Fence Removal. All temporary
fencing must be removed as a last order of work. During removal, a qualified biologist
must be present.

BIO-General-12: Animal Entrapment To prevent inadvertent entrapment of desert
tortoise during project activities, all excavated steep-walled holes, or trenches more than
6 inches deep must be covered at the close of each working day by plywood (or similar
material) or provided with one or more escape ramps constructed of earth fill or wooden
planks. At the beginning of each working day, all such holes or trenches must be inspected
to ensure no animals have been trapped during the previous night. Before such holes or
trenches are filled, they must be thoroughly inspected for trapped animals. Trapped
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animals must be released by the qualified biologist. If a desert tortoise is found, the
agencies will be notified for further guidance.

BIO-General-16: Invasive Weed Control To address impacts to natural communities of
concern and special-status plant and rare insect host plant species, a Qualified Biologist
must identify invasive species within the Project Impact Area during shoulder backing,
road realignment, and road widening. Treatment and disposal methods must be approved
by the Caltrans Biologist prior to vegetation removal.

BlO-Arthropod 1- Rare Insect Host Plant Preconstruction Clearance Survey,
Flagging, and Fencing: No more than 3 days prior to project activities, a Caltrans-
approved biologist must perform a preconstruction survey for Monarch butterfly host
plants. Should any Monarch butterfly host plants be found, the Resident Engineer and
Caltrans biologist must be contacted, and host plants must be flagged by the Contractor-
supplied biologist for visual identification to construction personnel for work avoidance.
Should multiple plants in a single location be found, the groupings must be fenced with
Temporary High Visibility Fencing (THVF) as an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).

Bio-Avian-1: Preconstruction Nesting Bird Survey. If project activities cannot avoid the
nesting season, generally regarded as Feb. 1 — Sept 30, then preconstruction nesting bird
surveys must be conducted 3-days prior to construction by a qualified biologist to locate
and avoid nesting birds. If an active avian nest is located, a no construction buffer may be
established and monitored by the qualified biologist and/or monitored until the young have
fledged or the nest is no longer active.

BIO-Desert Tortoise-3: Injured or Dead Desert Tortoise The qualified biologist must
inform USFWS and CDFW of any injured or dead desert tortoises (and other special status
species) found on site (verbal notification within 24 hours and written notification within 5
days).

BIO-Plant-1: Rare Special-status Plant and Sensitive Natural Communities
Surveys, Flagging, and Fencing (Revised): Within the appropriate identification
periods for special-status plants and Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall

be conducted according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special-status Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities
(found at: https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentIlD=18959). In
addition, three days prior to construction, preconstruction surveys must be
conducted by a CDFW approved qualified biologist with experience surveying for
special-status plant species and Sensitive Natural Communities in Californian
desert environments during the typical rare plant blooming season (March-June) for

all off pavement work areas, as well as any construction staging areas prior to use.
Special-status plants and Sensitive Natural Communities must be flagged for visual
identification to construction personnel for work avoidance. Special-status plants
detected featuring multiple plants in a single location must be fenced with Temporary

High Visibility Fencing (THVF) as an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).
Sensitive Natural Communities detected shall be flagged or fenced off as ESAs with
THVF. If complete avoidance of CESA-listed plants cannot be achieved, CDFW
recommends that Project activities be postponed until appropriate authorization (i.e.,

a finalized CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP) under Fish and Game Code section
2081) is obtained.
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BIO-Plant-PSM-3: Topsoil Conservation Prior to any groundbreaking activities, the
topsoil, or duff, of a project must be scraped and stored to be redistributed on the project
site after construction activities are completed.

BlO-Reptile-1: Equipment Flagging: Project personnel must attach surveyor
flagging tape to a conspicuous place on each piece of equipment to remind the
operator to check under the equipment for desert tortoise before operating
equipment at any time.

BIO-Reptile-4-PSM: Speed Limits in Desert Tortoise Habitat: Except on maintained
public roads designated for higher speeds or within desert tortoise proof fenced, areas,
driving speeds must not exceed 20 miles per hour through potential desert tortoise
habitat on paved road.

BIO-Reptile-5: Desert Tortoise Predation Prevention To preclude attracting
predators, such as the common raven (Corvus corax) and coyotes (Canis latrans), food-
related trash items must be placed in covered refuse cans and removed daily from the
work sites and disposed of at an appropriate refuse disposal site. Workers are prohibited
from feeding all wildlife.

BIO-Reptile-6: Temporary Demarcation: Temporary demarcation in the form of
Temporary Desert Tortoise Fencing must be established following the most recent
USFWS protocol for construction of fencing at bridge locations as shown on the plans
prior to construction to exclude desert tortoise. All temporary demarcation materials must
be removed once construction has been completed.

BIO-Reptile-7: Permanent Fencing: Permanent fencing for desert tortoise must be re-
installed following the most recent USFWS protocol for construction of fencing to replace
previous fencing damaged or removed during construction activities, to ensure
connectivity (tie-ins to culverts, etc.). Changes in location of fencing will be decided by
Caltrans qualified biologist and design.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Significant Less Than
9 Significant | Less Than
S and . R No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource pursuant to [] [] ]
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeological resource ] ] ]
pursuant to §15064.5?
c¢) Disturb any human remains, including those (] (] (]
interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Cultural Resources

a) No Impact: A Historical Property Survey Report (HPSR) for the project was approved on Feb.
5, 2024. The Area of Potential Effect (APE) was developed from the Project Footprint, including
horizontal and vertical construction impacts, plus a buffer to include potential indirect effects that
may develop as a result of the undertaking. The APE was established to include temporary access
roads, staging and storage areas, utility relocations, plus a buffer to include potential indirect
effects that may develop as a result of the undertaking. The APE is expected to extend 3-6 feet
into the ground as needed for locating buried utility line and for grading access roads during
construction. There are no vertical concerns for the vertical APE. In addition, the APE includes
the additional space for new ramps and the limit for work around Telephone Wash has been
extended 500 feet to the west.

Caltrans, pursuant to Section 106 PA Stipulation IX.A, has determined a Finding of No Historic
Properties Affected is appropriate for this undertaking because there are no historic properties
within the APE. Therefore, the project is not expected to cause a substantial adverse change
and would result in no impact.

b) No Impact: Caltrans Cultural Resources Database (CCRD), As-Built Files and other resources
were used to identify six previously recorded archaeological sites within a quarter-mile radius of
the project footprint. Of the six, five are located within or pass through the limits of the APE, and
one is adjacent to, but outside of the APE boundary. Caltrans, in accordance with Section 106 PA
Stipulation VIII.C.5 has determined there are cultural resources within the APE that were
previously determined not eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)
with State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurrence and the determinations remain valid.
As such, the proposed project would not cause a substantial change in significance of an
archaeological resource.

c¢) No Impact: Human remains are not expected to be encountered. Caltrans standard

specifications will be implemented in the event human remains are found during construction
activities.
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Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

CR-1: If cultural materials are discovered during construction, all earth-moving activity within sixty
feet (60") around the immediate discovery area will be diverted until a qualified archaeologist can
assess the nature and significance of the find.

CR-2: In the event that human remains are found, the county coroner should be notified and ALL
construction activities within 60 feet of the discovery shall stop. Pursuant to California PRC
Section 5097.98, if the remains are thought to be Native American, the coroner will notify the
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) who will then notify the Most Likely Descendant
(MLD). The person who discovered the remains will notify District 8 Division of Environmental
Planning; Gary Jones, District Native American Coordinator (DNAC) [(909) 261-8157]. Further
provisions of PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable.
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ENERGY

Significant | -°SS Than

gand Significant Less Than No

Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Result in potentially significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, o L] L] =
during project construction or operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan
for renewable energy or energy efficiency? u L] L] =

CEQA Significance Determinations for Energy

a) No Impact: Caltrans implements best management practices (BMP’s) to prevent wasteful
consumption of resources during construction or operation. The proposed project would have no
impact.

b) No Impact: The project does not conflict with any known state or local plan for renewable
energy or energy efficiency. Therefore, there would be no impacts.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for energy.
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Significant L?SS. _Than
Significant Less Than
. and . SO No
Would the project: : with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as

delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the

State Geologist for the area or based on ] [] [] X

other substantial evidence of a known fault?

Refer to Division of Mines and Geology

Special Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] ] X

i) Seismic-related ground failure, including

liquefaction? L [ [] B

iv) Landslides? ] L] L] X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss
of topsoil? u L] L] >
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially result in on- ] ] ] =
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in
Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial direct or indirect u L] L] >
risks to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers ] [] [] =
are not available for the disposal of waste
water?
f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique [] [] [] =
geologic feature?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Geology and Soils

a i) No Impact: According to the California Department of Conservation Earthquake Zones of
Required Investigation Maps, the proposed project is not located on an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake
Fault Zone. The nearest identified fault is Manix Fault which is approximately 5 miles southwest
of PM 110.4. The purpose and need of the project are to restore scour protection, upgrade
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guardrails and sign panels, and re-stripe. which would not directly or indirectly cause potential
adverse effects. No impacts would occur.

a ii) No Impact: According to the Southern California Earthquake Data Center, Manix Fault’s
most recent surface rupture was April 10, 1947. All Caltrans projects follow the Standard
procedures regarding seismic design to avoid or minimize any significant impacts related to
seismic ground shaking. The project would result in no impact because project construction and
operation would have no opportunity to rupture a known earthquake fault to cause seismic
shaking.

a iii) No Impact: The San Bernardino County Geologic Hazard Overlay Map — Regional Index
Map for the Northeast portion (map CJDJ C) does not identify any geologic hazards for the project.
The area does not have a potential for liquefaction hazards. There would be no impacts.

a iv) No Impact: Landslides are mass movements of the ground that include rock falls, relatively
shallow slumping and sliding of soil, and deeper rotational or transitional movement of soil or rock.
Based on a review of the San Bernardino County Geologic Hazard Overlay Map - Regional Index
Map for the Northeast portion (map CJDJ C), landslide susceptibility is not identified. Therefore,
there would be no impacts.

b) No Impact: Project does not anticipate any substantial loss of soil erosion or topsoil. No
impacts would occur.

¢) No Impact: The San Bernardino County Land Use Plan General Plan Geologic Hazard Overlay
Map does not identify any geologic hazards for the project. It also does not identify any land within
the project limits as susceptible to landslides or liquefaction. Therefore, there are no impacts.

d) No Impact: The impact of expansive soil on the proposed work and whether the subsurface
investigation is needed would be determined during the Final Design phase of the project. No
impact is anticipated at this time, however, should it be determined that expansive soils are
present and that it impacts the proposed work, Caltrans would further analyze the design of the
RSP replacement.

e) No Impact: Septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems would not be part of the
proposed project. Therefore, there would be no impacts.

f) No Impact: The project locations are occurring at existing structures and abutments and would
not destroy a unigue paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature. Therefore, there
would be no impacts.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for geology and soils.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
— and ) T No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant [] ] X []
impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing ] ] ] X
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Greenhouse Gas Emissions

a) Less Than Significant Impact: The project would resultin 466 Tons of CO2e (CO2 equivalent)
during the 360 days of construction. The project is not a capacity increasing project, it is
anticipated that it would not result in an increase in operational GHG emissions. With
implementation of construction GHG-reduction measures (GHG-1 through GHG-4), the impact
would be less than significant.

b) No Impact: The project would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing emissions of greenhouse gases. Therefore, there would be no impact.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

GHG-1: Limit idling to 5 minutes for delivery and dump trucks and other diesel-powered
equipment.

GHG-2: Schedule truck trips outside of peak morning and evening commute hours.
GHG-3:

- Maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition

- Use right sized equipment for the job

- Use equipment with new technologies.

GHG-4: Reduce the need for transport of earthen materials by balancing cut and fill quantities.
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
. and . T No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through the routine transport, [] [] = []
use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions [] [] [] X
involving the release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, ] u u X
substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of
an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 [] [] [] X
and, as a result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land
use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or

public use airport, would the project result in a L] L] L] >
safety hazard or excessive noise for people
residing or working in the project area?

f) Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency response ] [] [] X
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or
indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or ] ] ] =
death involving wildland fires?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Hazards and Hazardous Materials

a) Less Than Significant Impact: A Site Investigation to assess the concentrations of Aerially
Deposited Lead (ADL) in soil and Asbestos in Construction Material (ACM) in bridges was
completed and non-hazardous concentrations of lead except for Type COM at Cenda Ditch
Bridge-L would require Class lll disposal if excess soil is generated. Asbestos was found at
Mescal Ditch Bridge-R in Levelling shims, and Telephone Wash Bridge-L in the levelling shims
and bolt mastic sealant. Asbestos in bridge concrete was not detected. The paint was determined
to be non-hazardous. The project would have a less than significant impact with the
implementation of HAZ-3, HAZ-4, and HAZ-5.
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b) No Impact: The project is not anticipated to result in a release of hazardous materials into the
environment. Standard construction practices would be observed such that any materials
released are appropriately contained as required by local and state law. Therefore, the proposed
project is expected to result in no impacts.

¢) No Impact: There are no schools located within one-quarter mile of each of the proposed
bridges. Therefore, the project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous waste
within one-quarter mile of a school and would have no impacts.

d) No Impact: No potentially hazardous waste sites were listed on the GeoTracker, Envirostor
and Mineral Hazards Info Maps databases on or near the project location. No underground
storage tanks, surface tanks, sumps, ponds, drums, basins, transformers, or landfills were
identified. Furthermore, no surface staining, oil sheen, odors, or vegetation damage was identified
on the Initial Site Assessment (ISA) Checklist. The project would result in no impacts.

e) No Impact: The project is not within two miles of a public airport or public use airport. Nor
would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area.

f) No_Impact: The project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The project would result in no
impacts.

g) No Impact: The project areas are not located within a fire hazard zone. The scope of the
project would have low potential of exposing people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires. There would be no impacts.
Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

HAZ-1: SSP 6-1.03 - Conditions for use of local material from non-commercial source.

HAZ-2: SSP 14-11.14 - Specifications for Treated Wood Waste will be included.

HAZ-3: SSP 14-9.02 National Emissions Standard for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP)
Notification.

HAZ-4: SSP 14-11.16 Asbestos-containing construction materials in bridges.

HAZ-5: SSP 7-1.02K(6)(j)(iii) Earth material containing lead, requires a lead compliance plan
(LCP)

HAZ-6: SSP 36-4 Residue containing lead from paint and thermoplastic

HAZ-7: SSP 84-9.03B Removal of yellow traffic stripe and pavement marking with non-hazardous
residue
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

groundwater management plan?

Significant L(.ESS. '_I'han
Significant | Less Than
— and . Com No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or ground water L] o L] =
quality?
b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede ] ] ] =
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage
pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course of a stream or river
or through the addition of impervious surfaces,
in a manner which would:
(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation
on- or off-site; N L X L
(i) substantially increase the rate or amount
of surface runoff in a manner which would [] [] [] X
result in flooding on- or offsite;
(iii) create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or [] [] [] X
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or
(iv) impede or redirect flood flows? [] ] [] X
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones,
risk release of pollutants due to project [] [] [] X
inundation?
e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable [] [] [] X

CEQA Significance Determinations for Hydrology and Water Quality

a) No Impact: According to the Scoping Questionnaire of Water Quality Issues (SQWQI)
prepared for the project, the proposed project would not violate any water quality standards or
waste discharge requirements. In addition, the scope of work would not impact the groundwater.
Therefore, the proposed project would have no impacts on water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements nor degrade surface or ground water quality.

b) No Impact: According to the SQWQI, there are no municipal or domestic water supply
reservoirs or groundwater percolation facilities within the project limits. Implementation of the
project would not deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge that would result in a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the groundwater table

28




level. The scope of the project would not affect the amount of water consumed regionally through
increased withdrawals from ground water sources. As such, the proposed project would have no
impacts.

According to the Lahontan Region Basin Plan, Telephone Wash Bridge is located within the Cave
Hydrologic Subarea Hydrologic Unit (628.71). The beneficial uses of surface waters are Municipal
and Domestic Supply (MUN), Agriculture Supply (AGR), Groundwater Recharge (GWR), Water
Contact Recreation (REC-1), Non-Contact Water Recreation (REC-2), Warm Freshwater Habitat
(WAR), Cold Freshwater Habitat (COLD), and Wildlife Habitat (WILD).

Mescal Ditch Bridge is located within the Amargosa Hydrologic Unit (609.10). The beneficial uses
of surface waters are MUN, GWR, REC-1, REC-2, WAR, and Rare (RARE).

Cenda Ditch Bridge and Ivanpah Ditch Bridge are in the lvanpah Hydrologic Unit (612.00). The
beneficial uses of surface waters are MUN, AGR, GWR, REC-1 REC-2, Commercial and
Sportfishing (COMM), WAR, COLD, and WILD.

c) i), Less Than Significant Impact: The soil-erodibility factor K factor value for the project is
0.32 which indicates that the project locations have medium-textured soils, such as silt loam. The
soil is moderately susceptible to particle detachment and produce runoff at moderate rates.
Erosion Control is proposed for the Disturbed Soil Area (DSA). The DSA is 4 acres and includes
all areas of disturbed soil caused by the scope of work, construction staging/storage areas,
excavation for vegetation control, and areas of soil disturbance caused by construction vehicle
access. Therefore, the project would have less than significant impact.

¢) ii) No Impact: The project has a potential for surface runoff offsite. Silt Fence, fiber rolls and
gravel bag berms are proposed to reduce any runoff. In addition, the Rock Slope Protection (RSP)
would not increase the volume of water under the bridge because the RSP would be
placed/replaced at the current locations. Additional spurs/guide banks would not be needed.
Therefore, changes in alignment downstream is not anticipated. The project would have no
impact.

c¢) iii) No Impact: According to the Scoping Questionnaire for Water Quality Issues, the proposed
project would not create or contribute runoff. The scope of the proposed project does not propose
any new drainage systems. If work is determined to occur close to a drainage system, then the
system, inlets and culverts would require protection. The project would also have minimal
hydraulic changes in runoff volume since NIS area is not proposed. As a result, the project would
have no impact.

¢) iv) No Impact: Since the project would not have any NIS, the project would not impede or
redirect flood flows. There would be no impacts.

d) No Impact: According to the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), provided by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Telephone Wash Bridge (Firm map 06071C3425H),
Mescal Ditch Bridge (Firm map 06071C1875H), Cenda Ditch Bridge (Firm map 06071C1900H)
and Ivanpah Ditch Bridge (Firm map 06071C1400H) are in the San Bernardino County
Unincorporated Areas. These FIRM map panels are “Not Printed” and are classified as Zone D.
FEMA classifies Zone D as an area where there are possible but undetermined flood hazards, as
no analysis of flood hazards has been conducted. The proposed construction within Zone D is
incidental, minor in nature, and would not have any significant adverse effect on the floodplain.
The proposed project would not risk the release of pollutants due to project inundation. Therefore,
the project would have no impacts.
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e) No Impact: The project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan. The following “NPDES permits” would
apply: The California Statewide Permit (Order No. 2022-0033-DWQ, NPDES No. CAS 000003,
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit, Statewide Stormwater Permit, and
Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) for the State of California, Department of Transportation
(Caltrans). Construction activities would also comply with NPDES General Permit, Waste
Discharge Requirements for Discharges of Storm Water Runoff Associated with Construction
Activities (Order WQ 2022-0057-DWQ-NPDES No. CAS000002). Therefore, there would be no
impacts.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for hydrology and water quality.
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LAND USE AND PLANNING

Significant | -°SS Than
9 Significant Less Than
— and . SO No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] =
b) Cause a significant environmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan, policy,
or regulation adopted for the purpose of u L] L] =
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Land Use and Planning

a) No Impact: Implementation of the project locations would not divide an established community,
as the location is already disturbed and located on the Interstate. Therefore, the project would
have no impacts.

b) No Impact: According to the San Bernardino County Land Use Plan, Land Use Zoning Districts
Map, the project locations fall within Resource Conservation (RC), General Commercial (CG),
and Regional Industrial (IR) areas. The scope of work for the proposed project would not conflict
with any applicable land use, plan, policy, or regulation. The project would have no impacts.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for land use and planning.
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MINERAL RESOURCES

Significant | ¢SS Than
gand Significant Less Than
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the L] L] ]
region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-
important mineral resource recovery site (] (] (]
delineated on a local general plan, specific plan
or other land use plan?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Mineral Resources

a) No Impact: According to the San Bernardino County General Plan, Mineral Resources, the
proposed project locations are located within the North Desert Region where approximately 6.2
percent of the region is designated as MRZ-2 or MRZ-3. MRZ-2 is classified as “ldentified
Significant Resources” and MRZ-3 as “Potential Significant Resources.” These designations are
scattered widely but are somewhat more common in the eastern part of the region than the
western part. Mescal Ditch Bridge and Cenda Ditch Bridge are located within both MRZ-2 and
MRZ-3. Telephone Wash Bridge and Ivanpah Ditch Bridge are not located within a designated
zone.

Additionally, Caltrans HQ Division of Environmental Analysis GIS Library map identifies Mescal
Ditch Bridge and Cenda Ditch Bridge to be located within the Clark-lvanpah Mining District. This
region is notable for its extensive and diverse mineralization and mining history. It has been a
major source of gold, copper, and rare-earth elements.

The scope of the project is to remove the existing RSP and install partially grouted or traditional
RSP underneath the bridge locations in San Bernardino County. Since these locations are
existing and pre-disturbed, the project would not result in the loss of availability of the known
mineral resources in the region or to the residents of the state.

b) No Impact: The San Bernardino County General Plan, Mineral Resources, identifies the Valley
Region as an area of concern due to population growth and development. Since the project
locations are outside of the Valley Region and is not a development project, there would be no
loss of availability of locally-important mineral resources as identified on the local general plan,
specific plan, or other land use plan.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for land use and planning.
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NOISE

airport, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

Significant L?SS. '_I'han

_ _ and Slgnl_flcant L(_ess_ '_I'han No

Would the project result in: Unavoidable with Significant Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact Incorporated

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards ] ] u X
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?
b) Generation of excessive groundborne
vibration or groundborne noise levels? L] L] o 3
c) For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use [] [] [] =

CEQA Significance Determinations for Noise

a) No Impact: The project would not expose people to or generate noise levels in excess of
standards established in a general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies. The project is a Type Il project under 23 CFR 772.7; therefore, Caltrans
Engineering determined that a noise study report was not required for the project. There would

be no noise impact.

b) No Impact: Any ground borne noise or vibration would be limited to the construction period
and would be short in duration. Because there are no noise- or vibration- sensitive uses
located in the immediate project vicinity and because the proposed project would comply with
Caltrans’ Standard Specifications, no impacts would occur.

¢) No Impact: The nearest airport is Baker Airport, by State Route 127 and Interstate 15, located
approximately 50 miles from the Nevada border. This airport is not within two miles of the
proposed project locations and would not expose people residing or working in the project

area to excessive noise levels. Therefore, no noise impacts related to air traffic would occur.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for noise.
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POPULATION AND HOUSING

construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

Significant Less Than
g Significant | Less Than
N and . SR No
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for example,
by proposing new homes and businesses) or ] ] ] X
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
people or housing, necessitating the u u ] X

CEQA Significance Determinations for Population and Housing

a) No Impact: The scope of the project is to remove the existing RSP and replace it with partially
grouted or traditional RSP, upgrade the guardrails and construct vegetation control
underneath, replace bridge rails and sign panels, along with restriping. The proposed project
would not induce substantial population growth in the area, either directly or indirectly. There

would be no impacts.

b) No Impact: The scope of work would not result in the displacement of existing people or
housing as the proposed locations are occurring at the bridge locations. Therefore, there

would be no impacts.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for population and housing.
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PUBLIC SERVICES

a) Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or _physmally altered o Less Than
governmental facilities, need for new or Significant Co

. . Significant | Less Than
physically altered governmental facilities, the and . . No

. . L . with Significant
construction of which could cause significant Unavoidable e Impact
) . : S Mitigation Impact
environmental impacts, in order to maintain Impact
. . . Incorporated

acceptable service ratios, response times or
other performance objectives for any of the
public services:
Fire protection? [] ] ] X
Police protection? [] L] L] X
Schools? ] L] L] X
Parks? L] [] [] X
Other public facilities? ] [] [] X

CEQA Significance Determinations for Public Services

a) Response to Fire protection and Police protection: No Impact. The San Bernardino County
Fire Stations 52, in Harvard, and 53, in the town of Baker, are located near the project vicinity and
along 1-15. The proposed project would not result in an increase in population, and therefore
would not increase the demand for community services. No fire stations would be acquired or
displaced. In addition, the proposed project would not induce growth or increase population in the
study area or the greater community beyond that previously planned for and would not result in
the need for additional fire protection. As a result, there are no impacts.

Response to Police Protection:_No Impact. The nearest San Bernardino County Sherriff's
Department and California Highway Patrol is located outside of project limits, in the city of
Barstow. The project would not induce growth or increase population in the study area or the
greater community beyond what is previously planned for and would not result in the need for
additional police protection. No impacts on police protection from operation of the proposed
project would occur.

Response to Schools: No Impact. There are no schools located within a 0.5 mile of the project
improvements. The proposed project would not result in accessibility problems to existing schools
and is not expected to result in any other impacts on school services. As such, there are no
impacts.

Response to Parks: No Impact. There are no parks near the project vicinity; therefore, the
project would have no impacts.

Response to Other Public Facilities: No Impact. There are no public facilities in the
immediate project area. Therefore, there would be no impact on public facilities as a result of
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construction or operation of the project.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for Public Services.
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RECREATION

Significant Less Than
9 Significant Less Than
and : O No
. with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that substantial ] [] [] =
physical deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities which might [] [] [] =
have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Recreation

a) No Impact: The project does not have the capacity to generate a substantial increase to use
of any existing neighborhood parks, regional parks, or other recreational facilities such that
physical deterioration would occur. Therefore, there are no impacts.

b) No Impact: The project would not require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities. As such, no impacts are anticipated.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for Recreation.
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TRANSPORTATION

Significant Less Than
gand Significant | Less Than
Would the project: . with Significant
Unavoidable e
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

Impact

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or
policy addressing the circulation system, (] (] (]
including transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, ] ] ]
subdivision (b)?

¢) Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or ] ] u
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ] [] []

CEQA Significance Determinations for Transportation

a) No Impact: The Caltrans District 8 State Highway System Bicycle Access Map indicates that
bicyclists can ride on the shoulder of this segment of 1-15. “Share the Road” and bicycle signs
would be posted at the construction areas. The proposed project would not conflict with a
program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway,
bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.

b) No Impact: The project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA guidelines section
15064.3, subdivision (b). The project is not a capacity increasing project and would not increase
the “vehicle miles traveled.” Therefore, there would be no impacts.

¢) No Impact: Due to the nature and scope, the project would not substantially increase hazards
due to geometric design features or incompatible uses. As such, the proposed project would have
no impacts.

d) No Impact: Construction activities have the potential to result in temporary, localized, site-
specific disruptions during the construction period. However, it is currently proposed for all lanes
to remain open, except during the installation and removal of the temporary barrier systems, and
there would be no detours. This could lead to an increase in delay times for emergency response
vehicles during construction. The completion of the project would not result in inadequate
emergency access.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for Transportation.
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TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the project cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a tribal cultural

resource, defined in Public Resources Code Significant Less Than
section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, gand Significant Less Than No
cultural landscape that is geographically . with Significant

. . . Unavoidable e Impact
defined in terms of the size and scope of the Mitigation Impact

: : Impact

landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural Incorporated
value to a California Native American tribe, and
that is:
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local (] u u

register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

b) A resource determined by the lead agency,
in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria ] ] ]
set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.

CEQA Significance Determinations for Tribal Cultural Resources

a) No Impact: The project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
tribal cultural resource or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or
in a local register of historical resources as define in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k).

A request was made to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for a Sacred Land
File (SLF) search on July 20, 2022. The NAHC responded with negative SLF results for any
cultural resources.

Letters requesting information about cultural resources or concerns regarding the project were
sent to two Native American tribes:
¢ Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians, Sarah Bliss, Cultural Resource Manager.
Initial consultation letter was sent on July 20, 2022, and follow-up tribal consultation
attempts were made on September 26, 2022 and January 12, 2023. To date, a response
has not been received.

e San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, Jessica Mauck, Cultural Resources Management.
Initial consultation letter was sent on July 20, 2022. On August 19, 2022, Ryan Nordness
replied on behalf of the tribe to request project documents and continued consultation
pursuant to AB 52. A draft ASR was provided on February 8, 2023. No comments were
received.

b) No Impact: The project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource determined by the lead agency. Caltrans, pursuant to Section 106 PA
Stipulation I1X.A, has determined a Finding of No Historic Properties Affected is appropriate for
this undertaking because there are no historic properties within the APE.
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Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Implementation of measures CR-1, and CR-2, as described in the Cultural Resources Section

above will reduce any potentially significant impacts from the proposed project to tribal cultural
resources that may be inadvertently discovered during construction.
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the project:

Significant
and
Unavoidable

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact Incorporated

No
Impact

a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water drainage,
electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction
or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

[

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve
the project that it has adequate capacity to
serve the project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or
local standards, or in excess of the capacity of
local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals??

e) Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

]

CEQA Significance Determinations for Utilities and Service Systems

a) No Impact: Construction of the project would not require or result in the need for new water or
expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunication facilities. Under Cenda Ditch Bridge, there are existing sewer and water lines
that are shallow and some parts are exposed. These lines are proposed to be protected in place
but further investigation would be required during the Final Design phase to properly protect and
locate them. There would be no impacts.

b) No Impact: The project would not require a water supply to serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development since the scope of the project is to remove the existing RSP and
replace it with partially grouted or traditional RSP, upgrade the guardrails and construct vegetation
control underneath, replace bridge rails and sign panels, along with restriping. There would be no
impacts.

c) No Impact: The project would not require wastewater treatment. As a result, there would be
no impact.
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d) No Impact: The project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards
or impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals. There would be no impacts.

e) No Impact: The project would be in compliance with all federal, state, and local solid waste
statutes and regulations; therefore, there would be no impact.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for Utilities and Service
Systems.
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WILDFIRE

Significant | =SS Than
If located in or near state responsibility areas or 9 Significant | Less Than
i S and : SO No
lands classified as very high fire hazard . with Significant
. oo Unavoidable e Impact
severity zones, would the project: Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency (] (] ]

response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant ] ] ]
concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

¢) Require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines (] (] ]
or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk
or that may result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream ] ] u
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff,

post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Wildfire

According to the map by CalFire’s Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP)
(https://eqis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/), the proposed bridges are located within a Federal Responsibility
Area (FRA) and Local Responsibility Area (LRA). The proposed project locations are not
identified to be within a fire-hazard zone.

a) No Impact: Due to the scope and nature of the project, it would not substantially impair an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, there are no
impacts.

b) No Impact: The project would not exacerbate wildfire risks or expose project occupants to,
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a fire. Therefore, there are
no impacts.

¢) No Impact: The scope of the project would not require the installation or maintenance of
associated infrastructure as part of the project. The project scope is to remove the existing RSP
and replace it with partially grouted or traditional RSP, upgrade the guardrails and construct
vegetation control underneath, replace bridge rails and sign panels, along with restriping.
Therefore, there are no impacts.

d) No Impact: The project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides. As mentioned under Section VII, Geology and
Soils, the project locations are not within a landslide area and the probability is low.

Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

No avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures are required for wildfires.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Significant | S8SS Than
9 Significant | Less Than
and . o No
. with Significant
Unavoidable e Impact
Mitigation Impact
Impact
Incorporated

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of
a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal [] X ]
community, substantially reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate important examples of
the major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are
individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable”
means that the incremental effects of a project (] (] (]
are considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of
probable future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects
which will cause substantial adverse effects on L] L] L]
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

CEQA Significance Determinations for Mandatory Findings of Significance

a) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: The project would not substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal species. Biological Resources’
avoidance and/or minimization measure would be implemented to ensure the project would result
in less-than-significant impact with mitigation incorporated.

b) No Impact: The project would not result in cumulatively considerable effects when combined
with past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects and therefore would have no
cumulative impact. As such, the project would have no impacts.

¢) No Impact: The project would not have environmental effects that would cause substantial

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Therefore, the project would have
no impacts.
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Climate Change

Climate change refers to long-term changes in temperature, precipitation, wind patterns, and
other elements of the Earth's climate system. The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change,
established by the United Nations and World Meteorological Organization in 1988, is devoted to
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction and climate change research and policy. Climate
change in the past has generally occurred gradually over millennia, or more suddenly in response
to cataclysmic natural disruptions. The research of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change and other scientists over recent decades, however, has unequivocally attributed an
accelerated rate of climatological changes over the past 150 years to GHG emissions generated
from the production and use of fossil fuels.

Human activities generate GHGs consisting primarily of carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CHa),
nitrous oxide (N20), tetrafluoromethane, hexafluoroethane, sulfur hexafluoride (SFs), and various
hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). CO; is the most abundant GHG; while it is a naturally occurring and
necessary component of Earth’s atmosphere, fossil-fuel combustion is the main source of
additional, human-generated CO; that is the main driver of climate change. In the U.S. and in
California, transportation is the largest source of GHG emissions, maostly CO..

The impacts of climate change are already being observed in the form of sea level rise, drought,
extended and severe fire seasons, and historic flooding from changing storm patterns. The most
important strategy to address climate change is to reduce GHG emissions. Additional strategies
are necessary to mitigate and adapt to these impacts. In the context of climate change,
“mitigation” involves actions to reduce GHG emissions to lessen adverse impacts that are likely
to occur. “Adaptation” is planning for and responding to impacts to reduce vulnerability to harm,
such as by adjusting transportation design standards to withstand more intense storms, heat, and
higher sea levels. This analysis will include a discussion of both in the context of this transportation
project.

REGULATORY SETTING

For a full list of laws, regulations, and guidance related to climate change (GHGs and adaptation),
please refer to Caltrans’ Standard Environmental Reference (SER), Chapter 16, Climate Change.

Federal

To date, no nationwide numeric mobile-source GHG reduction targets have been established, nor
have any regulations or legislation been enacted specifically to address climate change and GHG
emissions reduction at the project level.

The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 United States Code [USC] Part 4332) requires
federal agencies to assess the environmental effects of their proposed actions prior to making a
decision on the action or project. In January 2023, the White House Council on Environmental
Quality (CEQ) issued updated and expanded interim National Environmental Policy Act Guidance
on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Climate Change (88 Fed. Reg. 1196) (CEQ
NEPA GHG Guidance), in accordance with EO 14057, Catalyzing Clean Energy Industries and
Jobs Through Federal Sustainability, 86 FR 70935 (Dec. 13, 2021) and EO 14008, Tackling the
Climate Crisis at Home and Abroad. The CEQ guidance does not establish numeric thresholds of
significance, but emphasizes quantifying reasonably foreseeable lifetime direct and indirect
emissions whenever possible. This guidance also emphasizes resilience and environmental
justice in project-level climate change and GHG analyses.
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The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) recognizes the threats that extreme weather, sea
level rise, and other changes in environmental conditions pose to valuable transportation
infrastructure and those who depend on it. FHWA therefore supports a sustainability approach
that assesses vulnerability to climate risks and incorporates resilience into planning, asset
management, project development and design, and operations and maintenance practices
(FHWA 2022). This approach encourages planning for sustainable highways by addressing
climate risks while balancing environmental, economic, and social values— “the triple bottom line
of sustainability” (FHWA n.d.). Program and project elements that foster sustainability and
resilience also support economic vitality and global efficiency, increase safety and mobility,
enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, and improve the quality of life.

Early efforts by the federal government to improve fuel economy and energy efficiency to address
climate change and its associated effects include The Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1975 (42 USC Section 6201); and Corporate Average Fuel Economy (CAFE) Standards. The
U.S. Department of Transportation’s National Highway Traffic and Safety Administration (NHTSA)
sets and enforces corporate average fuel economy (CAFE) standards for on-road motor vehicles
sold in the United States. The Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) calculates average
fuel economy levels for manufacturers, and also sets related GHG emissions standards for
vehicles under the Clean Air Act. Raising CAFE standards leads automakers to create a more
fuel-efficient fleet, which improves our nation’s energy security, saves consumers money at the
pump, and reduces GHG emissions (U.S. DOT 2014). These standards are periodically updated
and published through the federal rulemaking process.

State

California has been innovative and proactive in addressing GHG emissions and climate change
by passing multiple Senate and Assembly bills and executive orders (EOS).

In 2005, EO S-3-05 initially set a goal to reduce California’s GHG emissions to 80 percent below
year 1990 levels by 2050, with interim reduction targets. Later EOs and Assembly and Senate
bills refined interim targets and codified the emissions reduction goals and strategies. The
California Air Resources Board (ARB) was directed to create a climate change scoping plan and
implement rules to achieve “real, quantifiable, cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gases.”
Ongoing GHG emissions reduction was also mandated in Health and Safety Code (H&SC)
Section 38551(b). In 2022, the California Climate Crisis Act was passed, establishing state policy
to reduce statewide human- caused GHG emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels, achieve
net zero GHG emissions by 2045, and achieve and maintain negative emissions thereafter.

Beyond GHG reduction, the State maintains a climate adaptation strategy to address the full
range of climate change stressors, and passed legislation requiring state agencies to consider
protection and management of natural and working lands as an important strategy in meeting the
state’s GHG reduction goals.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed project is in a rural area of San Bernardino County along Interstate 15 (I-15) at
Postmiles R110.4, 166.8, 172.1L and 179.4. This segment of 1-15 is the main route of travel
between for Southern California to and from the City of Las Vegas. It is primarily used for
recreational/travel purposes. An alternate route would be approximately 30 miles east of I-15, via
Nipton Rd. to US Route 95 to I-40. Peak travel days for I-15 are Fridays and Sundays. The
Connect SoCal 2020 Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS), guides transportation
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development in the project area. The San Bernardino Council of Governments (SBCOG) compiled
an inventory of GHG emissions and developed reduction measures for the jurisdictions in San
Bernardino County, referred to as “San Bernardino County Regional Greenhouse Gas Reduction
Plan.” This regional GHG reduction plan would serve as the basis for cities to develop a more
detailed community level climate action plan.

GHG Inventories

A GHG emissions inventory estimates the amount of GHGs discharged into the atmosphere by
specific sources over a period of time. Tracking annual GHG emissions allows countries, states,
and smaller jurisdictions to understand how emissions are changing and what actions may be
needed to attain emission reduction goals. U.S. EPA is responsible for documenting GHG
emissions nationwide, and the ARB does so for the state of California, as required by H&SC
Section 39607.4. Cities and other local jurisdictions may also conduct local GHG inventories to
inform their GHG reduction or climate action plans.

NATIONAL GHG INVENTORY

The annual GHG inventory submitted by the U.S. EPA to the United Nations provides a
comprehensive accounting of all human-produced sources of GHGs in the United States. Total
national GHG emissions from all sectors in 2021 were 5,586.0 million metric tons (MMT), factoring
in deductions for carbon sequestration in the land sector. (Land Use, Land Use Change, and
Forestry provide a carbon sink equivalent to 12% of total U.S. emissions in 2021 [U.S. EPA
2023a].) While total GHG emissions in 2021 were 17% below 2005 levels, they increased by 6%
over 2020 levels. Of these, 79.4% were CO2, 11.5% were CH4, and 6.2% were N,O; the balance
consisted of fluorinated gases. From 1990 to 2021, CO, emissions decreased by only 2% (U.S.
EPA 2023a).

The transportation sector’s share of total GHG emissions increased to 28% in 2021 and remains
the largest contributing sector (Figure 2). Transportation fossil fuel combustion accounted for 92%
of all CO2 emissions in 2021. This is an increase of 7% over 2020, largely due to the rebound in
economic activity following the COVID-19 pandemic (U.S. EPA 2023a, 2023b)).
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Figure 2. U.S. 2021 Greenhouse Gas Emissions
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STATE GHG INVENTORY

ARB collects GHG emissions data for transportation, electricity, commercial/residential, industrial,
agricultural, and waste management sectors each year. It then summarizes and highlights major
annual changes and trends to demonstrate the state’s progress in meeting its GHG reduction
goals. Overall statewide GHG emissions declined from 2000 to 2020 despite growth in population
and state economic output (Figure 4) (ARB 2022a).

Figure 3. California 2020 Greenhouse Gas Emissions by Economic Sector
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Figure 4. Change in California GDP, Population, and GHG Emissions since 2000
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AB 32 required ARB to develop a Scoping Plan that describes the approach California will take
to achieve the goal of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, and to update it every 5
years. The AB 32 Scoping Plan and the subsequent updates contain the main strategies
California will use to reduce GHG emissions. ARB adopted the first scoping plan in 2008. The
second updated plan, California’s 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan, adopted on December 14,
2017, reflects the 2030 target established in EO B-30-15 and SB 32. The 2022 Scoping Plan for
Achieving Carbon Neutrality, adopted September 2022, assesses progress toward the statutory
2030 reduction goal and defines a path to reduce human-caused emissions to 85 percent below

1990 levels and achieve carbon neutrality no later than 2045, in accordance with AB 1279 (ARB
2022b).

Regional Plans

As required by The Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008, ARB sets
regional GHG reduction targets for California’s 18 metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) to
achieve through planning future projects that will cumulatively achieve those goals, and reporting
how they will be met in the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(RTP/SCS). Targets are set at a percent reduction of passenger vehicle GHG emissions per
person from 2005 levels. The proposed project is included in the RTP/SCS for Southern California

Association of Governments (SCAG). The regional reduction target for SCAG is 19 percent by
2035 (ARB 2021).

Table 1. Regional and Local Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plans

Title GHG Reduction Policies or Strategies
2020 Regional Transportation e Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability,
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and travel safety for people and goods
(2020 RTP/SCS)
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¢ Enhance the preservation, security, and
resilience of the regional transportation
system

¢ Increase person and goods movement and
travel choices within the transportation
system

¢ Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and
improve air quality

¢ Adapt to a changing climate and support an
integrated regional development pattern
and transportation network

e Leverage new transportation technologies
and data-driven solutions that result in more
efficient travel

San Bernardino County Regional e OnRoad-1 Alternative Fueled Transit Fleets
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan (adopted e OnRoad-2 Encourage Mass Transit

September 2021) e OnRoad-3 Transportation Demand

Management and Synchronization
e OnRoad-4 Expand Bike Routes
e OnRoad-5 Community Fleet Electrification
¢ OffRoad-2 Idling Ordinance

PROJECT ANALYSIS

GHG emissions from transportation projects can be divided into those produced during operation
and use of the State Highway System (SHS) (operational emissions) and those produced during
construction. The primary GHGs produced by the transportation sector are CO», CH4, N2O, and
HFCs. CO; emissions are a product of burning gasoline or diesel fuel in internal combustion
engines, along with relatively small amounts of CH4 and N>O. A small amount of HFC emissions
related to refrigeration is also included in the transportation sector. (GHGs differ in how much heat
each traps in the atmosphere, called global warming potential, or GWP. CO. is the most important
GHG, so amounts of other gases are expressed relative to CO», using a metric called “carbon
dioxide equivalent”, or CO.e. The global warming potential of CO- is assigned a value of 1, and
the GWP of other gases is assessed as multiples of CO3.)

The CEQA Guidelines generally address greenhouse gas emissions as a cumulative impact due
to the global nature of climate change (Pub. Resources Code, § 21083(b)(2)). As the California
Supreme Court explained, “because of the global scale of climate change, any one project's
contribution is unlikely to be significant by itself.” (Cleveland National Forest Foundation v. San
Diego Assn. of Governments (2017) 3 Cal.5th 497, 512.) In assessing cumulative impacts, it must
be determined if a project’s incremental effect is “cumulatively considerable” (CEQA Guidelines
Sections 15064(h)(1) and 15130).

To make this determination, the incremental impacts of the project must be compared with the
effects of past, current, and probable future projects. Although climate change is ultimately a
cumulative impact, not every individual project that emits greenhouse gases must necessarily be
found to contribute to a significant cumulative impact on the environment.
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Operational Emissions

The purpose of the proposed project is to maintain bridge stability, functionality, and improve the
safety of the traveling public by restoring the scour protection and upgrading the existing MBGR
to MGS, upgrading barriers and refreshing the striping. This type of project generally causes
minimal or no increase in operational GHG emissions. Because the project would not increase
the number of travel lanes on I-15, no increase in vehicle miles traveled (VMT) would occur. While
some GHG emissions during the construction period would be unavoidable, no increase in
operational GHG emissions is expected.

Construction Emissions

Construction GHG emissions would result from material processing and transportation, on-site
construction equipment, and traffic delays due to construction. These emissions will be produced
at different levels throughout the construction phase; their frequency and occurrence can be
reduced through innovations in plans and specifications and by implementing better traffic
management during construction phases. While construction GHG emissions are only produced
for a short time, they have long-term effects in the atmosphere, so cannot be considered
“temporary” in the same way as criteria pollutants that subside after construction is completed.

Use of long-life pavement, improved traffic management plans, and changes in materials can also
help offset GHG emissions produced during construction by allowing longer intervals between
maintenance and rehabilitation activities.

Construction of the proposed project would result in GHG emissions from fuel combustion
associated with off-road and on-road construction equipment and vehicles. The anticipated GHG
construction activity emissions were calculated using the Caltrans Construction Emissions Tool
(CAL-CET). Construction of the proposed project is expected to last 360 days and would result in
466 Tons of COze for the duration of project construction.

All construction contracts include Caltrans Standard Specifications related to air quality. Section
7-1.02A and 7 1.02C, Emissions Reduction, requires contractors to comply with all laws
applicable to the project and to certify they are aware of and will comply with all ARB emission
reduction regulations. Section 14-9.02, Air Pollution Control, requires contractors to comply with
all air pollution control rules, regulations, ordinances, and statutes. Certain common regulations,
such as equipment idling restrictions, that reduce construction vehicle emissions also help reduce
GHG emissions.

CEQA Conclusion

The proposed project would increase GHG emissions, during the construction period but is not
anticipated to directly nor indirectly, result in any increase in operational GHG emissions. The
proposed project does not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases. With implementation of construction
GHG reduction measures, the impact would be less than significant.

Caltrans is firmly committed to implementing measures to help reduce GHG emissions. These
measures are outlined in the following section.
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GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION STRATEGIES
Statewide Efforts

In response to Assembly Bill 32, the Global Warming Solutions Act, California is implementing
measures to achieve emission reductions of GHGs that cause climate change. Climate change
programs in California are effectively reducing GHG emissions from all sectors of the economy.
These programs include regulations, market programs, and incentives that will transform
transportation, industry, fuels, and other sectors to take California into a sustainable, cleaner, low-
carbon future, while maintaining a robust economy (ARB 2022c).

Major sectors of the California economy, including transportation, will need to reduce emissions
to meet 2030 and 2050 GHG emissions targets. The Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
identified five sustainability pillars in a 2015 report: (1) Increasing the share of renewable energy
in the State’s energy mix to at least 50 percent by 2030; (2) Reducing petroleum use by up to 50
percent by 2030; (3) Increasing the energy efficiency of existing buildings by 50 percent by 2030;
(4) Reducing emissions of short-lived climate pollutants; and (5) Stewarding natural resources,
including forests, working lands, and wetlands, to ensure that they store carbon, are resilient, and
enhance other environmental benefits (OPR 2015).

The transportation sector is integral to the people and economy of California. To achieve GHG
emission reduction goals, it is vital that the state build on past successes in reducing criteria and
toxic air pollutants from transportation and goods movement. GHG emission reductions will come
from cleaner vehicle technologies, lower-carbon fuels, and reduction of vehicle miles traveled
(VMT). Reducing today’s petroleum use in cars and trucks is a key state goal for reducing
greenhouse gas emissions by 2030 (California Environmental Protection Agency 2015).

In addition, SB 1386 (Wolk 2016) established as state policy the protection and management of
natural and working lands and requires state agencies to consider that policy in their own decision
making. Trees and vegetation on forests, rangelands, farms, and wetlands remove carbon dioxide
from the atmosphere through biological processes and sequester the carbon in above- and below-
ground matter.

Subsequently, Governor Gavin Newsom issued Executive Order N-82-20 to combat the crises in
climate change and biodiversity. It instructs state agencies to use existing authorities and
resources to identify and implement near- and long-term actions to accelerate natural removal of
carbon and build climate resilience in our forests, wetlands, urban greenspaces, agricultural soils,
and land conservation activities in ways that serve all communities and in particular low-income,
disadvantaged, and vulnerable communities. To support this order, the California Natural
Resources Agency released Natural and Working Lands Climate Smart Strategy (California
Natural Resources Agency 2022).

Caltrans Activities

Caltrans continues to be involved on the Governor’s Climate Action Team as the ARB works to
implement EOs S-3-05 and S-01-07 and help achieve the targets set forth in AB 32. EO B-30-15,
issued in April 2015, and SB 32 (2016), set an interim target to cut GHG emissions to 40 percent
below 1990 levels by 2030. The following major initiatives are underway at Caltrans to help meet
these targets.
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CLIMATE ACTION PLAN FOR TRANSPORTATION INFRASTRUCTURE

The California Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure (CAPTI) builds on executive orders
signed by Governor Newsom in 2019 and 2020 targeted at reducing GHG emissions in
transportation, which account for more than 40 percent of all polluting emissions, to reach the
state's climate goals. Under CAPTI, where feasible and within existing funding program
structures, the state will invest discretionary transportation funds in sustainable infrastructure
projects that align with its climate, health, and social equity goals (California State Transportation
Agency 2021).

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The California Transportation Plan (CTP) is a statewide, long-range transportation plan to meet
our future mobility needs and reduce GHG emissions. It serves as an umbrella document for all
the other statewide transportation planning documents. The CTP 2050 presents a vision of a safe,
resilient, and universally accessible transportation system that supports vibrant communities,
advances racial and economic justice, and improves public and environmental health. The plan’s
climate goal is to achieve statewide GHG emissions reduction targets and increase resilience to
climate change. It demonstrates how GHG emissions from the transportation sector can be
reduced through advancements in clean fuel technologies; continued shifts toward active travel,
transit, and shared mobility; more efficient land use and development practices; and continued
shifts to telework (Caltrans 2021a).

CALTRANS STRATEGIC PLAN

The Caltrans 2020-2024 Strategic Plan includes goals of stewardship, climate action, and equity.
Climate action strategies include developing and implementing a Caltrans Climate Action Plan; a
robust program of climate action education, training, and outreach; partnership and collaboration;
a VMT monitoring and reduction program; and engaging with the most vulnerable communities in
developing and implementing Caltrans climate action activities (Caltrans 2021b).

CALTRANS PoLICY DIRECTIVES AND OTHER INITIATIVES

Caltrans Director’s Policy 30 (DP-30) Climate Change (June 22, 2012) established a policy to
ensure coordinated efforts to incorporate climate change into Caltrans decisions and activities.
Other Director’s policies promote energy efficiency, conservation, and climate change, and
commit Caltrans to sustainability practices in all planning, maintenance, and operations. Caltrans
Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Mitigation Report (Caltrans 2020) provides a comprehensive
overview of Caltrans’ emissions and current Caltrans procedures and activities that track and
reduce GHG emissions. It identifies additional opportunities for further reducing GHG emissions
from Department-controlled emission sources, in support of Caltrans and State goals.

Project-Level GHG Reduction Strategies

The following measures will also be implemented in the project to reduce GHG emissions and
potential climate change impacts from the project.

GHG-1: Limit idling to 5 minutes for delivery and dump trucks and other diesel-powered
equipment.

GHG-2: Schedule truck trips outside of peak morning and evening commute hours.
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GHG-3:
- Maintain equipment in proper tune and working condition.
- Use right sized equipment for the job.
- Use equipment with new technologies.

GHG-4: Reduce the need for transport of earthen materials by balancing cut and fill quantities.
ADAPTATION

Reducing GHG emissions is only one part of an approach to addressing climate change. Caltrans
must plan for the effects of climate change on the state’s transportation infrastructure and
strengthen or protect the facilities from damage. Climate change is expected to produce increased
variability in precipitation, rising temperatures, rising sea levels, variability in storm surges and
their intensity, and in the frequency and intensity of wildfires. Flooding and erosion can damage
or wash out roads; longer periods of intense heat can buckle pavement and railroad tracks; storm
surges combined with a rising sea level can inundate highways. Wildfire can directly burn facilities
and indirectly cause damage when rain falls on denuded slopes that landslide after a fire. Effects
will vary by location and may, in the most extreme cases, require that a facility be relocated or
redesigned. Furthermore, the combined effects of transportation projects and climate stressors
can exacerbate the impacts of both on vulnerable communities in a project area. Accordingly,
Caltrans must consider these types of climate stressors in how highways are planned, designed,
built, operated, and maintained.

Federal Efforts

Under NEPA Assignment, Caltrans is obligated to comply with all applicable federal
environmental laws and FHWA NEPA regulations, policies, and guidance. Caltrans practices
generally align with the 2023 CEQ interim Guidance on Consideration of Greenhouse Gas
Emissions and Climate Change, which offers recommendations for additional ways of evaluating
project effects related to GHG emissions and climate change. These recommendations are not
regulatory requirements.

The Fifth National Climate Assessment, published in 2023, presents the most recent science and
“analyzes the effects of global change on the natural environment, agriculture, energy production
and use, land and water resources, transportation, human health and welfare, human social
systems, and biological diversity; [It] analyzes current trends in global change, both human-
induced and natural, and projects major trends for the subsequent 25 to 100 years ... to support
informed decision-making across the United States.” Building on previous assessments, it
continues to advance “an inclusive, diverse, and sustained process for assessing and
communicating scientific knowledge on the impacts, risks, and vulnerabilities associated with a
changing global climate” (U.S. Global Change Research Program 2023).

The U.S. Department of Transportation recognizes the transportation sector’'s major contribution
of GHGs that cause climate change and has made climate action one of the department’s top
priorities (U.S. DOT 2023). FHWA'’s policy is to strive to identify the risks of climate change and
extreme weather events to current and planned transportation systems. FHWA has developed
guidance and tools for transportation planning that fosters resilience to climate effects and
sustainability at the federal, state, and local levels (FHWA 2022).

The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration provides sea level rise projections for all
U.S. coastal waters to help communities and decision makers assess their risk from sea level
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rise. Updated projections through 2150 were released in 2022 in a report and online tool (NOAA
2022).

State Efforts

Climate change adaptation for transportation infrastructure involves long-term planning and risk
management to address vulnerabilities in the transportation system. A number of state policies
and tools have been developed to guide adaptation efforts.

California’s Fourth Climate Change Assessment (Fourth Assessment) (2018) provides
information to help decision makers across sectors and at state, regional, and local scales protect
and build the resilience of the state’s people, infrastructure, natural systems, working lands, and
waters. The Fourth Assessment reported that if no measures are taken to reduce GHG emissions
by 2021 or sooner, the state is projected to experience an up to 8.8 degrees Fahrenheit increase
in average annual maximum daily temperatures; a two-thirds decline in water supply from
snowpack resulting in water shortages; a 77% increase in average area burned by wildfire; and
large-scale erosion of up to 67% of Southern California beaches due to sea level rise. These
effects will have profound impacts on infrastructure, agriculture, energy demand, natural systems,
communities, and public health (State of California 2018).

Sea level rise is a particular concern for transportation infrastructure in the coastal zone. Major
urban airports will be at risk of flooding from sea level rise combined with storm surge as early as
2040; San Francisco airport is already at risk. Miles of coastal highways vulnerable to flooding in
a 100-year storm event will triple to 370 by 2100, and 3,750 miles will be exposed to temporary
flooding. The Fourth Assessment’s findings highlight the need for proactive action to address
these current and future impacts of climate change.

To help actors throughout the state address the findings of California’s Fourth Climate Change
Assessment, AB 2800’s multidisciplinary Climate-Safe Infrastructure Working Group published
Paying it Forward: The Path Toward Climate-Safe Infrastructure in California. This report provides
guidance on assessing risk in the face of inherent uncertainties still posed by the best available
climate change science. It also examines how state agencies can use infrastructure planning,
design, and implementation processes to respond to the observed and anticipated climate change
impacts (Climate-Safe Infrastructure Working Group 2018).

EO S-13-08, issued in 2008, directed state agencies to consider sea level rise scenarios for 2050
and 2100 during planning to assess project vulnerabilities, reduce risks, and increase resilience
to sea level rise. It gave rise to the 2009 California Climate Adaptation Strategy, the Safeguarding
California Plan, and a series of technical reports on statewide sea level rise projections and risks,
including the State of California Sea-Level Rise Guidance Update in 2018. The reports addressed
the full range of climate change impacts and recommended adaptation strategies. The current
California Climate Adaptation Strategy incorporates key elements of the latest sector-specific
plans such as the Natural and Working Lands Climate Smart Strategy, Wildfire and Forest
Resilience Action Plan, Water Resilience Portfolio, and the CAPTI (described above). Priorities in
the 2023 California Climate Adaptation Strategy include acting in partnership with California
Native American Tribes, strengthening protections for climate-vulnerable communities that lack
capacity and resources, implementing nature-based climate solutions, using best available
climate science, and partnering and collaboration to best leverage resources (California Natural
Resources Agency 2023).

EO B-30-15 recognizes that effects of climate change threaten California’s infrastructure and
requires state agencies to factor climate change into all planning and investment decisions. Under
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this EO, the Office of Planning and Research published Planning and Investing for a Resilient
California: A Guidebook for State Agencies, to encourage a uniform and systematic approach to
building resilience.

SB 1 Coastal Resources: Sea Level Rise (Atkins 2021) established statewide goals to “anticipate,
assess, plan for, and, to the extent feasible, avoid, minimize, and mitigate the adverse
environmental and economic effects of sea level rise within the coastal zone.” As the legislation
directed, the Ocean Protection Council collaborated with 17 state planning and coastal
management agencies to develop the State Agency Sea-Level Rise Action Plan for California in
February 2022. This plan promotes coordinated actions by state agencies to enhance California's
resilience to the impacts of sea level rise (California Ocean Protection Council 2022).

Caltrans Adaptation Efforts
CALTRANS VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENTS

Caltrans completed climate change vulnerability assessments to identify segments of the State
Highway System vulnerable to climate change effects of precipitation, temperature, wildfire, storm
surge, and sea level rise.

The climate change data in the assessments were developed in coordination with climate change
scientists and experts at federal, state, and regional organizations at the forefront of climate
science. The findings of the vulnerability assessments guide analysis of at-risk assets and
development of Adaptation Priority Reports as a method to make capital programming decisions
to address identified risks.

CALTRANS SUSTAINABILITY PROGRAMS

The Director's Office of Equity, Sustainability and Tribal Affairs supports implementation of
sustainable practices at Caltrans. The Sustainability Roadmap is a periodic progress report and
plan for meeting the Governor’s sustainability goals related to EOs B-16-12, B-18-12, and B-30-
15. The Roadmap includes designing new buildings for climate change resilience and zero-net
energy, and replacing fleet vehicles with zero-emission vehicles (Caltrans 2023).

Project Adaptation Analysis
SEA LEVEL RISE

The project is outside the coastal zone and not in an area subject to sea level rise. Accordingly,
direct impacts to transportation facilities due to projected sea level rise are not expected.

PRECIPITATION AND FLOODING

The project locations lie within the Mojave Watershed, the Death Valley Lower Amargosa, and
Ivanpah Pahrump Valley Watershed. According to CA Department of Water Resources Best
Available Map (BAM) and FEMA'’s flood maps, Telephone Wash Bridge, Cenda Ditch Bridge,
Mescal Ditch Bridge and lvanpah do not have data available. Telephone Wash Bridge (Firm map
06071C3425H), Mescal Ditch Bridge (Firm map 06071C1875H), Cenda Ditch Bridge (Firm map
06071C1900H) and Ivanpah Ditch Bridge (Firm map 06071C1400H) are in the San Bernardino
County Unincorporated Areas. These FIRM map panels are “Not Printed” and are classified as
Zone D, which is an area with possible but undetermined flood hazards. The Caltrans Climate
Change Vulnerability Assessment mapping tool for District 8 assesses and maps changes in the
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100-year storm precipitation depth in the district. According to this assessment,100-year storm
precipitation depth is expected to increase by 2.9% by 2055 and 2.2% by 2085 at Mescal Ditch
Bridge. At Cenda Ditch Bridge, it is expected to increase by 2.9% by 2055 and 2.3% by 2085. At
Ivanpah Ditch Bridge, it is expected to increase by 1.8% in 2055 and 1.5% by 2085. Telephone
Wash is expected to increase by 1.5% by 2055 and 1.3% by 2085. Due to the location of the
project and the change in percentage of precipitation, the effects of climate change on
precipitation and flooding are not likely to adversely affect the project. The replacement of the
RSP would protect the bridges from further erosion and sediment build up at the abutments and
foundations which is necessary to maintain the stability and functionality of the bridges.

WILDFIRE

A climate-change risk analysis for wildfires and associated impacts to transportation facilities
involves uncertainties related to the timing and intensity of potential risks. In addition, climate
stressors, such as extreme temperatures, are also factors to consider when determining wildfire
disruptions to the State Highway System. Climate change models predict that temperatures will
continue to increase, thereby leading to longer heat waves and potentially more severe drought
events.

According to the map by CalFire’s Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP), the proposed
bridges are located within a Federal Responsibility Area (FRA) and Local Responsibility Area
(LRA). The proposed project locations are not identified to be within a fire-hazard zone. The
Caltrans Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment mapping tool does not identify the project
area to have a level of concern for the years of 2040 to 2099. In addition, Caltrans 2023 Standard
Specification 7-1.02M(2) mandates fire protection procedures during construction, including a fire
prevention plan.

TEMPERATURE

The project site is located within the “Desert” climate region. The desert climate is known to have
high temperatures during the day and nights are typically cold. The Caltrans District 8 Climate
Change Vulnerability Assessment Map shows that the average minimum temperature in 2055 is
anticipated to increase by 3.9 degrees Fahrenheit at Telephone Wash, 4.2 degrees Fahrenheit at
Mescal, 4.3 degrees at Cenda, and 4.2 degrees at lvanpah Ditch Bridge. The average seven-day
maximum temperature in 2055 is anticipated to increase by 5.82 degrees at Telephone Wash,
5.44 degrees Fahrenheit at Mescal, 5.41 degrees at Cenda, and 5.41 degrees at lvanpah Ditch
Bridge. In 2085, the average seven-day maximum anticipated an increase of 9 degrees at
Telephone Wash, 9.3 degrees at Mescal, 9.3 degrees at Cenda and 9.3 degrees at Ivanpah Ditch
Bridge. In 2085, the average minimum temperature change is anticipated to increase by 7.2
degrees Fahrenheit at Telephone Wash, 7.9 degrees at Mescal, 8.2 degrees at Cenda, and 8.1
degrees at lvanpah.
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Chapter 3 — Comments and Coordination

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and public agencies is an essential part
of the environmental process. It helps planners determine the necessary scope of environmental
documentation and the level of analysis required, and to identify potential impacts and avoidance,
minimization, and/or mitigation measures and related environmental requirements. Agency and
tribal consultation and public participation for this project have been accomplished through a
variety of formal and informal methods, including interagency coordination meetings, public
meetings, public notices, Project Development Team (PDT) meetings. This chapter summarizes
the results of the Department’s efforts to fully identify, address, and resolve project-related issues
through early and continuing coordination.

Consultation and coordination with several agencies occurred in conjunction with preparation of
the project technical reports and this IS. These agencies are identified in the various technical
reports and include the Bureau of Land Management, United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
California Department of Fish and Wildlife Service, Regional Water Quality Control Board, United
States Army Corp of Engineers.

3.1 Consultation and Coordination with Public Agencies and Tribal Governments
The following provides a summary of all meetings, correspondence, and/or coordination relevant
for the development of the proposed project.

3.1.1 AB 52 Consultation

A request was made to the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for a Sacred Land
File (SLF) search on July 20, 2022. The NAHC responded with negative SLF results for any
cultural resources.

Letters requesting information about cultural resources or concerns regarding the project were
sent to two Native American tribes:

e Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians, Sarah Bliss, Cultural Resource Manager.
Initial consultation letter was sent on July 20, 2022, and follow-up tribal consultation
attempts were made on September 26, 2022 and January 12, 2023. To date, a response
has not been received.

e San Manuel Band of Mission Indians, Jessica Mauck, Cultural Resources Management.
Initial consultation letter was sent on July 20, 2022. On August 19, 2022, Ryan Nordness
replied on behalf of the tribe to request project documents and continued consultation
pursuant to AB 52. A draft ASR was provided on February 8, 2023. No comments were
received.

3.1.2 Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
Alexic Francois, Barstow Field Office, and Chris Dalu, Needles Field Office, were contacted on
March 16, 2023, and asked if the BLM had any additional cultural resource information for the
project locations. No reply received to date.

3.1.3 California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB), and US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)

Based on the results of the Jurisdictional Delineation (JD), consultation with USACE, CDFW, and
RWQCB may be required to discuss the JD and whether permits are required. No formal agency
coordination was conducted prior to Project survey efforts. Caltrans may request and Approved
JD from the USACE during the Design phase.
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3.1.4 US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

An official USFWS species list (generated through IPaC) was requested and received on
December 27, 2022, August 24, 2023 and January 10, 2024. The Project is located within desert
tortoise critical habitat; suitable desert tortoise habitat is present within the Biological Study Area
(BSA) and Project Impact Area (PIA). Therefore, the project would require Section 7 Consultation
utilizing the Caltrans Desert Tortoise Programmatic Biological Opinion (DTPBO). The
Programmatic Biological Opinion has been submitted to the USFWS and is pending concurrence.
No formal coordination with the USFWS was conducted prior to the Project survey efforts.

3.1.5 Public Participation

The Draft Environmental Document (DED) prepared for the project was circulated for public
review and comment between April 17, 2024 and on May 17, 2024.

A Notice of Availability to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration was published in The Sun on
April 17, 2024 in English. The notice informed the public of the location where the DED was
available for public review, the start and end dates of the public review period, length of the public
review period, and how the public could submit comments on the DED. The published notice was
also mailed to those listed on the distribution list included in Chapter 5.

Additionally, a Notice of Completion was submitted to the State Clearinghouse on April 17, 2024.
The State Clearinghouse distributed the DED to selected state agencies for review between April
17, 2024 and May 17, 2024.

The published newspaper notice and comments received during public circulation are included
below.
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MILITARY

Recruiting programs
aid Army, Air Force

By Lolita C. Baldor
The Associated Press

WASHINGTON » After several
difficult years, the Army
and Air Force say they are
on track to meet their re-
cruiting goals this year, re-
versing previous shortfalls
using a swath of new pro-
grams and policy changes.
But the Navy, while improv-
ing, expects once again to
fall short.

The mixed results reflect
the ongoing challenges for
the U.S. military as it strug-
gles to attract recruits in a
tight job market, where
companies are willing to
pay more and provide good
benefits without the de-
mands of service and warf-
ighting. And even those
who are meeting their goals
say they are still finding it
difficult to attract the dwin-
dling number of young peo-
ple who can meet the mili-
tary’s physical, mental and
moral standards.

With half a year to go in
the recruiting year, Army
Secretary Christine Wor-
muth said she is optimis-
tic about hitting the 55,000
enlistment goal and getting
an additional 5,000 recruits
for the delayed entry pool
that would come in during
the next year or so.

“Right now we are 5,000
contracts ahead of where
we were compared to this
time last year,” Wormuth
said. “I don’t want to set
expectations too high right
now, but I'm feeling good.”

For the Army, it is a
bright spot.

Last fiscal year, which
ended Sept. 30, the Navy,
Army and Air Force all
failed to meet their recruit-
ment goals. The Marine
Corps and the tiny Space
Force have consistently hit
their targets, although the
Marines have struggled
a bit. The previous fiscal
year, the Army fell 15,000

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

Airman Tst Class D’elbrah
Assamoi, from Cote D’lvoire,
signs her U.S. certificate

of citizenship after the
Basic Military Training Coin
Ceremony at Joint Base San
Antonio-Lackland, in San
Antonio, last year.

short of its enlistment goal
of 60,000, and the other
services had to dig into the
pools of delayed entry can-
didates in order to meet
their recruiting numbers.

Now, with six months of
recruiting under their belts
— including the historically
meager winter months —
the Air Force and Army are
optimistic they’ll meet their
goals.

A key success, said Wor-
muth, has been the Army’s
future soldier prep course,
which has graduated about
17,000 soldiers since it was
started in August 2022, in-
cluding about 5,300 so far
in this current fiscal year.
The prep course, which is
now at Fort Jackson, South
Carolina, and Fort Moore,
Georgia, gives lower-per-
forming recruits up to 90
days of academic or fitness
instruction to help them
meet military standards
and go on to basic training.

“Not only are the gradua-
tion rates very high, but the
number of graduates from
the program who then are
selected for leadership roles
when they’re in basic train-

ing or who do particularly
well in basic is notable,”
said Wormuth, adding that
34% of the leadership posts
in basic training are filled
by soldiers who attended
the prep course.

“We still have six months
to go, so I don’t want to be
overconfident,” said Wor-
muth. But recruiting was
high in February and
March, usually the most
difficult months. “Now
we’re starting to move into
the spring and summer
months, which are the tra-
ditionally better recruiting
months.”

The Air Force is also up-
beat, after making a num-
ber of policy changes, relax-
ing tattoo rules, boosting
bonuses and expanding ef-
forts to recruit lawful per-
manent residents. The ser-
vice missed its active-duty
recruiting mission of more
than 26,800 last year by
about 3,000 airmen, but has
exceeded its goal so far this
year. Buoyed by the prog-
ress, the Air Force has just
increased its active-duty en-
listment target for the year
to 27,100, a boost of about
1,200.

Brig. Gen. Christopher
Amrhein, who heads the
Air Force’s recruiting, said
while he’s “cautiously opti-
mistic” about making their
goal, “we cannot take our
foot off the gas.”

He said the service needs
to keep looking at policy
changes and other adjust-
ments.

Navy leaders, however,
say that while they’re doing
better than last year, they
expect to miss their recruit-
ing goal of about 40,600 by
roughly 6,700.

“We continue to face
challenges in the current
and forecasted economic
environment and tough la-
bor market,” said Vice Adm.
Rick Cheeseman, head of
Navy personnel.

BALTIMORE

Salvage crews race against
clock to remove bridge debris

By Lea Skene
The Associated Press

SPARROWS POINT, MD. »
Nearly three weeks since
Baltimore’s Francis Scott
Key Bridge collapsed un-
der the impact of a way-
ward cargo ship, crews
are using the largest crane
on the Eastern Seaboard
to haul the wreckage to a
nearby salvage yard.

The heaviest section so
far weighed about 450 tons
(408 metric tons). In the sal-
vage yard Monday morning,
workers disassembled the
metal trusses by attacking
them with propane torches
and a pair of giant shears
that sliced them into more
manageable pieces. Ris-
ing from the water nearby
was the Chesapeake 1000,
a floating crane with a sto-
ried history that includes
helping the CIA retrieve

part of a sunken Soviet sub-
marine.

The Key Bridge took
five years to construct in
the 1970s. Now, it’s a race
against the clock to disman-
tle the remnants of a fallen
Baltimore landmark.

On March 26, six con-
struction workers plunged
to their deaths in the col-
lapse. Four bodies have
since been recovered.

Salvage crews are hoping
to recover the two remain-
ing bodies once more of the
debris has been removed.
They’re also working to-
ward their goal of opening
a temporary channel later
this month that would al-
low more commercial traffic
to resume through the Port
of Baltimore, which has re-
mained largely closed since
the March 26 collapse. Of-
ficials plan to reopen the
port’s main channel by the

end of May.

So far, over 1,000 tons
of steel have been removed
from the waterway. But the
work is tedious, dangerous
and incredibly complex,
leaders of the operation said
Monday during a visit to the
salvage yard at Tradepoint
Atlantic, the only maritime
shipping terminal currently
operating in the Port of Bal-
timore.

The facility, which oc-
cupies the site of a for-
mer Bethlehem Steel plant
northeast of Baltimore, has
ramped up operations to
accommodate some of the
ships originally scheduled
to dock at the port’s other
terminals. Before remov-
ing any pieces of the bridge,
divers are tasked with sur-
veying the murky underwa-
ter wreckage and assessing
how to safely extract the
various parts.
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PENNSYLVANIA

By Chris Megerian
The Associated Press

SCRANTON, PA. » Presi-
dent Joe Biden on Tuesday
made a nostalgic return to
the house where he grew
up in working-class Scran-
ton, kicking off a multi-
day swing through Penn-
sylvania where he called
for higher taxes on the
rich and tried to cast Don-
ald Trump as an out-of-
touch elitist — part of an
attempt to blunt the popu-
list appeal of his predeces-
sor’s comeback bid.

Biden appeared to sa-
vor his trip down memory
lane, lingering longer than
expected at his childhood
home. An American flag
waved softly in the wind on
the front porch as neigh-
bors crowded the nearby
sidewalk under flowering
trees and a pale blue sky.
The president later posed
for photos with children,
some wearing school uni-
forms, in the backyard.

Biden is looking to gain
ground in a key swing state
while his opponent spends
much of the week in a New
York City courtroom for his
first criminal trial. A city of
roughly 75,000, the presi-
dent used Scranton to ar-
gue that getting rich in
America is fine, but should
come with heftier tax bills.
He dismissed Trump, the
presumptive Republican
nominee and a billionaire,
as a tool of wealthy inter-
ests.

It’s all aimed at re-
framing the conversation
around the economy, which
has left many Americans
feeling sour about their fi-
nancial situations at a time
of stubborn inflation and
elevated interest rates de-
spite low unemployment.

“When I look at the
economy, I don’t look at it
through the eyes of Mar-a-
Lago.

“I look at it through the
eyes of Scranton,” the presi-

ALEX

Biden visits hometown to
call for more taxes on rich

BRANDON — THE ASSOCIATED PRESS

President Joe Biden speaks at a campaign event Tuesday
in Scranton, Pa. He called for more taxes on the rich.

dent said in a speech before
visiting his family former
house. He was contrast-
ing his modest upbring-
ing with the Florida estate
where the former president
now lives.

Biden has proposed a
25% percent minimum tax
rate for billionaires. He
added that taxes are “how
we invest in the country.”

“Scranton values or Mar-
a-Lago values,” Biden said.
“These are the compet-
ing visions for our econ-
omy that raise questions
of fundamental fairness
at the heart of this cam-
paign.” He spoke at a com-
munity center from a stage
flanked by a banner read-
ing “Tax Fairness for All
Americans.”

The president said de-
cades of GOP policies that
cut taxes for the wealthy
with the idea of stimulat-
ing the economy “failed
America, and Donald
Trump embodies that fail-
ure.” He detailed his own
working class upbringing
while scoffing that Trump’s
background taught him
little more than “the best
way to get rich is to inherit
it.” Along the way, Biden
worked in jokes about the
sharp fall in market value

of the former president’s
social media platform.

Biden was also taking
part in a training session
for grassroots organizers at
a union hall.

Crowds lined the streets
to mostly cheer, though
there were protests against
the Biden’s administra-
tion’s support for Israel in
its war with Gaza.

“Joe Biden has never for-
gotten where he’s from,”
Scranton Mayor Paige Cog-
netti said before Biden’s
speech. Pennsylvania Gov.
Josh Shapiro echoed the
idea.

“They’re the people on
his mind, and they’re the
people in his heart,” Shap-
iro said, adding that Biden
administration polices are
“putting money back in
your pocket every day.”

After spending the night
in Scranton, Biden was
continuing to Pittsburgh
on Wednesday, then goes
back to the White House,
only to hit Philadelphia on
Thursday.

“It’s hard to draw paths
to Biden winning the
White House that don’t in-
volve Pennsylvania,” said
Daniel Hopkins, a politi-
cal science professor at the
University of Pennsylvania.
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Notice of Intent to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration
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WHAT'S
BEING PLANNED

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) proposes to maintain bridge stability, functionality, and
improve the safety of the traveling public. The proposed project is on Interstate 15 (I-15) at post mile (PM) R110.4,
PM 166.8, PM 172.1L and PM 179.4 in San Bernardino County. The work includes removing the existing rock slope
protection (RSP) and installing partially grouted or traditional RSP, upgrading four Metal Beam Guardrail (MBGR)
to Midwest Guardrail System (MGS) and constructing vegetation control underneath those guardrails. In addition, re-
striping would occur from Mescal Ditch Bridge to Ivanpah Bridge.

WHY THIS AD?

Caltrans has studied the effects this project may have on the environment. Our studies show it will not significantly
affect the quality of the environment. The report that explains why is called an Initial Study (with Proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration). This notice is to tell you of the preparation of the Initial Study (with Proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration) and of its availability for you to read, and to also offer the opportunity to request a public
hearing or to provide comments, and the intent to adopt this Mitigated Negative Declaration.

WHAT'S
AVAILABLE?

Copies of the Initial Study (with Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration), including associated maps, and other
project information are available by request via email (I-15ReplaceRSP@dot.ca.gov) or via phone at (909)261-3955.

WHERE YOU
COME IN

with the project’s design.

Do you have any comments about processing the project with an Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration? Do you disagree with the findings of our study as set forth in the Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated
Negative Declaration? Would you care to make any other comments on the project? We’d like to hear what you
think. Please submit your comments via email or in writing, no later than May 17, 2024 to:

California Department of Transportation

ATTN: Malisa Lieng, Senior Environmental Planner
464 W. 4th Street, MS 823

San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400;

or via email to I-15ReplaceRSP@dot.ca.gov

Please use “Interstate 15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges” in the subject line of the email.

The date we will begin accepting comments is April 17, 2024. If there are no major comments, Caltrans will proceed

CONTACT

For more information about this project please contact the Caltrans District 8 Office of Public Affairs at (909) 383-
4631. For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document can be made available in Braille, in large print, on
audiocassette, or on computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, call or write to Malisa Lieng,
Senior Environmental Planner, 464 W. 4th Street, MS 823, San Bernardino, California 92401-1400; (909)261-3955;
or use the California Relay Service 1-800-735-2929 (TTY to Voice), 1-800-735-2922 (Voice to TTY), 1-800-854-
7784 (From or to Speech to Speech), or dial 711.

CNSB # 3800929




Comment #1:
DocuSign Envelope 1D: 18810CD9-EBFE-4561-9489-FBACIACEEBOA

State of California — Natural Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE

P4 Inland Deserts Region

¥ 3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220
Ontario, CA 91764
www.wildlife.ca.qov

cT.umpﬁ GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor

May 17, 2024

Malisa Lieng, Senior Environmental Planner
California Department of Transportation, District 8
464 West Fourth Street, Sixth Floor, MS 823

San Bernardino, CA 92401

Subject: Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration, SBD I-15 Replace Rock
Slope Protection (RSP) for 6 Bridges (Project), State Clearinghouse No.
2024040752, County of San Bernardino

Dear Malisa Lieng:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Intent to
adopt an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) from the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) for the Project pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.!

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 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 their habitats necessary for
biclogically sustainable populations of those species (/d., § 1802.). Similarly, for
purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biclogical
expertise during public agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on

' 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.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870

CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director [

1.1

1.1: Caltrans thanks CDFW for continued
commitment to protecting biological
resources, and the ongoing collaboration
between the agencies in order to find the
best ways in which to protect the resources
during construction activities. Thank you for
reviewing the IS/MND.
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Malisa Lieng

California Department of Transportation, District 8
May 17, 2024

Page 2 of 24

projects and related activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife
resources.

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 (LSA) 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 Fish and Game Code.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY
Proponent: Caltrans District 8

Objective: The objective of the Project is to maintain bridge stability, functionality, and
improve the safety of the traveling public by restoring the scour protection and
upgrading guardrail systems at six bridges at four stream crossings along Interstate 15
(I-15) in San Bernardino County.

Description: The Project will remove the existing RSP and install partially grouted RSP
underneath the left and right sides of Mescal Ditch Bridge at Post Mile (PM) 166.8 and
underneath the left and right sides of Ivanpah Ditch Bridge at PM 179.4. Traditional
RSP would be installed underneath the left side of Telephone Wash Bridge at PM
R110.4 and underneath the left side of Cenda Ditch Bridge 1L on |-15 between PM
R110.4 and PM 179.4 in San Bernardino County. The Project would also include the
upgrading of the Metal Beam Guardrail to a Midwest Guardrail System and constructing
vegetation control underneath the guardrail. The existing bridge rail at the Mescal Ditch
Bridge and the Telephone Wash Bridge would be replaced to a concrete barrier and
sign panels would be upgraded at the Mescal Ditch Bridge. In addition, re-striping would
occur from the Mescal Ditch Bridge to the lvanpah Bridge.

Location: The Project site is located along the I-15 northeast of the City of Barstow, in
an unincorporated section of San Bernardino County, California 92311; from PM R110.4
to PM 179.4; approximate center coordinate of Latitude 35.339181 and Longitude -
115.959555.

Timeframe: The Project is proposed to start in 2026/2027. The Project is estimated to
be completed within 360 working days.

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1.1
Cont.
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CDFW offers the following comments and recommendations below to assist Caltrans
District 8 in adequately identifying and/or mitigating the Project’s significant, or
potentially significant, direct, and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological)
resources. Editorial comments or other suggestions may also be included to improve
the Final MND.

I. Mitigation Measure or Alternative and Related Impact Shortcomings

COMMENT 1: Special-status and Sensitive Plants, and Sensitive Natural
Communities

Chapter 2, Biological Resources a). Page 11

Issue: The Project has the potential to result in permanent and temporary impacts to
special-status plants such as, but not limited to, desert wing-fruit (Acleisanthes
nevadensis) (California Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) 2B.1), pink funnel lily
(Androstephium breviflorum) (CRPR 2B.2), black grama (Bouteloua eriopoda)
(CRPR 4.2), and Sensitive Natural Communities such as black-stem rabbitbrush
scrub (State Rarity Rank (S) S3).

Specific impact: The Project as described will require vegetation removal
associated with grading, excavation, construction, and materials staging in areas
either currently undeveloped, or where development occurred and is currently
supporting vegetation, wherein special-status plants, and/or Sensitive Natural
Communities are potentially present. The Project as described holds the potential to
take special-status plants, and/or impact Sensitive Natural Communities (i.e., those
with a rank of S1 through $3.2) through mortality which may occur during the
replacement and installation of RSP, installation of wildlife exclusion fencing,
modifying hydrology, modifying soil chemistry including the pH associated with
leaching of cementitious products and compaction, causing latent effects associated
with introduction or proliferation of invasive species, and changing habitat
composition.

Why impact would occur: Page 14 of the IS/MND states, “Within 14-days prior to
construction, a preconstruction survey must be conducted by a qualified biologist
during the typical rare plant blooming season (March-June) for all off-pavement work
areas, as well as any construction staging areas prior to use. Special-status plants
must be flagged for visual identification to construction personnel for work
avoidance. Special-status plants detected featuring multiple plants in a single
location must be fenced with Temporary High Visibility Fencing as an
Environmentally Sensitive Area.” Please note that, if Project activities were to
commence or occur from June through March, the proposed 14-day survey would be

13

1.4

1.2: Caltrans appreciates CDFW for reviewing
the environmental document and the
following comments and recommendations
have been taken into consideration and are
addressed in the responses below.

1.3: At the time of the writing of the NESMI,
desert wing-fruit, Acleisanthes nevadensis,
and black grama, Bouteloua eriopoda, were
not listed within the CNDDB species list, and
therefore were not included within the study.
A CNDDB species list was pulled on 6/27/24.
There was no listing for the desert wing-fruit
nor black grama. A search conducted in the
Caltrans DEAGIS also did not identify desert
wing-fruit nor black grama as being located
within the project BSA. Surveys by Caltrans
staff and ECORP also did not find desert wing-
fruit nor black grama. Therefore, they will not
be included for consideration. Pink funnel lily,
Androstephium breviflorum, has been
considered, and concerns are addressed. The
revised BIO-Plant 1 measure would be
applied.

Black-stem rabbitbrush scrub has been
addressed in the Final IS/MND as avoidance,
minimization and mitigation measures.

1.4: Caltrans has considered the suggested
modifications to BIO-Plant-1 and the revised
measure can be found below in Response 1.6,
and in the IS/MND.

The phrase "Within 14-days prior to
construction," has been removed to clarify
the preconstruction surveys are to occur
within the species-specific blooming period
prior to construction.
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potentially inadequate to identify special-status plants within the Project Impact Area
(PIA). For instance, not all species may be detectable during a limited 14-day survey
period scheduled around a construction start date, especially in the case of species
that hold a dormancy period and occupy sandy episodic streambeds such as pink
funnel lily. The IS/MND indicates that a single field survey for all sensitive biological
resources, which included a botanical survey at each bridge's PIA, was conducted
on December 14, 2022, for the entirety of the Project. This survey was conducted
outside of the identification and flowering period for many of the special-status plants
with the potential to occur within the PIA, with the NESMI acknowledging the
limitations and shortcoming of the survey timing on Page 19. Further, surveying was
not conducted in total for the PIA, as the surveying team declined to survey areas
due to site access constraints, with surveys being partially performed through the
use of binoculars and aerial photography as noted on Page 18 of the NESMI. For
these reasons, the results of the botanical survey are unlikely to fully disclose
impacts to special-status plants, and as such, the proposed mitigation of the IS/MND
is likely insufficient in mitigating the impacts to special-status plants to a level of less
than significant.

Survey protocols were not provided for in the IS/MND, thus it is unclear whether
proposed surveys would be effective in identifying and avoiding impacts to special-
status plants. Without survey periods indicated within the IS/IMND as part of an
approved protocol, individual plants, or locally significant populations thereof, may
be impacted upon ground disturbance where their underground structures (e.g.,
bulbs, corms, roots, efc.) may lay dormant underground, or in the case of annual
species, the seed banks may be present in the PIA. Direct impacts to special-status
plants within the PIA include grading, vegetation removal, construction activities
associated with RSP replacement including operating heavy equipment within
stream channels, and ongoing maintenance conducted underneath the bridge
locations. Indirect impacts to special-status plants include modified hydrology
associated with partially grouted RSP, dust, increased risk of wildfire, and changes
in soil chemistry and/or compaction.

The IS/MND indicates on Page 13, part b), that no impacts to Sensitive Natural
Communities would occur as part of the Project. Yet the Natural Environment Study
(Minimal Impacts) (NESMI) includes that black-stem rabbitbrush scrub, both intact
and disturbed porticns of the community, is present within the biological study area
for the Project. Direct impacts to Sensitive Natural Communities within the PIA
include grading, vegetation removal, construction activities associated with RSP
replacement including operating heavy equipment within stream channels, and
ongoing maintenance conducted underneath the bridge locations. Indirect impacts to
Sensitive Natural Communities include modified hydrology associated with partially
grouted RSP, dust, increased risk of wildfire, and changes in soil chemistry and/or
compaction.

1.4

Cont

1.4 cont.: Although some projects have
multiple years during which preconstruction
surveys can be conducted, Caltrans is not
able to conduct a multi-year survey for
species whose presence is intermittent.
Caltrans is limited by surveys for blooming
periods of species between project
assignment and construction. As there is no
documented historic presence within the PIA
for this species, it will be concluded that if no
pink funnel lilies are found during
preconstruction surveys, then presence will
be assumed absent, and no mitigation will be
pursued.
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Evidence impact would be significant: Special-status plants with a CNPS
CRPR ranking of series 3 and 4 warrant the consideration of impacts and
mitigation thereof under CEQA on the basis that these species are declining in
abundance, hold limited taxonomic information, and/or hold other factors
which require that they be tracked by CDFW through the California Natural
Diversity Database (CNDDB). Furthermore, Special-status plants with a CNPS
CRPR ranking of series 1B and 2B meet the definition for CESA listing as rare,
threatened, and/or endangered. Many of the CNPS CRPR listed plants have not
been reassessed from the time of their listing, and said listing ranks may not
currently reflect their implement in a manner that is up to date with stochastic
weather events, extreme heat, and anthropogenic impacts. The Project as
described may result in direct take of special-status plants and parts thereof, and
would result in the loss of the habitats on which they depend on.

The California Botanic Garden Herbarium (Honer, 2008), among others, hold
records of black grama growing in similar disturbed habitat with similar soil types to
those found in the PIA, and these ohservations are within a reasonable dispersal
distance for the species. Pink funnel lily has been collected (Honer, 2008) adjacent
to the PIA within roadside sandy washes with similar ecology and is within a
reasonable dispersal distance for the species. Desert wing-fruit has also been
collected in road grading spoils and episodic stream sediments adjacent to the PIA
(Caplow, 2011), and is within a reasonable dispersal distance from the Project. The
NESMI recognizes that special-status species habitats do occur within the PIA on
Table 2, yet the Mitigation Measures of the IS/MND (e.g., BIO-Plant-1: Rare Plant
Surveys, Flagging, and Fencing) do not include conducting floristic field surveys in
accordance with an accepted protocol for special-status plants, and instead
proposes a pre-construction presence/absence survey to be performed within 14
days of construction to flag or fence for avoidance any special-status plants in the
PIA.

With the Project holding multiple locations that are up to 50 miles apart, and with the
Project’s locations being subject to unpredictable weather patterns that may not
align with the expected flowering period of special-status plants, the use of
presence/absence surveys alone as proposed in the IS/MND would not be
appropriate to detect special-status plants, and thus the mitigation measures
provided in the IS/MND to avoid and minimize impacts to special-status plants would
not mitigate the impacts to special-status plants to a level of less than significant.
Moreover, special-status plants with the potential to occur within and adjacent to the
PIA hold propagule vectoring habits that exceed the proposed flagged avoidance
areas in their dispersal potential (e.g., desert wing-fruit), and as such avoidance
alone would be insufficient at adequately being able to protect special-status plants
and the propagules thereof. The IS/IMND also does not propose compensatory

1.5

1.5: Although CNPS plants meet the
definition of Rare for CESA listing, the plants
are not CESA listed, and are not provided the
same protections. Caltrans would provide the
best protections feasible to all native plants
and habitats through the implementation of
the revised BIO-Plant-1 (Below in 1.6).

Resulting from a site visit to the California
Botanic Garden Herbarium on July 3, 2024, it
was determined that the desert wing fruit
had very few collections in the region and
that the BSA was ﬂover five miles from the
closest collected specimen and would not be
considered possibly present based on the
distance to the nearest documented
specimen.

Caltrans is limited to conducting surveys
within anticipated bloom times as there are
timing and funding constraints with for
multiple surveys outside of anticipated bloom
times. Caltrans cannot be expected to
anticipate years where plants may bloom
outside of regular historic time frames.

Avoidance, Minimization, and Mitigation
measures regarding impacts to Sensitive
Natural Community, black-stem rabbitbrush
scrub, has been incorporated into the
IS/MND.
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mitigation for any permanent impacts to special-status plants, their habitats, or for
Sensitive Natural Communities. Additionally, the IS/IMND does not propose
mitigation for any temporary impacts to special-status plants and their habitats,
and/or Sensitive Natural Communities, such as site restoration and/or monitoring for
the success thereof. CDFW considers the take of special-status plants, the loss of
their habitats, and the loss of Sensitive Natural Communities as a significant impact,
unless mitigated to a level of less than significant. Accordingly, the draft IS/MND
does not mitigate the impacts to special-status plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities to a level of less than significant.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): CDFW recommends
the inclusion of the below revisions to BIO-1-Plant (edits are in strikethrough and
additions are in bold italics) and the adoption of BIO-Plant-2 in the Final MND to
ensure impacts to special-status plants and the habitats thereof, and Sensitive
Natural Communities, are mitigated to a level of less than significant.

BlO-Plant-1: Rare Special-status Plant and Sensitive Natural Communities
Surveys, Flagging, and Fencing (Revised):

Within the appropriate identification periods for special-status plants and
Sensitive Natural Communities, surveys shall be conducted according to the
CDFW 2018 Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-status
Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities (found at:
htps:/nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=18959). In addition, 14-
three days prior to construction,-a preconstruction surveys must be conducted by a
CDFW approved qualified biologist with a minimum of five years of professional
experience surveying for special-status plant species and Sensitive Natural
Communities in Californian desert environments during the typical rare plant
blooming season (March-June) for all off pavement work areas, as well as any
construction staging areas prior to use. Special-status plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities must be flagged for visual identification to construction personnel for
work avoidance. Special-status plants detected featuring multiple plants in a single
location must be fenced with Temporary High Visibility Fencing (THVF) as an
Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).Sensitive Natural Communities detected
shall be flagged or fenced off as ESAs with THVF. If nhon CESA-listed special-
status plants and/or Sensitive Natural Communities are impacted by Project
activities, or if protocol level surveys are not able 1o be conducted due 1o
Project contracting constraints, cyclical weather constraints (i.e., drought,
flooding, etc.), or other reasons conflicting with the Project’s build timeline,
honh CESA-listed special-status plants shall be assumed present in the Project
area, and mitigated by acreage in accordance with BlIO-Plant-2. If complete
avoidance of CESA-listed plants cannot be achieved, COFW recommends that
Project activities be postponed until appropriate authorization (i.e., a finalized

ont.

1.6

1.6 Caltrans would implement the modified
BIO-Plant-1 wording into the IS/MND to read
as follows:

BIO-Plant-1: Rare Special-status Plant and
Sensitive Natural Communities
Surveys, Flagging, and Fencing (Revised):

Within the appropriate identification periods
for special-status plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities, surveys shall be conducted
according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special-
status Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural
Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?Doc
umentlD=18959). In addition, three days
prior to construction, preconstruction surveys
must be conducted by a CDFW approved
qualified biologist with experience surveying
for special-status plant species and Sensitive
Natural Communities in Californian desert
environments during the typical rare plant
blooming season (March-June) for all off
pavement work areas, as well as any
construction staging areas prior to use.
Special-status plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities must be flagged for visual
identification to construction personnel for
work avoidance. Special-status plants
detected featuring multiple plants in a single
location must be fenced with Temporary High
Visibility Fencing (THVF) as an
Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).
Sensitive Natural Communities detected shall
be flagged or fenced off as ESAs with THVF. If
complete avoidance of CESA-listed plants
cannot be achieved, CDFW recommends that
Project activities be postponed until
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CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP) under Fish and Game Code section 2081) is
obtained.

BlO-Plant-2: Compensatory Mitigation to Non CESA-listed Special-status
Plants and Sensitive Natural Communities (New):

Permanent impacts (i.e., areas slated for grouted or partially grouted RSP, or
areas that will not return to their baseline ecological state and form within one-
calendar-year of occurring impacts) (hereafter as, ‘permanent impacits’) 10 hon
CESA-listed special-status plants, shall be mitigated at a minimum 3:1
(mitigated to impacted) ratio by acreage area. Temporary impacis (i.e., areas
that will return to their baseline ecological state and form within one-calendar-
year of occurring impacts) (hereafter as, ‘temporary impacts’) to non CESA-
listed special-status plants and their habitats, and Sensitive Natural
Communities, shall be restored onsite at a 1:1 (mitigated to impacted) ratio by
acreage area. Compensatory mitigation for non CESA-listed special-status
plant species and Sensitive Natural Communities impacts by total area (i.e.,
the combined total acreage of permanent and temporary impacts calculated
post-ratios) shall be conducted either on-site through restoration activities, or
through purchase of mitigation credits from a CDFW-approved bank and/or
land acquisition, or a combination of both, in coordination with CDFW.

COMMENT 2: Desert Tortoise (Gopherus agassizii)
Chapter 2, Biological Resources a). Page 10, 11, 12, and elsewhere

Issue: The Project has the potential to result in permanent and temporary loss,
degradation, and impacts to desert tortoise habitat. Direct take of desert tortoise may
occur during the course of Project activities, such as with RSP replacement, and for
the life of the Project, such as equipment crushing during bridge maintenance and
civilian vehicle strike after the Project’s construction is complete. The Project has the
potential to also result in impacts to migration of desert tortoise populations.

Specific impact: The Project includes the potential for collapsing of desert tortoise
burrows, entombment, direct take associated with vehicle and equipment strike,
indirect take associated with Project operations, reduction of habitat associated with
RSP grouting, and reduction of species movement capabilities.

Why impact would occur: The IS/MND indicates that desert tortoise could be
directly impacted during construction and for the life of the Project, and provides
mitigation measures to address these impacts. The IS/MND also indicates that
permanent and temporary impacts associated with the Project’'s construction would
occur to desert tortoise habitat. The IS/MND notes on Page 11, “There are several

1.6
Cont

1.7

1.8

1.6 cont.: appropriate authorization (i.e., a
finalized CESA Incidental Take Permit (ITP)

b under Fish and Game Code section 2081) is
obtained.

1.7: Compensatory mitigation is not required
for non-listed species. To reduce the impacts
of the project activities, Caltrans included
revegetation seed mixes in the design plans
to include native, habitat appropriate plant
species to replace habitat disturbed during
project activities.

1.8: Thank you for your comments. Caltrans would
clarify that in this case, "wash" was meant as habitat,
and not channel. Therefore, wording "including
desert wash areas requiring RSP replacement" has
been changed in the IS/MND to read "including the
desert wash bank areas requiring RSP replacement. “ﬂ

The addition of partial grouting of RSP is not
considered a reduction in habitat as RSP is
already currently onsite, and the partial
grouting has been requested by USFWS in
order to protect tortoises from becoming
entrapped within the gaps in the RSP. There
are no new permanent impacts in the area.
Any reduction in tortoise movement
capabilities would be temporary and for the
safety of the tortoises during construction.
The tortoises are currently hindered from
reaching the roadways by the RSP, which
Caltrans endorses for their safety.
Encouraging mobility to the roadways would
increase opportunities of vehicle strike and
would be detrimental to tortoises, which
goes against the policies of Caltrans, USFWS,
and CDFW. There is also currently permanent
desert tortoise fencing at some locations.
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areas within the BSA exhibiting high disturbance levels and do not feature ideal
habitat conditions for desert tortoise. However, areas of native Mojavean desert
scrub with minimal disturbance and natural plant communities found within the BSA
are suitable habitat for desert tortoise, including the wash areas requiring RSP
replacement.” In addition, Page 11 notes, “Desert tortoise Critical Habitat overlaps
three of the four bridge BSA locations which includes the portions from
approximately PM R110.4 to PM R116.85 (Telephone Wash), PM 142.9 to PM 167.8
(Mescal Ditch), and PM 176.3 to PM 177.7 (lvanpah Ditch). Only Cenda Ditch (PM
172.1L) is not within a designated Critical Habitat but remains within suitable
habitat.”

Impacts to desert tortoise are further discussed on Page 12 as, “Due to the lack of
final design plans at the time of the Draft JD and Final NESMI, temporary impacts
are only approximate and will be finalized during the Design phase. With these
findings Caltrans has determined the proposed Project “May Affect” desert tortoise
and its designated critical hahitat and will require USFWS Section 7 Consultation
utilizing the Desert Tortoise Programmatic Biological Opinion. Final impacts both
temporary and permanent, will be determined later in the Project after design has
been finalized.” Considering the aforementioned, the IS/IMND inadequately discloses
the potentially significant impacts of the Project to desert tortoise as the impacts
associated with the final designs, such as migratory impediments associated with
partially grouted RSP in the stream channel bed, in addition to identifying ways
these impacts could be avoided, significantly reduced, and/or mitigated for through
the inclusion of feasible mitigation measures, are all unknown and will be determined
at a later date.

Evidence impact would be significant: Desert tortoise was recently uplisted
from threatened to endangered under CESA through a unanimous vote by the
Fish and Game Commission in April 2024, highlighting the importance and
necessity to avoid impacts to desert tortoise and the habitats and connectivity
thereof. The IS/MND indicates that desert tortoise was not found during the
December 14, 2022, field survey, yet desert tortoise is presumed to be presentin
and adjacent to the PIA. CDFW's Biogeographic Information and Observation
System (BIOS) holds positive occurrence recerds adjacent to Project locations within
three miles or within the same watershed with unimpeded habitat (CDFW, 2024).
Moreover, CDFW'’s BIOS’ Unprocessed Data layer includes an additional 38 records
of the species within a reasonable dispersal distance of the PIA (CDFW, 2024). All
of these records occur within continuous bands of unimpeded habitat for which
desert tortoise could be moving through and into Project locations in search for
mates, food, water, or habitat. In addition, the Project, as described, would remove
potential habitat for desert tortoise as a result of temporary and permanent impacts.
CDFW considers the take of desert tortoise and the loss of the species’ habitat as a
significant impact, unless mitigated to a level of less than significant.

1.8

Cont.

1.9

1.8 cont.: Fencing in poor condition would be
repaired or replaced prior to construction
activities. The installation or repair of
Permanent Desert Tortoise Fencing in the
project areas are considered reasonable
mitigation and protection measures to
reduce the likelihood of tortoises reaching
the roadway. Caltrans cannot be held
responsible for civilian vehicle strikes of
desert tortoise post construction. The project
is implementing bio-measures for temporary
and permanent desert tortoise fencing, pre-
construction surveys, equipment flagging,
reduced speeds in work zones, and a full-time
monitor. With these measures in place, the
likelihood of impacting a desert tortoise is
extremely low. In addition, historic records
indicate only one site is known for desert
tortoise presence, therefore, the project will
not be pursuing a 2081 at this time.

1.9: As USFWS is the responsible agency for
habitat protection, Caltrans will comply with
protections required by USFWS for habitat
impacts. Caltrans would implement the
following measures for the protection of the
desert tortoise, which would reduce
likelihood of impacts to any desert tortoise
specimens, therefore, Caltrans does not plan
to seek a 2081 at this time.

To avoid or minimize impacts to desert
tortoise, the following measures that would
be implemented: Equipment staging (BIO-
General-1); Preconstruction surveys (BIO-
General-4- Revised below in 1.11); Worker
Environmental Awareness Program (BIO-
General-7); Biological Monitor, full time (BIO-
General-8- Revised below in 1.12);
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The IS/IMND’s Mitigation Measure Bio-General-12: Animal Entrapment includes
language regarding the prevention of desert tortoise inadvertent entrapment, and
allows trapped animals to he released by the qualified biologist. Mitigation Measure
Bio-General-12: Animal Entrapment does not consider that handling of CESA-listed
species constitutes take under CESA in the form of catch, pursue, capture, and/or
attempting to catch, pursue, and/or capture. Further, the IS/MND does not include
that an ITP for desert tortoise would be sought prior to the implementation of Project
activities.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): CDFW recommends
the inclusion of the below revisions to Bio-General-4 and Bio-General-8 (edits are in
strikethrough and additions are in bold italics), and the adoption of Bio-Reptile-8
and Bio-Reptile-9 in the Final MND to ensure impacts to desert tortoise, and the
habitats thereof, are mitigated to a level of less than significant.

Bio-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys (Revised):

Preconstruction desert tortoise surveys must be conducted by-a-qualified biologist
within7-days-andimmediately prior-to-Project activities Within the PIA, and
adjacent to the PIA where Project activities could affect desert tortoise in
accordance with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s 2009 desert tortoise
survey methodology (see:
htips./www.Tws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/Desert-Tortoise-Field-
Manual.pdf). The survey shall utilize perpendicular survey routes and 100-
percent visual coverage for desert tortoise and their sign. Results of the
survey shall be submitted to CDFW prior to the start of Project activities. If the
survey confirms desert tortoise absence, the CDFW-approved biologist shall
ensture desert tortoise does not enter the Project area. A CDFW-approved
biologist shall be present to monitor construction at all times when and where
desert tortoise has the potential to be impacted by Project activities. If the
survey confirms presence of desert tortoise, or if a desert torroise is observed
at any time, Caltrans shall submit to CDFW for review and approval a desert
tortoise specific avoidance plan dertailing the protective avoidance measures
to be implemented 1o ensure complete avoidance of take 1o desert tortoise. If
complete avoidance of desert rortoise cannot be achieved, COFW
recommends that Project activities be postponed until appropriate
authorization (i.e., a finalized CESA ITP under Fish and Game Code section
2081) is obrained. If a desert tortoise is located during the course of Project
activities, the Resident Engineer and Caltrans biologist must be contacted and
additional measures and/or agency coordination is may-berequired.

Bio-Reptile-8: Desert Tortoise Daily Surveys (New):

1.10

1.11

1.12

1.9 cont.: Environmentally Sensitive Area
(Fencing) (BIO-General-9); Animal
Entrapment (BIO-General-12); Equipment
Flagging (BIO-Reptile-1); Finding injured or
dead tortoise (BIO-DT-3); Desert Tortoise
Predation Prevention (BIO-Reptile-5);
Temporary Demarcation (BIO-Reptile-6);
Permanent DT Fencing (BIO-Reptile-7); Speed
Limits in Desert Tortoise Habitat (BIO-Reptile-
9-PSM); Environmentally Sensitive Area
Fence Monitoring (BIO-General-10).

1.10: Thank you for the comment, BIO-
General-12 has been modified to add "if a
desert tortoise is found, the agencies will be
notified for further guidance." With the
measures implemented for the project, take
of desert tortoise is not anticipated. Caltrans
accepts the risk of finding a desert tortoise
onsite and will not be pursuing a 2081 at this
time.

1.11 The project will have a full-time qualified
biologist on site for Pre-construction and
daily surveys.

BIO-General-4: Preconstruction Surveys
(Desert Tortoise) has been revised:
Preconstruction desert tortoise surveys must
be conducted within the Biological Study
Area in accordance with the U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service's 2009 desert tortoise survey
method
(https://wwwfws.gov/sites/default/files/docu
ments/Desert-Tortoise-Field-Manual.pdf). If
survey confirms absence, the CDFW
approved biologist shall ensure desert
tortoise does not have access to the project
area. If surveys confirms presence of desert
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Clearance desert tortoise surveys must be conducted by a United States Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) authorized anhd CDFW approved qualified
biologist three days ahd immediately prior to Project activities within each
bridge location’s PIA. Daily construction monitoring for desert tortoise shall
occur, when applicable, in accordance with the species-specific measures of
this document. If a desert tortoise (dead or alive) is located, the Resident
Engineer and Caltrans biologist must be contacted and additional measures
and agency coordination is required. Desert tortoise may be removed from
work areas and our of harm’s way 1o the nearest suitable habitat or
translocated, following the most recent COFW and USFWS guidelines if
authorized and in accordance with a COFW ITP. A CDFW ITP will be required
and shall be obtained prior to any desert tortoise being handled.

Bio-9-Reptile: Desert Tortoise Compensatory Mitigation (New):

Permanent impacts to desert tortoise habitats shall be mitigated at a minimum
3:1 (mitigated to impacted) ratio by acreage area. Temporary impacis 1o desern
tortoise habitats shall be restored onsite at a 1:1 (mitigated to impacted) ratio
by acreage area. If areas temporarily impacted will hot return to their baseline
ecological state and form within one-calendar-year of occurring impacts,
additional compensatory mitigation to address temporal losses of habitat shall
occur. Compensatory mitigation for desert tortoise habitat impacts by total
area (i.e., the combined total acreage of permanent and temporary impacts
calculated post-ratios) shall be conducted either on-site through restoration
activities, or through purchase of mitigation credits from a COFW-approved
bank and/or land acquisition, conservation, and management, or a
combination of both, in coordination with CDFW.

Bio-Reptile-10: Desert Tortoise Migration Design (New):

The Project’s final design shall not impede, tend to impede, or have the
potential to impede desert tortoise movement through channel areas for the
life of the Project. The Project’s final desigh shall consider each watershed’s
baseline nature and future expected nature of sedimentation and/or incision,
and any proposed designs shall not have the potential to result in exposed
Project related items (e.g., partially grouted RSP) in the bed of the channel for
the life of the Project.

Bio-General-8: Biological Monitor (Revised):

1.12

Cont

1.13

1.14

1.15

1.11 cont.: tortoise, Caltrans will
communicate with CDFW and USFWS to
coordinate and implement protective
measures.

1.12: BIO-General-8: Biological Monitor has
been revised: The contractor supplied
qualified biologist must monitor project
activities daily to ensure that measures are
being implemented and documented for

1.12 cont.: desert tortoise. If a desert tortoise
is found within the project area, all work will
stop and the tortoise will be given a 50-foot
buffer. The tortoise will be permitted to leave
the area of its own accord. The contractor
supplied qualified biologist and the Resident
Engineer will stop work and USFWS and
CDFW will be notified for further guidance.

1.13: Habitat will be mitigated through
coordination with the USFWS. In addition,
Caltrans has received concurrence on the
Programmatic Biological Opinion from the
USFWS on May 2, 2024.

1.14: Once Project activities are completed,
and construction is over then there would be
no impediment to desert tortoise movement,
and desert tortoise temporary fencing would
be removed. Project final design would not
permanently impede desert tortoise
movement. There would be no RSP in the
channel. Partially grouted RSP has been
requested by USFWS, and historically been
required of CDFW. As this is a replacement in
kind, there would be no RSP, grouted or
ungrouted, within the bed of the channel.
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The qualified biologist or a biological monitor (wheh applicable) trained and
approved by the qualified biologist must meonitor Project activities weekly daily to
ensure measures are being implemented and documented.

COMMENT 3: Burrowing Owl (Athene cunicuiaria)
Chapter 2, Biological Resources a).

Issue: The Project has the potential to result in permanent and temporary loss,
degradation, and impacts to burrowing owl habitat. Direct take of burrowing owl may
also occur during the course of Project activities and for the life of the Project. The
IS/IMND did not consider the potential presence of burrowing owl, a COFW Species
of Special Concern (SSC), which has been observed within a reasonable distance
from the PIA.

Specific impact: The Project includes the potential for the collapsing of burrows,
entombment, displacement, direct take associated with vehicle and equipment
strike, indirect take associated with Project operations such as attracting predators,
reduction of habitat and habitat quality associated with road infrastructure
operations. The Project as described will cause permanent and temporary impacts
to burrowing owl foraging and nesting habitat.

Why impact would occur: Burrowing owl could be directly impacted during
construction and for the life of the Project through the removal of potential foraging
habitat, and loss of habitat features caused by road widening and the installation of
shoulder backing. Nest destruction, nest abandonment, disturbance from
construction noise and activities, increased risk of predation and degradation of
habitat could also all lead to significant impacts to burrowing owl individuals and
local populations. Habitat conversion may occur indirectly through the introduction of
invasive species, which could also negatively affect burrowing owls. The IS/MND
does not disclose the potential for burrowing owl impacts and the habitats thereof as
the species was not assessed in the Biological Resources section or within the
Project's NESMI. Burrowing owls are known to occur within a reasonable dispersal
distance of the Project area (Mayfield, 2016) and potential nesting and foraging
habitat occurs within and adjacent to the PIA.

Evidence impact would be significant: Burrowing owls are regulated under Fish
and Game Code section 3503.5, are a CDFW SSC, and have recently been
petitioned for consideration to be listed as Endangered or Threatened under CESA.
The Project, as described, may result in injury, direct mortality, indirect mortality,
disruption of breeding behavior, and/or may reduce reproductive capacity of the
species. However, because the IS/MND does not include Mitigation Measures
specific to burrowing owl, the IS/IMND does not adequately mitigate the potential

1.15
Cont

1.16

1.15: Bio-General-8 has been revised:

BIO- General-8 (DT): The contractor supplied
qualified biologist must monitor project
activities daily to ensure that measures are
being implemented and documented for
desert tortoise. If a desert tortoise is found
within the project area, all work will stop and
the tortoise will be given a 50-foot buffer. The
tortoise will be permitted to leave the area of
its own accord. The contractor supplied
qualified biologist and the Resident Engineer
will stop work and USFWS and CDFW will be
notified for further guidance.

1.16: Burrowing owls did not appear on the
CNDDB species lists, the USFWS IPaC lists, nor
in the Caltrans DEA GIS database. Surveys
conducted did not find any presence of
burrowing owls, or burrowing owl burrows.
Caltrans accepts the risk of not including
burrowing owl measures. Should any
burrowing owls be discovered during pre-
construction surveys or during construction,
Caltrans will, at that time, implement a
Burrowing Owl Plan. Nesting bird pre-
construction surveys are included within the
IS/MND as BIO-Avian-1.
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impacts to burrowing owl to a level of less than significant. CDFW considers the
direct and indirect take of burrowing owl, and the loss of the species’ habitat as a
significant impact, unless mitigated to a level of less than significant and in
compliance with State (i.e., Fish and Game Code sections 3503.5, efc.) and Federal
laws (i.e., Migratory Bird Treaty Act). Furthermore, if burrowing owl becomes a State
candidate threatened or endangered species under CESA, or later listed as
threatened or endangered under CESA, and complete avoidance of burrowing owl
cannot be achieved, CDFW considers the take of burrowing owl and the loss of the
species’ hahitat as a significant impact, unless mitigated to a level of less than
significant which may include that Project activities be postponed until appropriate
authorization (i.e., a finalized CESA ITP under Fish and Game Code section 2081} is
obtained.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the
adoption of Bio-Avian-2 below in the Final MND to ensure impacts to burrowing owl,
and the habitats thereof, are mitigated to a level of less than significant.

Bio-Avian-2 Pre-construction Burrowing Owl Surveys (New):

The following burrowing owl preconstruction surveys must be performed: one
survey 14 to 30 days prior to Project activities; one survey 24 hours prior 1o
Project activities; and burrowing owl preconstruction surveys shall be
conducted in accordance with the 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl
Mitigation (Staff Report) (See:
hups:/nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentiD=83843&inline) prior 1o
vegetation removal or ground disturbing activities. If the preconstruction
surveys confirm occupied burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be
Immediately halted. The Qualified Biologist shall coordinate with CDFW and
prepare a Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to CDFW for review and
approval prior to commencing Project activities and implementing the
measures of the Burrowing Owl Plan.

The Burrowing Owl Pian shall describe proposed avoidance, monitoring,
relocation, minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The Burrowing Owl Plan
shall include the humber and location of occupied burrow sites, acres of
burrowing owl habitat that will be impacted, details of site monitoring, and
details oh proposed buffers ahd other avoidance measures if avoidance is
proposed. If impacts to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrows cannot be
avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan shall also describe minimization and
compensatory mitigation actions that will be impiemented. Proposed
impiementation of burrow exclusion (i.e., passive relocation) and closure shall
only be considered as a last resort, after all other options have been evaluated
as exclusion is not in itself an avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method

1.16
Cont.
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and has the possibility to result in take. The Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify
compensatory mitigation for the temporary or permanent loss of occupied
burrow(s) and habitat consistent with the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the
2012 Staff Report and Caltrans shall implement CDFW approved mitigation
prior to the initiation of Project activities. If impacts to occupied burrows
cannot be avoided, information shall be provided regarding adjacent or nearby
Suitable habitat available to burrowing owls. If ho suitable habitat is available
nearby, details regarding the creation and funding of artificial burrows
(numbers, location, and type of burrows) and management activities for
relocated burrowing owls shall also be included in the Burrowing Owl Plan.

COMMENT 4: Birds
Chapter 2, Biological Resources a). Page 12, and elsewhere

Issue: The Project as described could cause impacts to avian species, including
CDFW SSC such as Bendire's thrasher (Toxostoma bendirei) and loggerhead shrike
(Lanius ludovicianus), along with commeon birds that are subject to Fish and Game
Code sections 3503, 3503.5, 3513, and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918.

Specific impact: The Project as described could result in direct take associated with
vehicle and equipment strike, indirect take associated with Project operations such
as attracting predators, displacement, reduction of habitat and habitat quality
associated with road infrastructure enhancement activities and routine bridge
maintenance. The Project as described would cause permanent and temporary
impacts to avian species’ foraging and nesting habitat.

Why impact would occur: Nesting avian species could be directly impacted during
construction and for the life of the Project through the removal of potential nesting
habitat, and loss of habitat features as an incidental result of RSP replacement (e.g.,
vegetation impacts). Nest destruction, nest abandonment, disturbance from
construction noise and activities, increased risk of predation and degradation of
suitable habitat could also lead to significant impacts to nesting avian species and
local populations. The IS/IMND acknowledges that there is potential habitat for
nesting birds, and the Project description includes activities that would impact
habitats and habitat features utilized by nesting birds. This is primarily noted on
Page 12 of the IS/MND as, “Potential habitat features were identified during the
Google Earth Pro virtual “windshield survey” conducted on October 1, 2021. These
special-status birds have suitable habitat in the BSA consisting of Mojavean Desert
scrub. There are no other special-status bird species documented in the BSA. No
special-status birds were observed during the general habitat assessment survey
(June 14, 2021) which was conducted during the nesting bird season (February 1 to
September 30, 2021).” Page 12 includes further details of the potential impacts to

1.16
Cont

1.17

1.17: Caltrans thanks CDFW for the response.
At this time, Caltrans has determined that the
current bird measures are sufficient and have
not been changed. To avoid and minimize
impacts to birds, the following measures will
be implemented:

BlO-General-7: Worker Environmental
Awareness Program (WEAP):

A qualified biologist must present a biological
resource information program/WEAP for
desert tortoise and other special-status
species/habitat found within the BSA prior to
project activities to all personnel who remain
within the project limits for longer than 30
minutes at any given time.

BIO-Avian-1: Preconstruction Nesting Bird
Survey: If project activities cannot avoid the
nesting season, generally regarded as Feb. 1 —
Sept 30, then preconstruction nesting bird
surveys must be conducted 3-days prior to
construction by a qualified biologist to locate
and avoid nesting birds. If an active avian
nest is located, a no construction buffer may
be established and monitored by the
qualified biologist and/or monitored until the
young have fledged or the nest is no longer
active.

Although the following measure is directed
towards desert tortoise, BIO-Reptile-5 Desert
Tortoise Predation Prevention would benefit
all species.

BIO-Reptile-5: Desert Tortoise Predation
Prevention

To preclude attracting predators, such as the
common raven (Corvus corax) and coyotes
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nesting birds and states that, “...indirect Project related impacts such as noise,
ground vibrations from heavy equipment, potential night work, and human presence
could lead to temporary avoidance of the immediate area of disturbance and nest
abandonment could occur where Project activities occur adjacent to suitable
habitat.”

Evidence impact would be significant: Fish and Game Code section 3503 makes
it unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any hird,
except as otherwise provided by Fish and Game Code or any regulation made
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 Interior under provisions of the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act of 1918, as amended (16 U.S.C. § 703 et seq.). 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.

The IS/IMND states on Page 12 that in areas where RSP replacement will occur that
local bird species have the potential to occur and to nest within the PIA and/or
adjacent to the PIA and could be affected by Project activities. COFW considers the
take of any avian species nests, avian species, and eggs that are regulated under
Fish and Game Code as a result of Project activities a potentially significant impact,
unless mitigated to a level of less than significant and in compliance with State (i.e.,
Fish and Game Code sections 3503, etc.) and Federal laws (i.e., Migratory Bird
Treaty Act).

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the
inclusion of the below revisions to Bio-1 (edits are in strikethreugh and additions are
in bold italics) in the Final MND to ensure impacts to common and special-status
nesting birds, and the habitats thereof, are mitigated to a level of less than
significant.

Bio-Avian-1: Preconstruction Nesting Bird Survey (Revised):

Project activities shall not result in impacts to nesting birds, or result in the
take or removal of nesis or eggs in accordance with CDFW and USFWS

regulations. f Project activities cannot avoid-the nesting season.generally
regardedas-Februarr 1 — September 30-then Ppreconstruction nesting bird surveys

must be conducted within and adjacent 1o the PIA where Project activities have
the potential to affect nesting birds 3-days prior to construction by a qualified
biologist experienced with: identifying local and migratory bird species;
conducting bird surveys using appropriate survey methodology,; nesting

1.17
Cont.

1.17 cont.: (Canis latrans), food-related trash
items must be placed in covered refuse cans
and removed daily from the work sites and
disposed of at an appropriate refuse disposal
site. Workers are prohibited from feeding all
wildlife.
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surveying techniques, recognizing breeding and nesting behaviors, locating
nests ahd breeding territories, and identifying hesting stages and hest
success; determining/establishing appropriate avoidance and minimization
measures; and monitoring the efficacy of implemented avoidance and
minimization measures, in order to locate and avoid nesting birds. Concurrent
and additional surveys shall occur as Project construction progresses, as the
nature of the Project is linear in fashion. If an active avian nest is located, a no
disturbance construction buffer shall may be established and monitored by the
qualified biologist based on the professional judgement of the Qualified
Biologist, and on any nesting bird behavioral response associated with
Project related activities including any synergistic responses of ambient
baseline disturbances compounding with Project related activities. Any active
nests shall be continuously monitored by a Qualified Biologist during the
course of Project activities that have the potential to cause disturbance 1o any
nesting birds to ensure avoidance buffers are effective and/ormenitered until
the young have fledged or the nest is no longer active. Avoidance buffers shall be
expanded and/or modified as needed by the Qualified Biologist if any nesting
bird shows behavioral responses resulting from Project related activities. All
nest failures and/or 1ake of bird species shall be reported 1o CDFW.

COMMENT 5: Bats
Chapter 2, Biological Resources a). Page 12, 13, and elsewhere

Issue: The Project as described holds the potential to impact local bat species
including, but not limited to, fringed myotis (Myotis thysanodes), pallid bat
(Antrozous pallidus), and Townsend's big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) all of
which are CDFW SSC. The IS/MND did not consider the potential presence of hoary
bat (Lasiurus cinereus), a CDFW SSC, which have been observed within a
reasonable distance from the PIA.

Specific impact: The Project as described contains habitats for bats, including
bridge structures and foraging corridors. Project activities such as construction
operations could result in impacts to bat species by attracting predators and
displacing roosts. Routine road and bridge maintenance could result in impacts to
bats by reducing habitat and habitat quality. If the Project utilizes artificial lighting,
the Project would cause permanent and temporary impacts to bat species’ roosting
habitat and/or maternal colenies, and foraging behaviors.

Why impact would occur: Foraging and roosting local bat species could be directly
impacted during construction and for the life of the Project through the removal of
potential foraging habitat, and loss of habitat features as an incidental result of RSP
replacement (e.g., noise, vibrations, fumes, etc.). Roost destruction, abandonment,

1.17
Cont.

1.18

1.18: No night work is scheduled for this project.
Hoary bats did not appear in the CNDDB list, the
USFWS species list, nor the DEA GIS database. Pre-
constructions surveys would allow for the
opportunity for species discovery, and if the hoary
bat is found, additional considerations would be
determined at that time. If bats are found, then a bat
management and mitigation plan can be
implemented, and Caltrans will also contact CDFW
for further guidance.

Additionally, Caltrans has revised the BIO-General-8
(Bats) to:

The contractor supplied qualified biologist must
monitor project activities daily to ensure that
measures are being implemented and documented
for bats. If bats are disturbed and evacuating the
bridge during project activities, all activities must
stop. The Caltrans biologist and the resident engineer
must be contacted and work will only continue with
permission of qualified bat biologist.
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species foraging displacement, disturbance from construction noise and activities,
increased risk of predation, and degradation of suitable habhitat could also lead to
significant impacts to bat species and local populations. The IS/MND acknowledges
that there is potential presence of bat species utilizing the PIA, and the Project
description includes activities that would impact hahitats and habitat features, such
as bridges, which are utilized by roosting bats. This is primarily noted on Page 13 of
the IS/MND as, “The bridges offer suitable potential roosting habitat for bats which
may be temporarily and/or permanently impacted by the Project. The Project will be
mostly replacing rock slope protection, which runs under the bridges, which may
impact bat species. Maternity colonies will be especially susceptible to disturbance
and many bat species will abandon the colony upon disturbance. It is necessary to
identify the nature and species of bats present in the PIA to properly implement
avoidance and minimization measures for bat habitat protection.” Additionally, the
ISIMND and NESMI acknowledges positive bat detection during the December 14,
2022, field survey for the Project, yet details on the detection in terms of species or
observation status were not included.

Evidence impact would be significant: It is the goal and responsibility of CDFW to
maintain viable populations of all native species. To this end, CDFW has designated
certain vertebrate species as SSC because declining population levels, limited
ranges, and/or continuing threats have made them vulnerable to extinction. The goal
of designating SSCs is to halt or reverse their decline by calling attention to their
plight and addressing the issues of concern early enough to secure their long-term
viability. In regard to SSC bats, roost destruction and disruption, along with impacts
to nocturnal habits, and direct and indirect take, are all considered significant
impacts by CDFW. With the IS/MND and NESMI both acknowledging positive
detection of bats, and the presence of habitat for bats, the proposed mitigation
measures addressing bats would not sufficiently mitigate impacts to local bat
species to a level of less than significant.

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the
adoption of Bio-Bats-1 and Bio-General-13 below in the Final MND to ensure
impacts to bats, and the habitats thereof, are mitigated to a level of less than
significant.

Bio-Bats-1: Preconstruction Bat Survey and Mitigation (New):

For all Project activities planned in or adjacent to potential bat roosting
habitat, such as but not limited to bridges, swallow nests, and episodic
washes that contain creviced walls, a Designated Biologist shall conduct
daytime and evening visual surveys for bats and for potential roosting habitat
14 days prior to the planned commencement of Project activities. If bats are
found roosting in or adjacent to the PIA, the Designated Biologist shall

1.18
Cont.

1.19

1.19: Caltrans thanks CDFW for the suggested
measures and will implement a revised
version of this measure, as follows:

Bio-General-4: Preconstruction Survey (Bats):
For all Project activities planned in or
adjacent to potential bat roosting habitat,
such as, but not limited to, bridges, swallow
nests, and episodic washes that contain
creviced walls, a designated Biologist shall
conduct daytime and evening visual surveys
for bats and for potential roosting habitat 14
days prior to the planned commencement of
Project activities. If bats are found roosting in
or adjacent to the PIA, the Designated
Biologist shall conduct emergence surveys
and use acoustic monitoring during
appropriate weather conditions to identify
species, estimated quantity present, roost
type (e.g., maternity), and roost status (e.g.,
maternal roost occupied, seasonal refuge,
etc.). CDFW shall be notified within 24 hours
if bats are found roosting. Results of the
surveys shall be provided to CDFW within
seven days of completing the
aforementioned surveys. If roosting bats or
signs of roosting bats are found in the Project
areas (e.g., occupied roosts, urine staining,
guano masses, etc.), a Bat Avoidance and
Monitoring Plan shall be submitted at least
seven days prior to the start of Project
activities for CDFW review and written
approval. Project activities may not start until
CDFW's written approval of the Bat
Avoidance and Monitoring Plan which shall
include: (1) an assessment of all Project
impacts to bats, including noise disturbance
during construction; (2) effective avoidance
and minimization measures to protect bats;
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conduct emergence surveys and use acoustic monitoring during appropriate
weather conditions to identify the species, estimated quantity present, roost
type (e.g., maternity), and roost status (e.g., maternal occupied, seasonal
refuge, etc.). CDFW shall be notified within 24 hours if bats are found roosting.
Results of the surveys shall be provided to CDFW within seven days of
completing the beforementioned surveys. If roosting bats or sighs of roosting
bats are found in the Project areas (e.g., occupied roosts, urine staining,
guano masses, etc.), a Bat Avoidance and Monitoring Plan shall be submitted
at least seven days prior to the start of Project activities for COFW review and
written approval. Project activities may not start until CDFW’s written approval
of the Bat Avoidance ahd Monitoring Pian has been provided. The Bat
Avoidance and Monitoring Plan shall include: (1) an assessment of all Project
impacts to bats, including noise disturbance during construction; (2) effective
avoidance and minimization measures to protect bats; (3) compensatory
mitigation for permanent impacts to roosts if impacted, such as, but not
limited to, constructing artificial bat roosting habitats (e.g., bat boxes or
panels).

Bio-General-13: Daily Work Window (New):

To avoid unnecessary impacts to nocturnal and crepuscular wildlife, the
Project shall adhere to either of the following: (1): All Project activities shall be
terminated 30 minutes before sunset and shall not resume until 30 minutes
after sunrise. Permittee shall use the sunrise and sunset times established by
the Astronomical Application Deparunent found at:
hups://aa.usno.navy.mil/data/index. Or (2): All proposed nightwork shall be
summarized and proposed to CDFW for review and approval, which shall
include a light attenuation and augmentation plan, prior to the commencement
of nighttime Project activities. The light attenuation and augmentation plan
shall include a list of both common and special-status wildlife species with the
potential to occur within the Project area proposed for nightwork, and
methods that limit impacts associated with light, noise, air pollution, and
vehicles to crepuscular and nocturnal wildlife species. CDFW may elect to
impose further restrictions on night-based Project activities upon review of
the proposed summarized nightwork and light attenuation and augmentation
plan.

Il. Editorial Comments and/or Suggestions

CDFW has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish,
wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of
those species, whereas enforcement of this jurisdiction occurs within the entirety of the
State of California, and 200 miles off of California’s coastline. Within Fish and Game

1.19

Cont.

1.20

1.21

1.19 cont.: (3) compensatory mitigation for
permanent impacts to roosts if impacted, such as, but
not limited to, constructing artificial bat roosting
habitats (e.g. bat boxes or panels).

1.20: There will be no nightwork on this project. Bio-
General 13 is not needed.

1.21: The definition in the updated technical memo
has been revised to the following: "Section 1602 of
the California Fish and Game Code states: An entity
may not substantially divert or obstruct the natural
flow of, or substantially change or use any material
from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river, stream,
or lake, or deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or
other material containing crumbled, flaked, or
ground pavement where it may pass into any river,
stream, or lake...." Section 1602 of the Fish and Game
Code requires that formal notification and
subsequent agreement, including mitigation
measures, must be completed to CDFW prior to any
project activities resulting in impacts to waters.
Caltrans understands that CDFW requires a
notification package be submitted in support of a
Streambed Alteration Agreement for such actions.
This would occur prior to construction activities.
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Code section 1600 et seq., CDFW regulates activities that affect streams, as stated, “An |
entity may not substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of, or substantially change
or use any material from the bed, channel, or bank of, any river, stream, or lake, or
deposit or dispose of debris, waste, or other material containing crumbled, flaked, or
ground pavement where it may pass into any river, stream, or lake, unless... [followed
by the LSA notification process].” CDFW's jurisdiction, and Fish and Game Code
section 1602 language is either quoted incorrectly, or quoted in partial, within the
IS/MND, including within the NESMI, and the Jurisdictional Delineation Report (JD)
produced for the Project. Further, the JD incorrectly states that “Stream” is defined by
CDFW regarding Streambed Alteration under California Code of Regulations (CCR)
Title 14 Section 1.72. Please note that CCR Title 14 section 1 et seq. addresses sport
fishing regulations adopted by the Fish and Game Commission, and as such shall not
be misconstrued to apply to CDFW's Lake and Streambed Alteration Program.

The IS/MND and NESMI also hold conflicting language between the proposed
Avoidance and Minimization section within the NESMI, and those reflected in the
Mitigation Measures of the IS/IMND. For reference, Bio-General-4: Preconstruction
Surveys, Bio-General-8: Biological Menitor, both found in the NESMI, included language
addressing bat impacts. In contrast, the respective Mitigation Measures of the IS/IMND
did not address bat impacts. Please note that if the NESMI and/or final MND is
referenced in any permitting component of the Project (e.g., an LSA Agreement and/or
ITP), CDFW reserves the right to prescribe additional and more protective species
measures beyond those found in the NESMI and/or IS/MND in order to protect the
species with the potential to be impacted by the Project in accordance with CDFW's
role, mission statement, and Fish and Game Code.

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. (&).) Accordingly, please report any special-status species and Sensitive
Natural Communities detected during Project surveys to the CNDDB. The CNNDB field
survey form can be filled out and submitted online 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://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Plants-and-Animals.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT FILING FEES

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment
of environmental document 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

1.21

Cont.

1.22

1.23

1.22: Thank you for identifying the inconsistent
wording. Consistency between the documents has
been corrected.

1.23: Caltrans thanks CDFW for their review
and continued commitment to protecting
California's natural resources.

Caltrans will report any special status species
and natural communities’ information
observed during Project surveys to the
California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB).

Upon completion and filing of the Notice of
Determination and Final Environmental
Document, the CDFW filing fee will be sent to
the State Clearinghouse.
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environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the environmental document filing 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 IS/MND to assist Caltrans District
8 in identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources.

Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to CDFW
Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist), Andrew Chambers, at (909) 354-0919, or by
email at Andrew.Chambers@wildlife.ca.gov.

_

Sincerely,

DocuSigned by:
@"‘” Frodon,

- BAFSEFFEEFD2400 .
Kim Freeburn
Environmental Program Manager

ec:  Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento
state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov.
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Attachment A: Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan

CDFW recommends the following language to be incorperated inte the Final MND for

the Project.

Biological Resources (BIO)

Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?Docum

entlD=18958). In addition, three days prior to

construction, preconstruction surveys must be
conducted by a CDFW approved qualified
biologist with a minimum of five years of
professional experience surveying for special-
status plant species and Sensitive Natural
Communities in Californian desert
environments during the typical rare plant
blooming season (March-June) for all off

s I Responsible
Mitigation Measure (MM) Timing Igarty
BIO-Plant- | Within the appropriate identification periods for | Prior to Project
1 special-status plants and Sensitive Natural commencing | proponent
Communities, surveys shall be conducted ground- or
according to the CDFW 2018 Protocols for .
. . . vegetation
Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special- disturbi
status Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural |s.ulr. ing
activities
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pavement work areas, as well as any
construction staging areas prior to use. Special-
status plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities must be flagged for visual
identification to construction personnel for work
avoidance. Special-status plants detected
featuring multiple plants in a single location
must be fenced with Temporary High Visibility
Fencing (THVF) as an Environmentally
Sensitive Area (ESA).Sensitive Natural
Communities detected shall be flagged or
fenced off as ESAs with THVF. If non CESA-
listed special-status plants and/or Sensitive
Natural Communities are impacted by Project
activities, or if protocol level surveys are not
able to be conducted due to Project contracting
constraints, cyclical weather constraints (i.e.,
drought, flooding, etc.), or other reasons
conflicting with the Project’s build timeline, non
CESA-listed special-status plants shall be
assumed present in the Project area, and
mitigated by acreage in accordance with BlO-
Plant-2. If complete avoidance of CESA-listed
plants cannot be achieved, CDFW recommends
that Project activities be postponed until
appropriate authorization (i.e., a finalized CESA
Incidental Take Permit (ITP) under Fish and
Game Code section 2081) is obtained.

BIO-Plant-
2

Permanent impacts (i.e., areas slated for
grouted or partially grouted RSP, or areas that
will not return to their baseline ecological state
and form within one-calendar-year of occurring
impacts) (hereafter as, ‘permanent impacts’) to
non CESA-listed special-status plants, shall be
mitigated at a minimum 3:1 (mitigated to
impacted) ratio by acreage area. Temporary
impacts (i.e., areas that will return to their
baseline ecological state and form within one-
calendar-year of occurring impacts) (hereafter
as, ‘temporary impacts’) to non CESA-listed
special-status plants and their habitats, and
Sensitive Natural Communities, shall be

Prior to
commencing
ground- or
vegetation
disturbing
activities

Project
Proponent
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restored onsite at a 1:1 (mitigated to impacted)
ratio by acreage area. Compensatory mitigation
for non CESA-listed special-status plant
species and Sensitive Natural Communities
impacts by total area (i.e., the combined total
acreage of permanent and temporary impacts
calculated post-ratios) shall be conducted either
on-site through restoration activities, or through
purchase of mitigation credits from a CDFW-
approved bank and/or land acquisition, or a
combination of both, in coordination with
CDFW.

Bio-
General-4

Preconstruction desert tortoise surveys must be
conducted by a qualified biologist within 7-days
and immediately prior to Project activities within
the PIA, and adjacent to the PIA where Project
activities could affect desert tortoise in
accordance with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service's 2009 desert tortoise survey
methodology (see:
hitps://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/document

s/Desert-Tortoise-Field-Manual.pdf). The

survey shall utilize perpendicular survey routes
and 100-percent visual coverage for desert
tortoise and their sign. Results of the survey
shall be submitted to CDFW prior to the start of
Project activities. If the survey confirms desert
tortoise absence, the CDFW-approved biologist
shall ensure desert tortoise does not enter the
Project area. A CDFW-approved biologist shall
be present to monitor construction at all times
when and where desert tortoise has the
potential to be impacted by Project activities. If
the survey confirms presence of desert tortoise,
or if a desert tortoise is observed at any time,
Caltrans shall submit to CDFW for review and
approval a desert tortoise specific avoidance
plan detailing the protective avoidance
measures to be implemented to ensure
complete avoidance of take to desert tortoise. If
complete avoidance of desert tortoise cannot
be achieved, CDFW recommends that Project

Prior to

commencing

ground- or
vegetation
disturbing
activities

Project
proponent
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activities be postponed until appropriate
authorization (i.e., a finalized CESA ITP under
Fish and Game Code section 2081) is obtained.
If a desert tortoise is located during the course
of Project activities, the Resident Engineer and
Caltrans biologist must be contacted and
additional measures and/or agency
coordination is may be required.

Bio- Clearance desert tortoise surveys must be Prior to Project
Reptile-s conducted b}" a United States Fish and Wildlife commencing proponent
Service (USFWS) authorized and CDFW ground- or
approved qualified biologist three days and tation
immediately prior to Project activities within w.ege .
each bridge location’s PIA. Daily construction dls?ulrl.amg
monitoring for desert tortoise shall occur, when | activities
applicable, in accordance with the species-
specific measures of this document. If a desert
tortoise (dead or alive) is located, the Resident
Engineer and Caltrans biologist must be
contacted and additional measures and agency
coordination is required. Desert tortoise may be
removed from work areas and out of harm’s
way to the nearest suitable habitat or
translocated, following the most recent CDFW
and USFWS guidelines if authorized and in
accordance with a CDFW ITP. A CDFW ITP will
be required and shall be obtained prior to any
desert tortoise being handled.
Bio-9- Permanent impacts to desert tortoise habitats Prior to Project
Reptile sh._':lll be mitigate_\d at a minimum 3:1 (mitigated commencing | Proponent
fco impacted) ratio by acreage area. Temporary ground- or
impacts to desert tortoise habitats shall be -
. . : vegetation
restored onsite ata 1:1 (mitigated to impacted) . .
ratio by acreage area. If areas temporarily dlsFulrl_amg
activities

impacted will not return to their baseline
ecological state and form within one-calendar-
year of occurring impacts, additional
compensatory mitigation to address temporal
losses of habitat shall occur. Compensatory
mitigation for desert tortoise habitat impacts by
total area (i.e., the combined total acreage of
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permanent and temporary impacts calculated
post-ratios) shall be conducted either on-site
through restoration activities, or through
purchase of mitigation credits from a CDFW-
approved bank and/or land acquisition,
conservation, and management, or a
combination of both, in coordination with
CDFW.

Bio- The Project’s final design shall not impede, tend | Prior to Project
Reptile-10 | to impede, or have the potential to impede commencing | Proponent
desert tortoise movement through channel ground- or
areas for the life of the Project. The Project’s vegetation
final design shall consider each watershed’s . .
baseline nature and future expected nature of dls'fulrl.:mg
sedimentation and/or incision, and any activities
proposed designs shall not have the potential to
result in exposed Project related items (e.g.,
partially grouted RSP) in the bed of the channel
for the life of the Project.
Bio- Prior to Project
General-8 | The qualified biologist or a biological monitor commencing | Proponent
(when applicable) trained and approved by the ground- or
qualified biologist must monitor Project activities vegetation
weekly daily to ensure measures are being ) g )
implemented and documented. disturbing
activities
Bio-Avian- | The following burrowing owl preconstruction Prior to Project
2 surveys must be performed: one survey 14 to commencing | Proponent
30 days prior to Project activities; one survey 24 ground- or
hours prior to Project activities; and burrowing vegetation
owl preconstruction surveys shall be conducted . .
in accordance with the 2012 Staff Report on disturbing
activities

Burrowing Owl Mitigation (Staff Report) (See:
https://nrm.dfq.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?Docum

entlD=83843&inline) prior to vegetation removal
or ground disturbing activities. If the
preconstruction surveys confirm occupied
burrowing owl habitat, Project activities shall be
immediately halted. The Qualified Biologist shall
coordinate with CDFW and prepare a
Burrowing Owl Plan that shall be submitted to
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CDFW for review and approval prior to
commencing Project activities and
implementing the measures of the Burrowing
Owl Plan.

The Burrowing Owl Plan shall describe
proposed avoidance, monitoring, relocation,
minimization, and/or mitigation actions. The
Burrowing Owl Plan shall include the number
and location of occupied burrow sites, acres of
burrowing owl habitat that will be impacted,
details of site monitoring, and details on
proposed buffers and other avoidance
measures if avoidance is proposed. If impacts
to occupied burrowing owl habitat or burrows
cannot be avoided, the Burrowing Owl Plan
shall also describe minimization and
compensatory mitigation actions that will be
implemented. Proposed implementation of
burrow exclusion (i.e., passive relocation) and
closure shall only be considered as a last
resort, after all other options have been
evaluated as exclusion is not in itself an
avoidance, minimization, or mitigation method
and has the possibility to result in take. The
Burrowing Owl Plan shall identify compensatory
mitigation for the temporary or permanent loss
of occupied burrow(s) and habitat consistent
with the “Mitigation Impacts” section of the 2012
Staff Report and Caltrans shall implement
CDFW approved mitigation prior to the initiation
of Project activities. If impacts to occupied
burrows cannot be avoided, information shall be
provided regarding adjacent or nearby suitable
habitat available to burrowing owls. If no
suitable habitat is available nearby, details
regarding the creation and funding of artificial
burrows (numbers, location, and type of
burrows) and management activities for
relocated burrowing owls shall also be included
in the Burrowing Owl Plan.
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Bio-Avian-
1

Project activities shall not result in impacts to
nesting birds, or result in the take or removal of
nests or eggs in accordance with CDFW and
USFWS regulations. Preconstruction nesting
bird surveys must be conducted within and
adjacent to the PIA where Project activities
have the potential to affect nesting birds 3-days
prior to construction by a qualified biologist
experienced with: identifying local and
migratory bird species; conducting bird surveys
using appropriate survey methodology; nesting
surveying techniques, recognizing breeding and
nesting behaviors, locating nests and breeding
territories, and identifying nesting stages and
nest success; determining/establishing
appropriate avoidance and minimization
measures; and monitoring the efficacy of
implemented avoidance and minimization
measures, in order to locate and avoid nesting
birds. Concurrent and additional surveys shall
accur as Project construction progresses, as
the nature of the Project is linear in fashion. If
an active avian nest is located, a no
disturbance buffer shall be established and
monitored by the qualified biologist based on
the professional judgement of the Qualified
Biologist, and on any nesting bird behavioral
response associated with Project related
activities including any synergistic responses of
ambient baseline disturbances compounding
with Project related activities. Any active nests
shall be continuously monitored by a Qualified
Biologist during the course of Project activities
that have the potential to cause disturbance to
any nesting birds to ensure avoidance buffers
are effective until the young have fledged or the
nest is no longer active. Avoidance buffers shall
be expanded and/or modified as needed by the
Qualified Biologist if any nesting bird shows
behavioral responses resulting from Project
related activities. All nest failures and/or take of
bird species shall be reported to CDFW.

Prior to

commencing

ground- or
vegetation
disturbing

activities

Project
Proponent
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Bio-Bats-1

For all Project activities planned in or adjacent
to potential bat roosting habitat, such as but not
limited to bridges, swallow nests, and episodic
washes that contain creviced walls, a
Designated Biologist shall conduct daytime and
evening visual surveys for bats and for potential
roosting habitat 14 days prior to the planned
commencement of Project activities. If bats are
found roosting in or adjacent to the PIA, the
Designated Bioclogist shall conduct emergence
surveys and use acoustic monitoring during
appropriate weather conditions to identify the
species, estimated quantity present, roost type
(e.g., maternity), and roost status (e.g.,
maternal occupied, seasonal refuge, efc.).
CDFW shall be notified within 24 hours if bats
are found roosting. Results of the surveys shall
be provided to CDFW within seven days of
completing the beforementioned surveys. If
roosting bats or signs of roosting bats are found
in the Project areas (e.g., occupied roosts, urine
staining, guano masses, etc.), a Bat Avoidance
and Monitoring Plan shall be submitted at least
seven days prior to the start of Project activities
for CDFW review and written approval. Project
activities may not start until CDFW's written
approval of the Bat Avoidance and Monitoring
Plan has been provided. The Bat Avoidance
and Monitoring Plan shall include: (1) an
assessment of all Project impacts to bats,
including noise disturbance during construction;
(2) effective avoidance and minimization
measures to protect bats; (3) compensatory
mitigation for permanent impacts to roosts if
impacted, such as, but not limited to,
constructing artificial bat roosting habitats (e.g.,
bat boxes or panels).

Prior to
commencing
ground- or
vegetation
disturbing
activities

Project
Proponent

Bio-
General-
13

To avoid unnecessary impacts to nocturnal and
crepuscular wildlife, the Project shall adhere to
either of the following: (1): All Project activities
shall be terminated 30 minutes before sunset
and shall not resume until 30 minutes after

Prior to
commencing
ground- or
vegetation

Project
Proponent
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sunrise. Permittee shall use the sunrise and
sunset times established by the Astronomical
Application Department found at:
https://aa.usno.navy.mil/data/index. Or (2): All
proposed nightwork shall be summarized and
proposed to CDFW for review and approval,
which shall include a light attenuation and
augmentation plan, prior to the commencement
of nighttime Project activities. The light
attenuation and augmentation plan shall include
a list of both common and special-status wildlife
species with the potential to occur within the
Project area proposed for nightwork, and
methods that limit impacts associated with light,
noise, air pollution, and vehicles to crepuscular
and nocturnal wildlife species. CDFW may elect
to impose further restrictions on night-based
Project activities upon review of the proposed
summarized nightwork and light attenuation and
augmentation plan.

disturbing
activities
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Comment #2:

CALIFORNIA HIGHWAY PATROL

6C1 N 7th $t, Socromento, CA 95811 | 800-735-2929 (TT/TDD) | B00-735-2922 (Voice)

GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

CHP - Barstow Area

300 E. Mountain View Street
Barstow, CA 92311

(760) 255-5900

CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY

May 7, 2024

File No.: 835.17276.16200

Califoria Department of Transportation, District 8
464 W 4™ Street, 6™ Floor
San Bernardino, Ca 92401

Subject: SCH# 2024040752

The Barstow Area of the California Highway Patrol received the “Notice of Completion and
Environmental Document Transmittal,” of the environmental document for the proposed SBD I-15
Replace Rock Slope Protection (RSP) for é Bridges for State Clearinghouse (SCH# 2024040752). The
California Highway Patrol's interest in commenting, surrounds our concemn for public safety,
specifically traffic in the Barstow area.

The Department's concerns with the potential impact of this project could include the following:
increased traffic congestion, additional enforcement demands, and increased incidents requiring
emergency response during construction. Commercial truck trailer combination vehicle traffic on
local freeways will increase as materials and products are fransported to, and from the worksite.

This project could have a negative impact on our operations due to the increased fraffic congestion,
which would necessitate the need for additional traffic control measures to mitigate the potential
increase in traffic crashes. We are hopeful work project operators will diligently establish, monitor,
and enforce work project rules related to vehicle safety as CHP personnel work to ensure
compliance with the California Vehicle Code provisions.

If you have any questions regarding these concems, please contact me at the California Highway
Patrol Barstow Area office at (760) 255-5900.

Safety, Service, and Security

~
CHP 49 [Rev. 2-24) OPI1076 Fyootusedoirmag o ML D

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.1: Caltrans thanks the CHP for the comment
on the environmental document.

2.2: A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) will be
developed during the Final Design Phase. The
TMP will be shared with CHP to coordinate
for any traffic delays and detours during
construction which is currently proposed for
Fall of 2026.

2.3: The Distribution List for the Final IS/MND
has been updated to include Captain E.
Meeker.




Pape 2

Sinceraly,

|
—
E. MEEKER, Captain
Commandear
Barstow Area

Safety, Service, and Security
CHF 4% [Rev. 2-24) OPI1 074
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Comment #3:

Main Office - 825 East Third Street, San Bemardino, CA §2415-0835 | Phone: 902.387.7810 Fax: 800,387 7911

Department of Public Works Mol Castile, P E-
= Flood Control = Special Districts
= Operations = Smrveyar

= Sofid Waste Management » Tramsportation

SAN BERNARDINO

COUNTY

David Doublet, M.5., P.E.
Assistant Director

May 10, 2024
Transmitted Via Email
File: 10{(ENV)-4.01
California Department of Transportation
Attn: Malisa Lieng, Senior Environmental Planner
464 W. 47 Strest, MS 823
San Bernardino, CA 92401-1400
I-15ReplaceRSP@dot.ca.gov

RE: PROJECT COMMENT — PUBLIC NOTICE: NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE INTERSTATE 15 REPLACE
ROCK SLOPE PROTECTION FOR & BRIDGES

Dear Ms. Lieng:

Thank you for allowing the San Bemardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity
to comment on the above-referenced project. We received this request on April 19, 2024, and
pursuant to our review, we have no comments at this time.

We respectfully request to be included on the circulation list for all project notices, public
reviews, or public hearings. In closing, | would like to thank you again for allowing the San
Bermmardino County Department of Public Works the opportunity to comment on the above-

referenced project. Should you have any questions or need additional clanfication, please
contact the individuals who provided the specific comment, as listed above.

Sincerely,

Nancy Sangonett

Nancy J. Sansonetti, AICP
Supenrvising Planner, Capital Improvement Section
Environmental Management Division

NS:MC:aa
cc: Manie Cruz, Planner II

Curt HAGMAN

Fourth District

3.1

3.1: Caltrans appreciates the time and
interest that the San Bernardino County
Department of Public Works has in the
project.

Nancy Sansonetti has been added to the
distribution list for the project.




Comment #4:
Dear Malisa Lieng,

The California Geological Survey (CGS) has received the Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
{15/MND) for the SBD I-15 Replace Rock Slope Protection (RSP) for 6 Bridges Project. This email conveys the
following recommendations from CGS concerning geologic issues related to the project area:

1. Expansive Soils
In the Geology and Soils Section 2.7, the 15/MND states that the “San Bernardino County Land Use Plan

General Plan Geologic Hazard Qverlay Map does not ... identify any land within the project limits as
susceptible to landslides or liquefaction, which implies the absence of expansive soil [emphasis mine].”
This is incorrect. The lack of liquefaction or landslide hazard does not imply that expansive soils are not
present. Liguefiable and expansive soils are not interchangeable. Indeed, in general, expansive soils
tend to be clay rich, and clay-rich soils tend not to be liquefiable. Similarly, liquefiable soils tend to be
granular and not expansive. Therefore, the IS/MND has not adequately addressed the potential impact
of expansive soils on the project. The I15/MND should directly address this potential impact by
determining independently if expansive soils exist at the project site and then determining if they
could have an impact. It cannot use the lack of liquefaction or landslide hazard as a proxy for the lack
of expansive soils.

If you have any additional comments or questions, please feel free to call or email.

Thank you,
ludy Zachariasen

gy‘ California Geological Survey
California Department of Conservation

715 P Street, MS 1900, Sacramento, CA 95814
T:(916) 879-2844

E: judith.zachariasen@conservation.ca.gov

4.1

4.1: Thank you for the comment and insight
on the Geology and Soils Section 2.7. The
response in the IS/MND has been updated.

The need for subsurface investigations to
check for expansive soils will be determined
in the Final Design phase.
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Chapter 4 — List of Preparers

Almabeth Anderson, Senior Landscape Architecture

Neil Azzu, Transportation Engineer, Hazardous Waste Specialist

Gabriela Cardenas, Landscape Architecture

Meenu Chandan, Transportation Engineer, Noise Specialist

Adam Compton, Senior of Biological Regulatory Permits

Sarah Ball, Environmental Planner, Natural Sciences

Ferry Fard, Project Manager

Gary Jones, Associate Environmental Planner, Archaeologist

Sarah Gallimore, Associate Environmental Planner, Biological Regulatory Permits
Kourtney Graves, Environmental Scientist, Generalist

Kurt Heidelberg, Deputy District Director

Michael Huynh, Design - Hydraulics

Edison Jaffery, Transportation Engineer, Air Specialist

Bahram Karimi, Associate Environmental Planner, Paleontology Coordinator
Nazek Kayali, Storm Water Quality

Amy Lee, Environmental Scientist, Climate Change

Malisa Lieng, Senior Environmental Planner, Generalist

Paul Phan, Senior Transportation Engineer

Rambod Sufipur, Project Engineer

Antonia Toledo, Senior Environmental Planner, Climate Change
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Chapter 5 — Distribution List

California Department of Fish and
Wildlife

Inland Region

ATTN: Chris Briggs

3602 Inland Empire Blvd, Suite C-220
Ontario, CA 91764

Lahontan Regional Water Quality
Control Board

Victorville Branch Office

15095 Amargosa Rd., Bldg 2 — Ste. 210
Victorville, CA 92394

San Bernardino County Planning Dept.
385 N. Arrowhead Ave., First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415

Planning & Environmental Coordinator
BLM Barstow Field Office

2601 Barstow Road

Barstow, CA 92311

Mojave Desert Air Quality Management
District

14306 Park Ave.

Victorville, CA 92392

California State Assembly, District 33
9700 7t Ave., Suite 227
Hesperia, CA 92345

San Bernardino County Dept. of Public
Works

Attn: Nancy Sansonetti

825 E. Third Street,

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0835

CA Dept. of Conservation
Attn: Judith Zachariasen
715 P Street, MS 1900,
Sacramento, CA 95814

California Highway Patrol
Attn: Captain E. Meeker

300 E. Mountain View St.
Barstow, CA 92311-2887

San Bernardino County Flood Control

825 E. Third St.
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0835

Dr. James Hart
City Manager, City of Barstow

220 East Mountain View St., Suite A

Barstow, CA 92311

Bureau of Land Management
California Desert District Office
1201 Bird Center Drive

Palm Springs, CA 92262

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Region 8

2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95825

Billy Shott, Regional Director
National Park Service, Region 8
333 Bush Street, Suite 500

San Francisco, CA 94104-2828

Kevin Johnston
2476 Buena Vista Ave.
Livermore, CA 94550
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CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, GOVERNOR

California Department of Transportation :ﬁ |

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR

P.O. BOX 942873, MS-49 | SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001
(916) 654-6130 | FAX (916) 653-5776 TIY 711
www.dot.ca.gov

September 2023

NON-DISCRIMINATION POLICY STATEMENT

The California Department of Transportation, under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, ensures “No person in the United States shall, on the ground of race, color, or
national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financial
assistance.”

Caltrans will make every effort to ensure nondiscrimination in all of its services,
programs and activities, whether they are federally funded or not, and that services
and benefits are fairly distributed to all people, regardless of race, color, or national
origin. In addition, Caltrans will facilitate meaningful participation in the transportation
planning process in a non-discriminatory manner.

Related federal statutes, remedies, and state law further those protections to include
sex, disability, religion, sexual orientation, and age.

For information or guidance on how to file a complaint, or obtain more information
regarding Title VI, please contact the Title VI Branch Manager at (916) 639-6392 or visit
the following web page: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/civil-rights/title-vi.

To obtain this information in an alternate format such as Braille or in a language other
than English, please contact the California Department of Transportation, Office of
Civil Rights, at PO Box 942874, MS-79, Sacramento, CA 94274-0001; (?16) 879-6768
(TTY 711); or at Title.VI@dot.ca.gov.

q*a/lwtb’
TONY TAVARES
Director

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment”


http://www.dot.ca.gov/
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/civil-rights/title-vi
mailto:Title.VI@dot.ca.gov

Appendix B. Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation Summary

In order to be sure that all of the environmental measures identified in this document are executed
at the appropriate times, the following mitigation program (as articulated on the proposed
Environmental Commitments Record [ECR] which follows) would be implemented. During project
design, avoidance, minimization, and /or mitigation measures will be incorporated into the project’s
final plans, specifications, and cost estimates, as appropriate. All permits will be obtained prior to
implementation of the project. During construction, environmental and construction/engineering
staff will ensure that the commitments contained in this ECR are fulfilled. Following construction
and appropriate phases of project delivery, long-term mitigation maintenance and monitoring will
take place, as applicable. As the following ECR is a draft, some fields have not been completed,
and will be filled out as each of the measures is implemented. Note: Some measures may apply
to more than one resource area. Duplicative or redundant measures have not been included in
this ECR.
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Permit Agency Date Expiration | Notes
Type Received
1602 CA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
401 State Water Resources Control Board
(SWRCB)
WDR Regional Water Quality Control Board
(RWQCB)

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEOA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rztSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e P Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
CULTURAL RESOURCES
CUL-1: If cultural materials | N/A District District Design/
are discovered during Environment | Cultural Constru
construction, all earth- al Cultural Studies/ ction
moving activity within sixty Resources District
feet (60') around the Design/
Resident

immediate discovery area

District 8 ECR

Page 1 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS
RECORD
(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E c .
for Task onstructl Environment
on Task
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
will be diverted until a Engineer/
qualified archaeologist can Contractor
assess the nature and
significance of the find.
CUL-2: In the event that N/A District Final
human remains are found, District Cultural Design,
the county coroner should Environment | Studies/ Constru
be notified and ALL al Cultural District ction
construction activities Resources gz::gg/n t
within 60 feet of the Engineer/
discovery shall stop. Contractor

Pursuant to California PRC
Section 5097.98, if the
remains are thought to be
Native American, the
coroner will notify the
Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) who
will then notify the Most
Likely Descendant (MLD).

District 8 ECR

Page 2 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEQA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
The person who
discovered the remains will
notify District 8 Division of
Environmental Planning;
Gary Jones, District Native
American Coordinator
(DNAC) [(909) 261-8157].
Further provisions of PRC
5097.98 are to be followed
as applicable.
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
BIO-1: Bio-General-1: 51 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Equipment Staging, / District Design, | SSP
Storing, and Borrow Sites: Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
All staging, storing, and 2023 Studies ction 6.03A
borrow sites require the Planning /
approval of the Caltrans Resident
Biologist. Engineer /
Contractor

District 8 ECR

Page 3 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
BIO-2: BIO-Plant-1: Rare 3 Update District Design | Final 2023
Special-status Plant and Memo / District Design, | SSP
Sensitive Natural Biological Constru | 14-
Communities Surveys, Aug. 1, 2024 | Studies ction 6.03A,
Flagging, and Fencing Planning / SSP
(Revised): Within the Resident 14-
appropriate identification Engineer / 6.03D,
periods for special-status Contractor SSP
plants and Sensitive Natural 8-
Communities, surveys shall 1.04C

be conducted according to the
CDFW 2018 Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special-status
Plant Populations and
Sensitive Natural
Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHan
dler.ashx?DocumentID=1895
9). In addition, three days
prior to construction,

District 8 ECR

Page 4 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEQA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e P Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO

preconstruction surveys must
be conducted by a CDFW
approved qualified biologist
with experience surveying for
special-status plant species
and Sensitive Natural
Communities in Californian
desert environments during
the typical rare plant blooming
season (March-June) for all
off pavement work areas, as
well as any construction
staging areas prior to use.
Special-status plants and
Sensitive Natural
Communities must be flagged
for visual identification to
construction personnel for
work avoidance. Special-
status plants detected
featuring multiple plants in a

District 8 ECR

Page 5 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:

[X] PA/ED (DED)

[ ] PS&E Submittal %
[] Construction

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

Generalist:
ECL:

Avoidance, Minimization,
and/or Mitigation Measures

Page

Environme
ntal
Analysis
Source

Responsible
for
Development
and/or
Implementati
on of
Measure

SSP
or
Timing/ | NSSP
Phase :

Action(s) Taken to
Implement Measure/if
checked No, add
Explanation here

PS&E
Task
Complet
e

Constructi
on Task
Complete

Environment
al
Compliance

Date /
Initials

Date /
Initials

YES NO

single location must be
fenced with Temporary High
Visibility Fencing (THVF) as
an Environmentally Sensitive
Area (ESA). Sensitive Natural
Communities detected shall
be flagged or fenced off as
ESAs with THVF. If complete
avoidance of CESA-listed
plants cannot be achieved,
CDFW recommends that
Project activities be
postponed until appropriate
authorization (i.e., a finalized
CESA Incidental Take Permit
(ITP) under Fish and Game
Code section 2081) is
obtained.

BIO-3: BIO-Plant-PSM-3:
Topsoil Conservation Prior to

Update
Memo

District Design
/ District

2023
SSP

Final
Design,

District 8 ECR

Page 6 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
any groundbreaking activities, Biological Constru | 14-
the topsoil, or duff, of a Aug. 1, 2024 | Studies ction 6.03A,
project must be scraped and Planning / 14-
stored to be redistributed on Resident 6.03D,
the project site after Engineer / 8-
construction activities are Contractor 1.04C
completed.
BlO-4: BIO-Arthropod-1: 42 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Rare Insect Host Plant / District Design, | SSP
Preconstruction Clearance Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
Survey, Flagging, and 2023 Studies ction 6.03A,
Fencing: No more than 3 Planning / 14-
days prior to project activities, Resident 6.03D,
a Caltrans-approved biologist Engineer / 8-
must perform a Contractor 1.04C

preconstruction survey for
Monarch butterfly host plants.
Should any Monarch butterfly
host plants be found, the
Resident Engineer and

District 8 ECR

Page 7 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
Caltrans biologist must be
contacted, and host plants
must be flagged by the
Contractor-supplied biologist
for visual identification to
construction personnel for
work avoidance. Should
multiple plants in a single
location be found, the
groupings must be fenced
with Temporary High Visibility
Fencing (THVF) as an
Environmentally Sensitive
Area (ESA).
BIO-5: Bio-Reptile-1: 46 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Equipment Flagging. Project / District Design, | SSP
personnel must attach Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
surveyor flagging tape to a 2023 Studies ction 6.03A
conspicuous place on each Planning /
piece of equipment to remind Resident

District 8 ECR

Page 8 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[ ] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
the operator to check under Engineer /
the equipment for desert Contractor
tortoise before operating
equipment at any time.
BlO-6: Bio-Desert Tortoise- | 46 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
3: Injured or Dead Desert / District Design, | SSP
Tortoise. The qualified Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
biologist must inform USFWS 2023 Studies ction 6.03A,
and CDFW of any injured or Planning / SSP
dead desert tortoises (and Resident 14-
other special status species) Engineer / 6.03D,
found on site (verbal Contractor SSP
notification within 24 hours 8-
and written notification within 1.04C
5 days).
BIO-7: BIO-General-4: 5 Update District Design | Final 2023
Preconstruction Surveys Memo / District Design, | SSP
(Bats) For all Project activities Biological Constru | 14-
planned in or adjacent to Studies ction 6.03A,

District 8 ECR

Page 9 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEQA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
potential bat roosting habitat, August 1, Planning / 14-
such as, but not limited to, 2024 Resident 6.03D,
bridges, swallow nests, and Engineer/ 8-
episodic washes that contain Contractor 1.04C

creviced walls, a designated
Biologist shall conduct
daytime and evening visual
surveys for bats and for
potential roosting habitat 14
days prior to the planned
commencement of Project
activities. If bats are found
roosting in or adjacent to the
PIA, the Designated Biologist
shall conduct emergence
surveys and use acoustic
monitoring during appropriate
weather conditions to identify
species, estimated quantity
present, roost type (e.g.,
maternity), and roost status

District 8 ECR

Page 10 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO

(e.g., maternal roost
occupied, seasonal refuge,
etc.). CDFW shall be notified
within 24 hours if bats are
found roosting. Results of the
surveys shall be provided to
CDFW within seven days of
completing the
aforementioned surveys. If
roosting bats or signs of
roosting bats are found in the
Project areas (e.g., occupied
roosts, urine staining, guano
masses, etc.), a Bat
Avoidance and Monitoring
Plan shall be submitted at
least seven days prior to the
start of Project activities for
CDFW review and written
approval. Project activities
may not start until CDFW's

District 8 ECR

Page 11 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
written approval of the Bat
Avoidance and Monitoring
Plan which shall include: (1)
an assessment of all Project
impacts to bats, including
noise disturbance during
construction; (2) effective
avoidance and minimization
measures to protect bats; (3)
compensatory mitigation for
permanent impacts to roosts if
impacted, such as, but not
limited to, constructing
artificial bat roosting habitats
(e.g. bat boxes or panels).
BIO-8: BIO-General-4: 2 Update District Design | Final 2023
Preconstruction Surveys Memo / District Design, | SSP
(Plants and Sensitive Biological Constru | 14-
Natural Communities) August 1, Studies ction 6.03A,
Within the appropriate 2024 Planning / 14-

District 8 ECR

Page 12 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEQA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
identification periods for Resident 6.03D,
special-status plants and Engineer / 8-
Sensitive Natural Contractor 1.04C

Communities, surveys shall
be conducted according to the
CDFW 2018 Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special-status
Plant Populations and
Sensitive Natural
Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHan
dler.ashx?DocumentID=1895
9). In addition, three days
prior to construction, a
preconstruction survey must
be conducted by a CDFW
approved Qualified Biologist
with a minimum of five years
of professional experience
surveying for special-status

District 8 ECR

Page 13 of 33

Rev. November 19, 2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:

[X] PA/ED (DED)

[ ] PS&E Submittal %
[] Construction

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

Generalist:
ECL:

Avoidance, Minimization,
and/or Mitigation Measures

Page

Environme
ntal
Analysis
Source

Responsible
for
Development
and/or
Implementati
on of
Measure

SSP
or
Timing/ | NSSP
Phase :

Action(s) Taken to
Implement Measure/if
checked No, add
Explanation here

PS&E
Task
Complet
e

Constructi
on Task
Complete

Environment
al
Compliance

Date /
Initials

Date /
Initials

YES NO

plant species and Sensitive
Natural Communities in
Californian desert
environments. Surveys shall
be conducted within the
Biological Study Area (the PIA
plus an additional 100 feet).
Sensitive Natural
Communities must be flagged
for visual identification to
construction personnel for
work avoidance. Sensitive
Natural Communities
detected shall be flagged or
fenced off with ESA
temporary high visibility
fencing.

BIO-9: Bio-Reptile-4: Speed
Limits in Desert Tortoise
Habitat. Except on

46

NESMI

District Design
/ District
Biological

2023
SSP
14-

Final
Design,

District 8 ECR

Page 14 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if

Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
maintained public roads Dec.12, Studies Constru | 6.03A,
designated for higher speeds 2023 Planning / ction SSP
or within desert tortoise proof Resident 14-
fenced areas, driving speeds Engineer / 6.03D,
must not exceed 20 miles per Contractor SSP
hour through potential desert 14-
tortoise habitat on unpaved 1.02,
roads. SSP

8-

1.04C
BIO-10: BIO-Reptile-5: 7 Update District Design | Final 2023
Desert Tortoise Predation Memo / District Design, | SSP
Prevention To preclude Biological Constru | 14-
attracting predators, such as August 1, Studies ction 6.03A,
the common raven (Corvus 2024 Planning / SSP
corax) and coyotes (Canis Resident 14-
latrans), food-related trash Engineer / 6.03D,
items must be placed in Contractor SSP
covered refuse cans and 14-
removed daily from the work 1.02,

District 8 ECR

Page 15 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
sites and disposed of at an SSP
appropriate refuse disposal 8-
site. Workers are prohibited 1.04C
from feeding all wildlife.
BlO-11: BIO-Reptile-6: 7 Update District Design | Final 2023
Temporary Demarcation: Memo / District Design, | SSP
Temporary demarcation in the Biological Constru | 14-
form of Temporary Desert August 1, Studies ction 6.03A,
Tortoise Fencing must be _ | 2024 Planning / SSP
established following the most Resident 14-
recent USFWS protocol for Engineer/ 6.03D,
construction of fencing at Contractor SSP
bridge locations as shown on 14-
the plans prior to construction 1.02,
to exclude desert tortoise. All SSP
temporary demarcation 8-
materials must be removed 1.04C

once construction has been
completed.

District 8 ECR
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task Cor]rstrzctl Environment
Development Complet <():n asl t al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e omplete Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
BIO-12: BIO-Reptile-7: 7 Update District Design | Final 2023
Permanent Fencing: Memo / District Design, | SSP
Permanent fencing for desert Biological Constru | 14-
tortoise must be re-installed August 1, Studies ction 6.03A,
following the most recent 2024 Planning / SSP
USFWS protocol for Resident 14-
construction of fencing to Engineer / 6.03D,
replace previous fencing Contractor SSP
damaged or removed during 14-
construction activities, to 1.02,
ensure connectivity (tie-ins to SSP
culverts, etc.). Changes in 8-
location of fencing will be 1.04C
decided by Caltrans qualified
biologist and design.
BIO-13: BIO-General-4: 5 Update District Design | Final 2023
Preconstruction Surveys Memo / District Design, | SSP
(Desert Tortoise) Biological Constru | 14-
Preconstruction desert Studies ction 6.03A,
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEQA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
tortoise surveys must be August 1, Planning / SSP
conducted within the 2024 Resident 14-
Biological Study Area in Engineer/ 6.03D,
accordance with the U. S. Contractor SSP
Fish and Wildlife Service's 14-
2009 desert tortoise survey 1.02,
method SSP
(https://lwwwfws.gov/sites/def 8-
ault/files/documents/Desert- 1.04C

Tortoise-Field-Manual.pdf). If
surveys confirm absence, the
CDFW approved biologist
shall ensure desert tortoise
does not have access to the
project area. If surveys
confirms presence of desert
tortoise, Caltrans will
communicate with CDFW and
USFWS to coordinate and
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
implement protective
measures.
BlIO-14: BIO-General-7: 41 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Worker Environmental / District Design/ | SSP
Awareness Program Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
(WEAP). A Qualified Biologist 2023 Studies ction 6.03A,
must present a biological Planning / SSP
resource information .
pogramTEA for Geser ooy iy
tortoise and other special- Contractor ssp
status plant species/habitat
found within the BSA prior to 8-
project activities to all 1.04C
personnel that will be present
within the project limits for
longer than 30 minutes at any
given time.
BlO-15: BIO-General-8: 6 Update District Design | Final 2023
Biological Monitor (Bats) Memo / District Design, | SSP
The contractor supplied Aug 1, 2024 | Biological Constru | 14-
qualified biologist must Studies ction 6.03A,
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Page 19 of 33

Rev. November 19,

2020




1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS
RECORD
(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task COHSUECII Environment
Development Complet <():n Tasl t al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e omplete Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
monitor project activities daily Planning / SSP
to ensure that measures are Resident 14-
being implemented and Engineer / 6.03D,
documented for bats. If bats Contractor SSP
are disturbed and evacuating 8-
the bridge during project 1.04C
activities, all activities must
stop. The Caltrans biologist
and the resident engineer
must be contacted and work
will only continue with
permission of qualified bat
biologist.
BlO-16: BIO-General-8: 3 Update District Design | Final 2023
Biological Monitor (Birds) Memo / District Design, | SSP
The Qualified Biologist must Aug 1, 2024 | Biological Constru | 14-
monitor project activities Studies ction 6.03A,
weekly to ensure that Planning / SSP
measures are being Resident 14-
implemented and 6.03D,

District 8 ECR
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
documented, and daily for any Engineer / SSP
nesting birds observed during Contractor 8-
preconstruction surveys until 1.04C
the young have fledged or the
nest is deemed inactive.
BIO-17: BIO-General-8: 6 Update District Design | Final 2023
Biological Monitor (Desert Memo / District Design, | SSP
Tortoise) The contractor Aug 1, 2024 | Biological Constru | 14-
supplied qualified biologist Studies ction 6.03A,
must monitor project activities Planning / SSP
daily to ensure that measures Resident 14-
are being implemented and Engineer / 6.03D,
documented for desert Contractor SSP
tortoise. If a desert tortoise is 8-
found within the project area, 1.04C

all work will stop and the
tortoise will be given a 50-foot
buffer. The tortoise will be
permitted to leave the area of
his own accord. The
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:

[X] PA/ED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task Cor]rstrzctl Environment
Development Complet <():n asl t al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e omplete Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
contractor supplied qualified
biologist and the Resident
Engineer will stop work and
USFWS and CDFW will be
notified for further guidance.
BlO-18: Bio-General-9: 3 Update District Design | Final 2023
Environmentally Sensitive Memo / District Design, | SSP
Area (ESA). To address Biological Constru | 14-
impacts to desert tortoise, Aug 1, 2024 | Studies ction 6.03A,
desert tortoise designated Planning / SSP
critical habitat, special-status Resident 14-
species, and sensitive natural Engineer / 1.02,
community black-stem Contractor

rabbitbrush scrub (BSRB),
surveys shall be conducted
within the Biological Study
Area (the PIA plus an
additional 100 feet). Sensitive
Natural Communities
detected shall be flagged or

District 8 ECR
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO

fenced off with ESA
temporary high visibility
fencing (THVF), as shown on
the plans and/or described in
the specifications. In areas
where BSRB is present, ESA
fencing will be utilized to
maximize protection of BSRB
for protection from work
avoidance as much as
feasible. Within the
appropriate identification
periods for special-status
plants and Sensitive Natural
Communities, surveys shall
be conducted according to the
CDFW 2018 Protocols for
Surveying and Evaluating
Impacts to Special-status
Plant Populations and
Sensitive Natural
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
Communities (found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHan
dler.ashx?Document|D=1895
9).
BlO-19: Bio-General-10: 6 Update District Design | Final 2023
Environmentally Sensitive Memo / District Design, | SSP
Area (ESA) Fence Biological Constru | 14-
Monitoring. Integrity Aug. 1, 2024 | Studies ction 6.03A,
inspections of desert tortoise Planning / SSP
fencing must occur . _
throughout the duration of the Eﬁ;:ggg:/ 23403[)
project daily prior to Contractor S'SP ’
commencing project activities
and after activities are 14-
completed. If during 1.02,
construction the fence fails, SSP
work must stop until it is 8-
repaired, and the qualified 1.04C

biologist inspects (and clears)
the job site.
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if

Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
BIO-20: Bio-General-11: 47 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Environmentally Sensitive / District Design, | SSP
Area (ESA) Fence Removal. Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
All temporary fencing must be 2023 Studies ction 6.03A,
removed as a last order of Planning / SSP
work...Duripg re.moval, a Resident 14-
quJ:Sth;std biologist must be Engineer / 6.03D,
P ' Contractor SSP

14-

1.02,

SSP

8-

1.04C
BlIO-21: Bio-General-12: 47 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Animal Entrapment. To / District Design, | SSP
prevent inadvertent Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
entrapment of desert tortoise 2023 Studies ction 6.03A,
during project activities, all Planning / SSP
excavated steep-walled holes Resident 14-
or trenches more than 6 6.03D,
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
inches deep must be covered Engineer / SSP
at the close of each working Contractor 8-
day by plywood (or similar 1.04C

material) or provided with one
Or more escape ramps
constructed of earth fill or
wooden planks. At the
beginning of each working
day, all such holes or
trenches must be inspected to
ensure no animals have been
trapped during the previous
night. Before such holes or
trenches are filled, they must
be thoroughly inspected for
trapped animals. Trapped
animals must be released by
the qualified biologist. If a
desert tortoise is found, then

District 8 ECR
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
the agencies will be notified
for further guidance.
BIO-22: BIO-General-16: 3 Update District Design | Final 2023
Invasive Weed Control To Memo / District Design, | SSP
address impacts to natural Biological Constru | 14-
communities of concern and Aug 1, 2024 | Studies ction 6.03A,
special-status plant and rare Planning / SSP
insect host plant species, a Resident 14-
Qualified Biologist must Engineer / 6.03D,
identify invasive species Contractor SSP
within the Project Impact Area 8-
during shoulder backing, road 1.04C
realignment, and road
widening. Treatment and
disposal methods must be
approved by the Caltrans
Biologist prior to vegetation
removal.
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
BlO-23: Bio-Avian-1: 49 NESMI District Design | Final 2023
Preconstruction Nesting / District Design, | SSP
Bird Survey. If project Dec.12, Biological Constru | 14-
activities cannot avoid the 2023 Studies ction 6.03A,
nesting season, generally Planning / 14-
regarded as Feb. 1 — Sept 30, Resident 6.03D,
then preconstruction nesting Engineer / SSP
bird surveys must be Contractor 8-
conducted 3-days prior to 1.04C

construction by a qualified
biologist to locate and avoid
nesting birds. If an active
avian nest is located, a no
construction buffer may be
established and monitored by
the qualified biologist and/or
monitored until the young
have fledged or the nest is no
longer active.
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task COHSUECII Environment
Development Complet <():n Tasl t al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e omplete Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
BlO-24: Dewatering 16 CEQAIS District Design | Final SSP
/ District Design,
Biological Constru | 13-
Studies ction 4.04G
Planning /
Resident
Engineer /
Contractor
HAZARDOUS WASTE / MATERIALS
HAZ-1: Conditions for use of 1 ISA District Design | Final SSP
local material from non- Checklist / District Design, | 6-1.03
commercial source Environmental | Constru
Jan. 22, Engineering/ | ction
2024 Resident
Engineer /
Contractor
HAZ-2: Management of 1 ISA District Design | Final SSP
Treated Wood Waste (TWW) Checklist / District Design, | 14-
Environmental 11.14

Engineering /
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015
PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[ ] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task Cor]rstrzctl Environment
Development Complet <():n asl t al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e omplete Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
from guardrail posts, add item Jan. 22, Resident Constru
141120 for TWW. 2024 Engineer / ction
Contractor
HAZ-3: NESHAP Notification | 1 ISA District Design | Constru | SSP
Checklist / District ction 14-
Environmental 9.02
Jan. 22, Engineering /
2024 Resident
Engineer/
Contractor
HAZ-4: Asbestos-containing 1 ISA District Design | Final SSP
construction materials in Checklist / District Design, | 14-
bridges. Environmental | Constru | 11.16
June 25, Engineering/ | ction
2024 Resident
Engineer/
Contractor
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

CEQA Initial Study ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD'15 Replace RSP fOf 6 BrldgeS) EA 08-1L530
] PAJED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
HAZ-5: Earth material 1 ISA District Design | Final SSP
containing lead, requires a Checklist / District Design, | 7-
lead compliance plan (LCP) Environmental | Constru | 1.02K
June 25, Engineering/ | ction 6)(j)i
2024 Resident i)
Engineer/
Contractor
HAZ-6: Residue containing 1 ISA District Design | Final SSP
lead from paint and Checklist / District Design, | 36-4
thermoplastic Environmental | Constru
June 25, Engineering/ | ction
2024 Resident
Engineer/
Contractor
HAZ-7: Removal of yellow 1 ISA District Design | Final SSP
traffic stripe and pavement Checklist / District Design, | 84-
marking with non-hazardous Environmental | Constru | 9.03B
residue June 25, Engineering/ | ction
2024 Resident
Engineer/
Contractor
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024
CEQA Initial Study
NEPA Categorical Exclusion

Project Phase:
] PAJED (DED)

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

RECORD

(SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges)

08-SBD-015

PM Various

EA 08-1L530
PN 0820000092

[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for P Task (C)Zr?rjrs(:itsrictl Environment
_ Development _ Complet Complete al _
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
GREENHOUSE GAS
GHG-1: Limit idling to 5 CEQAIS District Design | Final
minutes for delivery and dump / District Design,
trucks and other diesel- Environmental | Constru
powered equipment. / Resident ction
Engineer /
Contractor
GHG-2: Schedule truck trips CEQAIS District Design | Final
outside of peak morning and / District Design,
evening commute hours. Environmental | Constru
/ Resident ction
Engineer /
Contractor
GHG-3: - Maintain equipment CEQAIS District Design | Final
in proper tune and working / District Design,
condition. Environmental | Constru
, ) i / Resident ction
- Use right sized equipment Engineer /
for the job. Contractor
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1L530: Environmental Commitments Record

Date of ECR: 8/8/2024

ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

CEQA Initial Study 08-SBD-015
NEPA Categorical Exclusion RECORD PM Various
Project Phase: (SBD-15 Replace RSP for 6 Bridges) EA 08-1L530
X PA/ED (DED) PN 0820000092
[] PS&E Submittal % Generalist:
[] Construction ECL:
Responsible PS&E .
for Task gr?r.]rs(fitSrECt' Environment
Development Complet Complete al
Environme | and/or SSP Action(s) Taken to e Compliance
ntal Implementati or Implement Measure/if
Avoidance, Minimization, Analysis on of Timing/ | NSSP | checked No, add Date / Date /
and/or Mitigation Measures | Page | Source Measure Phase : Explanation here Initials Initials YES NO
- Use equipment with new
technologies.
GHG-4: Reduce the need for CEQAIS District Design / | Final
transport of earthen materials District Design,
by balancing cut and fill Environmental / | Constru
quantities. Resident ction
Engineer /
Contractor
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#23-12 SBD SBDLS07 SHOPP BRIDGE

Exempt Grouped Projects for Bridge Rehabilitation and Reconstruction - SHOPP Bridge

SBDLS07 . 2023 FTIP Amendment #23-12
Preservation Program
NP . - Program State | Total Project Cost (in
Agency County District EA Notes Project Description Year (FFY) Federal Funds Funds $1000's)
New. 2022 SHOPP [On I-15 near Needles, from Woods Wash Bridge to Homer Wash Bridge at various
Caltrans SBd 1L800 approved by CTC |locations. Restore rock slope protection at eight bridges to mitigate scour. PS&E and 2023/24 $2,031 $0 $2,031
March 17,2022.  [RW Sup Only.
New. 2022 SHOPP On I-15 near the city of San Bernardino, at Devore Overhead Right Bridge No. 54
Caltrans SBd 11510 approved by CTC -0818R, Devore Overhead Left Bridge No.'54—081 8L, and Cajon Creek Right Bridge No. 2023724 $1,328 %0 $1,328
March 17, 2022 54-0781R. Place polyester concrete on bridge decks, freat approach and departure
! © [slabs with methacrylate, and replace bridge joint seals. PS&E and RW Sup Only.
FY 2023-24 100% SHOPP AC funded| Subtotal $30,773 $0 $30,773
On I-15 near the city of San Bernardino, at Devore Overhead Right Bridge No. 54
New. 2022 SHOPP |[-0818R, Devore Overhead Left Bridge No. 54-0818L, and Cajon Creek Right Bridge No.
Caltrans SBd 1L510 approved by CTC [54-0781R. Place polyester concrete on bridge decks, treat approach and departure 2024/25 $4,599 $0 $4,599
March 17, 2022.  [slabs with methacrylate, and replace bridge joint seals. RW Cap and CON Cap/Sup
Only.
FY 2024-25 100% SHOPP AC funded| Subtotal $4,599 $0 $4,599
2022 SHOPP On 1-40 near Needles, from Park Moabi Road to Topock Road at the Colorado River
Carryover from 2020 [Bridge No. 54-0415. Bridge rehabilitation and/or replacement. Caltrans will be the
Caltrans SBd OR380 SHOPP, approved |lead agency and will share half of all costs with Arizona Department of 2025/26 $37.301 $0 $37,301
by CTC March 17, |Transportation (ADOT) as indicated via a signed Letter of Intent. RW Cap and CON
2022. Cap/Sup Only.
New. 2022 SHOPP |On I-15 near Zzyzx and Mountain Pass, from Telephone Wash Bridge to Ivanpah Ditch
Caltrans SBd 1L530 approved by CTC [Bridge at various locations. Restore rock slope protection at six bridges to mitigate 2025/26 $11,880 $0 $11,880
March 17,2022. |scour. RW Cap and CON Cap/Sup Only.
New. 2022 SHOPP |On I-15 near Needles, from Woods Wash Bridge to Homer Wash Bridge at various
Caltrans SBd 1L800 approved by CTC |locations. Restore rock slope protection at eight bridges to mitigate scour. RW Cap 2025/26 $9.187 $0 $9.187

March 17, 2022.

and CON Cap/Sup Only.
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Appendix D. List of Technical Studies

- Historic Property Survey Report March 23, 2023

- ISA Checklist June 25, 2024

- Natural Environment Study (Minimal Impacts) December 12, 2023

- Storm Water December 8, 2023

- Supplemental HPSR February 5, 2024

- Questionnaire to Determine Visual Impact Assessment October 16, 2023

- Updated Memo for Natural Environmental Study (Minimal Impacts) July 31, 2024
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